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Brief Talking On Cheating in Online
Courses and Its Coping Strategies

Jiang Chao
(College of Science, Wuhan University of Science and Technology, Wuhan, Hubei 430081)

Abstract: Higher education institutions are using online teaching to ensure that suspensions do not occur in the

spring 2020 semester, online courses teaching and testing of the exams have exposed new issues and teachers face

new challenges. The article statistically examines students’ perceptions of online exams, as well as expectations

and common ways of cheating on exams, through a questionnaire. The methods and ideas for preventing and

reducing cheating are discussed based on the results of research in Europe and the United States, where online

education has been conducted for a long time. It is proposed that students’ interest in learning should be stimulated and

building awareness of academic integrity to reducing the impulse to cheat. In the post-epidemic teaching activities.,

combining the respective advantages of online and offline teaching, change the assessment and grading methods to the

students’ whole learning process is assessed to fully reflect student learning outcomes.

Key words: online-course; e-cheating; plagiarism; assessment method



