Advances in Education {H# /&, 2022, 12(9), 3255-3259 Hans X
Published Online September 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ae
https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2022.129499

LAPBL A SH R MG R BUIFRT
£ OhalrEzE) BFEINERERANMA
Y

WA LS TR0 R, Wi Y

Wehs H . 2022458 HSH s A HE: 20224F9H7H; RATHA: 202249 14H

wm B

HE: B PAPBLYE S R IR BEAEAAE (SMRHPESE) BEh iR AN ik EIeEA
IRPRSE S P ASPAT BB E AT AN R, —MIDAXRA, BRERKEAREETEHE;
BEAE SRR, DIPBLYE R M R IIEALIGRECAR BT . ME2 AN SRR TG — A%
REEIFOUAIAR B DRI AT A RN STE . 4R SXRALE, SKRAFEIRN B RUBEBFL
AT RRBERBE T, EREESCER RIKBE KRR E(P < 0.05). SxXTHEANE, LHHARA
GRS, FEISHT. FEEERSTRNELTHRSENESNR, WBEERALATER (P < 0.05).
SRR LT EREI TSRS FREWITERE . B RAERE T R I AEE 1 75 T RSU R T RA,
HEERALIFEB (P <0.05). 45id: SHiLIPBLAE S K RIFEMIGREAERTE (SMRHPEE) B
AR R A T FBRIBUR ZERRAER, B RFEEIHRAES], N RnRFEE R E.
XA

PBLE¥:, RHIBMIEREAEN, SR ESE, BRBAETH

The Exploratory Application of Early Contact
Clinical Teaching Mode Dominated by PBL
in the Teaching of Surgical Nursing

Chenglin Zhu

Zhejiang Yiwu Central Hospital, Yiwu Zhejiang

Received: Aug. Sth, 2022; accepted: Sep. 7th, 2022; published: Sep. 14th, 2022

Abstract

Aims: To explore the exploratory application of early contact clinical teaching mode dominated by
PBL in the teaching of Surgical Nursing. Methods: Two parallel nursing classes in clinical practice
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were selected as the research objects, and one class was the control group, which was taught ac-
cording to the traditional teaching mode. Another class, as the experimental group, was taught in
the early exposure clinical teaching mode dominated by PBL. The two groups of subjects were ob-
served one week after the completion of each teaching, learning efficacy, final examination case
analysis and skill test scores. Results: Compared with the control group, the scores of learning
ability self-efficacy and learning behavior self-efficacy in the experimental group were increased,
and the effect was more obvious with the extension of teaching time (P < 0.05). Compared with the
control group, the scores of clinical diagnosis, nursing diagnosis, nursing measures and treatment
principles of the experimental group were significantly higher, and the differences were statisti-
cally significant (P < 0.05). The scores of nursing case writing ability, professional problem solving
ability, nurse-patient relationship handling ability and other abilities of the experimental group
were higher than those of the control group, and the differences were statistically significant (P <
0.05). Conclusions: The implementation of early contact clinical teaching mode dominated by PBL
can improve students’ interest in learning and stimulate students’ desire for knowledge in the
teaching of surgical nursing, and can inspire students’ dynamic exploratory learning, so as to im-
prove the quality of clinical nursing teaching.
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