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Application and Evaluation of Medical Parasitology Formative
Assessment System

WANG Wei — qun, LI Cui —ying, JIA Xue —mei, SHEN Li - jie, XIANG Zheng, WANG Hong
(Dept.of Parasitology, Kunming Medical University, Kunming Yunnan 650500, China)

[ Abstract] Objective The aimed of this study was to explore the application of formative assessment system
in parasitology teaching for I and II undergraduates according to the characteristics of medical parasitology, and to
evaluate the application of the system. Methods Kunming Medical University 2012 Bachelor of medicine I and I
module students were enrolled in the experimental group with formative assessment method, while 2011 Bachelor of
medicine | and Il module students were in the control group using traditional assessment methods. Results The
scores of parasitology theory in experimental group were remarkably higher than those in control group (P < 0.05) .
Conclusion The results showed that medical parasitology formative assessment system was able to make an objective
evaluation of student achievement, and could improve students' score and pass rate, and enhance the teaching
effectiveness.
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Tab.1 Content of formative assessment
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Tab. 2 The final examination results of I module [n (%) ]
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Tab. 3 The final examination results of Il module [n (%) ]
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Fig. 2 The test results distribution histogram of I
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Fig. 1 The test results distribution histogram of I
module students of Grade 2011
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Fig. 3 The test results distribution histogram of II
module students of Grade 2011
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Fig. 4 The test results distribution histogram of II
module students of Grade 2012
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