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[ Abstract] Objective To compare the effect of PDCA cycle and traditional multimedia teaching methods in
pharmacological teaching. Methods The research objects were five—year clinical professional students of 2009.
Students were divided into two groups: experimental group using multimedia teaching method of PDCA cycle, and
the control group using the traditional multimedia teaching method. The examination scores, mastery of learned
knowledge and learning enthusiasm and motivation were compared between the two groups. Results The final and
total scores of the experimental group were significantly higher than those of the control group (P <0.05) . The
number of asking questions, discussion and data access of the experimental group were significantly higher than
those of the control group (P <0.05) . And the abilities of independent learning, personal development,
communication, the mastery degree of pharmacological knowledge, and analysis and problem solving of the
experimental group were significantly higher than those of control group (P <0.05) . Conclusion The effect of
multimedia teaching method by PDCA cycle in pharmacological teaching is good and it can effectively mobilize the
learning enthusiasm of students and make them master system knowledge of pharmacology.
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Tab. 1 Comparison of the test scores between the two groupss [ (X +5s), Score]
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Tab. 2 Comparison of the learning motivation of students between the two groups (X +5)
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Tab. 3 Comparison of the mastery degree of pharmacological knowledge of students between the two groups

[(X+s), Score]
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