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Based on the practice analysis of combined TBL teaching method in the teaching of pathogenic biology and
immunology under 5S management

TANG Xiaobiao, TANG Manhua,PAN Doudou, TANG Ping (Yongzhou Vocational and Technical College ,
Yongzhou 425000, Hunan ,China) *

Objective To explore the application value of the combined team-based teaching method (TBL) under 5S
management in the teaching of pathogenic biology and immunology. Methods Students majoring in pathogen biology
and immunology in our school from September 2022 to September 2024 were selected as the research objects,50 students
majoring in grade 2022 were selected as the control group.and 50 students majoring in grade 2023 were selected as the
observation group. The students in the control group were taught in traditional mode, while the students in the
observation group were taught in combined TBL mode under 5S management. Compare the two groups of students’
assessment results,evaluation of teaching quality,recognition of teaching effect and evaluation of teaching mode feedback;
The two groups of students were compared in their satisfaction with the teaching mode.  Results Compared with the
control group, students in the observation group had significantly higher scores in theoretical basis, clinical operation
ability , pathological analysis, nursing analysis and total score assessment. The evaluation scores of learning perception,
teacher perception, teaching self-perception,environment perception and social self-perception were significantly higher in
the observation group,as well as the recognition of self-learning ability, nurse-patient communication ability, teamwork
ability.clinical thinking ability, problem-solving ability and stimulating learning interest in teaching (all P <C0. 05).
Compared with the control group, the feedback results of the observation group on teaching interest, teaching effect,
communication ability,operational skills, teaching quality,improvement of simulated nurse-patient communication ability
and overall teaching evaluation to improve emergency handling ability (all P<C0. 05) ; The satisfaction of teaching mode in
observation group was 90. 00% , which was significantly higher than that in control group (74. 00%) (P <C0. 05).

Conclusion In the teaching of pathogen biology and immunology, the combined TBL mode under 5S management is
superior to the traditional teaching, which can improve students’ various assessment results, teaching quality evaluation,

ability recognition,teaching feedback scores and teaching model satisfaction. This mode has high application value and is
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worth promoting.
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