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Abstract

Objective: To explore the application effect of problem-based learning (PBL) in clinical clerkship
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teaching in obstetrics and gynecology and its impact on students’ comprehensive ability. Methods:
From September 2023 to June 2024, 100 fifth-year obstetrics and gynecology interns from the First
Affiliated Hospital of Jishou University were selected as the research subjects and divided into PBL
teaching group (n = 50) and traditional teaching group (n = 50) by random number table method.
After the course, the teaching effect was evaluated by standardized tests (basic theory and clinical
case analysis dual modules) and anonymous questionnaires (covering 9 indicators such as learning
motivation and clinical thinking ability). Results: The basic knowledge score of the PBL group was
significantly better than that of the traditional group (42.6 + 4.09 vs 32.6 * 2.69, P < 0.001), and the
case analysis score was also significantly improved (38.3 + 2.42 vs 32.9 + 2.25,P < 0.001). The ques-
tionnaire survey showed that the PBL group was significantly better than the traditional group in
terms of learning motivation (3.82 + 0.85 vs 3.22 * 0.55), teacher-student interaction (3.48 * 0.68
vs 3.24 % 0.48), clinical thinking ability (3.58 + 0.61 vs 3.18 * 0.54) and course satisfaction (3.98 %
0.74 vs 3.56 + 0.88) (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The PBL teaching model can effectively improve the
knowledge integration ability, clinical decision-making level and autonomous learning enthusiasm
of obstetrics and gynecology interns, and provide empirical support for optimizing the clinical
teaching model.
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Table 1. Comparison of baseline characteristics of students in the two groups
2 1. PAFEBELIFELLER

bi=t7n PBL #H(n = 50) F£ 4G54 (n = 50) P A
F () 21.2+1.25 21.4+1.19 0.37
P (Ll 59) 31/19 34/16 0.583

() HFEHHTR

1) PBL AH# AR

AT : FUTHESHCERRE, #E& 50 2 BAR DG A2 R . BN IR . S 2% S0k, IR
F BT EE Y R R A AR IR AT SE RIS, 5 T R ) R S B

AT E N, SAOLREgREEH W2 KRB e, Bt T

B L(FENUE): 355 4&tt, HEEMEZE FIERK 3 M, BFERRZ AT ENRERKER
6.cm), IMZLEKH 85g/L.

B 2 (ROLEYR): 28 & LtE, 154 45 K, B HmAE NARYE 1 /&, 1l HCG 2500 mIU/mL, i
PR X IR A R, R .

FUEMRLaFE RS A G E . R ERERE R FARFG R, ARSI IR (k).

PR S -

7] 7N (10 2y DA RS sm BoRt], 5E i  AF  SLR s (A 22 AR ), B
Ao fE) R < e B 4 S R R I e R AU T R 7 BEREBUNTR SR, AT NS .
RRAA P FORR 8 12 ST 5%, WA BRIA OSSR Wil e va )T 7 255 .

/NI (A0 1) SFAEDL 5~6 ACNBRAT, R SCHERIS R . IHUE AT BB A, 180 8 o R 4
Wr. SBIEWIETT RIS ST S5 . BB IR,

B L ERESYE 2

AR R, BRESRAR(E S . TR TR WRLSEERMRAE ST S RTS W 2 T SR
G 7Y 7

W 2. KT ek AR

RAGESER . 1 HCG A %, HircBistr(na i 8. MffE 5. M HCG Bf5EHL).

B3 S

B AT R PR S (A O BRI A . SRR, TH IR HERR K .

FE_ER PR, SR AR A S I, AR IR AT B R B 1 R TR R

BRI (20 435P): S AICRTIC R, FOMERS SCHENT ST I8 W 5 V. BlindE EiRp i e
PRI . Il HCG BT BE 7S 5 A HERR AL I gR? 7

BEESRTH0 4. UM R GRS IR AR AT, SRAGIR R B e A5

2) R AP R

URHTTI S AR TR ) oM AR DG 1T

WEPHZ: BUnE 2GR, KRGV RN W BB E S RERHLE] KRR, 2l
PRAE SR IT R, A DA SR S R R

BRI : A7 E MR, M EBES AL,

(2) HE PR

1) IR EAE R VP

DOI: 10.12677/ve.2025.144178 220 BV #E R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ve.2025.144178

i 5

KAHWEMLR:, &5 100 40 (& HEAEES 50 47, Wil 50 43), IXEE 3 ME| EAEEITEHZ,
Cronbach’s o %4 0.82.

2) B 15U R VAN

KH Likert 5 iP5, &ML BRI i E ). BRER &5 R E B e, V@R
AR BAERE 1. 2R T KRIUSCRI B R 45 O ANERE, PR ARvESE T SCRRIF 78 [R5 K VTR TR S
ILRTA IR A 100 4, A AR 100%.

(M) it

K F SPSS 18.0 #HATHUE /i I LEEE 2 EAS A AT RS AP IEA SD, AR IEZR /A iR 5
AEHRI UL (IQR). HHEFERILA X £S R, A HBCRFAIMSIAEA t K56 AR DR (1 4 L)
HikR, RH 2 R5A Fisher FEHGIRT 04T JEIES S AEHE KA Mann-Whitney U #5536 . FTE 5%
B, LLP<0.05 NZERAE G EE L.

3. fIRGER

(—) MRS
PBL #4172 43(80.9 £5.23 vs 69.1 + 3.12) Al 187 (42.6 + 4.09 vs 32.6 + 2.69) S 151l 7341 43(38.3 +
2.42vs 32.9 +2.25) E ¥ BEM TG (P < 0.001), W& 2.

Table 2. Comparison of test scores between the two groups of students ( X =S )
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