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Midterm Review: Knowledge Mastery and Teaching

Improvement Analysis

After the midterm exam, I conducted a comprehensive review of teaching during
this period, aiming to analyze overall student performance, classroom behavior, and
the effectiveness of teaching methods to provide improvement directions for the next

stage.

Firstly, student performance showed clear stratification. High—achieving students
had solid knowledge mastery, average students could generally apply what they
learned, while low—performing students showed significant weaknesses in basic
concepts and application problems. This indicates the need for differentiated

teaching, particularly increasing support for students with weaker foundations.

Secondly, regarding exam difficulty and alignment with the teaching plan, the
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midterm covered most key knowledge points of the semester, but some integrated
questions required higher analytical and application skills. Analysis of common
mistakes revealed issues such as incomplete understanding of knowledge points,
calculation errors, and inattentive reading of questions. This suggests that daily
teaching should emphasize basic knowledge explanation, method training, and practice

with examples.

Classroom participation analysis showed that students who actively engaged in
discussions and answered questions performed significantly better than passive
students. This indicates that classroom management and interactive design directly
influence learning outcomes. Therefore, future teaching should include more group
discussions, classroom questioning, and immediate feedback to stimulate student

interest and participation.

Regarding the effectiveness of teaching methods, heuristic teaching, case
analysis, and classroom discussions were effective in helping students understand key
concepts and enhance thinking skills. However, knowledge consolidation and skill
training still require more exercises. Based on midterm feedback, the following
improvement strategies are planned for the next stage: First, differentiated
tutoring, providing tailored exercises and resources for students of varying levels.
Second, optimize classroom structure by balancing lectures, discussions, and practice
time to enhance efficiency. Third, conduct periodic assessments to identify issues
promptly and adjust teaching plans. Fourth, address common mistakes through targeted

lessons to help students form a complete knowledge framework.

In summary, midterm review allows us to clearly understand students’ knowledge
mastery and classroom learning states, while providing a clear direction for teaching
improvements in the next stage, offering a scientific basis for enhancing overall

teaching effectiveness.
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