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Teaching evaluation of “traditional Chinese medicine”

course for eight-year undergraduates of Peking Union Medical College

YANG Dan, WU Qun-li* , LIANG Xiao-chun, TIAN Guo-qing, SUN Hua, PIAO Yuan-lin, ZHANG Meng-ren
( Department of Traditional Chinese Medicine,Peking Union Medical College Hospital, CAMS & PUMC, Beijing 100730, China)
Abstract: Objective To explore the role of teaching evaluation in the practice of “traditional Chinese medicine”
course for eight-year undergraduates of Peking Union Medical College. Methods With a secret questionnaire sur-
vey, statistics and summarize both the teaching and teacher evaluation forms completed by students from 2012 to
2017. Results The 6-year overall satisfaction rate of students on teaching content, teaching methods, clinical ap-
prenticeship, teaching effect, and use of textbooks was over 94. 3%, and the dissatisfaction rate was 0-5. 7%. The
highest satisfaction rate was on clinical apprenticeship. The satisfaction rate of school-made textbook was around
98%. The praises given to the teachers were 90. 1% —97. 5%. The satisfaction rate in the first 3 years was higher
than that in the later 3 years. Conclusions Teaching evaluation can promote the continues improvement of tradi-
tional Chinese medicine education in non-traditional medicine hospitals and optimize teaching quality.
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Table 1 Assessment of teaching content

- g (%) LA (%)
R M A Wi A Ted Wi Al
2012 69 94.2 5.8 0 88.4 11.6 0
2013 64 96.9 3.1 0 96.9 3.1 0
2014 82 98.8 1.2 0 92.7 6.1 1.2
2015 81 77.8 18.5 3.7 77.8 21.0 1.2
2016 80 66. 3 31.2 2.5 70.0 27.5 2.5
2017 82 73.2 24. 4 2.4 63.4 34.2 2.4
total 458 83.8 14.7 1.5 80. 8 17.9 1.3




Bt AEECHR IR 2B AR AR A Fp R 227 BB I 2 AN 729

ERMEIEE T E RN 72.3%, W ERN 24.7% , A
RN 3.0%;2012—2014 4 AR H =5 81. 1%
Db RN 12.5% ~18. 9% , N E K 0~ 1. 2%
2015 4E—2017 4F, dEH W EFX T E 60.0% ~
63. 8% Wi &R FTF & 29. 9% ~35. 1% , AN 5% |-
2 4.9%~6.3%, W¥EFR M R e T 1P
W BARAE R RN 74. 7% , Wi RN 23. 4% , A
R R 1.9% ;11 3 FIEH W RORAE 813 UL A
RN 0~1.2% ;)5 3 &, EHHER L 57.5% ~
71.6% AN E R Y 2.4% ~3. 7%, W 3% 55 i ok 1)
BRETIRITH . BRAEF W R 73.1% , W EF
H 24% , ANHEE RN 2. 9% 5 1T 3 AR F i R AR
79.7% ~ 85. 5% , i B ZEAE 14. 5% ~ 20. 3% , AN 5
RO~ 1.2%; 5 3 F B FEH B R R 58.8% ~
67. 1% , 3 B N 26.9% ~ 37.4% , A B Hh
3.8%~6.0%(F2),
2.3 lGKRRS]

ST X R A 2 N 25 B 0 TE AN < 6 AR L
PRI B R 3K 89. 7% W BN 9. 2% , N
BN 1. 1% ;11 3 AFAEH W B RAE 91. 3% LA E AN

BRHK 0~ 1.5%; J5 3 4F AR 8 6 2R 7E 83.0% ~
86. 4% , N H R 1.2% ~2. 4% , X 35 57 i ok 0]
BRRETITEAN - BV R B W6 B RN 85.4% , Wi &5
13.5% AW b 1. 1% 50 3 4F 19 3 il 2 R AE
90. 0% LA I N AE JG 3 MR R
78.8% ~82. 9% AW IEFEN 1.2%~2.4% (3% 3) ,
2.4 HEHRE

