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Application of Formative Assessment in Parasitology Teaching

LI Cui - ying, JIA Xue —mei, YANG Zhao — qing, ZENG Jin, XIANG Zheng, WANG Hong
(Dept. of Pathogen Biology and Immunology, Kunming Medical University, Kunming Yunnan 650500, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To explore the effect of formative assessment on curriculum of parasitology. Methods
Taking Grade 2009 undergraduates majoring in medical laboratory as the research object, total performance was
consisted of formative assessment (40% ) and summative assessment (60% ). Total performance, the score of
theory, the excellent and good rate was compared respectively with students of Grade 2007. Questionnaire was used
to investigate opinions of students on the formative assessment. Results Total performances, the score of theory,
respectively (P <0.05). 98.27%
students thought that formative assessment was good for fostering independent learning ability. Conclusion

the excellent and good rate was higher than that of students in Grade 2007,

Formative assessment can evaluate performance of students in parasitology learning timely,

scientifically and

objectively, which can improve initiative in learning and comprehensive quality of students.
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Fig. 1 The formison assessment content
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Tab.2 Comparation of performance between students of Grade 2007 and 2009 (X +s)

% WKL ST e ST GamsiRE (%)
2009 4% 81.37 + 5.93° 78.60 + 8.35° 71.8°
2007 % 77.04 + 9.29 72.5 + 11.06 40.0

52007 F2tE g, *P<0.05.
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