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[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the teaching effectiveness of problem— based learning and lecture— based
learning in the teaching of surgery operation skill. Methods 120 students in Kunming Medical University were
randomly divided into experimental group and control group, each group had 60 students. The teaching
effectiveness of the two teaching methods were compared and appraised by examination and questionnaire survey.
Results The average score in PBL group was higher than LBL group (P <0.05) , and the satisfaction degree of
questionnaire survey in PBL group was higher than LBL group. Conclusion The teaching effectiveness of PBL is
better than LBL, the PBL teaching method is worth popularization and application.
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Tab. 1 Comparison of skill test results between PBL and LBL teaching groups (x +s)
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Tab. 2 Investigation results of the degree of
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(%) ]
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