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Abstract

Objective: To explore the application and effectiveness evaluation of traditional teaching methods
combined with Case Based Learning (CBL) teaching methods in the clinical teaching of acute myo-
cardial infarction among resident cardiovascular physicians in our hospital. Method: Participants
who participated in standardized training for resident physicians in the Cardiovascular Department
of Shaanxi Provincial People’s Hospital from November 2021 to November 2023 were selected as the
research subjects. They were randomly divided into a control group and an experimental group, with
42 participants in each group. The traditional teaching method was applied to the control group, and
the combination of traditional teaching method and CBL teaching method was applied to the expe-
rimental group. Before graduation, all students will be assessed, including theoretical assessment
and practical skill assessment, to compare their satisfaction evaluation of the two teaching methods
and the effectiveness evaluation of the two teaching methods. The results showed that the theoreti-
cal exam and skill assessment scores of the experimental group were significantly higher than those
of the control group. The satisfaction of the experimental group with teaching was significantly bet-
ter than that of the control group, and the difference between the two groups was statistically sig-
nificant (P < 0.05). Conclusion: The combination of traditional teaching method and CBL teaching
method can significantly improve the theoretical knowledge and practical skills of resident physi-
cians in cardiovascular medicine clinical teaching, and also improve the quality of clinical teaching.
The teaching effect is better than traditional teaching method.
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Table 3. Comparison of subjective satisfaction evaluation between the two groups of trainees
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