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A comparative study of questions in high school mathematics classroom
based on fuzzy hierarchical ideal solution
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Abstract: Class questioning is an important part of high school mathematics classroom. Whether the questioning is effective or

not directly affects the efficiency of the classroom. In this paper, aiming at the types of questions in the classroom, the methods of

questioning in the classroom, the types of students’ answers and the number of students who asked questions, this paper makes a

coding analysis of the classroom records of three high school mathematics teachers, and uses the fuzzy hierarchical ideal solution to

analyze the effect of the three teachers’ classroom questions. Sort, and then analyze the problems that arise in high school mathematics

classroom questions, and propose corresponding strategies.
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