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WFFER R OMEE (3£32) : It is an urgent issue to develop a new assessment for capturing how
new ideas emerge from the perspective of knowledge creation metaphor. This study
attempts to propose indices for knowledge creation practices with Social Network Analysis
as a tool and demonstrate how it could be applied to the rich data of learning. Two
classroom practices, where different types of scaffolds were provided on a CSCL
environment, were assessed by using our indices. It was found that new insights of
knowledge creation practices were suggested as well as findings by ordinary content
analysis.
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