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Empirical analysis on terminal total scores for students
at colleges and universities based on SPSS
—A case study of Zhejiang University of Science and Technology

HUANG Boxi*, CHENG Zhigangb , LIN Li*, CHE Qiaogiao°, GUAN Qingshan', ZHOU ]ianjib
(a. Office of Teaching Affairs;b. School of Information and Electronic Engineering; c. School of Mechanical

and Automotive Engineering, Zhejiang University of Science and Technology, Hangzhou 310023, China)

Abstract: SPSS (statical product and service solution) was used to complete statistical analysis on
terminal scores of all students of Zhejiang University of Science and Technology at the first term of
2013—2014. The results of analysis showed that: the terminal scores, either all the students of the
university or students of different schools, either accroding to course classification or course characteristics,
appear negatively distribution, which proves that the dynamic role between teachers and students can change
the differences among the students from an aspect; the scores of different schools and different classification
have obvious differences in view of statistics, which discloses that different learning status leads to different
learning results. According to these, some references are offered to relative educators.
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Table 4 Normality test
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Table 12 Summary of hypothesis testing
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