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Abstract

In this paper, we use one-way ANOVA to analyze the data of 1457 students’ teaching evaluation at
Y University, and explore the significance of teachers’ own characteristics on students’ teaching
evaluation results. The results show that: there is no significant difference in the evaluation re-
sults of teachers’ own characteristics such as gender, age, years of schooling and educational
background, but there is significant difference in the evaluation results of teachers with different
professional titles. At the end of the paper, the possible causes of the above results are further
analyzed, and some suggestions are put forward in order to improve the teaching quality of uni-
versity teachers.
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Figure 1. Teaching average score Q-Q diagram
B 1. THFHES Q-Q
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Table 1. Teaching evaluation results of teachers of different genders

* 1 TRIMAHBIMITHLER

el ¢ FHfE F e P fH
i 707 83.587
1.325 0.250
% 750 82.992
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Table 2. Teaching evaluation results of teachers of different ages
= 2. TEIFIRENBURITRLER

LB A FHfE F{E P fH
26~35 % 325 82.508
36~45 % 631 83.423
0.954 0414
46~55 % 398 83.503
56 % UL L 103 83.990

4.4. FEINBREFROBIDFHLER

HI7E 3 AIHN, HBUMTEAS 0 BMEREE N IR ik PPEES - I ERIR IR A IRAE
10 LR IEUN, TS 2 B E RS R AREIRE 30 L1 ERHEUT. ARG R BOMIE LR
BHE 0.05 /K EIF LR EER

Table 3. Teaching evaluation results of teachers with different years of schooling
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Table 4. Teaching evaluation results of teachers with different educational backgrounds
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Table 5. Teaching evaluation results of teachers with different professional titles
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Table 6. Tukey HSD test results of overall mean of average scores of teachers with different professional titles

6. FREIERFRESUTR 124> S AR IERY Tukey HSD M4k

BIH 210 95% E A5 X 1]

(AR (D ERFR B % FrifE iR P
TR LR
gk 3.1089 1.5792 0.200 -0.953 7171
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Al E 2.2700" 0.8002 0.024 0.212 4,328
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