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Abstract

In the teaching skill competition, the teaching design text of normal university students is the ex-
ternalization of the teaching design knowledge of the judges and tutors, and the “appearance” of the
text favored by the judges does not represent the correct “appearance”. The organizer of the com-
petition should strengthen the training of the judges and tutors, so that they can form a consensus
of teaching design knowledge while respecting the differences between disciplines and majors.
This study sampled teaching design texts as analysis objective in an annually-held teaching compe-
tition of a university, and found that there are seven judges whose rating coefficients of consistency
are over 0.8. This study analyzed the content of the teaching design texts rated by the seven judges,
showing that the text highly valued by the seven judges generally has the following problems: the
competitors violated the AB format of teaching objective expression, confused the emotional objec-
tive with the cognitive objective, lacked two teaching steps which are teaching material perception
and knowledge consolidation, and regarded the design intention as teachers’ teaching intention in-
stead of the realization of the teaching objective.
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FUABOH R A TER P HUT A LAER] B ©° SR 7 A0 & N, B35 OO I SR BN A B
PRECG) ARG SR T AR N AR R B FOR AR R R TE A, & SN M Bt B 5 EIB SR 1 4h
WA[1].  (FpfE) $RH, #E “REEPEL. R R AR, RERA, RAERRE
TEHCENE . BeeTriky WRE. RN, ARSI B B [2]. 04 HUE R 3R PF R 5 kA
AFEIIBA VT SCARNE Y FE R UM AN VS AL A B RESE 36, 16T 5 VPRATAAL SCE AR B R ] 2k
Tl VERRMIT R ESR, BABTSORR “ KA SEmh AR P XE DU G ) .

2R, B FUNE A e FE 2R P A BT ST [3] [4], AU 7 S8 38 e Bt ik FU STk
Z[5][6][71[8], SBLHPFIEFMBUA . — BB LA BT R B S OEN, a0, BREHCA BTN
TEEANY, SRR T AT RRPROU A2 A X R R AR R ARG [0]; R SE e R
B PP REFEREDST . #EE AR BEE N WA #3005 PR BB EIE, HUFFR
HHERIER RO A BRI RERITTIE. R E CLRHER AP R EE LS T & 6], I
ATGE “CHEIE” YR, Frib o EREAR[7]; 73— P BUR BT A B BRI BE BT,
MEAR G IRG T 21800 #eE Bbny SRIESHE. #OREE . #OEE, e E STk
SSHEA VOO ER A E 8], WECE RS, BRIk, BEAE SR MR ST AT 13k
LT WA RO R3], R ER] 7 =4 Hbr . B SOOI EeEE B o [4]. BT BOR,
TV R H B (R SR R FU A B R BT I AERE , FL AN KW 3 O A Bt 3RS 53 LR, 1P
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A B SO T AT I A5 M8 5

ATIIELATR B F IS0 R 7 2022 4R BRI A B E AR 6 B0 A A K T T 3R 3
(KPR VS SO AU LR SCF SR A TN B, BB 2 R GO SO B IR AT 00, AP
O 25 AP 2 B AR IR BRSO BT o AR S RIUFIIO M, B
SPETBIRIORAIE, RSB, BIRRGENEL.

2. fARGE
2.1. HAENE

H 2016 FiT, FEARSREFTIRELINIE AL T RN FR B A DB R KR F ek 2%, @bk
PITSE b B RO (LA T TR RRAR N PFZ ) A s A% Bl Ak b B B 1 /N 22 B T 80 (LA TR AT )
FLEVPZ . 2022 4F, SRE 13 NMTTE LR 38 fi 3L T U, OB 14, SR 2 4, #R 1A
FERRL 2 4 BAVPE S N, SRATE2 &, RIMEER 3 4 BOEFRAMEEES, BMPER
9~10 SLIEF1F4r, &1t 190 MRSME. EFH B XTSRS SPSS #fFrh, BN HCA BT 4E R 1E
ARSI 73 5 R
2.2. (BHERLE
22.1. S EEE

