Advances in Education #{H# &, 2022, 12(7), 2565-2571 Hans )0
Published Online July 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ae
https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2022.127390

REDRKHELRE EARIFS SR X S

REEE, R # K@, FHE T HF
LT AT AL TSN TR, LT PR

Woks . 20224F6 220 FHER: 20224F7H21H: KA HM: 20224F7H27H

R

AT FUEH X KR KPR YR B B 3 B rh S AR B R A i 4 55 2 A R BAE SR Bk TR R T R 5T . B 483
163 % A RE P ERA AT E, FHXtiREZA26 TRERSUSEMT EMTRMEXIT, EREN:
FARREE X IR BEALRI T —E N BF SEFEMIT; AEHEFEHRNFESRSHEERTLELE
AIERE; AERENESNZEEZMNTRENE=H. EEREIS0EM, RO E 5RERSHR
PEMER . B KR RBERL R B v AR R A Ay B 5 52 40 BT R, RIF AR

X 5in

BEALARYF, #34TH, ST, I HE

An Analysis of the Correlation between Seat
Preference and Academic Performance in
Large-Middle Scale Classes of University

Dexia Chi, Min Jia, Changfu Liu, Cunlei Li, Yang Wang

Mechanical Engineering School, Liaoning Petrochemical University, Fushun Liaoning

Received: Jun. 22™ 2022; accepted: Jul. 21%, 2022; published: Jul. 27", 2022

Abstract

This study focuses on the correlation between students’ seat preference and students’ performance
in large-middle classes of universities. By counting the seat positions of 163 students in the class,
and making analysis of variance and correlation analysis on the mean scores of these students in
26 courses, the results show that the students show certain preference and selection tendency
towards the seats in a specific area. Students sitting in the back of the room had lower mean over-
all scores than those sitting in the front of the room. The students who failed the most subjects
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were located in the back three rows of the classroom. It shows that there is a good correlation be-
tween students’ seat position and their grades in large-middle classes.
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Table 1. Tables of the correlation coefficient of seat number

F 1 FHEEMFSHEIARER

Wik 7k 2 Rho N, N, N Ny Ns
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Figure 1. Relationship between average score and seat number
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Figure 2. The distribution of the seat number in each score interval
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Table 2. Results of variance analysis of 26 courses
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Table 3. The relation between the score and seat number of 26 courses
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Figure 3. The relationship of the number of failed subjects
and the number of people
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Figure 4. The relationship of number of failed subjects and
seat serial number
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