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Abstract

Objective: To analyze the application value and effect of participatory teaching in nursing teaching
in the operating room, and to provide a theoretical basis for clinical practice. Methods: 68 nursing
interns in the operating room were taken as the object. The study time was from January 2020 to
December 2020. They were divided into a reference group of 34 cases and a study group of 34 cases.
The reference group carried out routine teaching and the research group carried out participatory
teaching to compare the application effects. Results: For theoretical and practical performance, the
study group was higher, compared with the reference group, the difference was P < 0.05, which was
statistically significant. For study motivation and satisfaction scores, the study group was better (P
< 0.05). The study group’s learning interest score, memorization score, knowledge understanding
score, and analytical ability score were all higher than those of the reference group, P < 0.05. The
satisfaction degree of the study group was significantly higher than that of the reference group,
the difference was P < 0.05, which was statistically significant. Conclusion: Nursing interns in the
operating room adopt participatory teaching, which can effectively improve academic perfor-
mance, improve learning enthusiasm, and improve teaching quality, cultivate students’ compre-
hensive ability, obtain satisfactory evaluation, and have significant application effects.
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