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Application of “making a nursing plan” in the teaching of human parasitology
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Abstract: Objective To improve the learing outcomes of parasitology by asking undergraduates of nursing school
to make a nursing plan for patients with parasitic diseases during the process of teaching human parasitology.
Methods Undergraduates of four-year curriculum in School of Nursing, Peking Union Medical College enrolled in
2019 (n=125) and in 2018 (n=150) were selected as objects in experiment group and control group respectively.
The education in the experiment group was supplemented by writing a simulating nursing plan while in the control
group only implemented the traditional teaching performance. The learning outcome was evaluated in forms of both
test of key knowledge points and a questionnaire survey at the end of the last class undertaken by the author in each
semester. Results The performance of the students in the experiment group was statistically better than the control
group in terms of the test of key knowledge points, as well as the capacity building of self-learning , problem-analy-

zing and solving, nursing cognition for patients with parasitic diseases, understanding of related theory to practice,
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communication skill and team spirit, enthusiasm for learning parasitology, and the overall satisfaction to the teach-

ing design and methods ( P<0.05). Conclusions

The teaching of parasitology supplemented with creating simula-

ting nursing plans for patients with parasitic diseases is guided by the concept of “workplace-based learning” in the

current teaching system, and is proved to be a smart pathway of education in nursing school as a supplement to rou-

tine teaching process.
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Fig 1 Distribution of test scores of the two groups of students
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Table 2 Comparison of evaluation on the teaching effect between the two groups of students(x=s)

P WA N Xt HRZH M e |
A R IR IR N A 3.87+0. 85 4.21£0.77 "
B AR A TR B 27 S P 4.12+0.78 4.32+0.86 "
C BB TR IR 4E 4.0320.76 4.14%0.72
D P T 2E 2D W RSB 3.77+0.72 4.15+0.73***
E Sy BT RN ) REURE ) A5 B £ v 3.31+0.93 4.02+0.83 """
F iR LR 115 B2 3.29+0. 94 3.34£0.92
G PETHT AR AR HO R I BLA KT 3.35+0. 90 4.19+0.92 """
H IR R S PR A RE )19 34 = 3.61+0. 88 3.84+0. 88"
I TR S5 UMERE 1R = 3.31+1.94 3.90+0.97 ***
J X AR HF B SRR 3.79+0. 86 4.28+0.67 """

*P<0.05, **P<0.01, *** P<0.001, 5% 20 [L4X.



610 HEnh P22y 5 i IR

Basic & Clinical Medicine

2021.41(4)

ms 4 W3 W2 M1
Lor
09F I l
08
07k
L 06}
& o5k
4 04f
I 0.3F

sl T e = s T T = O == I = dlH | 9| 98| @ (9|9 |"H|H
A B C D E F G H I J
WENE

A~J. X2 2 A NE1~5. PEOME
B2 WMAFEMNBZFIRETTENIES S ER

Fig 2 Distribution of evaluation scores on the teaching effect of the two groups of students
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