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Study on the Impact of the Internet on the Doctoral Learning Community

WANG Fusheng, LIU Shae-xue

(Institute of H igher Education, Shanghai Jiaotong University, Shanghai 200240)

Abstract: Doctoral education is a process where doctoral students pursue their studies in alearning community that has a highly
academic, self contained, teacher guided nature. The popularization of the Internet has made the doctoral learning community
more open, more diversified with learning styles, and more decentralized with expanded cross-regional exchange. However,
this development also has some negative effects: the web-searching style of study weakens the intensity of academic pursuits;
an information overload causes a loss of self responsibility; virtual interaction lessens teacherstudent personal communication;
and abuse of the Internet ham pers regular classroom teaching.
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