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Survey and research on the teaching effects of structural mechanics

under different teaching method
SHI Jinna', HAO Yunhong', LI Yuanchen®, CAO Xi' ,WU Anli'
(1. College of Civil Engineering, Inner Mongolia University of Technology, Hohhot 010051, P. R. China;
2. College of Architecture and Urban Planning , Inner Mongolia Technical College of Construction, Hohhot 010051, P. R. China)

Abstract: Based on the questionnaire survey in College of Civil Engineering of Inner Mongolia University of
Technology, this paper compares three kinds of teaching methods: traditional teaching method, multimedia teaching
method and a combination teaching method. The data analysis demonstrated that traditional teaching methods,
while most widely accepted, prove ineffective. The use of multimedia methods, although to some extent more
effective than the traditional methods, also failed to achieve the desired result. A combination of the two methods,
however, resulted in more effective teaching than focusing exclusively on a particular teaching method.
Additionally, this paper offers some suggestions for reforming about structural mechanics combined with teaching
experience.
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