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Study of Tool Utilization and Active Learning in Composition

Education
SHIGEKO TAKAHASHI"' MICHIKO OBA™ TAKU YAMAGUCHI™
RYO FUJIWARAT TATSUO KOBAYASHI'

Abstract: Mutual review is effective for writing sentences with consciousness of the reader, which is a sentence that tells the
other party information in an easy-to-understand manner. In order to effectively induce mutual review among students in
composition education, classes were conducted using worksheets and Web applications. By using the tool, changes in the
quantity and quality of the review were seen. Analyze mutual learning behavior and consider effective teaching methods.
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Table 2 Evaluation of reviewing comments Rubric
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Figure 7 Aggregation of sentence ability self-assessment sheet

(at the end of lesson)
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Table 4 Student's comments on the points of using the worksheet
and Web application, the points that were difficult to use
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