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Abstract

Based on the questionnaire of relevant undergraduates to explore the new form of non-standard
assessment of experimental courses in statistics major, the paper analyzes the characteristics and
defects of traditional experimental course examinations, researches how to develop the practical
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ability development of different grades of student groups to improve students’ comprehensive
ability via the experimental course assessment, and proposes a non-standard assessment of sta-
tistical experimental course, which provides some reference for the non-standard examination of
related majors.

Keywords

Statistics, Experimental Course, Non-Standardized Examination, Questionnaire Survey

Copyright © 2021 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

R R E A AR ERACT M EERKE, 2R mRERENARTB1]. BT, Ko
P SAT AR ARHEAL B 1, AR R VR 2RI, . HulEan—. MR H, ARG —.
QBT RE AR 5 BRBEAAR[2] HU0, 2T 25 ol i N R B TRAR I B M 9940 7 SEIR IR %,
BUE A ESCBRRE AN, T, BATRM T ARBIIWET, PG LMo, SO R %5
o WAAARHENEZIIBTT7%, DR “ma iR rpE.

it LI A A T HoAh — 28 S2I0 PR, — 13 BB RIRE F G v gt AT K AL AT 234t (4
AR, WA SHE —EBOREER[3]. Bk, ARAEs ol 5 RN R e BAIE R, A REA T %
EEER B MRES T WATRETT AT ANENETRE 5, HARMEAL & RS2 W R T ALie Ty,
B R Z N [4]. ASCEAESL R TSR, WSERRHE MBI M A R, BAR BRI T, Ehx
gittle, HEMZBEAAFENHBERTA, Haril@si, UL AR B S .

2. AEEE
2.1. [B)&EEit

ASCRAFEHEN T %, B E, SRR THE. ERRARELE S —)
NUE A, wE =BT B B AR 55 BE R B =
AN TR B AR A B2 A BT S A, BT KB DI BESEiiR, rULREX SONARER =
K=+ KWURZEA . SORTREAE 240 4y, WIBIA 2090 221 43, A RFEAS LGN 92%, PEA. SEF Ak
NP 1L B12).  (CEURAEARIEA IS ) BRI, (g, s
POREE B E S G A St RIS AERAT RN A, ARG 50 4y, AR 42 40

CERRAARELE LG —) Wit 4 ML 21 M8 1) DPAERGER; 2) H5H5%T7 U
fit; 3) MEGHLAI S, 4) REARTTRIRIRIT. CRBRRARREL S E ) a2 A . 1) A
TR ST A — 2N P TR E IR 2) ARG B R AR AR AL 25 5 RE 4R T 4570
fHot. PR HEMRH LB ER, ZaRH—HERRA R, BBk f “Eeffa” . “WEAE” .
CEARET L CHRATE” o “SEATE” BAEE, NMEMESREN 5. 40 30 20 1, 7
b g AR R A H U e R P A P A il A A S 5 ) ] TS - s, 31X —
e 73T U At R 2 P R 55 BRAAE I — R R AN R[5

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2021.104071 695 Gt 5 3


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.104071
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Wi, B

PR 22 AR 23 L

44.8 %

Figure 1. The sex ratio of respondents

1. [EE—HIFEZ AL B)
FLNE T

L =N |
Paaed
Bl

33.48 %

36.2 %

30.32 %

Figure 2. The grade proportion of respondents
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Table 1. The characteristics of traditional examination

= 1. REELTNHHHE

fatr TENFE WBRARE  EARE  WEREE  ZSaefe

EE NG —HR 14.03% 18.10% 14.93% 22.17% 30.77%
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Table 2. The disadvantages of traditional examination
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Figure 3. Differences between gender and related measures
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Figure 4. Differences between grade and related measures
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Figure 5. Differences between test scores and related measures

5. FRMSSAXVERZ BHER

4.2. ZERERFENH

FHRFUEMALR & RESIRTHRI B R , (IR URARRHEAL A 1713 — DI HX R — 22T w1 1 ge vk iR
THEZET A IR Y BI04 288, Herh B2 Br o SR 52 48— H 4R A SRR &5 15427 30, 1
JS2 FH [ Y51 A SR PR B S R A/ N P AT W TN 3R IR ST 2, 3 T TR 25 1 734X
RGN TT AN T30 11 A T 42 ARSAER P TSR RE RS IR 3T .

KBEIRTHI 6 ML 6 MR, MR —RLlRE, —REmkE. BN
ZASOKFRT, SAE TR EER R 12 5 B, RENNE TS NGRS (L 4,
1 5), LAGRE 0 N AT HEAT 2 R TT Z 0, IRTUR LR T A R R ZR 8 RE SR TR 75
& PRI R E IR T

Table 4. Explanation of factors
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Table 5. The meaning of each level of factor
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Table 6. Analysis of variance of professional skill
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Figure 6. The profile of factors A, B and C
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Table 7. Analysis of variance for overall development
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Figure 7. The profile of factors D, E and F
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