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Abstract: Learning engagement affects learning effects, which is a concern for exploring students’
learning and development. Using the data of CCSS, the paper studies learning engagement of the
students in an outstanding and innovative institute of experiment. The paper makes an analysis of
differences between the experimental institute and a regular institute in learning engagement by comparing
the indices of both in order to provide empirical data reference for further raising quality in cultivating
talented people. The results show that the curricula in the experimental institute emphasize analysis,
evaluation and comprehension. The students in the experimental institute are better at giving a report
aiming at a certain topic, initiating in asking questions in class or participating in discussion than those
of a regular institute. We should spread this teaching mode to promote students’ efficiency in learning.
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