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Abstract

Objective: To explore the teaching effect of high-simulation teaching method in the comprehensive
experiment of health assessment. Methods: The design of high-simulation scenario simulation teach-
ing of comprehensive health assessment experiment was designed and applied to the teaching prac-
tice of four-year undergraduate nursing students in a university. The experimental group (n = 56)
received high-fidelity scenario simulation teaching, while the control group (n = 55) received tradi-
tional demonstration-practice teaching methods. The critical thinking ability measurement table,
the simulation teaching design scale and the self-made satisfaction questionnaire were used to in-
vestigate. Results: The CTDI-CV scores of the experimental group were significantly higher than
those of the control group after teaching (P < 0.05). The total mean score of the SDS scale for the
experimental group was (4.33 * 0.34), and the teaching satisfaction rate of the experimental group
students was >90%. Conclusion: The design of high-simulation scenario simulation teaching in the
comprehensive experiment of health assessment is feasible, and it improves students’ critical think-
ing. Students have high evaluation on teaching design and teaching satisfaction.
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Table 4. Teaching satisfaction of students in the experimental group (n = 56)
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