ARSI R LA 2014 4 2 A4 13 4555 2 ] Chin J Med Edu Res, February 2014, Vol. 13, No. 2 - 165 -

- PR

=R AR R DI P
I

BRI RMsh SERY
(ME] BH HTIRAECAA e A OIS B PR ACR . 753k BRI 2011 2

TR EE2EAEL 101 44222 23 BIVE AT L (n=52) FISZIRZH (n=49) , 7EBE 250 IR | X B2
KRG, S St = IR . BARES dUE I 22 R G — P AR R, IR S A
ST ALY LIRS, iR i g SR LB + bR (v + 5 ) R, X2 24 A2 -1
ST ¢ K5 IS TN S5 R PR R R AR E /L, SR SR A ki %
B3 A iS5 43 51 R (30.347 £ 4.171) 4% (32,031 £ 2.781) 4% . (74.296 + 5.642) 4% , Y T-%F
REZH 119 (28.520 = 4.443) 4% . (28.760 = 4.305) 4% . (70.010 = 7.783) 4%, 2 R H AT e i34 25 L (P=

DOI: 10.3760/cma.].issn.2095-1485.2014.02.016

FERTH VY S AR O TR (2013)GZ118 ) 5
IV ER AT H (2012GXMS179 )

YEHZPAAL:530021  FET5, ) PHBERIR AL DA B
Bep 0 B2 ST R BR A

WAFVER - %23, Email : wujunduan@163.com

I,

PRIz D) s A A T 2 A 2 2 TR T RE & K
Ko EPRFIX— IR, i — R s X A 15 |
S AEZ IS TERA R ST R0 5 55— 5 T, AN
ST IFR R AR A SC S R IR LS
M5 A FE S R RS,
424 RS

WG 11 4 2 i s RS, UM AT 4
BB N B AT, A Wk ds 15
)5 S SRR AR R 2 A N e RO TR A5 Bl
IS S . XM A B F R %12 5 i
BRIJRES, 1 H A A% 5 R R A AL AU
BT , A REKE A S e H 14 ) 0 % B St
Wt ONFEAY KRR RS E T, B T R R
TP 15 B UL, i 2 5 Rk i Ak, R
S EIEAS RS KA RE BT

R ANSHEE R AA R P 4 E
BT SR AR R BB G, B —4
TRAC A 35 32RO, S M VR J R RUG 2 [ o
MEEARE D G SR R BTG SR i A8 AR 227K
FAA BRI BT AW &, 2By B2 FH

T T R SRR RIS R T 5

S ik

[1] VR, ZE PP IM). dbnt. S E Ak, 2007.

[2] Seriven. AN EEIBIM]. MR B3R, 9%, dbat. N R#E B,
1988 2.

[3] Filif?, FIUH. BAEHM] st KREFE Hid, 1999.

[4] Angelo TA, Cross KP. Classroom assessment techniques: a hand-
book for college teachers[M]. 2nd ed. San Francisco, CA; Jossey-
Bassm, 1993.

[5] Black P, Harrison C, Lee C, et al. Assessment for learning putting
it into practice]M]. Maidenhead: Open University Press, 2003.

[6] Ak ZAER B WL SCikE B A R @RS )].
R, 2013, 33(5): 131-134.

[71 FEEF. MG BRRREZ oI R HIT 5 5¢0E]. &
AEEAEE B RZ4RE, 2010, 19(6): 53-56.

[8] Mg FRKERRS 5HE LI BRI,
2010(6); 76-78.

[91 W5, mKEREE 5 REH AU 205 58k, 2012
(3): 168-169.

(ks H #1.2013-09-21)
(AR SCHHE L Wi )



- 166 - BB R R LR 2014 4 2 145 13 545 2 ] Chin J Med Edu Res, February 2014, Vol. 13, No.2

0.035,P=0.000,P=0.002) ; S5 4 A%} R {87225 0454373 1k (11.918 + 2.431) F1(12.731 £2.523) ,
EZR G2 X (P=0.103) , SEK4] 80.0% LA I 22 E AN = BTG 2UF AU R, ieig it m
IEYMERE ) B BLERE S LU T RO ) IRE 155 . B TR BCAATE B D PR
TPRCR R 3R T AT
[Z#IA] —IREC,;
[FE4S2ES] R395.1

RS B

Application of sandwich teaching method in teaching of medical psychology Nie Guanghui, Wu
Junduan, Tang Zhenghua. Teaching and Research Section of Medical Psychology and Behavioral Me-
dicine, School of Public Health, Guangxi Medical University, Nanning 530021, China
Corresponding author: Wu Junduan, Email; wyunduan@163.com

[Abstract] Objective To explore the teaching effect of sandwich teaching in medical psychol-
ogy. Methods Totally 101 preventive medicine majors of five-year program were divided into two
groups; control group(n=52) and experimental group(n=49). Students in control group were taught by
traditional teaching while those in experimental group by sandwich teaching method. Teaching qualities
were evaluated by final exam and questionnaire. Exam scores were expressed as x +s and were ana-
lyzed by ¢ test. Questionnaine results were expressed as number of people and percentage. Results
Scores of experimental group in multiplechoice, case study and final grade (30.347 £4.171, 32.031 =
2781, 74.296 +5.642, respectively) were better than those of control group (28.520 +4.443, 28.760 +
4305, 70.010 +7.783, respectively), with significant differences between two groups (P<0.05 for all).
But there was no significant difference between two groups in short-answer questions score (11.918 +
2.431, 12.731 £ 2.523, respectively) (P>0.05). More than 80.0% students in experimental group
thought sandwich teaching improved their communication collaborative capacity , logical thinking
ability and problem solving ability, etc. Conclusions With satisfactory teaching effect, sandwich

teaching promotes teaching quality.
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