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Application of PBL. Model Combined with Scenario Simulation
in Clinical Teaching of Division of Liver Disease

Liu Xudong, Li Baozhen, Lin Hai, Tang Youming
( The First Affiliated Hospital of Guangxi University of Chinese Medicine, Nanning 530011, China)

Abstract: The paper explored the function of modified PBL model combined with scenario simulation in clinical
teaching of Division of Liver Disease. 64 undergraduates of 2015 clinical medical specialty in Guangxi University of
Chinese Medicine from May, 2017 to April, 2018 were regarded as the research subjects. They were divided into control
group and experimental group, with 32 students in each group. The control group received traditional clinical teaching
method, and experimental group received modified PBL model combined with scenario simulation. Teaching effects of
two methods were compared. The satisfaction of experimental group was 90. 63% , which was significantly higher than
78.13% of the control group( P <0. 05) . The theoretical, practical, medical record and comprehensive ability results of
experimental group were significantly higher than control group( P <0. 05) . Modified PBL model combined with scenario
simulation in clinical teaching of Division of Liver Disease could help medical students to better grasp diagnosis and
treatment thought and operation skill, and promote the mutual promotion of teaching and learning. In this way, the effect
of clinical teaching improved significantly.
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Tab. 1 Comparison of satisfaction degree of students in two groups  case
25 51 e R nf 2% HAIREE(%)
X HRAL( n =32) 11 8 6 7 78.13
StH(n=32) 19 6 4 3 90. 63
X 5.927
P 0.015

K2 MAFEMEERMELR(Y£s5,9)

Tab.2  Comparison of evaluation results of students in two groups(x +s,point)
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LA (n=32) 95.68+2.15 94.72£3.08 17.87+1.51 69.99+2.54

t 7.936 5.827 8.694 7.631
P 0. 001 0. 001 0. 001 0. 001
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