THIBR A X 2 R SRR I PR AN 2 8idiE , OB 1 L = 0P . SCRFHVE 3 5 B
1 4 2 o, VR R 0.8 LA R SCRE 1 AR N IPZE, SCR 2 AN 8 5P, Kish 6 5
57 5%,

Table 1. Inter-rater reliability coefficients of judges in liberal arts Group 1

F 1 XM AFRNTNEEERY

da IR KA 35 4 4 5
KHs55 1
KH35 0.946™ 1
sk 45 0.517 0.650 1

H: "p<0.05, "p<0.01, "p<0.001,

Table 2. Inter-rater reliability coefficients of judges in liberal arts Group 2

2. R 2 AFEMTFNERERY

BN 85 KN 10 5 B4 7 4k 6 49
KK 85 1
KW 10 5 0.415 1
®oh 75 0.815" 0.655" 1
B4k 6 5 0.897" 0.548 0.820” 1
AN 9 5 0.276 0.593 0.362 0.401 1

H: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001,

PRI EEE R 3 A% 4 Fior, WOE R2EUE 0.8 DL EREEER 1 AW 15 SRS 12
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Table 3. Inter-rater reliability coefficients of judges in science Group 1

3. EH L AFRNTRERERY

KA 14 5 KRN 155 Ko 13 5 B4 12 5 BAh 11 5
KW 14 5 1
KW 15 %5 0.376 1
K413 5 0.460 0.000 1
o 12 5 0.570 0.831" 0.299 1
Kok 11 5 0.680" 0.629 0.059 0.658" 1

H: "p<0.05, Tp<0.01, "p<0.001,

Table 4. Inter-rater reliability coefficients of judges in science Group 2

F4. BH 2 ANRT N EBERY

K18 5 KN 19 5 K4k 20 5 B4k 17 %5 4h 16 %5
K18 &5 1
KW 19 5 -0.345 1
Ke4h 20 &5 -0.325 0.612 1
®AN 17 5 0.230 0.289 0.707" 1
®ehh 16 5 0.195 0.612 0.500 0.354 1

H: "p<0.05, Tp<0.01, "p<0.001,

22.2. BHERE

MRIE R SIIA, Cronbach a A 0.6 ZWHRZHIAZ[10], KMO {EM 0.6 &R H21[10]. &
5RIED, SCREL 4. SORE 2 ANEEERL 1AV BUM R S BB AR B R AER, RAR, BER 2 HIER
JEARFE R, BRE 2 A R AIF RN FUE, SCRE 2 HRAMTRA R BUERT 0.5, EES5RE
BIAFFE R, VR BRI RESR K.

Table 5. Result of reliability and validity test of teaching design text grading rated by university pedagogical teachers and
key teachers in primary and secondary schools.

5. BREFEBITM PN FEFTFRITHF T AT ENERE

P 2. g Cronbach &%k KMO &

R A 3 0.874 0.535

CRF2 A 5 0.872 0.724

HE 1A 5 0.818 0.614

R 2 H 5 0.372 0.344

) TR BT 4 2 0.981 0.500
R4 N )

REAI /NS T BT 20 1 / /

R RN A 2 0.580 0.500
XE 2 A ‘

AN UM 2 3 0.768 0.591
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[k G 2 0.510 0.500
R4
REAI /NS T BT 20 3 0.640 0.464
[T ik ES7 Ui 2 -0.736 0.500
HARL 2 4
AR /N S T AU 2 3 0.750 0.605

HE: WA T KMO i —5E 72 0.5,

3. BFRITXAARTIER

EHEMER 7 EEL 2 BB, BiE 7B BOHE . #orsat el BeE AR A A AN b
YERZ, HCRE 1AL SO 2 BRI T BRI SCR N AR MR BN DY AN EE T, B TR
6, 7 MH 8. RAIETHEFNIT KEAE R VF > EE = 0 7 MPPRPP 45 R, BISCRE 1 4R 3
SRR 5 T, OB 2 AN 8 T KA 6 SN T 5, R L AL 15 SRS 12 5.

