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[Abstract] Objective To explore the application of students' evaluations of educational
quality questionnaire (SEEQ) and related influencing factors in the teaching effectiveness evaluation
of medical faculty. Methods 477 Grade 1-4 five-years medical students in China medical university
were investi-gated to evaluate the teaching effectiveness. We used the internal consistency and principal
component method to test the reliability and validity of the scales. We analyzed different influencing
factors of educational quality including different gender, grade, student academic achievement and
curriculum type with the ¢-test and AVONA in the SPSS 19.0 software, P<0.05 was considered statisti-
cally. Results The Cronbach's a coefficient of SEEQ was 0.89, the cumulative variance contribution
rate was 86.43%, the reliability and validity of the questionnaire were good. Girls scored higher in
the teacher-student relationships domain than boys(P=0.022). Students in the lower grade had lower

scores in the dimen-sions of the scales(P<0.05). Clinical courses scored higher in all dimensions of

DOI: 10.3760/cma.j.issn.2095-1485.2014.05.001

FATH AT T BE R T B 2012 4 RS
TRE (JG12DB065 ) 5 i BB “+ ZH” 55 e
HE BRI ST IS (YDIK2012069 )

FEF AL 110001 JRFH, T EERCFEFHF IR
s

WWAEVES - i), Email: qubo6666@163.com



- 434 -

FPAREE TR RS 2014 4 5 45 13 %55 5 ] Chin J Med Edu Res, May 2014, Vol. 13, No. 5

the scales(P<0.05) than basic medical courses. Outstanding students had higher scores in the sense of

the learning value, teacher-student relationships,

the scope of teacher's knowledge and curriculum

management than nor-mal students (P<0.05). Conclusions It is feasible that SEEQ questionnaire is

applied in the teaching evaluation of medical faculty. Medical faculties should carry out teaching in—

novation according to the characteristics of different students and course type with the targeted

method.
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