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Learning Analytics Obtained from the Large-scale Online Testing

Hideo HIROSE

Abstract

(Received Aug. 6, 2018)

The FP (follow-up program) system, a large-scale online testing system, is principally an assistance
system for learning students, where the FP system was aimed at helping students who need basic

learning and aimed at assisting teachers who have to engage in teaching a variety of educational stu-
dents. However, all the teachers and stuffs do not always know such a system deeply. The author had
a chance to explain the system in public at the research conference held in June 22, 2018, and thus he
used this opportunity to do this. This paper describes the details of the lecture in June 22, 2018. Firstly,
he mentions the item response theory comparing to the classical testing theory. Then, he describes

one of the methods for detecting drop-out students, as a learning analytics.
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