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Abstract

Traditional evaluation of ideological and political teaching effectiveness in university basic courses
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is highly subjective and lacks quantitative assessment models, making it difficult to provide precise
guidance for teaching improvement. To promote the evaluation of ideological and political teaching
and enhance teaching effectiveness, this study draws on the density model of curriculum ideological
and political integration, Krathwohl'’s affective taxonomy, and SOLO taxonomy to construct an eval-
uation framework along three dimensions: density, temperature, and depth. Within this framework,
the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) is employed to determine indicator weights, while Fuzzy Com-
prehensive Evaluation (FCE) is used to handle the fuzziness of indicator boundaries. By integrating
AHP and FCE, this study provides a theoretical basis and methodological foundation for evaluating
ideological and political teaching in universities, and is expected to facilitate problem diagnosis and
quality improvement in teaching practice.
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Table 1. Evaluation indicator system for ideological and political teaching effectiveness in courses
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