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Design and Implementation of Course Ability Assessmient from the Perspective of CDIO
—Take Sensor Principle and Application Course as an Example

ZHOU Haibo,ZHAO Lin

( Department of Computer Science and Technology,Dalian Neusoft University of Information,Dalian 116023,China)

Abstract:Course assessment is an important part of course teaching.lIt is not only a comprehensive testing of learning

effect,but also an effective way to verify and continuously improve teaching effects.In the process of learning and evaluation

of CDIO engineering talents training,the direction has changed from knowledge testing to achievement degree of ability

cultivation. Taking the Sensor Principle and Application course as an example,this paper discusses design and implementation

of course ability assessment from the following aspects:ability assessment points,value setting,assessment of specific ability

achievement degree,the analysis and feedback of ability assessment results.The analysis of ability achievement degree is clear

in respects of the analysis tesult of course ability assessment,which provides support for course continuous improvement.
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Tab.1 Course ability assessment point score distribution

galli) JLAit A

WL Q kg Soiik ’
7
THE OWE o
gt KM
" il s 5
E UP(1/2) 5 5
P g UPOD 5 5
TR ups) 10 5 5
UP(10) 10 5 5
@% KA1 10 5 5
Ef;i; KAEl2 20 5 5 5 5
# KAEl3 30 5 5 5 5 5 5
it 100 10 15 20 20 10 15 10

MRS ER AL, RARA %1% O NRIH R 5 R 5%
6] T URARRE B U DL B % . IR IRARTE T LB SR T
(RE 1 ST DUR AL T B 74
22 AIRIA

BOM T ZARIER VR E AT 0 BT, H R BT A
SFAR R OL . R URAE AR O e BER AR 4 8 T
SERGETE AR RE ) A B i AR AR BB T L AR ROR, B
e, BTULEE, RERITHEINEH ERHIT R T —
EHEBY SEBURE I AT BET . AT AT (R 55 2 5 g
AR RS EACIE S BN RV D Vi SS) SRS 3k S €
AR TARSRAE T30 Fr . AR g AT A m
BI1—EI3 7R

[ A5 o

SOVERGRE R HE0
SN LA HEO

B AR R ESTHRMS ZRE
Fig.1 Main interface of capability achievement analysis
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Fig.2 Detail recording interface
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Tab.2 Data analysis of ability achievement degree
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Fig.4 Analysis of capability achievement degree by
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Tab.3 Analysis of student individual ability achievement
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