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Abstract

The current evaluation of teacher education quality generally consists of two parts: expert judg-
ment and student scoring, which suffers from a lack of objectivity and low credibility. To address
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these issues, this study collects data through questionnaires and conducts reliability and validity
tests on the data. By employing the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) and the prioritization matrix
method, a comprehensive and objective evaluation index system for teacher education quality has
been constructed, enabling a scientific assessment of the teaching process. The results indicate that
the education quality evaluation system based on data mining can significantly improve the accu-
racy and fairness of teacher evaluation, providing strong support for optimizing teaching manage-
ment and promoting the professional development of teachers.
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FE] At 2 o R VP A e T, 96 I R 2% 48 K 2 T R AR () 20 o e VPl R (1QA) T ZE AT S5 AN
SR AR TEAE AN R = AN VPAL 4R R BOM AT VRAG [1] o 95 B R 2 TEAY . 0 W
v FIMAEAE SR B R R, CSER R R R, SEONE EIRRE A ST S
BEAEA2]. MKFIWIERK T HANARREMFREIES, Bl ALTC fa#ERT AUTCAS #rift, B7EHEZh#
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EEN, BERBTFNOHRCIG R ERLRE, TERETHEICH . FET 52490 1 SLuE et 7t e
KT B =K. 1) BSHER. E . 2R 5 DO A LIRS BS A KHE, MWIAHEH
Pr EHEEARMEEASANT, WE T @R L ST HELLS]. SKINNN . FEEGREE “ % /R
WELR” R SPAFIVEA RS “SEVUARTPAN B 7 B 07 B0 IF R 7 S5 2 ST A B 18 ot R i it
TP I PR RA A AT A AT[6]. 2) JETHIRIZIE Wt FE/NELL I8 ARI ) sk
EHE, 2B BT ECA PPN RE JE 1, AT DABOM O EAR BB IZ2 00, R ZUmAMER#CE . BHFEER
SUBEATHERR O SEI BB AT [ 7], E AR DA s B ZUM B S 8O FE 5, ZiGia R E T B
REfE BAREHA, HlBUTESEARMER, WIRREMRE. 3. G R &SR BUTEH S0
B8] 3) T A MAE AT, BHR(2016)FI FH M 45 M5 E . BUE @ SIVF Fabnik R [9]. ] sz
(2006) i H i) 5 1 25 22 5 TRAEIR 2 A [10]

UG U E R T EE IR IE S 5RES %, BFEESETAL: 1) Hibwi. 51
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2.1. FRipEAL

211 FREHEER

FREA A LEREMFUEANAWRT NS S EEAR . FREHAHESTEERK, SEDA,
PARCUM R M “ BAHR B AL o ZFRAESE RS —RICH A BRI B2 1AL
B CRHEAD, MHIRR LR B AMEET SR aEAANE, 5l DAY
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3) HFENAE: PN ESRRIEAE A AE S e A SR E AR, iR mxil. fer. B4
516 DT ) A BRI Z5 K, BARRBUN AT RIBGERIE T %6 SRR RN B2 BRI 3
TR B RS R .

4) HEET7 R BEFTTFAE IR A ST A IS R BE T B SR BT B A,
A RIEMEEEZ I3

5) Hr Wt O RBGREAAE A 2 (85 SRS M5 Tk R E

6) HFIEL: HEEMBIOAEH AT .

7) A FEREIN TR, RACAHFNIIRAZ R, RN OREACT. O RIRBEL
AN KURE 8L 1 2 2 B R A 5 LSS

2.1.2. BHEIER

AT N E RIS H 20 L JEH BT E S, HEER R O B 5 W AE BT AT LI A
SRS SR, JE SRS T 4E SRR i RRIX 7 HR AN B DURS B A2 2 S B (R i
B, B R 7 NS S R S (B 9, 2010) [11]. EAE USRI RO B 2R — D 5
Y3, IAESREMTIE P J7 RAT o A 3 SO SR MARAE R, R 5 00 B AR AR T 3 S R A
NHECHGE . @ F CHE R BRRIRS 2. AEFE, EERRk, HAZO0mEZ: e AR,
SRR AR X HR I SRR, A NAE S B RS A AR P AR POz i g o6 T oMt S AR, R
PLAIT BT 2 AR X B A R . A 32 S AR, AR TE SR AR A 56 1 Jeath DL E A&
B ONIER R B SRR IS . A EMAT S, AARRM RN, XEARmEE REK%. T
o) R AR (S SR. ) EH LTS RE ALK, HE R S RS O R AT
R SUBRES o E—BYE, AR EE—E ST, EE M (B BUTA S S k) I B, 2
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SR BREPRINIE M T SO2 - B #,  SRHARIR S PEENE KRN LEIE # . H BT A2
ST KRG 8 B ISR SO E A A T A S VEAR AT AR B e [12]

