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Application of Seminar teaching method combined with case—based learning in cancer rehabilitation teaching
Zhang Jing, Huang Yan, Qin Kai, et al. Department of Oncology, Tongji Hospital, Tongji Medical College,
Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan 430033, China

[Abstract] Objective: To investigate the value of combination of Seminar teaching method combined with case-
based learning (CBL) in cancer rehabilitation teaching. Methods: Sixty students were randomly divided into the
control group and the experimental group. The control group was given the traditional teaching method, and the
experimental group received the Seminar teaching method combined with CBL. After the internship, the proposition
test was carried out to assess the mastery of theoretical knowledge and case analysis. Also the self-made questionnaire
was used to evaluate the teaching methods. Results: The theoretical knowledge, case analysis and total scores in the
experimental group were obviously higher than those in the control group. The teaching results in the experimental
group were better than the control group, and the difference was statistically significant (all P<<0.01). In the
questionnaire survey, the experimental group had better approval of improving learning interest, cooperation ability,
communication and presentation skills, self-learning ability, analytical and problem-solving skills, and strengthening
teacher-student exchange than the control group (all P<C0.01). There was no significant difference in mastery of
theoretical knowledge between the two groups. About 73.33% students in the experimental group thought that the
combined teaching methods increased the learning burden of students as compared with the control group (P<<0.05).
Conclusion: Seminar teaching method combined with CBL in the cancer rehabilitation teaching can improve the
teaching quality and the students have high recognition.
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