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Abstract

Objective: To evaluate the effect of problem-based learning (PBL) teaching method in the clinical
training of colorectal tumor in distance education during the COVID-19 epidemic prevention and
control period. Methods: A total of 100 students participating in the training were selected and
randomly divided into an observation group and a control group, 50 in each. The observation group
adopted PBL case teaching + distance online teaching; the control group adopted traditional LBL +
distance online teaching. After the training, the two groups of students were surveyed on teaching
satisfaction, and the basic theoretical knowledge assessment and case analysis assessment were
conducted. Results: The students in the observation group were better than those in the control
group in terms of professional basic theoretical knowledge assessment and case analysis assess-
ment (P < 0.05). The students’ interest in learning, learning efficiency and total satisfaction rate of
clinical adaptability in the observation group were higher than those in the control group (P < 0.05).
Conclusion: PBL teaching method can improve the teaching satisfaction and teaching quality of
colorectal tumor remote online medical education and training, and obtain better teaching effect.
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NitAT . BAP BT © #Eidl, RIEAEHIMEN, SFM=48EmR0. @ 2wl %
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Table 1. Comparison of teaching satisfaction

= 1. HEHEELR

=Pl = I PR 3& B
ZH 3]
W= —fM AR R —f AWE R —f AR
W EZ2H (n = 50) 40 9 1 42 8 1 38 11 1
X BE 4H(n = 50) 30 17 3 28 17 5 27 17 6
P1E <0.05 <0.05 <0.05

Table 2. Comparison of examination results
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WAL RIA TS b, 52 IR T M BRIEREBEAAEAE TR IE B 78 7 AR i -

4.2. PBL U EBAE S LBL 8 EKE

ISR LBL R LLRE VROV MR, RMERINAAAE —lion. © AR TR E T
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ARERRER, BRI PMER . @ R ZA T8RRI BERE S 4 Rl Tl
RES . FUTHEBA B R A 512, S Rsh A2 BIRE, R LB 206800, TP B
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