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Abstract

Objective: To explore the practice and effect of rain classroom combined with standardized patient
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teaching mode in orthopedic clinical teaching. Methods: 60 clinical medical students who practiced
in orthopedics in our hospital from September 2024 to December 2024 were selected as the re-
search objects, and randomly divided into experimental group (30 students in rain class + stand-
ardized patient teaching) and control group (30 students in traditional lecture teaching), compar-
ing the differences between the two groups in theory test, skill test, autonomous learning ability,
doctor-patient communication ability, classroom participation and teaching satisfaction. Results:
The students in the experimental group scored higher than those in the control group in theory test,
skill test, autonomous learning ability, doctor-patient communication ability, classroom participa-
tion and teaching satisfaction, and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion:
The rain classroom combined with standardized patient teaching mode has achieved remarkable
results in orthopedic clinical teaching, which can be actively promoted in teaching, improve teach-
ing effectiveness, stimulate students’ interest and improve learning efficiency.
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Table 1. Comparison of experimental and control group students’ performance ( X £s)
1. RWASHREBERSGHRG, Xts)

B RS HiREE %S
Ee| 86.82 + 3.61 89.21 + 3.50
X 72.33 £4.24 75.42 £ 4.19
t 19.923 20.124
P 0.000 0.000

Table 2. Comparison of classroom performance and satisfaction between the experimental and control groups of students

X+s
(ﬁz. Q‘igﬁéﬁ'-%Xﬂﬁﬁéﬁ#ii%ﬁ%f%%uiﬁ?érﬁl:tis‘z(ﬁ%, X ts)
HE¥2] VS5 Sapii] REZ Y R
el 81.56 + 4.23 84.62 + 3.87 89.46 + 4.01 90.36 + 3.94
4L 68.33  5.01 71.13+4.25 69.79 + 456 75.42+4.19
t 27.836 23.001 29.923 31.090
P 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000
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