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Abstract

Purpose: To explore the application effect of online and offline hybrid classical case teaching me-
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thod in clinical practice teaching of nursing students. Method: 123 nursing students who practiced
from May 2020 to April 2021 were selected as the control group, and the traditional teaching me-
thod was adopted.128 nursing students who practiced from May 2021 to April 2022 were selected
as the observation group, and the combined online and offline classic case teaching method was
adopted. The theoretical scores, comprehensive ability evaluation, critical thinking ability and
teaching satisfaction of the two groups were compared. Result: The theoretical scores (P < 0.001),
comprehensive ability evaluation (P < 0.05), critical thinking ability (P < 0.001) and teaching sa-
tisfaction (P < 0.05) of nursing students in the observation group were higher than those in the
control group, with statistical significance. Conclusion: The combination of online and offline clas-
sical case teaching method for nursing students is beneficial to cultivate their clinical comprehen-
sive ability and critical thinking ability, stimulate their learning interest, and improve their theo-
retical achievements and teaching satisfaction.
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Table 1. Comparison of theoretical scores of nursing students in two groups (X =+ s, points)
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Table 2. Comparison of comprehensive ability scores between the two groups of nursing students (X = s, points)
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Table 3. Comparison of critical thinking ability scores between two groups of nursing students (X = s, points)
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