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Abstract

This study investigates the perception and evaluation of college students towards the implemen-
tation of moral education in schools, and analyzes the impact of moral education from the pers-
pective of gender differences. The study adopted a descriptive analysis method, compiled a survey
questionnaire, and conducted interviews to investigate the implementation of the “four guidance”
moral education system among college students in Nanning University. The survey data was sta-
tistically analyzed. It was found that there are differences in the evaluation of moral education at-
titudes among college students of different genders in Nanning University. Targeted moral educa-
tion methods should be adopted to improve the effectiveness of moral education work.
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Table 1. Distribution of survey subjects on demographic variables

1 AENREAOFZE LN

A 2553 N 43 (%)
R—#4E 520 35.8
FE e R—Fra sl AE 820 56.5
ek AR 111 7.6
5 775 53.4

5]
= 676 46.6
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3 963 66.4
HRL 5 R 33 2.3
LHER R 1151 79.3
BUATHIS RFERIR 3 0.2
TR 3 0.2
FEAX 261 18
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Table 2. Statistical results of perceived attitudes of college students towards school moral education work
%2 RFENFREE LASEBRAERNEITER
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Table 3. Statistical results of college students’ evaluation of the effectiveness of school moral education work
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Table 4. Differences in perceived attitudes towards school moral education among college students of different genders (chi
square test)
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Table 5. Analysis of differences in evaluation of moral education work among college students of different genders (chi

square test)
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