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Application of hand-drawn cell morphology combined with CBL teaching method in experimental diagnosis teaching
CAI Qibo SHANG Chang—qing WANG Wei—jia DU Xin LIU Mo-ran
Department of Emergency Laboratory, The Third Affiliated Hospital of Qigihar Medical College, Taishun Street, Tiefeng
District, Qigihar City, Heilongjiang Province 161000
[Abstract]Objective Combined with previous teaching experience, the application of hand-drawn cell morphology
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combined with CBL teaching method in experimental diagnosis teaching was discussed.Methods A total of 77 undergraduate
students from three classes of imaging major of grade 2018 in Qigihar Medical College were selected and divided into
experimental group (n=39) and traditional group (n=38) according to the random number table method. The traditional
group was given traditional teaching mode, while the experimental group was given hand-drawn cell morphology combined
with CBL teaching method. The acceptability and teaching satisfaction of the two groups were compared.Results The
theoretical scores and practical operation scores of the experimental group were higher than those of the traditional
group, and the differences were statistically significant ( t=7.109, 10.984, P=0.000) . The interest, recognition and
participation of students in the experimental group were significantly higher than those in the traditional group( t=7.943,
7.333, 5.767, P=0.000) . The satisfaction of the experimental group (97.44% ) was significantly higher than that of the
traditional group (84.21%), and the difference was statistically significant ( X2:7.789, P=0. 007 ) . Conclusion The
application effect of hand-drawn cell morphology combined with CBL teaching method in experimental diagnosis teaching
is good, which can effectively improve students’ theoretical and practical skills, and students’ acceptance degree is
high, which is worthy of further promotion and use in experimental diagnosis teaching
[Key word]Hand-painted cell morphology; CBL teaching; Experimental diagnosis teaching; Application value
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