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1 2006~ 2010 MBA
2006. 5 259 229 88.42% 20 7.72% 10 3.86%
2006. 11 125 112 89.60% 8 6.40% 5 4.00%
2007.5 169 152 89.94% 17 10. 06% 0 0.00%
2007. 11 131 115 87.79% 12 9.16% 4 3.05%
2008. 5 196 174 88.78% 19 9.69% 3 1.53%
2008. 11 99 85 85.86% 9 9.09% 5 5.05%
2009. 5 185 164 88.65% 14 7.57% 7 3.78%
2009. 11 84 78 92.86% 4 4.76% 2 2.38%
2010.5 170 149 87.65% 17 10. 00% 4 2.35%
1418 - 88.84% - 8.27% - 2.89%
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SPSS 100 MBA
, 3
3 MBA
48.00 1 1.0 1.0 1.0 77. 00 1 1.0 1.0 21.0
50.00 1 1.0 1.0 2.0 78. 00 15 15.0 15.0 36.0
57.00 1 1.0 1.0 3.0 79. 00 8 8.0 8.0 44.0
62.00 1 1.0 1.0 4.0 80. 00 11 11.0 11.0 55.0
65.00 3 3.0 3.0 7.0 81. 00 4 4.0 4.0 59.0
66.00 1 1.0 1.0 8.0 82. 00 10 10. 0 10.0 69.0
70.00 2 2.0 2.0 10.0 83. 00 3 3.0 3.0 72.0
71.00 1 1.0 1.0 11.0 84. 00 7 7.0 7.0 79.0
73.00 1 1.0 1.0 12.0 85. 00 15 15.0 15.0 94. 0
74.00 1 1.0 1.0 13.0 86. 00 2 2.0 2.0 96. 0
75.00 3 3.0 3.0 16.0 88. 00 2 2.0 2.0 98.0
76.00 4 4.0 4.0 20.0 90. 00 2 2.0 2.0 100. 0
100 100.0 100. 0
60 , 100 MBA
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20
. Std. Dev=7.18 o
0 e SPSS  Descriptive Statistics 4
50.0 55.0 60.0 65.0 70.0 75.0 80.0 85.0 90.0 MBA
1 MBA
4 MBA
100 9 14 12.20 0.81 0.921
100 9 14 11.84 0.79 1. 061
100 10 25 20.36 0.8l 2.476
100 10 27 22.75 0.76 3. 089
100 8 14 11.93 0.80 1. 233
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Mission and Responsibility: Quality Appraisal of MBA Dissertations from the Perspective
of Enhancing the Quality Assurance System for Professional Degree Education

MEI Hong', SONG Xiaoping', SHI Hui’, ZHOU Ronglian’

(1. Higher Education Research Institute, Xian Jiaotong University, X{ an 710049
2. Graduate School, X ian Jiaotong University, X ian 710049)

Abstract: Based on an analysis of the acceptance rate of MBA dissertations and data of blind reviews at the Xian Jiaotong
University, a discussion is made on the enhancement of the quality assurance system for MBA education. Efforts should be
made to tighten the acceptable standard of dissertations, encourage students and teachers to bring t heir competitiveness into full
play, improve the dissertation appraisal system, foster scientific preparations of dissertations, heighten the advantages of
professional degree education, optimize academic programs, introduce multiple and external evaluators, and keep a good
balance between internal and external evaluation to better fulfill the goals of MBA education.
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