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Abstruct
The purpose of this research was to investigate the relationship between students'
academic progress scores and their evaluation of the university professors' teaching.
The longitudinal design of this research is a panel study in which the necessary
measurements are made over time and at specific intervals. The students studying in
the three semesters were the statistical population of this research. The sample size
was determined by GPower software and based on the type of statistical tests
required. After screening more than one hundred thousand pairs of "student grade-
teacher evaluation”, the final analysis was performed on the data of 1970 students
who had studied with a certain professor in three consecutive semesters. The tool for
collecting the evaluation data of the professors was the official survey form of the
institution in the intended semesters. The analysis showed that with the increase of
the student’s final grade, his/her evaluation grade from the professor in the next
semester increases significantly. Supplementary analysis showed that the effect of
this initial score remains stable until two semesters late. It can be said that with a
one-unit increase in students’ final grade, after two semesters, a significant increase
between 1 and 4% in their evaluation grade from professors can be seen. The
regression coefficients of the relationship between the grade point average of the
whole class and the teaching evaluation of professors were also significant in the
case of two consecutive semesters. Finally, the analyzes on the grades of the
specialized and main courses of the students showed that compared to the past
semesters, there is a grade inflation in the groups of humanities, literature,
architecture and art. Based on this evidence, it is suggested that the phenomenon of
grade inflation be considered from the point of view of its possible connection and
interrelation with the way student evaluations are used in the employment and
academic decisions of faculty members.
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- Panel study

- Johnson & Christensen

- Reed & Ye

- Berezvai, Lukats & Molontay
- Beenstock & Feldman

- Kaplan, Liu & Kaplan

- Felix

- GPower

- longitudinal/panel data

10- Multilevel mixed-effects models
11- Test family

12- Multiple regression

13- Effect size
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Table 1
students' academic progress scores and evaluation of the university professors' Framework of three semester’s
teaching
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%Y1 time fails oM evaluation of students' Variables
. professors' scores
mean class size
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Table 2
Random effects model for estimate evaluation of university professors' teaching by students' academic progress
scores
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[95% Conf. Interval] P> [t t test Std. Err. Coef. Independent varible
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Fixed size
0.000 = g,l>_sropdaw F=150.68 0.6261 =(glod = 9> (Sumsod g pu>

1- STATA
2- Fixed Effects (within) Regression
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Table 3
Predicting evaluation of university professors' teaching in 3rd semester by student academic progress score in 1rd
semester
730 ¢y lisebol alols Janl Jlaie  Z gejl  opSSle 3,0kl (ol s AR
[95% Conf. Interval] P> |z| Z test Std. Err. Coef. Independent varible
00495  -0.001 0.060 1.88 0.012 0.024 Y Jlosi 805
Semester 1 score
<ol 3310
18.673 17.881 0.000 90.49 0.201 18.27

Fixed measure
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1- Mixed-effects ML regression
2- Random effects
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Table 4

Predicting evaluation of university professors' teaching in 3rd semester by students' academic progress scores,
failes, class size and mean of class
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[95% Conf. Interval] P> |z| z test Sle Coef. Semesters Independent
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Table 5
Predicting evaluation of university professors' teaching in 2rd semester by total mean of class in 1rd semester
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Table 6
Predicting evaluation of university professors' teaching in 3rd semeste
by total mean of class in 2rd semester
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Number of courses, mean and standard devition of classes in 10 semesters
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