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Abstract: As one important part in the national educational system, vocational education has achieved a
great improvement in the last decades. Consequently, the professional development of the teachers in the
higher vocational colleges has become one of the hottest issues for the research community. The paper,
through questionnaire, reflective approach, narrative account, and students’ diaries, etc., focuses on the im-
plementation of the new strategy to improve the efficacy of interactive emotion between a vocational college
teacher and her students. It is concluded that affective teaching is of great significance to improve the voca-
tional English teaching efficacy and teacher quality, and the efficacy of interactive emotion between the
teacher and the students can promote the development of professional emotion. Such an empirical study
might prove to be positive and worthy of use for reference for improving the effective of vocational English
teaching and the teachers’ professional development.
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Figure 1. Srategiesto improve the efficacy of the interactive
emotion between the teacher and students
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Table 1. The students dominant emotion
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Table 3. The comparison between the evaluation of theteachers
performance from the students and the teacher
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Table 4. Satistical analysistable about the teacher’s performance
of the establishment of the har monious relationship with the
students
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Table 5. Satistical analysistable about the teacher’s performance
of need analysis of the students
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Table 6. Satistical analysistable about the teacher’s performance
of helping the students solve their problems
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Table 7. Satistical analysistable about the teacher’s effortsto
improve the teaching effectiveness
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