2 = o5
SF RAIE [gIGHER EDUCATION OF SCIENCES 2019 5 147 )

( 350116)

o
l l ’

G642. 475 A

Mathematics Classroom Teaching Evaluation Based on

Analytic Hierarchy of Multisource Data
—Taking Higher Mathematics as an Example

ZENG Xun—xun CHEN Feir LYU Shu—long XUE Mei—yu ZHU Yu—can CHEN Xiao—xing
( College of Mathematics and Computer Science Fuzhou University Fuzhou 350116 China)
Abstract: The teaching of mathematics public basic courses in universities is usually evaluated by under—
graduates and the supervising commission of teaching experts which has the limitations such as strong subjec—
tive high—cost and difficult promotion. This paper combines the subject and teaching characteristics of the
mathematics public basic courses to obtain the multi—source data of classroom teaching such as video audi-
o image and so on by using the Internet mobile terminal and intelligent monitoring technology. Based on
the obtained multi—source data the evaluation indexes of teaching quality are constructed by combing artifi—
cial intelligence and analytic hierarchy process. These indexes overcome the subjective randomness of the tradi—
tional evaluation methods improve the efficiency of teaching evaluation and realize the unmanned teaching e—
valuation.
Key words: teaching evaluation; analytic hierarchy process; artificial intelligence; public basic cour—
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