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Analysis of Student Sources and freshmen’s Adaptability in Engineering Departments
Wang Boging

The industrial restructuring of manufacturing industry in China cannot live without the support of
relevant higher engineering talents. High matriculate quality in colleges is the basis of cultivating ex-
cellent engineering talents. Orientation education in college is helpful for freshmen to raise their rec-
ognition and identification on the engineering subjects, which helps students have a clear plan during
their four—year learning. Whether a freshman can adapt himself to the way of learning in college is
crucial in determining whether he can successfully finish his courses. With the research statistics gath-
ered by Micos Company among some freshmen enrolled in 2012 in some undergraduate colleges, the
paper carries out a comparative analysis between the freshmen of engineering and that of other majors,
describes and analyzes the matriculate quality, and current situation of education studying adaptability

of engineering freshmen, and tries to explain the reasons for these differences.



