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The Comparison of Undergraduate Students’ Learning Engagement

between Research Universities in China and USA
GONG Fang, LV Lin-hai
(Institute of Education, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)

Abstract: Students’ learning engagement is related to the quality of undergraduate edu-
cation. Comparing the data of learning engagement in Nanjing University and University of
California—Berkeley, it found that the students from Nanjing University were weaker than
Berkeley in such three dimensions as classroom discussion and initiative, peer collaboration
and interaction, and critical reasoning and creative thinking. As to the dimension of learning
habit, students in Nanjing University were better than Berkeley. And to the dimension of in-
teraction with teachers, junior students in Nanjing University did better, but there was no
significant difference between senior students. Then, we should find the international loca-
tion of Chinese higher education quality, and promote the profound reform of student learn-
ing style.
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