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Abstract

Objective: To evaluate the practical effect of the teaching model of flipped classroom combined with
mind map on students’ academic performance and teaching recognition in pediatric clinical teach-
ing. Methods: A total of 90 intern medical students rotating in the pediatrics department of our hos-
pital from January 2021 to July 2022 were included and randomly divided into observation group
and control group, with 45 cases in each group. The control group adopted the routine clinical in-
ternship teaching model, while the observation group implemented the teaching scheme of flipped
classroom combined with mind map. The assessment scores and teaching satisfaction of the two
groups were compared. Results: The homework scores and theoretical test scores of the observa-
tion group were significantly higher than those of the control group, with statistically significant
differences between groups (P < 0.05). The total teaching satisfaction of the observation group was
significantly higher than that of the control group, with statistically significant difference (P < 0.05).
Conclusion: The teaching model of flipped classroom combined with mind map can effectively stim-
ulate the learning initiative and exploration interest of pediatric interns, optimize the quality of
clinical teaching, and is suitable for popularization and application in pediatric clinical internship
teaching.
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Table 1. Comparison of general data between the two groups (x £s)

1. AE—RRBERIRILE (X +5)

" N 4 531
A5 R SR
5 %
W g2 20 45 24.05+0.16 25 20
S HaZH 45 23.93 +£0.56 23 22
t/2 & 1.382 0.297
P1H 0.170 0.681
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Table 2. Comparison of assessment scores between the two groups ( X = s ) (Unit: score)

2. MEBZMEEL(X +5) (BEL: 57)

5 1% (R Ap%5 HESIn &

MEZH 45 90.28 +3.18 88.17 +2.36
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t 19.684 25.576

P 0.000 0.000
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Table 3. Comparison of teaching satisfaction between the two groups [n (%)]

3. FHEHFH BRI (%)]
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