2.13. ZLEEE

% U REHL 1R (The Theory of Multiple Intelligences) & 38 [E W4 I K22 H03% . KB O HLSA R E 4 « s
#(Howard Gardner)7EX} 2 762 BE K AW 70 J5 #- H B A, Ml A AR 1 2/ 0 B LI A 4 25
55 2 J1(Linguistic Intelligence). %5 - %3 % 77 (Logical-Mathematical Intelligence). % /8% /7(Spatial In-
telligence). fii{A - iz 30 % 71(Bodily-Kinesthetic Intelligence). & 5<% 77(Musical Intelligence). ABx% 71(In-
terpersonal Intelligence) P4 & 444 % /3 (Introspective Intelligence) . iX —F il AT 2R 11, MiIAA
SHK, ERFAENZIUEE, U2 ot v 7 O HE A AN R B 9T HLDA b T P i R
JEEHFE . INEGN 5y HT 1997 4-F0 1999 4EXF H IS HEAT T #h e H5e 3, (HESeriNT 7 M aEdsh
IR BIBAEN O B, HINT B ARWL%E (Naturalist) F1 47 75 2 2 (Existential) 57 2 .

Z U R BRI N 1B MR B 5 ) R RE A ZE R o S NG ORI B AN 55 U R 43, BA
Z R BB N TR T BB VR AT B AR S R BRI 56 () TR SR PR A, ) P S M i s el e A R
Ab. BT Z 0 e B v LIS H 98 TE B8 2D PP ROZ A DU R RE AT AR B 2 ouib s VRNt
ZRZ TU s ANFEFAANE N BRI R RERE A R TP S R ROy — R PP G
AN FEIB B A s A B IRV R B AN VPN T AR BB AR G bR A 56 T R A AR
Zuligee; ERAEERVEN . BT ARISAEEIET KEE. th2. &3 SRR A FE 2,
BT F B PR A BRE. B WA AR, SBT3 773 F3T6e
“AE R [13].

2.2. BURH BN IERAI9E

LB VR S AR R B ) S e RS TR B VB R R B TR B e R e
“EEMP K15 3] RGBSk B AR R R P A SCOCHR 6568 e, 25 S 3R AT SCHR 6290 e
R H S IETT 2402 FESCER, S5 S AbRURE KA BUMECA Q0 REE o bnitE, ZH5RE A A
RPN AT TS S . AT ARECE BRI 2 L Bbs, M0k R, 45a 2 FEAes G E R

HUTHRIREATHE LR 7y, VP B R BV RIRE R — U8 54, —4dRbr 22 1.

2.2.1. YIZHIBUTHE REITMIEFRRIMDE

A — KB RIL FUR, IR 5 &, I BOT RPN Fabr: BOTRAR L H B, A
HARSAIE; #AIRE, BB, #H¥EA . B ErrE G, i x&— N5 is
Fe AP FRAE R 5 58 AT RALALH, X “&iE” « “BRUEEET A CREE” HHIRE 3. 2. 1.
A Excel tHE S BHEIRIFIME . drEZEEIR@WI]: F¥ME: “=AVERAGE (G2:G19)” FrifE7%:
“=STDEV (G2:G19)” ), HE LAk, ZRiMEEHE LR g — Hishr & W e RisE . 558 K
& EOHESUE, BB FAER, BRYEE I BITAE RN AR

2.2.2. FINHE RE MR ERNERIEEE

2023 47 H 20 H# 2023 4 7 H 30 H, @ik “laEa” M, 7 758 =450 50 46 K50 8]
W, B R GIUE R 207 4y, HAE R0 207 4.

