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F Sig.
OCW | 1433 | 553 26 34.287 | <0.01
MOOC | 7.56 2.95 15
( ) Total 8.92 4.48 26
OCW 2.75 0.99 1.5 14.977 | <0.01
MOOC | 4.97 191 2
( ) Total 4.49 1.97 15
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MOOC ocw Total
Project-based learning 14 | 2745% | 15 | 29.41% | 29 | 28.43%
Team-based learning 5 9.80% 18 | 35.29% | 23 | 22.55%
Research-based learning 9 17.65% | 12 | 2353% | 21 | 20.59%
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MOOC OCWwW Total MOOC OCWwW Total
% % F % % % F %
28 | 5490 | 40 | 78.43 | 68 | 66.67 10 | 1887 | 8 | 1569 | 18 | 17.65
20 39.20 45 88.24 | 65 | 63.73 15 29.40 3 5.88 | 18 | 17.65
51 100 7 13.73 | 58 | 56.86 14 27.40 0 0.00 | 14 | 13.73
51 100 0 0.00 | 51 | 50.00 10 | 1960 | 2 16.67 | 12 | 11.76
26 | 51.00 | 17 | 33.33 | 43 | 42.16 1 2.00 1 200 | 2 | 1.96
12 23.50 27 52.94 | 39 | 38.24 2 3.90 0 0.00 2 1.96
38 74.51 1 1.96 | 39 | 38.24 2 3.90 0 0.00 2 1.96
3 590 | 24 | 47.06 | 27 | 26.47 1 2.00 0 0.00 | 1 | 0.98
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The Ddaptive Transform of Pedagogical Methods in Open Online Courses: From OCWSs to MOOCs
ZHAN Ze-huit? CAI Shao-huat FONG S W Patrick? MEI Hu?

(1. Faculty Development Center, South China Normal University, Guangzhou, Guangdong, China 510631; 2. Department of
Building and Real Estate, Hong Kong Polytechnic University, Hong Kong 999077; 3. School of Economics & Management,
Scientific Laboratory of Economic Behaviors, South China Normal University, Guangzhou, Guangdong, China 510006)
Abstract: Through the comparison between MOOCs and OCWs, this study aimed to explore the adaptive change of
pedagogical methods during the transformation process of open online courses from valuing resource to taking seriously
of service. The 51 MOOC courses and 51 OCW courses were randomly selected out as samples employing four major
open online courses research engines and the information such as course length, suggested learning time, pedagogical
methods and teaching method was obtained from the course description. The results shown that short course length and
major weekly engaged time were recommended for MOOCs to improve the curricular completion rate. A small amount
of open online courses adopted project-based, research-based and team-based learning style, however, the collaborative
learning in the MOOC environment still encountered some difficulties. Online discussion forum and lecture video were
popular and mature teaching method for MOOCs. Social media and position mapping, etc., were newly developed in
MOOC rather than OCW. Finally, instructional suggestions according to the results were proposed.
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