3.1, BFRIHEHMBFR TR

RO TR 2N BCA BRI R, A BT MR IR 07 BT SOR (AR 5) BT L LA R 38 75«
WEE S #oE AR, BrE RS B, . Beaorik. Bead AR st

RSN, BEABOH IR S UR A TPR S — IREN R 2B, O3 5GBSR Z ARG A TR 1
HEER . B HHIEG AR BEAR), R ATEE TSRS B A [ 15 B R R
RS, BeAvoh SR 2BU0E . 2. RIS EEN RS,

FESCRE 1 (R 6), 32 ST A, “HaQ” SIS R4, SOREM. Hiitkm, 170574k
THREEANE; 34 SIFRIVEMS A, ERBEEA LA TS EE AT B AR, B T AT
Yo HEAAHT =2 TR N AL TR0 ZIECR, R HAB KRS T, B Bit SCR RS ATR]
PRI B AR K . AT = A3 DA EE GBSO T, KW 1 AATT3R 3 HOM B0 Bt MR AR ki

Table 6. Rating results of teaching design structure, format, teaching objectives and teaching process by judges in liberal arts

Group 1
% 6. TR | BECEEHER . R, BB R
WA T AR
ﬂ%}?% 32 34 2 28 37 3 31 22 14
BMFEA MR MEEY MET O ME BE %W %W B Fe
BE-!;JF%J% 92 88 88 80 80 80 78 76 72
BE;%% 92 92 90 84 80 80 80 80 68
SETLN
KX jjf,j Wh WAL WATS WANS e i AHA
RNE]
FaEA Ah BONA BARL REL RNA BA ARG BaNe  Aue
gfg‘f; Rt EAS RAGE WARS FOE  Ha e RGe AL
:ﬁgﬁ Bt 1 o 7@ ﬁ % Bt ﬁ ﬁ
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e E ey AR TR TR TR R, IR TR RIE R R
H#5 H#5 Htr Htr H#5 Hiz  AaHA A BEbR

Hi H H H H BE H . H .

e f H H H BE H y H .

bt ot f l l 7 7 ¥ p . .

S Vi A A A A fa A P fa P

HETE A A A A fa x x fa x

S Febt Fh o AERK EEK dEER ERK EEK EER

Tk AR EEA RHR RAR 2B RHR ZEk Zmd gk
BUEER HORER HORERT WEEIRA HERS¥ HENE HENE AERY X

AFERE ymgyrsy gOlEz) #omEsh WESIS 1 BTG BTG BTEE Ok

wagws o
o BEE MerEE RREEA X e K o oHEEM X
E sEmE % o e I e e e
gA 0 BA 0 BA BA 8A BA BA BA 8A
7 A WIERC x 7 DERESZ Yk, BEIEM x
ey HAE
I COT Raad mei v
IR
2R pEge DU 7 7 g R ez yE,  JUEHER g
FEER EE mREAE X O ma %
R B 7 WRE/NGG BTG 7 g

/J\Qﬂ:{/'—iik N . N . /J\%1/E_\J-k
= WEME B AEE MEATE S ESE A E R

FESCRE 2 2A(H 7), W SOMBEIE Tk TR e B BT — 2ok, s sce it For/b 7 Bk b
ANREE B RGBS RIS MM S5 S, PR SOt 7 IR ATE T BOMXT B 0 Hr AR5

