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Abstract

During the epidemic period in 2022, most universities will switch to online teaching. It is neces-
sary to understand the effectiveness of online teaching for middle school students’ learning and
students’ preferences for online teaching, which will help to effectively develop online teaching
after the epidemic. This paper presents an online survey of 137 students from 6 normal colleges.
Based on the five-point Likert scale, the effectiveness of student online learning was measured
through ten indicators, and the online teaching satisfaction was measured by another five indica-
tors. The results show that the four indicators such as homework submission and meeting indi-
vidual needs are good, but poor in the six indicators such as constructing skills and knowledge and
interaction level. All five measures of satisfaction were high or moderate satisfaction. It proves
that online teaching has the advantages of convenience and sufficient resources, but it cannot
balance practice and theory, and lacks effective communication between teachers and students.
The results of this study can provide theoretical reference for how to realize the integrated de-
velopment of online and offline “double lines” after the epidemic.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics for the study sample
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Figure 1. Bar graph of the error between grade and satisfaction
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Figure 2. Correlation between satisfaction and convenience
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Table 2. Satisfaction in online courses compared to regular courses
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Table 5. Online courses to organize questions and answers, and promote the effectiveness of effective communication be-
tween teachers and students
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Table 6. Online courses balance the effectiveness of practice with theory compared to regular courses
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Table 9. Effectiveness of online courses compared to regular courses
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