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Abstract

The sudden outbreak of the COVID-19 epidemic broke students studying at school. Nationwide col-
leges and universities launched online courses on a large scale, from the original offline face-to-face
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studying to the current online teaching mode, which is not only a test for teachers, but also for stu-
dents. Based on the survey of students’ individual learning situations, students feedback of online
course instruction, the suggestions of students from universities, we study the impact of COVID-19
caused online courses on university students’ activities. On the basis of the investigation and analy-
sis, we propose some suggestions with emphasis on the improvement of the current study among
students, teachers, and universities.
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Figure 1. Mastery of online teaching tools (platforms)
1. WELHFTAEFEENEERER

15%
AL TR
= Rk TR
, = AT 4 TR
( = A TR
1% " ERE

Figure 2. Comparison of online teaching effect and offline teaching effect
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Figure 3. Analysis of reasons affecting students’ online learning efficiency
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Figure 4. Academic burden of online learning
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Figure 5. Problems existing in online course learning
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Figure 6. Feelings about the progress of online courses
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Figure 7. Students’ feedback on teachers’ online course guidance
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Figure 8. Shows the measures that teachers should take to meet the general need for adjustment
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Figure 9. Teachers are expected to increase the channels of teacher-student interaction
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Figure 10. Gives an overall evaluation of the teaching quality of online courses that have been implemented
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