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Abstract

Objective: To explore the influence of mixed teaching mode on the teaching effect of health statis-
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tics by analyzing the results of health statistics course in preventive medicine. Methods: Formative
evaluation was used to obtain the process evaluation grades, overall evaluation grades and final
grades of preventive medicine majors in the grades of 2018 and 2019, which were compared and
analyzed. Results: The difference between the mean and excellence rate of final examination
scores in the two grades was not statistically significant (¢ = 0.520, P > 0.05; yZ = 0.637, P > 0.05),
and the process evaluation scores and overall assessment scores of Grade 2018 were higher than
those of Grade 2019 (t = 6.295, P < 0.05; t = 2.316, P < 0.05), and the process evaluation grades of
the class of 2018 were higher than those of the class of 2019 in terms of the excellent rate and the
passing rate of the overall assessment (% = 10.789, P < 0.05; x2 = 4.433, P < 0.05). Conclusion: The
blended teaching mode has a positive effect on enhancing students’ learning, which is significant
for improving teaching quality and points out the direction for improving the effectiveness of
teaching health statistics.
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ZRICG R (P > 0.05).

2018 iSRRI 8 57(91.28 + 3.95). L iTRESI(81.72 £ 0.71)5 2019 2%(87.03 £ 6.27). (79.16 + 0.86)
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Table 1. Comparative analysis of the average scores of preventive medicine majors of Grade 2018 and Grade 2019
7= 1. 2018 R 70 2019 RIAFFEZF F W F RS L 347

Yk N HIRF IR HAREVPAR SRS
2018 % 123 7216 +1.15 91.28 +3.95 81.72+0.71
2019 2 114 71.30 £ 1.20 87.03+6.27 79.16 + 0.86

t{H - 0.520 6.295 2.316

p 18 - 0.604 0.000 0.021

32. NEERMEMER, RIERLLSH
M 2 A LAE Y, 2018 AR i s Gk 75 2 (5.69%) Al 2019 2% (3.51%) A kL, 2R TG = L (P >

0.05).
Table 2. Comparative analysis of excellence and passing rates in preventive medicine between the classes of Grades 2018
and 2019
F< 2. 2018 470 2019 RIAFFEZZTWALF R . RIGEILSH
. AR TR PN AT RLSR
i N2 N , N : "
75 NE 75 % 75 NE 75 % Bkt N4 Bk
2018 2 123 7 5.69% 89 72.36% 123 100%
2019 % 114 4 3.51% 49 42.98% 111 97.37%
pakic) - 0.637 10.789 4.433
P - 0.425 0.001 0.035
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REFEPEVEAN G T IR 2 i ST 0 R 22 A0 2 T8 IR AE, 2 iaiE m, W TR F RS ok
() 2 AT AR T PP RS, I R

M 2018 ¢ F1 2019 i VE RS KA Z X LSRG, BN E RS o F AR 58 T 2k BRI R I UM%
EE T RIFIEEARCR . 2018 HHIAR S LT 2. SREEMIE R BITRSUAME R R T 2019
G, XIS, REHFERGEPERL . RBFER, oTReulRE T w R mEat, &mbkir
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