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Abstract

Objective: To analyze the effect of flipped classroom combined with CBL teaching method in res-
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piratory clinical practice teaching. Methods: Ninety clinical students of Grade 2020 practicing in
the Department of Respiratory and critical Care Medicine of our hospital were randomly divided
into two groups with 45 in each group. The experimental group received flipped classroom com-
bined with CBL teaching, and the control group received traditional teaching. The students in the
two groups were observed in the exam results, and questionnaires were conducted. Results: Com-
pared with the control group, the experimental group got (94.62 + 2.36) points in theory test and
(91.51 + 3.71) points in skill test, and the statistical difference was established (P < 0.05). The ques-
tionnaire showed that the scores of the experimental group were significantly higher than those of
the control group (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Flipped classroom combined with CBL teaching method is
applied in clinical practice teaching, combining theoretical knowledge with clinical practice to
improve students’ clinical operation skills, clinical thinking and comprehensive ability to solve
practical problems, and the effect is obvious.
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Table 1. Comparison results of theoretical knowledge and operational skills (point, X £s)
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Figure 1. Questionnaire survey results of two groups of students
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