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Abstract

Design thinking is an effective way to improve creativity. While design thinking workshop was in-
troduced to universities, how to analyze the effect on students becomes a challenge. On the basis
of constructing design thinking assessment scale, we explore the impact of design thinking work-
shop on college students. It is found that college students who have participated in design thinking
workshop have a higher level of design thinking traits than those who have not. Design thinking
workshop can significantly improve the design thinking traits of college students, especially the
two dimensions of cooperation and visualization.
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Table 1. Characteristics of design thinking
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Table 2. Examples of design thinking courses
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Table 3. Difference analysis results of each dimension of design thinking level
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T BRIBOERMZ R 5 8RR, | DR FEAFE, 5 MR IERRE. 1T 8wt B4eK0r.

MOTFEAR T ATIS H ER A, A A4 B AR AR KPR AN AR EERE =
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Table 4. Means of improvement in design thinking of group A students
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