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Penetration of Antihypertensive Drugs Classification in
Physiology Teaching by Traceback Law

TANG Yun”, REN Xiao —meng", ZHANG Yan —hui”, ZHAO Zhen?
(1) Qujing Medical College, Qujing Yunnan 655000; 2 ) Kunming Medical University,
Kunming Yunnan 650031, China)

[Abstract] Objective To explore the effect of traceback law on the penetration of antihypertensive drugs

classification in physiology teaching. Method Teaching pairing method was used in this study. Results There

was significant differences in physiology and pharmacology unit tests results between experiment class and control

class, suggesting that the performance of students in physiology and pharmacology was better in experiment class

than in control class. Conclusion Penetration of antihypertensive drugs classification in circulation teaching by

traceback law can help to improve the the study effectiveness of students, enhance and promote the penetration of

basic theoretical knowledge in higher medical education process, make a link between physiology theory courses,

pharmacology, pathology, and even medical science courses.

[ Key words] Physiology; Teaching; Traceback law
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Tab. 1 Comparison of the average results in the first
term between experiment class and control
class (X+5s)
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Tab. 2 Comparison of the unit test results of
physiology between experiment class and
control class (X +5)
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Tab. 3 Comparison of the unit test results of
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