B EPERNRA R
Table 7. Rating results of teaching design structure, format, teaching objectives and teaching process by judges in liberal arts
Group 2
=7 R 2 AHF RIS B/ HFEFNBFEIRITSE
WA LTS BTV 43 45 R
EFFS 21 5 38 18 17 10 20 27 11 23
BFEN AR Pl R el s s RS sl R R gl
B4 6 5 96 96 96 92 92 88 88 88 80 69
B 75 96 96 88 92 92 88 92 88 80 64
BH 85 92 92 88 92 88 88 84 88 80 68
) s s < S > Sty Sty ) s Sty > Sty j_\‘%lzﬁ
7 5=v 7 e 1 N L 3 570 e S s 11 s N s 73 i e e
N

AR RS WA e e e Wars AE HAe e (SR ey
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REWERE a wa 0 LR ma w6 e N e was
=wERER 4 & & & & & H # H f
BIBER 46 R A6 WA ORI ARE KA MO KRG
&5 we & & & & & & # A %
e 5 we & & & & & & # A %
who £ & & % % & H E Ok f
s & 008 0 08 k& £ H
wxre & & & & & # H &  E f
SEst i R & ERE &k BR BH Be BN Bk

#ikgr R R RAEN RPN RAKX R0 B REe R RN
PP R AP IR BEA T BRI BUEM BRIl R BED R Hee PR

ey BOTES) A HOTES) K AIAS) HUTES IS HOT S Es

H R BREEy ) AEE K /o ORAEEE s / /
W R B B R BORE RuE R R

SA KIESEA A FESA SA 'gﬁgﬁﬁ@A iﬁ? % Fﬁf N
g DR am s R T SRR AT SO TR D VAT

= sk
A PR
A OB T s SRS WRHEMRSC SRS RN ARIE MEEs) B PIENEsh PIEEsh
4 IRANIRT
# AE pmam L I ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥

iz ABEFH g mREm £ WEWE £ SRS WS SRR SRS
Bk MG OB GV NG Mg RSN Mg NG G x
B AABEY o AEEY EEEY B GEEL O WEEL T an

FEFRE 1 (R 8), HUr Ll T U BRTE MG —, Rl 1 Sk FHEA Bt ORI S LA
ARG, s T HBRCA AT HARRORRO . H AL T A R A R 2 Z R 75 S ATER A U A _E
AR ZE ALl i R MR T Er oA SR FAL, 50 AR R

Table 8. Rating results of teaching design structure, format, teaching objectives and teaching process by judges in science

;r(;;pigﬁﬂr | BHF ISR, B BHZERABZERITSER

T HFE BV R

BFFS 1 6 29 16 33 25 7 8 19 26
HEFRN Y h SR R R R EE R R R R R
B 125 88 88 88 84 80 80 80 72 68 68
BH 152 84 84 80 84 84 80 80 80 72 72

Wt owe AP KED GEH ®p mp o EE o ED Bk
a a a i i i a a AE

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2022.1212860 5659 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2022.1212860

DL, RyD

Continued
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RS AGA Wate BE e o Ob wate b wats aats
B ) . . WO ARG R 3t
BEMEEE o R 6 e e O BE e B
e =] (=] e e
SeAREK H 008 A K ® # &  H #  #

LELIZE /jﬁ'li:%\ 7?*;? g%\ T\%‘f% T%?gé.\ G I%fﬁ T%?S% e
wxEsx & 24 2 2 & & A& & & A
wews & 24 2 2 & & A& & & A
oy & & 0 A & & # # H A
¥ & 00 0 00H 2 A & & H H A
wxre & 24 2 2 & & # # H A
e R R R A T L T

#ik7ra0 Bl Bl P #HXX B ZA #4060 'L R’ Bds

L N s
s g O BOTIEE) OB BT BV BT BB SR %
U BeAER SATEE) ) SENEE) GRAEE) L SEIEE) RAEH &

B R R B R EE F R Rl aE i x

S A FEA HHEEEA E;j” BN B AIAFR EESA FHEA HRN

& e x x 7 x 7 x x x 7

ﬁi B BRITH IRV BT BRI R UER BrRUER IRTORR R IHR SEIRIRTT PE AR

M4 pUE LGS B JUEER e & T WRENE T x 7

7
B e E  HEMR Ok E ogpam Ok F F F F
BEE NG gk iR gagy WREUDN jman s gman g g Nk (R A gk RIEET
HEEY . BEEEY O SR S B 5B S IR A5 E L A E R
3.2. HFEHF