N TAE T ) S5 R AT AR T, WA ARG N — R bR . R ARRR . ROLIETT =
e Hh, BIETRERN “EHAE” . “BE7 . BT . “REET . CIERARE” 1A =
ALY HIRAE 5+ 4. 3. 2. 1. APEEEAAIA 1.
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Figure 1. Questionnaire format
1. EEER

ISR SPSSAU BEATAE L3 Mt < B 3 Bt ISR R -1 23 A RIAR G 23 A 0 i 6 225 RBEAT 0 M 15
HAg b AT

Step 1: fHEHT, B5E M TEAR K AT 15 1 5
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Step 3: (BAUEVE)E 50 BT, BT NEARIEI I OC R
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1) fEES

EEERI AT SR AR L, AR NSO 2 5 S8, MR EG H 2 AR A A, [I%RS EE.
— B e e T P AR B AT I, THEERAR AN 1 PR, 2R o RECKT 0.6 MIFRRIEE AR .

_ K Z:llsiz
alpha_[k_lj[l— 5 1
Kb, kONATFIEREE S, ST I ANEE A (R 2%, S;NERBBIIT%.

PRGSOR I

207 —

> xj —207x
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SPSSAU 3 HuA= B “ a5 HfF 78 7 rade £ A5 B2 7, LT IE A sl i G RURE A, 6 £ 775 Cronbach’s
a %y PR %E0E. McDonald Omega 51 theta REGEVUM 51k, AU FL 7154 Cronbach’s a ¥ 4
B B RAS % B AE . Sl TP o SPSSAU RG-S RYE Fikid e @A shil 5 i br vtk
Cronbach’s o Z%(I51H Cronbach 15 B/ Hrts, Fk&HtE &8 —48FR IR IEDUS T FESPE(CITC).
T BRI o F%.

gi b NGNS R EE o 7 0.892, KT 0.8, [ i3t BH AT 70 £icdia 45 B o B v o

2) BE T

BE AT it SR B A HAA =, A E T 7 8dE . 20l KMo 8. LFE
FE T EfRREEAE . T3 R A SRR AT ZR G b, DASS IR S EHs i R KPR O

KMO i H T W5 B S S F2RE, LRI THERR A GBI 5T I, 7 2 AR 28 H T e
BRI, B2 fnr 550 T8 5 8 (G- ) PR 00T B 06 2 o THERE AL X 2 frs, KMO KT 0.8,
W2 7R A 8 B0 AE 8 S A PR EUE B (T B H B FEAR 4T ) o
I
ZZiijrijz'FZZmaiJ?
A BRMEAM KR of .. MR RE. FFATHRYE SPSSAU H 313 tH H Al RAH S H .

SPSSAU H A& 2

SPSSAU A~ LA “ 45070 ” ik “E” , 1EIErEAS S A AREA, FEANEORE NS
A, il IR T o SPSSAU ARG RAE 2 B3hHE HARHEL KMO {E 341t KMO #1 Bartlett 1)
g, W 1.

KMO 2

Table 1. Preliminary KMO and Bartlett's test table
% 1. #12 KMO 70 Bartlett #2363

KMO 18 0.885
ARy 2263.780
Bartlett Bk FE A 30 df 276
p1E 0.000

Zi k. HFEA KMO {E 4 0.885, KMO {E KT 0.8, HFAEIHIER EEHIIUE E.

3) FAEtE R T HT

R A AR HE BT R BUE R R R T 5 0 A SO 00 [ AR DG OG &R s n SRR R I B v, HARHE
B RBUERT 0.7, WS B BERMAHIOC R MRREDIE S BN, B brEddr REUER
(KT 0.4), ML ZIE B 72X RS, 7% EBHRIZI.

SPSSAU EA&# A 2

SPSSAU B~ BLIY “ MG HEAR” ikt “IIEMER 7 b7, TEFDERAEA T s A BRE A, X HA
K (Factor) 73 il fin 44 8. #UFHBI FFNE . JF P BFERGL BONHEE, b “HFma” .
SPSSAU %%t H 2% ¥t Component Matrix (46 Pl F#mr  FE) 5 X /0 R, W3 2, AT il 45 HAr i
T R

ZE b RIS PME BT REXHMES AT 0.6 HEIH BE M, BWEAEBRFHIMELR, #
BH I e~ 2 e b T DAAR G 0 0 2 1) — S A5 o
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Table 2. Differentiate validity table
F2. XOHER

H¥ H br PN FOE T EGC Y PUEIEE
e BiR 0.689
e 0.436 0.757
BTk 0.411 0.223 0.684
Ee i dny 0.480 0.213 0.281 0.718
EAESTN! 0.471 0.210 0.296 0.289 0.794

T SHALE TN AVE F T RIE.

