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Investigating the Chinese College Teachers’ Competencies for
ICT Integrated into Teaching: A Survey Study
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Abstract: Teachers’ competencies for ICT integrated into teaching have become a key impacting factor on

the continuous advancement of higher education quality in digital age. This study was a random survey among 14

universities and 14 vocational colleges, and used a questionnaire with indicators for four ICT integrated into

teaching dimensions, to survey the college teachers’ teaching competency. The total 1147 valid responses were

collected via the online questionnaire. Upon variance, relevance and regression analysis, the main finding is:

university teachers have achieved the basic level of ICT integration into curriculum teaching, but there are

significant differences in the four dimensions. Moreover, the research ability from university teachers is higher

than vocational teachers. Through the verification and analysis of the relationship between the four dimensions of

teachers’ competencies for ICT integrated into teaching, a development path for teachers’ competency is initially

proposed.

Key words: teaching competency; survey with questionnaire; ICT used in teaching; college teacher; faculty

professional development
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