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Discussion on Optimized Mode of Bilingual Teaching in
Retrieval and Utilization of Medical Information to the Medical
Undergraduates
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[ Abstract] Objective To explore the optimized model of bilingual teaching in retrieval and utilization of
medical information to the medical undergraduates. Methods Two classes of undergraduates with similar English
level were assigned respectively to be conducted in two kinds of bilingual teaching modes which named model A and
model B with different proportion of English in lecture slides, oral presentation, and course material. Two times
contents of bilingual teaching were adopted randomly to conduct questionnaire surveys after the class. Students'
understanding level, the mastery degree of specialized knowledge and retrieval English terms were compared for
effects evaluation of bilingual teaching between model A and model B. Results The mastery degree of retrieval
English terms of the two classes had no significant difference, but both understanding level and the mastery degree of
specialized knowledge of students in class of model A were higher than those in class of model B (P < 0.05)
Conclusion At present, bilingual teaching model B is an effective and practical mode for the undergraduates in

higher medical schools of western China.
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Tab. 1 Two kinds of bilingual teaching mode in retrieval and utilization of medical information courses
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Tab. 2 Comparison of CET-4 average scores between
the two classes (X +5)
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Tab. 3 Comparison of retrieval training experience
before coming to college between the two
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Tab. 4 Comparison of understanding level during the lecture between the two classes [n (%) ]
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Tab. 5 Comparison of the mastery degree of specialized knowledge between the two classes [n (%) ]
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Tab. 6 Comparison of the mastery degree of retrieval English terms between the two classes [n (%) ]
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Tab. 7 Comparison of scores on computer-based practice test, written examination and final between the two

classes (X+5)
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