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Abstract

Objective: To explore the application effect of patient Centered PBL teaching method in the neu-
rology practice teaching. Methods: 78 interns of clinical medicine major who practiced in the de-
partment of neurology in our hospital from April 2021 to January 2022 were randomly divided into
patient centered PBL teaching group (experimental group) and traditional teaching group (control
group) according to the order of admission, each group including 38 interns. At the end of the prac-
tice, the teaching achievements of the two groups were compared, and a questionnaire was issued
to the students to investigate the students’ learning interest, cooperation ability, expression abil-
ity, communication ability, and humanistic quality. Results: The scores of theoretical knowledge
and practical skills in the experimental group were 50.21 * 2.96 points and 34.63 * 2.06 points,
respectively, while those in the control group were 43.18 * 4.59 points and 36.61 * 2.24 points,
with significant differences (P < 0.001); compared with the control group, the proportion of “Yes”
in improving learning interest (86.8% vs 47.3%), cooperation ability (86.8% vs 36.4%), expres-
sion ability (84.2% vs 36.8%), communication ability (92.1% vs 7.8%), and humanistic quality
(89.4% vs 10.5%) in the experimental group was higher than that in the control group, and the
difference was statistically significant (P < 0.001). Conclusion: The application of patient centered
PBL teaching mothed in the clinical practice of neurology can improve students’ theoretical
knowledge and practical skills, and is also conducive to the overall development of interns, which
is worth promoting.
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Table 1. Comparison of basic information of two groups of interns [n (%)]
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Table 2. Comparison of teaching results between the two groups (X =+ )
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Table 3. Comparison of evaluation between the two groups [n (%)]
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