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Optimizing Research Experience and Improving Postgraduate Education Quality .

Based on the Survey and Analysis of Graduated Postgraduates in Shaanxi 2017
LU Genshu*, LIU Xiuying®

(a. West China Higher Education Evaluation Center; b. School of Public Policy and
Administration s Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an 710049)

Abstract; It has been adopted widely in foreign countries to evaluate and improve the quality of postgraduate education from a
viewpoint based on the scientific and research progress of postgraduates. However, similar researches have been scarcely
conducted in China. Based on the survey data of the postgraduates in Shaanxi graduated in 2017, this paper analyzes the
validity, reliability and applicability of the research experience of the postgraduates, explores the influence of the supervisors’
guidance, research atmosphere, facilities, dissertation evaluation on the personal skill development and the research experience
satisfaction of the postgraduates. Moreover, it also analyzes the differences of research experience perceived by postgraduates of
different genders studying at different institutions of higher learning. On this basis, this paper puts forward some proposals or
suggestions to optimize the research experience of postgraduates and improve the quality of postgraduate education in China.
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