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Abstract

The author of this article found that it will bring significant influence on the curriculum score of
the examination, the following studying altitude and the cultivation of the spirit of craftsmanship
of students by taking different assessment methods through the implementation of training
courses of secondary vocational education. So the author carried out a teaching experiment mak-
ing a comparative study to find out the rules of teaching so as to improve the meaningfulness and
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effectiveness of classroom teaching.
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Table 1. Existing class types and parallel classes selected for this teaching experiment in our school (add V)
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Table 2. Distribution of midterm exam scores of experimental class A
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Table 3. Distribution of midterm exam scores of experimental class B
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Table 4. Distribution of midterm exam scores of experimental class C
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Figure 1. Distribution of midterm exam scores of experimental class A
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Figure 2. Distribution of midterm exam scores of experimental class B
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Figure 3. Distribution of midterm exam scores of experimental class C

3. SKIOPE C MHIFE IS S

X PA B =ASSEIGHE R RS A AT R L SE (L 1y & 20 B 3), KRB, A BERRGTRME FHEEE T IR
oA, AHHE 1 <60, Ut iR 2 B A RGN St B STR 2T B UEA C UE, HIRBEAET A B
KA BRI B AR AT T — &R BT ERM BB 15 IR
R AR R, BRI A BEI B B ARG 0 BUR . SR G 2 0E 0T, KB A JEA A5
S L AN EE PP e

i1 B PEA 80% M1 A~ mGiE 90 70 VA b, G m, JRIAAET B BT AR A —Seil i H A A
AT B A 2, 5675 IR AR B, J5 5 B 22— O EENL 2, Sl X a2 1 [A) 27
I SEUIERAE AT BRI 22, 25 B [R) A — 8 I T HEAT WL SR - 2145, BRI 225 4E 9 5~20 SRl (J
FH) e EAR T 90 UL k. LSRR B BEITR KB A AT, HAL T
£, SEHBMFESMLL, SRR OE AR R 2 RE RS, 55K F AR B - S5

DOI: 10.12677/ve.2023.125108 696 WO HH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ve.2023.125108

JM, ingd

ZJE, EPRET I, NI RS A H Z A4 S bR B AR A B B IR TR E .

C MR RG I BRIERTA, R ABNDTE, X 51ZHE2RA 5 S FER A2 S 58 Witk o4+
TP IX — IRARN N o 1543 90 43P _E 1 [F] 22 43R40 e PR AN B2 S I [F) 22, T8 38 M 1) [6) 2 4 3
TP 2 F IR B FIREAR S THIE 22, Ui 6] 228 A AH E 00 E SRVE N EA R #R B4, 7]
DU A A 1 S g M 2228 R 2 S L R IR . 2R A Giit- 271001, RIL C A E ARG 5% 5 W
Fr 2 (A1 AR,

3.2. FEZEITENTL

NABAS R B 4% 7 RO 2 A JR 222 A FER SR s, AR AN L2 3 F 2 iR e ) 540

PRSI AT Tid s 500, Ll m a0 5 A0 9 B 36 TiRANLAEdR T : (LK 5. % 6)

Table 5. Classroom attendance and discipline in the first half of the semester
F= 5 EXFHNREZHELEEN

AR
30 R iR HKET R 5 T D
A ZE 23 17 29 34 10
B 3t 17 12 20 29 7
CHt 39 26 45 50 14
PR AR IE A Ot
A ZE 0.96 071 121 1.42 0.42
B 3t 0.85 0.60 1.00 1.45 0.35
C ¥t 111 0.74 1.29 1.43 0.40

BRI SN SPSS Bift, KRG 2TE#H T b, &I A BE. B JE. C ¥E LA~ al
CWTIESTNGERTE 22

Table 6. Classroom attendance and discipline in the second half of the semester
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Table 7. Teaching content and evaluation points
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Table 8. Record of classroom situation of training courses in the first half of the semester
2 8. LA FHASLUNREERICR

AR
KT Bk ki HLER AR
At 13 9 7 24
B ¥ 11 8 5 18
C ¥t 20 15 9 33
PLN A1
At 0.54 0.38 0.29 1.00
B ¥ 0.55 0.40 0.25 0.90
C¥t 0.57 043 0.26 0.94

BRI S N SPSS Bift, KRG 2TE#A T b, KO A BE. B JE. C HE L2 I4E TIT kS
PRI R IR TR I B R

Table 9. Record of classroom situation of training courses in the second half of the semester
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