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Abstract

Online teaching, offline teaching, and blended learning have been used in university teaching in re-
cent years. The reform goal of traditional offline classroom teaching methods should focus on lev-
eraging the interactive advantages of classroom teaching and emphasizing the cultivation of stu-
dents’ learning abilities. The fun of online courses is also one of the reasons that attract students.
Online micro videos divide subject learning content into key knowledge points, which are fun, concise,
and helpful for students to quickly identify weak points in their spare time. Through a questionnaire
survey of 184 clinical medicine college students, it was found that students have high satisfaction with
all three teaching modes, but offline teaching performs better in learning initiative and communica-
tion and collaboration skills, while online teaching has the lowest. Blended teaching reflects the com-
plex and polarized characteristics of student evaluation. The decrease in teacher-student interac-
tion in online teaching may be one of the main reasons for low satisfaction with online teaching.
On the other hand, blended learning has shown many advantages in improving students’ mastery of
knowledge structures and learning abilities, but more research is needed on the allocation ratio
between online and offline courses.
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Table 1. Satisfaction levels and rank sum analysis results of students with three teaching methods

=1L FENZMEFHFRNEBRRERRMONER

R 2k b & A At
1%~20% 4 4 9 17
21%~40% 12 2 8 22
41%~60% 17 16 28 61
61%~80% 78 86 70 234
81%~100% 73 76 69 218
a1t 184 184 184 552
SERRRIR 276.68 291.39 261.39
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Figure 1. Distribution of population in each satisfaction interval
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Table 2. Teaching situation and chi square analysis results for each teaching mode
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Table 3. Methods for handling problems encountered during online teaching
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Table 4. Selection of online teaching methods
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Table 5. Attitude towards classroom questioning
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Table 6. Online learning methods in blended learning
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Table 7. Advantages of blended learning
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