College and Job TRMVE(H K f&, 2025, 14(8), 380-384 Hans X
Published Online August 2025 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/ve
https://doi.org/10.12677/ve.2025.148395

FAFIFEFRANERRRIMBHARSE S
R AR A

F 4E
TRERR S — W REER, RURBRANEL, 28 &

Weks H . 20254FE7 160 FHEM: 20254F8H14H; KA HI: 202548 25H

wm B

H - PPt 224 £ R R S A S EUE F RSN PHIG R SE > A BH RN RRCR J7i%: UG 2024
F4A 31202554 A KBERRZE — MR E SR FARIRIMBHI IR SE > 644 FAEMNT TN &R, FEHL
S AR AN R A ML R A 224 3 S A E A, MR AR AW T S M R
HERASEAEHB RS, BREERANEETAERRERNER. &1 SXBHML, WRAZLEN
HHS HRFHEEENTHRE, URALENFEZRANHSRELEZF/THRA, EREAS
HEBEX(p < 0.0001). &hid: PAEPEAENE F RSB HEHBARE LT ARBIEE
FHBERR, BEESBILERNT, EEE P,

XA

FARBRSMRE, SAEESHEEEN, EIEWH

Application of Student-Led Teaching
Mode in Clinical Internship Training
of Thyroid Surgery

Zheng Fang
Department of Thyroid Surgery, The First Affiliated Hospital of Anhui Medical University, Hefei Anhui

Received: Jul. 16, 2025; accepted: Aug. 14, 2025; published: Aug. 25%, 2025
Abstract

Objective: To evaluate the application effect of student-led teaching mode versus traditional teaching
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mode in the clinical internship training of thyroid surgery for interns. Methods: A total of 64 interns
who completed their clinical internship in the Department of Thyroid Surgery at the First Affiliated
Hospital of Anhui Medical University from April 2024 to April 2025 were selected as research
subjects. They were randomly divided into an observation group and a control group. The observation
group adopted a student-led teaching ward round mode, while the control group used the traditional
teaching mode led by instructors. The differences in theoretical scores, skill assessment results, and
satisfaction with teaching work were compared between the two groups. Results: Compared with the
control group, the observation group showed significantly better performance in theoretical scores
and skill assessments. Additionally, the satisfaction of students in the observation group with the
teaching mode was significantly higher than that in the control group, with statistically significant
differences (p < 0.0001). Conclusion: The student-led teaching mode achieves better teaching effects
than the traditional teaching mode in the internship training of thyroid surgery and is more easily
recognized by students, making it worthy of further promotion.
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Table 1. Comparison of general data between the observation group and the control group students

= 1. WA RAZFE —ARFRHIELER

£ Fi (%)

TERZ RS (4T)
% S (hr %)
i WEEH 14 18 21 86.34 +£3.915
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Table 2. Comparison of theoretical exam and technical assessment scores between the observation group and the control group
(x £s, unit: fraction)

3 2. WA RATBRERXMBIAZRLEEGL R (X £5, BL: )

BRI RS B EZ
4 MEZH 94.78 +3.348 90.56 + 3.943
Xof 2 86.28 + 3.986 84.84 +3.993
t 15 9.237 5.765
pfE <0.0001 <0.0001
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Table 3. Comparison of satisfaction with teaching modes between the observation group and the control group (%)
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