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Abstract

Mathematics is the foundation of all natural sciences. It is also an important basic course for the
cultivation of scientific and technological talents. In the long-term bilingual teaching practices in
Tibetan areas of Qinghai, two Kkinds of teaching modes suitable for science and mathematics
teachings in Tibetan areas have been concluded. These two modes have achieved good results in
mathematics teaching. This paper takes the college entrance exam’s math scores of students at
The Hainan Number Two Nationalities High School in Qinghai Province as a sample from 2014 to
2017, and uses the T-test to evaluate the significant difference between the two teaching modes.
The statistical results show that there is no significant difference in the effect of mathematics
teaching between the two types of teaching as long as the “classification according to words, bi-
lingual teaching, and teaching according to the students’ superiority language”.
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Figure 1. 2014~2017 comparison chart of the overall evaluation results of the
mathematics college entrance examination of the first and second teaching
modes
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Table 1. Single sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov test of two kinds of teaching modes

= 1. FEHFBN B K Kolmogorov-Smirmov #25E

— R TR
N 4 4
¥l 243325 23.1600
EASH

bRt 2 2.96461 223146

XA 0.355 0.204

R 22 5] iE 0.355 0.204
it -0.259 -0.153

Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z 0.711 0.407

AR S5k 2 T (U 0.693 0.996

b, MRyEHE T ES .

M PR BRI R AR K-S BT RER A , PIAHA B 5 VAT
P s =0.693>0.05, P =0.996>0.05, BHIHIRMIES 2. fF6 T RBER.
3.2.3. MIHAE T RS

Table 2. Two kinds of teaching modes statistics of mathematics total evaluation in college entrance examination
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SRR
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Table 3. The independent sample T-test of the two kinds of teaching modes in the college entrance examination
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