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Abstract

Objective: To better adapt to the learning characteristics of contemporary medical students,
promote students’ enthusiasm and initiative in pathology learning, improve the quality of
teaching, and explore the effect of BOPPPS model combined with blended teaching model in pa-
thology teaching. Methods: 58 students of Grade 2020 majoring in medical laboratory technology
were selected as the control group, and 58 students of Grade 2021 majoring in medical laboratory
technology were selected as the experimental group. The control group adopted the traditional
teaching model, and the experimental group adopted the BOPPPS model combined with blended
teaching model. Results: The test scores, application ability and teaching satisfaction of the expe-
rimental group were significantly better than those of the control group. In addition, the partici-
pation and cooperative spirit of the experimental group were significantly higher than those of the
control group. Conclusion: BOPPPS teaching model has significant application effect in pathology
teaching. The teaching mode can promote the active participation of students learning, in order to
improve students’ learning initiative and their comprehensive ability. This study found that
BOPPPS teaching model has a certain guiding significance for improving the quality of pathology
teaching.
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Table 1. Comparison of theoretical test results between the two groups (X +s)
F 1. PAREBEFELERMGLER(X )

2H 53 ANH(n) L E RS (X£s)
St HE 4 58 61.1+10.6
SEoG e 58 769+12.7"

P < 0.05.

32 MANHFHERERAEER

e RS R RN, MR 70.7%, SCIGAW RN 89.7%, SN A KT M HUA
AMPEE LY R TR, 25 B A G028 (P < 0.05) (WL 2).

Table 2. Comparison of teaching satisfaction between the two groups

=2 MENHFHEENLLR

5 NH(n) R (%)
Xof R AL 58 70.7 (41/58)
SZI6 A 58 89.7 (52/58)"
“P < 0.05.
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