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Abstract:Flipped classroom,reversing the arrangement of teaching structure,is essentially a teaching method to trans

form the traditional one,aiming to create a personalized learning approach in a sense.The purpose of the study is to compare

the traditional teaching method and the flipped classroom method based on the course of C Language Programming.

The paper designs a teaching model based on the flipped classroom and a network teaching system based on the flipped

classroom.Through project research,student question naire survey and student interview survey,the teaching system analysis

results shows the more effectiveness and interestingness of the flipped classroom teaching compare with the traditional

teaching method.
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Fig.1 Traditional classroom teaching mode of
C language program design
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Tab.1 Two kinds of comparison of classroom teaching
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Fig.3 Teaching model chart based on the program
design course
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Fig.4 Model structure chart
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Fig.5 Flowchart of login interface from
teachers and students
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Fig.6 Statistical results chart of data
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Fig.7 Statistical chart from survey results to
promote knowledge internalization
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Tab.2 Analysis results of operating process error rate
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Tab.3 Analysis table of paper grades
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5 #5if(Conclusion)
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