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Enhancing the Teaching Reform on Hygienic

Toxicology based on the Format Assessment
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Abstract: Objective: To discuss the teaching method, and construct the formative
evaluation indexes. Methods: Use the mixed teaching method, including PBL teaching,
experimental design, self-learning and testing online. Then surveyed the students
about teaching effect with the questionnaire after finishing the course. Results:
Construct the indexes of formative evaluation, including 4 first level indicators and
13 second level indicators. Compared with the students who have not carried out
teaching reform, the proportion of interesting in the course of the students who
have carried out teaching reform, and the proportion of considering importance all
increased significantly. The proportion of students who thought the teaching effect well
and satisfied with the teaching methods increased significantly too. Conclusion: The
teaching reform can improve cognitive level of the students, and improve the teaching
effect effectively.
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Table 1 Usual performance assessment Index System (full score: 100 points)
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Table 2 Students’ evaluation of course of cognition and teaching effect before

and after reform
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Table 3 Comparison of satisfaction on course in students of different grades
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