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Effect of PBL Combined with Micro-video on Enhancing Preclinical Cognition
of Medical Oncology Students
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Abstract: Objective To evaluate the effect of introducing teaching micro-videos in PBL courses on enhancing the clinical cognition of undergraduate
medical students, and observe the effect of this method in improving teaching effects and enhancing student participation.Methods A total of 92

undergraduates who practiced in the oncology department of our hospital from January 2016 to June 2019 were selected as the research objects. They
were randomly divided into an observation group and a control group, each with 46 people. The control group used traditional “paper" cases. It is
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supplemented by a series of guiding questions related to the scene to carry out teaching. On this basis, the observation team combines video
introduction cases for teaching.The theoretical performance, clinical skills, medical record writing, case analysis and clinical thinking ability of the two
groups of intern students were compared, and the attitude and satisfaction of the intern students and tutors towards the observation group's teaching
method were investigated.Results The theoretical performance, clinical skills, medical record writing, and clinical thinking scores of the observation
group were higher than those of the control group,the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05);The survey showed that 75.76% of the
participants preferred videos rather than paper cases, 3.03% of the participants disagreed with the observation group's teaching method; 75.00% of
students and 85.71% of teachers expressed satisfaction with the observation group's teaching method.Conclusion In the oncology practice process,
the use of PBL combined with micro-video can increase the participation of students and help guide students to think positively.To enhance the
understanding and mastery of classroom content, most teachers and students express their recognition of this method.
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