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Abstract

Objective: To observe the training effect of multidisciplinary diagnosis and treatment collabora-
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tion mode in the clinical teaching room of tumor radiation training trainees. Methods Forty-three
participants of radiation oncology training base of the First Affiliated Hospital of Xinjiang Medical:
University from 2019.9~2022.9 were selected and divided into experimental and control groups,
using traditional teaching mode and MDT teaching mode, respectively. At the exit of the depart-
ment, theoretical knowledge, case analysis and target area sketching were assessed, and satisfac-
tion surveys were conducted. The teaching effect was evaluated by combining the results of both
aspects. Results: The scores of theoretical knowledge, case analysis and target area sketching in
the experimental group were (87.69 * 6.48), (86.44 * 5.43) and (92.06 * 5.01) than those in the
control group (83.55 * 5.66), (81.52 + 6.63) and (81.03 * 6.66), respectively, with statistically sig-
nificant differences (P < 0.05). The satisfaction survey showed that the overall satisfaction of the
students in the experimental group with the clinical teaching visit reached 95.2%, which exceeded
that of the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (P < 0.05). Conclusion:
MDT teaching mode in tumor radiation clinical teaching check-up can significantly improve stu-
dents’ theoretical knowledge and clinical skills, which is conducive to improving teaching effect
and teaching satisfaction.
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Z S RH2 YT MER S (Multi-Disciplinaryteam, f&#% MDT) 248 H £ 2R ORI AR X 3 — ) dk47
LRI, ITTHE RV TT 7 R H9F6%H[2]. MDT BT AL RERINZECEE TN . MDT #2
B R G SR I IR T AT I PRI 1, AR 0 A 55 R B 1 9 3 S AR DR i, B 2R I R
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2.1, —R Bt

IR FEIE N T 2019.9~2022.9 H7H8 PR A K 2% 58— P = e 0O e 2 ) ik kb 43 2 2 N iR
WA R WRF LR ANRT R, 3 2R (35 9% S RN 2 Ak AT . IRALME SR #E R E, HH
2N, B10N, &12 N, THFER25.97 £1.66)%; LI 21 N, B8 AN, 13 A, FHFH(25.45
+153)%, /& MDT 0% TAF. =0 MEEAR BRI . 1) RN 220 e L SRt i % ik, W0
M2 R, ZRAFAEG 2 E (P > 0.05), FAREHNE 1.
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Table 1. Comparison of general information between two groups of students
1. MEER—RAERLEER

X2t p
S AH (n = 21) SHE (n = 22)
4 5]
5 8 10
0.239 0.652
58 13 12
S 25.45 + 1.53 25.97 + 1.66 2.553 0.292
St 83.53 +8.89 84.01 + 9.06 0.175 0.862
22. ARFZE

S AH R ot R ZH 35) Hh T R R AR K A B — B Jeg I Bt iR o [) — 7 BRIy . i R oA i 2 — I
BERE I HUA A MR IR I s ZRAR 2 LA BRI R

X IRZH R AR G R 2 A Do B e Fh i 28 AR 1 3 S W NAE R R 2O B, AEAEAS 905 N\ TR
MIEBL T, FFRIGIRBCE A 5. 38 A RS 5 DO s SEVR RN 7000 50 5 080X 3 S s
RUEHAT RVE. R R R A RS A S A S R (TR RS WRisaRAE) . RRIERIT. A,
P B AR RS 2 AT MR RE NI 5 o G 25 LT R B AAHRAE oy BB S 2 AT B A R T
o BEEE, A NARRSNE, WEEUTRA PPT 77 200 Sl il m. ImpRRI
CW RGBT, VLR EOR i R TR

SEEGH R MDT Bl HIFE— AL BT 2. fEARG IR B S i b, EFmERl.
BR R N RFEOT ZAT) ESERFE L KA MDT BIBA, Bt S s 22200 S0 s i Sy i F
TP SRR O SR R ALY B AT UHAR,  EERERHE UM S N RS JoE kg /R, R}
L FIHERERE A, MR AR X MR, TTIREE ST R AT AR ER R, SR
LSt S MR A R R A B Ry AT R . T 2 AR S 5 MDT ik RIRZIHTE MDT e 5 F
o —i B %

2.3. NEIEKF

I FAA ST, LRSI A Ko BR A 2 AR AR B A AT R X ) R S, i 30N 100 4.
PR 2 U0 BUE A s AT I B A, MIPEor v IR, BORE, EAWE, AR, WEE = (IR
BN+ Bl E AR AE x 100% [6] [7].
24. it ERE

Kol 7 ML BER ] SPSS 26.0 Siit“# 3, BLA 70 FL(%) Ron tH Al s FIIA £ B (x £ s)Ror
THEBURL: #H7 thege: P<0.05 ZRAST ¥R L.
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3.1. EZRS
S 2L E FCT R R S s 9 AT R X ) R R G SRR T R AL, 2R A G

X (P<0.05), W% 2.

DOI: 10.12677/ae.2023.137740 4705 HHHRE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ae.2023.137740

ST

Table 2. Comparison of entrance examination scores between two groups of residential trainees
2. AAEEFE R RE RS R

2H 55
tit' P
SEEG4H(n = 21) S (n = 22)
PR AR 87.69 + 6.48 83.55 + 5.66 2.23 0.03
bk ibain 86.44 + 5.43 81.52 + 6.63 2.65 0.01
I [X /) 92.06 + 5.01 81.03 + 6.66 6.11 0.00

32. HFHEE

[ 44 1) 26 B VAN AR X O B i B I S S0 2H 2 A I PR 20 A s A P (TR 95
=, BUMR)IE 95.2% (20/21), XA, WA ZERTESR T2 EHEE (P <0.05). 1 1L3#E 3.

Table 3. Comparison of satisfaction with clinical teaching rounds between two groups of residential trainees
3. MAEEZERIRREFEREYRFBERELLER

2H )
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PR R R
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VERE ) B KA AR [9] [10]o AR R IMREA A5 B s NIRRT Bt R I e 4 25 Ll )
FIRA R S A [R]— P27 . A B TR R0 70 AR R I R R B b S AT R /0 [11] [12] -

AT IR, SR SO IR A G BEAR RNAR L a5 23 B R X ) 1 &5 70 1) 9(87.69 + 6.48) 77+
(86.44 £5.43)4) . (92.06 +5.01)5), %(83.55+5.66)75 (81.52 + 6.63)%) (81.03 + 6.66)7) P2l % 1% MG H
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B i, A A MDT SRR RS 2 A B 95.2% . T FH IS 2% 50 G 2402 A 2 1 DA ] R A %ot 5
XL 2 RER G W RE I SR A — s 3 B

S @ESEALL, MDT 27 g e RIEH A S 2, 53T K48, TS i AR o2t el 2
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BRI T WA %, SRR 2 T 855 . MDT 2 3 TIRIELS 22 5L Al B X —Rh iR e
JIREE, R MR AR SRISIG A R RS, TR A 7 AR R U B A i PR 0 D R 3 17—
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SEEAE— R BEWE AR AP ML B SR A B R AR 1) 2 ST R . 3R U AR [13] [14]

B BT R 2S5 2 2 RR S ST 07 RE0E, AR IR R B4R (AT 1 5
FRABMR, R 033 SR A R % . MDT A IR U 2 SR A m 1Ah e, s
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