XA WS FT PR . BAREE & T BN 75. 5%,
TN 18. 8% , AN IR 5. 71 3 AFARH B3
17 75% ~84. 1% AN TEHR K 0~3.7%; J5 3 4, JEH
WER N 73.2~76.3% , N F N 8.5% ~10. 0%,
Xt A 2 ) LR PR BVARIE BT BN 75. 8%,
RN 19. 6% , N EEFR N 4. 6% ;1 3 AFAEH I &
i 75.0% ~86. 6% , N 0~2.4%; 5 3 4F, B
W 17 65.0% ~74.2% , AN 05 7.3% ~8. 7%, X
HEE NN R Z R SRR R
76. 2% , RN 18. 6% , N RN 5.2% ;7 3 4F
R RN 84. 1% ~86. 0% , N K 0~2. 4%
JG 3 AR E RN 63.4% ~T1. 6% , i B RN
7.4%~10. 0% (% 4) ,

R2 FHEMBEFTEOTNER

Table 2 Assessment of teaching methods

BB B AL F BRI T H (%)

B e AR ST (%)

B Fr ik R RE ST (% )

JEH 1 = AR IR e = AN A il = T AN =
2012 81.1 18.9 0 88.4 11.6 0 85.5 14.5 0
2013 87.5 12.5 0 81.3 18.7 0 79.7 20.3 0
2014 82.9 15.9 1.2 86.6 12.2 1.2 84.1 14.7 1.2
2015 63.0 32.0 5.0 71.6 24.7 3.7 66.7 28.3 5.0
2016 63.8 29.9 6.3 57.5 38.7 3.8 58.8 37.4 3.8
2017 60.0 35.1 4.9 65.9 31.7 2.4 67.1 26.9 6.0
total 72.3 24.7 3.0 74.7 23.4 1.9 73.1 24.0 2.9
F3 FEXIEKRR IR TMER
Table 3 Assessment of practical training

i PN PR B AR B (%) FEF D R RE T (% )

. IS 2P = AR FEH T i AN
2012 91.3 7.2 1.5 90.0 10 0
2013 98.4 1.6 0 92.2 7.8 0
2014 96.3 3.7 0 91.5 8.5 0
2015 86. 4 12. 4 1.2 79.0 18.6 2.4
2016 85.0 13.8 1.2 78. 8 18.8 2.4
2017 83.0 14.6 2.4 82.9 15.9 1.2
total 89.7 9.2 1.1 85.4 13.5 1.1
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Table 4 Assessment of teaching effects

- AWH (%) PR 2 2 268 (%) HRNEENRIRZN(%)

. FEHWE W A JEH W W ANl W W AW
2012 84.1 15.9 0 85.5 14.5 0 84.1 15.9 0
2013 75.0 25.0 0 75.0 25.0 0 86.0 14.0 0
2014 75.6 20.7 3.7 86.6 11.0 2.4 85.5 12. 1 2.4
2015 70.4 19.8 9.8 74.2 18. 4 7.4 71.6 21.0 7.4
2016 76.3 13.7 10.0 65.0 26.3 8.7 63.8 26.2 10.0
2017 73.2 18.3 8.5 69.5 23.2 7.3 63.4 26.8 9.8
total 75.5 18.8 5.7 75.8 19.6 4.6 76.2 18.6 5.2

x5 FENHMERNTENER-1
Table 5 Assessment of textbook-1
. R BH T E (%) A A (%) BhaEtk FetE  RGEMER (%)

- e[S ST T =L AN E S RTF=N T AN A il 2 AN
2012 97.1 2.9 0 91.3 8.7 0 94.2 4.4 1.4
2013 86.0 14.0 0 91.6 9.4 0 89.1 10.9 0
2014 94.0 6.0 0 89.0 9.8 1.2 85.4 12.2 2.4
2015 74.1 23.5 2.4 70.4 28.4 1.2 68.0 29.6 2.5
2016 73.8 25.0 1.3 75.0 22.5 2.5 70.0 26.3 3.8
2017 78.0 19.6 2.4 72.0 25.6 2.4 69.5 26.8 3.7
total 83.4 15.5 1.1 80. 8 17.9 1.3 78.6 19.0 2.4

F 6 FEITHMERMITEMER-2
Table 6 Assessment of textbook-2
. SCTHRINE FRIBUER | BRI (%) B TR R TR (%)

- e W W AN JeH W Wi AR
2012 84.1 15.9 0 84.1 15.9 0
2013 82.8 15.6 0 81.3 18.7 0
2014 87.8 11.0 1.2 83.0 14.6 2.4
2015 69. 1 28.4 2.5 65.4 30.9 3.7
2016 71.3 25.0 3.7 68. 8 28.7 2.5
2017 79.3 18.3 2.4 72.0 24.3 3.7
total 78.8 19.4 1.8 75.3 22.5 2.2
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