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Practice Medicine. Methods: A total of 100 undergraduate students in general medicine from
Changzhi Medical College in 2021 were randomly divided into an observation group and a control
group, with 50 cases in each group, using a random number table method for teaching observation.
The observation group adopts interactive teaching methods, while the control group adopts con-
ventional teaching methods. The assessment scores, basic theories and knowledge mastery, as
well as the career aspirations and beliefs of two groups of students were compared. Results: The
theoretical exam scores of the observation group students in Introduction to General Practice Med-
icine were higher than those of the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (P
< 0.05). Compared to the control group, the observation group students had a better evaluation of
teaching effectiveness in the knowledge mastery questionnaire survey of Introduction to General
Medicine (P < 0.05). The observation group was superior to the control group in terms of career
intention and belief, and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: Interac-
tive teaching methods are helpful for students to learn Introduction to General Practice Medicine
better, and can increase the interest of being a general practitioner.
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Table 1. The comparison of theoretical exam scores between two groups of students
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P1E 0.01 0.045 0.007 0.005
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Table 3. The comparison of career aspirations and beliefs between two groups of students
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