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Abstract

This article takes Guangxi Electrical Polytechnic Institute as an example to study the practice of
evaluating teaching sKills for vocational college students based on process evaluation. Through a
questionnaire evaluation of teachers’ teaching skills conducted by students in four courses over a
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semester, the confidence and effectiveness of the evaluation data were statistically analyzed. The
average evaluation data in four aspects of teaching skills, namely teaching design, teaching implemen-
tation, teaching feedback, and encouragement and guidance, were analyzed. The students’ evalua-
tion of teaching teachers was timely feedback, and the teaching skill evaluation indicators of the
vocational college student evaluation index system based on process evaluation were improved.
The results indicate that the confidence and effectiveness of the student evaluation practice data
meet the conditions for further feature analysis. The process evaluation of the teaching skills of the
teaching teacher by students improves the effectiveness and quality of student learning and teacher
teaching.
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Table 1. Load coefficient of teaching skill factor
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Table 2. Mean analysis of various questions in teaching design
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Table 3. Mean analysis of various topics in teaching implementation
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Table 4. Mean analysis of various questions in teaching feedback
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Table 5. Encourage and guide the analysis of the mean values of various questions
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Table 7. Analysis of differences between courses
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