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Abstract: This study aims to identify areas that need further research from a gender perspective in computer science education
research in Japan by examining international trends in computer science education literature that focuses on gender issues. In the
examination of the literature, the Simon's classification system, which is a framework for categorizing computer science education
papers, was employed. The study found that (1) Japan needs to conduct additional research to identify the factors that impede
computer science education due to gender specific to Japan and link them to educational practices, while incorporating research
findings from other countries, and (2) more research is needed to investigate factors that cause differences in computer science
education between girls and boys in K—12 education, as well as research on teaching theories and models that reduce the differences
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between girls and boys in response to these factors.
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