Advances in Social Sciences #+FH£H{Y, 2019, 8(7), 1266-1274 Hans XM
Published Online July 2019 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ass
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2019.87174

Research on Evaluation System and Method
of Classroom Teaching

Wen Cheng, Xiang Yuan

School of Economics & Management, Shanghai Maritime University, Shanghai
Email: yuanx2109@163.com

Received: Jul. 3", 2019; accepted: Jul. 17, 2019; published: Jul. 26", 2019

Abstract

In the new situation of university competition, how to improve the quality of teaching and enhance
the competitiveness of the school has become an important subject of each university. So the es-
tablishment of classroom teaching evaluation system and evaluation methods will have a vital sig-
nificance. In this paper, AHP is used to establish the hierarchical relationship of the classroom
teaching quality evaluation index system, and the weight vector and the weight vector are ob-
tained, and the weights under different evaluation systems are obtained. Finally, through the es-
tablished model, some reasonable suggestions are given to the teacher’s classroom teaching, so as
to improve teaching methods and improve teaching quality.
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Table 1. Students’ evaluation index system for classroom teaching quality
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Table 2. Peer-to-teacher evaluation index system for classroom teaching quality
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Table 3. Expert group’s evaluation index system for classroom teaching quality
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Table 5. Students evaluate first-level indicator weights
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Table 6. Second-level indicator weight
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