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Application of Scenario Simulation Combined with Modified PBL Teaching
Methodology in Clinical Teaching in Gastroenterology Department

Wang Wei, Peng Zhuoyu, Lu Lin

( The First Affiliated Hospital of Guangxi University of Chinese Medicine, Nanning 530011, China)

Abstract: The paper analyzed application value of PBL combined with scenario simulation teaching methodology in
clinical teaching in Gastroenterology Department. 48 intern undergraduates in Gastroenterology Department of Guangxi
University of Chinese Medicine from Jan. 2018 to Dec. 2019 were regarded as the research objects, and they were
divided into control group and experimental group, with 24 students in each group. The control group received traditional
PBL, and experimental group received modified PBL + scenario simulation teaching. The difference of assessment index
of two groups was compared. The satisfaction degree of experimental group was 100. 00% , which was significantly higher
than 83.33% in control group. Theoretical, practical and medical record assessment grades were higher than control
group, with statistically significant difference( P < 0.05) . Modified PBL teaching methodology + scenario simulation
teaching methodology has good teaching quality in clinical teaching in Gastroenterology Department. It is suggested to
promote the methodology in teaching.
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