HARK % HYESR 02 — A BARSEA B MTovshia, BARREN 1, Sithsh. AR “H
WEHRE” “WRETHE” MBS S AW A EARSAR, RERAAT NS0, LEEA (T E ) AT
B[], HESUS AR EE ORISR, Dol PR, OEANERTT AEE(11], #RMEH “Ee” “RZIE
i SR, NMEMHFEAR, AFK

FESCRE 1R 6), SRR 82.22, HEALHT =T B Fng il B AFT & 20K, flanfE i
T U PR EREROROERS KA, 7 LB EEIAT s, BlanEgR, b, e
LRSS, REHRHERSARERSE, fln 25 T XEZ)E, FEREIERANI TN A R
JLfgE, SEIRZIBEMRAREZ” . RO AT L TR, BARSEREE TR E bR, AHIETIES R
TIEEE R, flan PRI RE X" .
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FECERL 2 H(E 7), ETAESTE Hbr B m, BRNIMERKTF 8BAE T M = 87.37).
Al Tk T K E AR K 2 5 AR5 AR B AR AETEE , B140K “learn to accept or refuse an invitation
politely” F1 “learn to communicate with classmates and answer the question actively” M{EFEH bx, 4R
JEPRIANSC A} 1 424

TEHRL 1 G 8), FAEMBARTI 2 79.80, MMERME, H¥EF kT HH Hir s ik
PEACHITE, AR SR i 201 T ARSR AT AEhiil . 540 25803 iR ke AN BEHRAT = AN H AR 4k BELE & AN
e LX), BRMH R M s ST

33. HEIE

FoF R BB A R T B RO AR HEAT RS AL R 5 R, B R RO N AR 2
e, RARTTA. BRIMLEER BB BIRE, BRI AR .

GAE B EIR12] [1I3MEFHFRIELFAR, U RBCA IR RN 4, a2 B
bt R PUEENRL B HFIRL ANGERE BAEL-EANIRTT, AN R L AT, PURE R
AT . vt E S AR 1A B AR BRI SR, BILYE RS R HE I R R I M 4R . ERIR T
Xk, “RRNBEH” RS REFENBCEABMBES R, EES, M, “HEE”
T8 1R 308 T B0 P 13 AN O PR A BB S S ok, gk S [14].

FESCRE 1 (G 6), T =0 A2 P A% K Erg 2, DARNR AT, B g2 iR —
B, b “HERRR” BCHUEREDY SRWEE 1 7 ECAES TN MEEC: HbR. 34 ST RERE
BB, HRART =R TR LA FE HIERR 7 IX-EAIN . R EE Lol TR IR B
ANGE IR AT EEHRAE RN A B AR BOM IR 2, SRR T H A LNZCE X R Rr . BE T 4L
KR AN (R 2 WL 5k

TESCRF 2 H(GR 7), AR iE TR 17 2% AR 8T B B IR R 4 24 PR A 38—
P, 4REPEC TR FE R CHEEIRT CHImES)” RS M CvotbE R’ R Rt
BEE” FINEBHED O TR SERE R 17 2K B TIETFR st = EY U R U
A=K, Bl “Review the words and let students get into class quickly” o B& 7180 s 21 SE&EF
JE] R FIR” FATAh, HoAdig TS .

