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PBL teaching method’s impact on domestic clinical laboratory teaching effect:a meta analysis
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Abstract: Objective ~ Through meta analysis, comprehensively evaluate problem-based learning (PBL)
teaching method’s impact on domestic clinic testing medicine teaching effect,to provide evidence-based basis
for the exploration of medicine education method of this field. Methods Comprehensively search for the rele-
vant database,conference materials,and study reports,etc,and select the relevant document literatures accord-
ing to strict choosing or refusing standards; Take meta analyzing method,do qualitative or quantitative analy-
sis to the selected document literatures. Results Totally 28 document literatures are selected;as for the over-
all performance of students, PBL teaching group are better than traditional teaching group. [WMD=7. 38,
95%CI :6.11—8. 65, P<C0. 05]. Moreover,as for students’ evaluation.they think PBL teaching method is su-
perior to traditional teaching method in 11 aspects,including stimulating study interest, promoting innovation
ability,and strengthening students and teacher to cooperate and exchange, etc. At the same time, they think
the teaching satisfaction degree of PBL teaching group is better [RR=1.19,95%CI:1.09—1. 30, P<C0. 05].
Conclusion PBL teaching method has some certain advantages in domestic clinic testing teaching effect. How-
ever,the impact of teaching section and the level of students can’t be ignored. Teaching resources should be
adjusted and more PBL teaching models suitable for our clinic testing should be explored, according to the
teaching content and target.
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