- 376 - PARPE A E R A 2014 45 4 25 13855 4 9] Chin J Med Edu Res, April 2014, Vol. 13, No. 4

- Il AR -

WA BN G B2 W W]
Yz

Blak @mi HER Sa=

[{HZE] BE PRI A EAES W W2 PR ROR . A KRR 2000
R PR IEE F TAE T AR 2 A 293 44 BENL A B S I0 4 (I L RHBE A7 204, n=153) FIXT BB 41 (F5 45
Hott n=140) , PRALSEAE S0 14~16 A2 ) /N SR SR 45 /N2 AR i S e
L2V U AR (G B AR R B v BRIRG A ) 1167 740k, H R TR L B0 &5 28 4
XX R A /N 22 e — O N RO R 2L, LA 2 R IR 25 I AR A% P A
G IAT u RS ; FIB X SE B 2R AR U T I S A A, SR SRIRAl A He i 8k (75.2 £ 8.9)
FHERAVET 19380 (88.5£6.2) & T BRZH[(70.9+10.7) 1 (84.6 + 5.5) |, ZE A G it 2 L (P4
F0.001), ML IR ,92.8%(142/153) SERAH 40000 F Bl ARH: KPS 2145, 86.9%
(133/153) M W LRI HIRER AW HF N R, &8 WAL R SRR A7 2, oT LA
A IS W F BS R E KR  (EARR AT .

[k8EiR] 2Wi; WEREGWE; WL

[HESES] R4

The joint teaching of subspecialty teachers in the application of diagnostics probation Zhou
Xuchun, Gao Lihua, Chen Jianbin, Gao Lingyun. Department of Gastroenterology, the First Affiliated
Hospital, Chongqing Medical University, Chongqing 400016, China
Corresponding author; Zhou Xuchun, Email; chqxchzh@I63.com

[Abstract] Objective To analyze and evaluate the joint teaching of subspecialty teachers in
the application of diagnostics probation. Methods 293 clinical medical undergraduates of Grade 2009
were randomly divided into experimental group (the joint subspecialties teaching group, n=153) and
control group (traditional teaching group, n=140). The two groups of students were divided into the

14-16 study group. The diagnostics probation teaching content (all general physical examination and
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ECG examination)was decomposed in the experiment group and students were taught by different sub-

specialties teachers while the students of the control group were taught by a teacher of internal

medicine. The final examination grades and operative performance of the two groups were compared,

evaluated and U tested. At the same time the questionnaire survey was conducted to the students in the

experimental group. Results The experimental group's theory examination score was (75.2 £8.9) and

the operative assessment score was (88.5+6.2), higher than that in the control group(70.9 +10.7 and

84.6 +£5.5), the difference was statistically significant (P=0.001). The questionnaire results showed
92.8%(142/153 )medical students improved their clinical skill, 86.9%(133/153) medical students were

satisfied with the joint teaching of subspecialty teachers. Conclusions The subspecialty teachers' joint

teaching can improve students' clinical practice ability. It is a valuable teaching method in diagnostics

teaching.
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