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Abstract

Objective: To investigate the application value of the teaching method combining standardized pa-
tients (SP) and objective structured clinical examination (OSCE) in the internship of general surgery.
Methods: A total of 60 undergraduate students who interned in the general surgery department of
our hospital from June 2023 to June 2025 were randomly divided into an experimental group and
a control group. The experimental group was taught using the SP combined with OSCE method,
while the control group was taught using the traditional method. The theoretical examination
scores, the scores of each OSCE station, and the total scores were compared between the two groups.
Results: There was no significant difference in the theoretical examination and medical record writ-
ing scores between the two groups (P > 0.05). However, the scores of the experimental group in SP
history taking, physical examination, surgical skills, internal medicine skills, emergency skills, and
interpretation of auxiliary examinations, as well as the total scores of each station, were signifi-
cantly higher than those of the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusions: The teaching method combin-
ing SP and OSCE is beneficial for improving students’ basic skills and operational abilities, and cul-
tivating their clinical thinking skills. It has significant value in the internship teaching of general

surgery.
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Table 1. Comparison of theory test scores and medical record writing scores between the two groups
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Table 2. Comparison of OSCE station scores between the two groups
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