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Application Analysis of Clinical Teaching and Hierarchical Teaching Mode in Orthopaedic
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Abstract: Objective: To explore the application effect of hierarchical teaching model in clinical teaching of orthopaedic nursing in
hospital. Methods: The study data of 100 students who will practice in orthopaedics department of our hospital in 2021 were selected
and analyzed, with 50 students in each group. The 50 students in the control group were taught with the conventional teaching method,
and the students in the observation group were taught with the hierarchical teaching method in clinical orthopedic nursing. After one
month of clinical teaching, the two groups were compared in terms of basic theoretical knowledge examination results, clinical strain
ability, clinical practical operation ability and the incidence of various errors, and then the satisfaction of mutual evaluation between
teachers and students of the two groups was investigated by questionnaire. Results: The test scores of basic theoretical knowledge,
clinical strain ability and clinical practical operation ability of the observation group were better than those of the control group, with a
statistically significant difference (all P<0.05). The satisfaction of mutual evaluation between students and teachers in the observation
group was significantly higher than that between students and teachers in the control group, and the difference was statistically
significant (P<0.05). The incidence of various errors in the observation group was significantly lower than that in the control group,
and the difference was statistically significant (P<0.05). Conclusion: The use of hierarchical teaching mode in clinical teaching of
orthopaedic nursing can effectively improve students' learning efficiency, improve students' basic theoretical knowledge level, clinical
strain ability and practical operation skills in clinical teaching of orthopaedic nursing. This teaching mode has a high degree of
satisfaction between teachers and students, and has a good effect in clinical teaching, which is worth popularizing.
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