I B E 8 B

2020 EF 11 B 2BE 41

The Application of Three-stage Teaching Mode Based

on Rain Class in Pathology Experiment Teaching

Wang Jingyuan Yuan Hongwei DuHua Yu Huiling Liu Xiulan®

Inner Mongolia Medical University, Hohhot

Abstract: To explore the application effect of three-stage teaching mode based on rain
classroom in pathology experiment teaching. The observation group was given three-
stage teaching of “pre class preview”, “classroom observation” and “review after class”
in the rain class, while the control group was given routine teaching. The classroom
performance of the two groups was compared, and the results of the in class test were
collected through the questionnaire. The results show that the use of rain classroom

teaching helps to improve the teaching effect.
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Table 1 Comparison on the results of the in class test between the two groups

of students
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