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Classroom Teaching Design of the Three-Way Handshake in.Computer Network
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Abstract:In the new teaching model of flipped classroom,the studént is taken.ds the center while the teacher is taken

as the assistance.In view of the highly theoretical and complex natire of computer network,this paper takes the Three-way

handshake protocol as an example and implements the teaching mode|of Student-centered and teacher-assisted through

detailed teaching design before,during and after class.The testing results of how students grasp the knowledge are analyzed

through SPSS.The data analysis results show that therfiew, teaching model effectively improves students' capabilities in

learning autonomously and collaboratively,understanding knowledge,and analyzing and solving problems.
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Fig.1 The flipped classroom teaching model of
Three—way handshake
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Fig.2 The protocol of Three—way handshake

(3)PE FH B EE B B

B = R TR0 DU R T AR AR, R A R
TG OLIEAT S, AR, PRESAATOE L Y B AT
SR UEAR, TR B 1) L 22 B B[R] 2 AT B
PR EUIRE A IR = AR T BeF B I AR T B 45, 1A
PRI AT IR ERE S, SEEATHFLE, AAEE
T b B LA

(4) B EAN T B

WRELEHRIG, R R AN ) 7 20 22 28 SR 1
DLEAT TR, et Lk 2013F020128 FANBEAY T B AL I
SRR PEAT THRIR, A RIR A T AR GER R S B ik,
BT WAIEAAS A, IR T “=0ETFT il
FEARIFOUR AR R 0 25 > LA T

T R RS, TG BORFIAE IR SO, SN
SPSSHM A EARIEAT T 404, A AR Nk,

BB 201 3F1201 248 P BERY ST IR A IE S 7011, TE S35
PEoKFa=0.05TF, I B BRI Z 0 A & 5 LR 73 2>
BREARELER.

TE R I SPSSER A 3 A v, ) 280 A 495 4 ) 7 i AR
HO=al=a22 & i,

R I SPSSGE T FEAT 70 M 5 21 K dfe 45 SN % 1 -3
No BRERGEMTLSGWRITTR, T2 I s fi
EAR S ) PR L A 50 B 5 43 301 LR 2FNZR3T78 «

1 BARDEDHTEG

Tab.1 Single factor analysis of variance

TR df ¥J5 F S
i) 2689.600 1 2689.600  47.570 .000
iy 4975.556 88 56.540
PES 7665.156 89

F2 RET R S
Tab.2 Homogeneity of variance test result
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Tab.3 Robustness test results of mean equality
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