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Abstract

This study will integrate the needs of local (school life circle) merchants into the
teaching site, guide students to analyze and research the marketing related issues of
surrounding merchants through self-study through thematic learning, so as to lay the
practical operation experience of students and improve the effectiveness of course
learning. To examine whether the project-oriented learning strategy combined with
learning interactive feedback media can improve students' learning engagement and self-
efficacy in marketing research courses. The subjects of this study were students of
marketing research course in the department of Business Administration in the second
semester of 110 academic year. A single group of pre - and post-test design was used to
quantify the gap of college students' learning engagement and self-efficacy. Qualitative
evaluation was carried out with weekly work log and three-stage team report feedback.
The purpose of this study is :1. Based on the theory of project-oriented learning and
related discussions, to design a teaching program for consumer experience project-based
learning in marketing research education. 2. To explore whether the implementation of
thematic learning teaching mode can help students' learning engagement and self-
efficacy to improve the effectiveness of course learning. A total of 37 students took this
course, and the results of qualitative analysis summarized their learning experience into
three aspects: motivation reinforcement, teacher feedback, and positive learning
mentality. The results of quantitative analysis showed that there was a significant
difference between learning engagement and self-efficacy before and after measurement,
with an effect magnitude greater than 0.85. It is suggested to strengthen the ice-breaking
and trust mechanism among group members to achieve peer learning and teamwork

when implementing the teaching strategy of thematic learning in the future.
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