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Abstract

Objective: To explore the application and effect of outcome based education (OBE) teaching me-
thod in the clinical of tumor radiotherapy teaching. Methods: Two consecutive years of clinical in-
terns in the hospital were selected to carry out comparative clinical teaching research. 30 medical
students who had clinical practice in the hospital from April 2019 to December 2020 were se-
lected as the control group, and 32 medical students who had clinical practice in the hospital from
March 2020 to December 2021 were selected as the research group; The control group was taught
with traditional clinical teaching mode, while the research group was taught with multiple teach-
ing modes centering on OBE teaching concept; The learning effects and differences of the two groups
of medical students under different clinical teachings were compared from the aspects of basic
knowledge, clinical skills, clinical analysis ability, etc. Results: There was no significant difference
between the control group and the research group in the basic theory level and diagnosis and
treatment level of clinical practice medicine at the time of admission (P > 0.05); Under the differ-
ent teaching modes of traditional and OBE concepts, the research group was better than the con-
trol group in terms of professional knowledge mastery evaluation, classroom effect evaluation,
improvement of diagnosis and treatment thinking, self-study ability training, professional recog-
nition and examination results, and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclu-
sion: The application of OBE teaching method in the teaching of clinical oncology radiotherapy can
help students strengthen their diagnosis and treatment thinking, promote their active learning
ability, and improve the teaching effect. It can effectively improve the level of medical students’
theoretical knowledge and clinical comprehensive diagnosis and treatment skills.
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TEHUIR BE S A I R S ) R 2 AR A NI AT 5, R AR 4eak OBE HU B, Seit JF I Xt E P
G IRZCERE T XTHRAE: 2019 4 5 %8 2020 47 12 H, B ATIGIR LI 30 LA, Hrhic 1841, 5
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32 & Eesel, HrpZe 2091, 55 12 ), (21~24 %), “VEJ4ERL(22.73 £0.52)% . WAL, fERL R BT
BHEATHORT, TGt 5R, P>0.05, s B EA .
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BT B REETRERE: DA A bR, S el #es, e, NS
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MERR . BERRETE, BSI S EER TSRS 2T IR 2 TRk, AR R
g AR, EOR B ERE, BRI BE, 94 ORBEEEARIN S DR AR
R EAETHRIE A B0, BRI RE ST, IRATHIRIZET- 6 W ARRIIE . 2R e AR RS
FRART] AHS B AR LS SR BRI AN R L SRR A I MR, R RIS & FOEHEE . M, AR,
FIEESRAS D] WO H R TRE ST TR QTR B4 fE
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MREA 2 I 27 e 0 2 R P AL B 22 A T AR R AT M S 7, S i e s, oy
A 2L s PR = 2 AE AN TR 0 TR i Ja SRR IR AR PR 29T AP S #UR R 50 BIEWHISC R I
PRACE R IR E BATHE 78 S PP AbRAE, T HA il e e a8 AR EATIVE, b 3l R 734 e 77
BRI 8 e 3 53 Hr R 1) 12 Ft) B i PR 52 e i«
24. GFERE

P A 2L 1) 22 57 7 AT 202K SPSS 23.0 St S B AT A B 04T, TP E TR (x £ )RR, KAt
Kl AR, RS g R ZE R BA g8 U P < 0.05 FR.

3. &R
3.1. FHABFEMRITEE

PRI PR S 2T B2 2728, FNBHEERL AN IR | I PR2 YT BE ) BHHEAT LEXT, 85 RIEGETH£ 25+, P > 0.05;
LA FEER SRR EUE, WA EEREIR . ImRZTT e MRS S ARG, BRI R
Tt o, BRRARSGTS N IRA KSR, IRITEONES, P<0.05. WL 1.
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Table 1. Comparison of teaching results between the two groups (points, X  s)
=1 REABFREIEE(S, x£5)

- NE HR
25,53 1% - - - : - .
TG LR AR BITRES TG LR IR BITRES
Xif R 2 30 62.32 +5.87 63.67 + 6.63 81.58 + 6.58 82.86 +4.70
A 32 63.85 +5.74 62.38 + 6.24 87.85+3.74 86.29 +5.30
t1H - 0.265 0.392 6.852 5.394
P& - 0.836 0.529 <0.01 <0.01

E: SRS P <0.05.

3.2. FLHIGARRESIVFANT R EE

PR 72T BE J1 O b« 1R2 S8 4E) S PRECREMIA LE X, WE FCAL G W B AL T X IR, P <
0.05. i 2.

Table 2. Comparison of clinical ability between the two groups (points, X % s)

2. RAIRKRBEDITEE(SY, x £5)

] % Il R 53 A e Jo 181 53t 1 IRy I AR Bt
(100 43) (65 47) (35 47) (100 43)
X HR 4 30 80.53 + 4.84 50.29 + 6.38 20.23 +3.93 76.43 +5.84
W74 32 86.29 + 5.29 57.38 +7.43 26.38 + 6.49 85.69 % 6.40
t1H - 6.395 5.340 6.404 8.057
P1E - <0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
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B SERT S AT ST B AR, IR BB AR N E N, B SRR, ez
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X FENENECE; TSR PPT SRAE IR NS 103 A S n 2 4= i B AN 5
BRI TG IRARIRIEAL A2 ST BRI g 22 A R R Y etk s B Hes . a4l
¥ BT HAR N, R A B RESTE, BRI S ST B, T DA R A A
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ERBE . WRSEEI2IT RN BT RECEFIA AL, FUTROINE E &L= E S FE, #1)
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