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[Abstract]
medical imageology teaching. Methods A total of 106 medical imaging students of class 2016 were enrolled

Objective To explore the value of problem-based learning (PBL) mode in orthopaedic
in this study. All of them were divided into the experimental group (53 cases) and the control group (53 cases)
randomly. The experimental group was taught by PBL, and the control group was taught by lecture - based
learning (LBL). The teaching effect was evaluated by academic achievements in theoretical courses, film reading
ability and students’ questionnaire survey. Results The score of film reading ability test and total score in the
experimental group (40.57+6.58, 76.64+13.54) were significantly higher than those in the control group (37.01+
7.67,71.69+11.75) (P < 0.05). And the academic achievements in theoretical courses of two groups (35.89+9.51
vs. 34.66+10.17)showed no statistically significant difference (P> 0.05). The active learning ability, clinical
problem solving ability, image diagnostic thinking, team cooperation ability and overall satisfaction in the
experimental group were superior to those in the control group (P < 0.05), but there was no significant difference
in memory of knowledge points (P >0.05). Conclusion The PBL teaching mode can make a great contribution
to improve the teaching quality and the training of the clinical thinking of medical imaging students.
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