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Sudy on Multi- Evaluation Model of Teaching Quality and Evaluation
Gap Analysis in Higher Education
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Abstract : College teaching is the integrity of interactive systems cons sting of the process of teaching and the process of learning. At present ,
higher education research and higher education management focus on the teaching quality and the interactive teaching ,and very little concern a
bout the quality of learning. Based on the factorsinfluencing the college teaching quality ,this paper establishes a multi-eval uating model of col-
lege teaching quality and putsforward the model of evaluation gap analyssaming at improving the teaching quality.
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Resaarch on Intrapreneur ship Portfolio Based on Practice Case
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Abstract : Based on the anaysis of dimensons and formsof intrapreneurship ,this paper uses a practice case to discuss the meaning of intrapre-
neurship portfolio and new problems existing in practice
Key words: intrapreneurship ; intrapreneurship portfolio; case study
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