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A Relationship between the Amount of Utterances and the Learner
Characteristics at Pair Work in Computer Literacy Education
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Abstract: We have proposed pair work in university-level computer literacy education as opposed to tradi-
tional, standalone teaching. In this paper, in order to extract the learner characteristics factors affecting the
number of utterances, known to be important to improve the pair work effect, we conducted the pair work
classes. The results indicate that as the personality’s characteristics the point of TEG 1I is related to the
amount of utterances during pair work and especially AC (Adapted Child) affects utterance negatively. In
addition, it is recognized that a higher paired score of TEG II tends to have higher number of utterances and

score of pair work effect.
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Fig. 1 Flow chart of investigation.
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Table 1 Basic statistics of number of utterances.
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