Advances in Education # & #Ef&, 2021, 11(5), 1564-1568 Hans X
Published Online September 2021 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ae
https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2021.115239

44

“MRE” BFLEEEFERRFFNEET
HIRL FH /118

REA, Za3H, & § F &

JPE B RL RS M S R = B R s AR oL, )T R T
Email: 176346615@qq.com, ¥448954904@qq.com

ks HiH: 2021487 H30H; FHHEM: 2021488 H25H; KA HM: 20214F8 A31H

wm B

HE: & “WiiE” FEEEREREZEARREHETRINANE, MEHdEERGEZANBERERME
—MEMERETE. Tk BIEEEZERGERENRR20174 1004 G KL AR FENL 2 B E2
AN IR, MBARA “WRER” FEETE%, SRARAESER#RFEE; REHETRE D
MNWEAARHERTER. BB NS RAE. £8: WEAMNRAREE R, B AN RESRE
B4 512893.55 +20.37. 91.44 +19.21. 23.57 + 6.3924 },75.66 + 10.31. 79.87 + 15.60. 14.88 *
9.72, WAREIRHBERHEBELGITFERB (P <0.05). £it: “WiRE” BFFEATUEEREAR
EMEFBBERERE, ARAEEVRFAPEERME T —FHER.

K217

AR, WRE, BE¥ER, HERE

Application Value of “Rain Classroom”
Teaching Method in Undergraduate
Teaching of Medical Imaging

Fuling Huang®, Changlin Mo, Lei Huang, Qiang Li*

Department of Medical Imaging Center, Guangxi Medical University Cancer Hospital, Nanning Guangxi
Email: 176346615@qq.com, *448954904 @qq.com

Received: Jul. 30", 2021; accepted: Aug. 25", 2021; published: Aug. 31%, 2021

(N
il HAER o

NEFIM: WE, AN, R, P IR EE T IEE R R AR A P M A D). B bR, 2021,
11(5): 1564-1568. DOI: 10.12677/a.2021.115239


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ae
https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2021.115239
https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2021.115239
http://www.hanspub.org

i
B}
B
&

Abstract

Objective: To explore the application value of “Rain Classroom” method in the undergraduate
teaching of medical imaging, and to provide a valuable teaching method for promoting the quality
of undergraduate teaching of medical imaging. Methods: 100 clinical undergraduates of 2017 in
our school who chose medical imaging courses were randomly divided into observation group and
control group. The observation group used the “Rain Classroom” method for teaching, and the
control group used the traditional teaching method. After the completion of the course teaching,
the theoretical examination, skill tests and questionnaire surveys were performed on two groups.
Results: The scores of theoretical examination, skill tests and questionnaire surveys were 93.55 +
20.37,91.44 +19.21, 23.57 £ 6.39 and 75.66 = 10.31, 79.87 + 15.60, 14.88 * 9.72 in the observation
group and the control group, respectively. There were statistical differences between the two
groups (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The “Rain Classroom” teaching method can significantly improve
the quality of medical imaging teaching for undergraduates, and provides a new mode for im-
proving the undergraduate teaching of medical imaging.
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