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A Study of the Curriculum Design for Master’s Programs

GUO Yali, REN Yong-tai, DENG Hualing

(School of Science, Northeast Agricultural University, Harbin, Heilongjiang 150030)

Abstract: Results of our study show that the design of the postgraduate curriculum as a key part of training has many
inadequacies, including the lack of a well-layered system, unbalanced development of its structure, and obsolete course content.
In order to make an optimal curriculum design to cultivate innovative abilities, it is necessary to increase the proportion of non-
required courses, make full use of network resources, establish a good teaching quality evaluation system, form a better
systematic and incorporated course system, and enhance the strengths of teachers.
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