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Assessment Indicator for Generative Learning Resources

YANG Xianmin & YU Shenquan

( Educational Institute  Jiangsu Normal University Xuzhou 221116  China;
Modern Educational Technology Institute Beijing Normal University Beijing 100875 China)

Abstract: Learning resource assessment is an important way to guide the resource construction to enhance resource
quality and to promote the spread and share of excellent educational resources. The status of of learning resource con—
struction is changing from planning to conducting. Currently the research about learning resource quality assessment
are more inclined to the evaluation of ultimate resource quality which may hardly evaluate the process of resource evo—
lution also may hardly predict the effect of resource evolution in the future. Based on the existing resource evaluation
criterions this paper starts from the perspective of evolution uses literature research method and expert interview meth—
od and constructs an evolution assessment indicator system for generative learning resources. The evaluation indicator
system includes five first level indicators including resource contention resource configuration marking standards
resources teaching quality and resource activity and twenty two second — level indicators. In this paper according to
the index system we have made corresponding assessment scale and carried on the trial test in Learning Cell System.
The result shows that the evaluation indicator system has good integrity and is able to guide the generative learning re—
source assesssment. The evaluation scale can evaluate the evolution result and evolution process of learning resource in
the open environment effectively.

Key words: generative learning resource; resource evolution; evolution evaluation; evaluation indicator
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