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Discussion on the improvement of nuclear medicine teaching quality from the analysis of test paper
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[ Abstract] Objective: To study the influence of test paper analysis on the improvement of nuclear
medicine teaching quality. Methods: 86 clinical students were selected as the research objects. The students were
clinically studied in our school from January 2019 to October 2019. Using grouped results analysis, researchers
need to divide students into observations group (n = 43 cases) and control group (n = 43 cases), according to a 1: 1
ratio. The clinical students of the control group use conventional teaching methods. The observation group needs to
analyze the clinical students ‘test papers and adopt teaching quality improvement measures to compare the two
students’. The loss rate of image problems, the loss rate of development problems, the results of multiple choice
questions, the results of English questions and the results of short answer questions. Results: The rate of
non-imaging problems of clinical students in the observation group was 6.98%, and the rate of non-imaging
problems of clinical students in the control group was 23.26%. The rate of loss of the students in the control group
was significantly higher than that of the observation group, with statistical significance (P <0.05). Observation
group clinical students analyzed the test paper, using the teaching quality improvement measures, the multiple
choice score was 92.13 £ 6.28 points, the English question score was 93.24 £ 3.75, the short answer question
score was 90.13 + 2.37 points, while the control group clinical students used conventional teaching The
multiple-choice question score was 81.65 £ 4.25 points, the English question score was 73.25 £ 4.69 points,
and the short answer question score was 71.36 £ 4.25 points. The scores of the students in the observation group
were higher than those in the control group, and the difference between the groups was significant (P <0.05).

Conclusion: The analysis of clinical professional students' test papers and the use of teaching quality improvement
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measures can effectively improve students' professional level and improve students' test scores, which is worthy of

popularization and use.
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