AVE 11 EAER N 3 iR

e T .
(B2 2 5)° o+ (3 4 V0 IR AR5 O 222

I 2 W LA

@© £xtBeEHBR, o AVE P iRME )Y 0.689, KT FF[IAH G R B4 0B I i R AH 0.480, =MKE
HEA RIFpIX o 30

@ RN, H AVE FHRMEN 0.757, KT A ¢ R E 40 i 1 i KA 0.436, EIRE
HEA RIFrIX o 30

@ ErxtEFITE, H AVE FRAE Y 0.684, KT-IHFRIAHOC R E 4t (i 1 i R {E 0411, BEKE

HEA RUFIIIX 0 R0% s
@ Erx#E R, O AVE FAREN 0.718, KT -FlajdHoe KRB HE K i N E 0.480, =RFE
HEA BRI 30%;

® EFXFECEHEE, H AVE FRIER 0794, KT 7R OC RE LA M B ME 0471, B
HEA RIFHX 5 80E.

gi b XEE—IRPRAE R 0, HAPR,

4) AHR AT HT

Pearson FH¢ ZEiTHE AN 4 R

Zi(x x)(n-v)

ry = - - @)
053] S -Y)

2

SPSSAU H A4 AFid i

SPSSAU Sz~ BLIY “I@M 77757 skt “HIR” , TETRIEREA P i G BOFEA, 234177154 Pearson
A Rk Spearman A R EE . Kendall 12 RE0E =F, AR 7L HL Pearson A% R 50k L %
BRI AR R o ST UG 4T, SPSSAU 54t H 2 % 24 H Pearson AHG - Frifit X IF45 Hi Pearson
FHOGRTRLIE, LI 2.

M 2 w7 [ — B A bnxt B AR B = A TR XA R PR, — KB % — g
PRI AT ARAF I X 50 B, EANPR S o F R — G bmoit B (9 — g8 b 2 A1 R RE 5 REGHAT 00T, R R

HEECRIPIIE IF .
gR b MURER PR, MR, 22 MBI TEAR, S 215E3 A MEUTEE BEE I e
(LS
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Figure 2. Pearson related viewable
2. Pearson 8 5< A] 1 [&]

3. TR BTN EmERANENTE
3.1. BEKIE
FRAE 58 = IR A 35 R 6518 S B 21 MR [R) A0 19 HE ) B 10, 38 DU R ) 46 14 B HEA T A R R
R A AR IR 0] 25 45 B AT FR bR RACE AT, 03550 NP2, — A bn B R [l 45 EAR ) 2 N — e da s
BCE S LR 100 43 BC4h AR AN —Z48AR) AN 43 AR 10 45 AR S50 73 8 9048 hn . =ik
WAy, o, BN “EREE” “HE” “—H”7 “AEE” “ERAIEE” LED.
2023 4F 8 H 8 H#E| 2023 4 8 A 17 H, EHM T I LINME AW, @l “mE8" fE,
W W5 03 1) 2 3 B 40 AR B R TR B R AN 2 o SO — AR b 1) 4Ll ml ) 45 50 4y, Hodhdg
A 50 4, g dabn i SR s 50 4y, HA AR 50 1 A — g da R i S S el 1) 4 98
B, HAHERNE 89 f, —Zidabn IR E 4 101 4, HAA R 100 1.

32. MEVE
3.2.1. &EF AHP BROIEN—RIBFETHE

) /B64: 60%C(

5 504 5 5 /c BLHC /D64
x
(B62+B64+C624C / 634C! /764

a A B & D E & G H = J J K L M
VR HERD AR SR SRR TR
47 46 23 30 16 11 20
48 47 24 10 41 13 12
19 48 1 10 59 10 10
50 49 15 12 46 11 16
51 50 12 44 21 1 12
52 Sy 17.32 2364 3452 12 12.52
53 1 0.732657 0.501738 1.443333 1.383387
54 1.364896 1 0.68482 1.97 1.888179
55 FMIEHIWiERE  1.993072 1.460237 1 2.876667 2.757188
56 0.692841 0.507614 0.347625 1 0.958466
57 0.722864 0.529611 0.362688 1.043333 1
58  wgi|sRAN 5.773672 4.230118 2.896871 8.333333

Figure 3. Steps to calculate the weights of the first-level indicators
E 3. —RIBNETESER
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— AR A D, HARIARE, 15 SIS 4 R E R, &R T AHP E IR

HE P E—YARE IR TR EP IR WL 3.