FEFRRL 1 (G 8), AI=ALE T RA “THERIA RERNE. rAETHRM 7R 28, Bim 4k
FER AR EA —8E, H “Foem B R m BN B S B EAERC: B sEil: Hoee g Rt
Vs TG e s () 4EFE 1 A4 AR AT B0 — 3k, e R g FHCE a4 B R 2R, TR EL
AV WA UK PrA Bk FH#EE B Ay B BB AT . e ik
B BT YU R RS ARSI B T 4R S BN B R B F R B BUIR o

4. it 58N
4.1. &ig

18 AiVFZEH I 7 PR IIVES B — 30, 5 18 ALIFZEN 39%, KWL T HITIETF 13 T s S B
HIRE BT RR BB R BUR B, TR IUN 22 B AN SR lk e PRZ I Al 22 AR U i 1
PR AR EUR, & “IPRFRBEA BT SCA KA 2ABER 7 RITSG]. RE B TP 48T

FEHCA BT U B B S TT T, SO g NBESE . R SR EE — BN R, BA R 5 ik
PE, BUOG(E VP ZAE B A (8] A D SR OGBS 2 s EAFRGZTT 2, BT S IR EZE S
o N BeEEAR FEE AR TR R R DR R 2L DR
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BHAABOEE BN AR BRI N A, HEH 5 FEURREK, BT,

TR Hbr i, SRS TR%ERB bR, DUEAEEREE, DT RhEMOEE, B ER
MR R 2EAE I, Mol ZaF. &L BB A B RS R AR L SECEE AU
&, TR FEITNNA RS T8 8 2 47 8 H A5

HE RGBT SR AR, A mge BN ARG T R0, BRME. DU N
AT EAENEERS (8] 7 5 - CAN AT BOP R, (BB R S 2T A B BT S5 H AN GLHR BN 20 1 28
i, HREEE AR SO DK DUE MR R A . IX PR HERR AR S 4 S B R A M R B A — R
[12][13].

IR M M 4L R 2 AT ECP IR . BUTIES) . FAESIMEEERE, R BRI E
R E ARSI, AR IEE FEC S AR F M A1 MU 2 2

4.2. i

KRBT UAE, SRR IE T R INHCE BT KA RACTE S HOT LR SR ME, T«
BV BRI ECE B AT 2 BT 7 IR KFERE LR IF R O B T IR AME . AT TR, M2 “ K
M7 L2 02 Sk, PRI “RET RS HCERIT RN KA FER. IR TR
HAT AL

H—, BHIHRFEOTOBEE RN, R T 5 4R LA AT (R R 5 Tl
W RN SECE LG “KAR” (B0, B EIAT RS 55 R Lk TFHZ RS
RIS R Sk

o BHIVER A BRI, VR R O B T R T AR ) B R4 45 SR B —
G T A TE T VR4 5 R A

W=, P REI R, BRI S RO HONE 6, BERIETNE T8 ST, RIETFHE
FAPZ, WA IR 2 4. BUR | AURSCRE | APPSR S IR, X S PR IT
O RHHI R ER,

U, BINFEE RN AT R I AIES), P B RSB A0 S BT, HER AR R
BHG VP 22 5 1 2 P S “ BOR BTG LR
5. &5

AHFFCE e, IETFIRAZM LA B SO R IR S HUBECA B RIRIAME, PP S R B2 VE
ZRIRHIIME . ABFFERIPERIL 18 N, PrEtginy “wrREBRM AR M” RATEDFHEEAE 0.8
PAERY 7 R9PER, SHEEABISIR T T bME “ KM AEEFXO. 52, R WE T LT #E R
MIRCEE BT SORTE R . BOA ST AARIN AB M QA8 E 1, DT B8RS, BiEEERS
FRANELRE HARARTRVE , #pid ek = OGN 7 A B FIIR” PR5T,  #0em BRA I A B4k
R BRI, H5 2, AP ES M “UFRERIEA ORI AMRIEFR “KAMAR” . 1m0
FEPEIETE BRI AP TRV R AN F HUNTT R B B R I, A S AR 5 b 22 7 i A BT
FEABCT AR IR, e RO SRR TG A B B KT 51 AR R

EemB
IR A AL BRI R — B BRI ITEA XU 7 B RN BB o R R AR 2 R AT AT
(XSP21YBC300) 8 «
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