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Reconstruction and Function Analysis of Curriculum Framework
System Paradigm in Vocational Colleges
Liu Hongyan, Wang Zhi
This paper firstly analyzes the defects in the framework of career development program and teach-
ing-operation system in higher vocational colleges. Afterwards, it proposed a fundamental but proac-

tive curriculum framework system paradigm for vocational education and analyzes its functions com-

prehensively.
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Inspiration of USA Universities” Inverted Classroom Teaching Model
He Chaoyang , Ou Yufang , Cao Qi
In recent years, inverted (or flipped) classroom is gradually utilized by American colleges and u-
niversities. By analyzing the teaching process which the University of Miami, Middle Tennessee State
University utilized, this article points out that the inverted classroom can contribute more in students’
learning autonomy, team-work commitment, creative spirit, classroom atmosphere and internalization
of knowledge. It offers some reference for the higher engineering education classroom to carry out in-

verted classroom teaching in our country.
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