M 3 AT AL, X HB BEENR . BEFIIE FFRE BT SAIL 5 1, Mg 5 Al
Wi B EAT AHP JZ A S (TR DT VR : RIRRIE) 43 AT 43 BIAREAIE 7] 52 24(0.866, 1.182, 1.726, 0.600, 0.626),
I Hoa 4t 5 00k B AL AR 4> )2 17.320%. 23.640%. 34.520%. 12.000%. 12.520%.

AWERE 5 B HIBAE R EASE] CI N 0.000, #%F RIEAFR N 1.120, Kitit&H 53 CR EN
0.000 < 0.1, REBRAE AR U 5 I it R 06 2 — BOVERS SR, F BT B B — Bk .

HE—FIH Matlab BEATREG, W 4.

® ®oFE0 —
7 . 4 Figure 1 - o X
>> cengcifenxifa
REH: X¢HF) REE) JHV) BA() IEM SE&ED) =OW) HEEHH) ~
24932 Dade @08 KE
0.2364
0.3452 A bRBUE & AU w
o208 0.35 —
0.1252 X3
Y 0.3452
0.3
—BE IR -
0
0.25
BE-EREEE
Jx >> 0.2
E
=
0.15
0.1
0.05
— 0 - - -
v bR k52 hR3 1Rbra k112

ibr

Figure 4. First-level index calculation test
4. —RIEFRITEET

3.2.2. BFGLAFEAN SR B

T ARFEESE, WAEARRABELR AR, BT IS R L R AR A
FR, A AU, G A 1 S BT RE S F AR EG BRI T AR . st T A28 O TR K
KA, A 4R T VA5 125 03 T S RO . [0 S8R BT A7 R P e P

Bt GRER “HCEI07 B, excel HUSLE R B —SUR RO RO S L BLI 5.

G56 v @ fx  =F56/SUM(SF$53:$F$56)

“ A B c D E F @
TR 1A SUERENES 12 R AR EI1.3 BE T SRR A 1.4 BT T IR A RN ¥ E AR, 2R AR A
42 41 2 2 1 3

43 42 3 5 3 3

44 43 5 5 5 5

45 44 2 2 2 2

46 45 5 5 1 3

47 46 4 4 4 4

48 47 4 5 4 4

49 48 3 4 3 1

50 49 5 4 5 5

51 50 4 5 1 4

52 R 36 362 3.38 3.2 SRATTL)

53 05 0 1 1 25

S4 fr FEIRL 1 0.5 1 1 35

55 EilH#E 0 0 05 1 15

56 | 0 0 0 05 05

Figure 5. The “Teaching Objectives” weight calculation steps
E 5 “HEAR NEHESE
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PR Matlab B TRLIE I 5E L R VUA— A8 b0 . WL 6. & 7. K 8. & 9 FIA 10,

@eiEl 258 - judgmentMatrix = (m] X | [4 Figure 1 = (m] x D) THK
;;i]ﬁ?aoshlerj izhibiady *‘ F B i msEe =80 BAQ TRQ SEC @O0 28E ~ EWA &
: - S [ avgScores [3.6000,3.6200.
0.3125 OF P Dede (308 R E ] data 50x4 double
0.4375 - i —4 7~ 11 filename BB EtRX.
REFRENE (& 47en v SRS SiE 05 wn . AE0Q QG HH i 4
0.1875 sy =
0.0625 e v v - g
. - 04 X2 - numExperts 50
d tMati B
fios | judgmentMatrix | Y 0.4375 - numindicat... 4
£ 4x4 double FH ttivalues  [2.5000:3.5000.
1 2 3 2 03 1 weights [0.3125;0.4375.
¥
| 105000 0 1 I
2 1 05000 1 1 I o2
3 0 0 05000 1
4 0 0 0 05000 o
5
6
— 0
1 2 3 4
_ 8 1EhR
Figure 6. The “Teaching Objectives” weight calculation test
E 6. “HEBHR WNEITERE
W [ 22 - judgmentMatrix = o X [ @ Figure 1 _ o x | Thx
;>ij{;aoshierjizhibi G L i B st A EE( BA( TR SEC ®0© ek » | S~ &
B ™ = B 1 = FH avgScores  [3.5800,3.3600...
0.3600 ar BAaFEy & 7l Dcde(3/0E8|RE L data 50x5 double
0.2000 REFRENS &3 v 1 h | B - wi—e, AEHR A& 1 filename ST SRIEHTX...
0.1200 s . ’ o i .
0.0400 i AR < X1 5x5 double
0.2800 | judgmentMatrix | 0.3 Y 0.36 numExperts 50
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