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Preliminary Study on the Evaluation of Teaching Quality

Dimensions of Chemical Engineering Principles

Pan Helin, Huang Jie
(College of Chemical Engineering » East China University of Science and
Technology, Shanghai 200237)

Abstract: This paper analyzed and evaluated the classroom teaching quality of the course of chemical en-
gineering principles by using the revised University Teacher Teaching Effect Evaluation Questionnaire.
Using the covariance structure model for dimension classification and causal relationship analysis between
the dimensions, it is concluded that there are strong causal relationships among the seven dimensions,
and the structural model is reasonable, which can reflect the influence of teachers’ classroom teaching
quality on students learning effects, and help to improve the teaching quality.
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