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N 2 g%ﬁgrj(Literature Review)

(1) ¥4 %% (Flipped classroom )
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(3) % £ 3 #7m% (Learning Pyramid)
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X B AR 16 15.1
T BB 46 43.4
7 BB 33 31.1
fip EAE 11 10.4
3 Hr%* Be BLILRLERHPTRAFH?
7Y 55 51.9
4R 51 48.1
BB RKEHE?
A 14 13.2
b geir 50 47.2
R 35 33.0
2o A S 7 6.6
Baps? cdpaFriL?
- F A J’mF?EFF 54 50.9
EH- nrmggm/iﬁ:ﬁﬁ EX A 42 39.6
B g ER/PGY F EF 10 9.4
BEFRY @Y CRFFARERET 1oh8 ?
EAESER I 0 0.0
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EAESER LS 0 0.0
IS 2 0 0.0
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EAESER L 0 0.0
EIN AR 0 0.0
TR 16 15.1
g ok 90 84.9
Table2. HHAHERZ AT A FIFARV PBL VR
Before After
internship internship p-value
(Mean £SD)  (Mean +SD)
-FACHEARALBRLE A
4.3 FELAFA B R F RIS R o 3.2+1.3 2.5t1.1 <.0001
TRAFLR* A ABRY - 2.9+1.2 2.5+1.1 <.0001
MR EHA B A R FP x~ A BfREL o 2.4+0.8 2.0£0.9 0.0001
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Before After

internship internship p-value
(Mean £SD)  (Mean +SD)
127 A RRAFAH B B - 2.1+1.0 1.7+0.8 <.0001
TR REFHEHN AR E 2 FRALE LT - 2.1+0.7 1.9+0.8 0.0027
18.3 4e a4 F Fr JRAR 1= q\_,\;&" R 7Filz o 1.6+0.8 1.4+0.6 0.0013
2044 Ao ¥ UG- B FEFLETIS R - 2.0£1.0 1.8+0.9 0.0385
2L R R ZE 2 E’? farA Bm L 2.0£0.8 1.8+0.8 0.0081
23 KA P F KR B3 2 ) § "% M3z T P B o 2.5+1.2 2.2+1.2 0.0190
24357 g AR BAFA B R F TELANIE 3 2.0£0.8 1.9+0.9 0.3955
B 5 F I EREIRES 1‘3‘—42’ FRagent o 2.0£0.9 1.8+0.9 0.1122
T3 2.3£0.7 2.0£0.7 <.0001
KN 24.8+7.2 21.6+7.2 <.0001
ZFR CHEA B AR ABIRLFR
LA Ao Ak K3 $or5ldean e 1.4+0.7 1.3+0.6 0.1234
244 B AR A & Hral e 1.5+0.8 1.3+0.7 0.0106
A Ao AAR b mAL AT e 1.2+0.5 1.2+0.5 0.8198
ICREY SRR R Ll A A 1.5+0.9 1.4+0.8 0.0416
2000 oA ARG 1.3+0.6 1.3+0.6 0.3196
28,75 R M AL B A T B g oo 1.3+0.6 1.2+0.5 0.1288
T35 1.4+0.6 1.3+0.5 0.0195
N 8.3+3.4 7.81£3.1 0.0195
EFR CHHARL G BRARER F|2_ g
1344 A ﬁﬁ{’\/‘ A 73R € Arildzane 2.6+£1.2 2.5+1.2 0.2985
20484 o A PR IR UL G AR PRAEAF T3 Az o 3.0£1.3 2.7£1.3 0.0732
3044 B AF ¥ 4 pritildeih e 2.7£1.2 2.6t£1.3 0.7592
SLAFA B AR B 5 A g ¥rildzcho 2.9+1.3 2.6t£1.3 0.0183
32484 Ao AT A prarildzdn e 2.4+1.2 2.2+1.2 0.1251
T 3o 2.7+1.0 2.5+1.1 0.0706
WA 13.5+5.2 12.745.6 0.0706
Fr TR EHA R AR FR
SRETAFRAMA FRBAT G AFATEAT 10 32414  0.2993
B o
10454 ¥ F W 3% oAk ¥ lﬁff’ A B oo 2.1+0.9 2.0£1.0 0.4020
1470 % B R 3 39 eni@d 558 b PALFAZK B4 3.0¢10 5Ll 1 < 0001
%iF‘S Fm o
19 ARRF R B AA TR AL Sy > 35+1.1 3012 <0001
2, e AR AR ”LrF, S e A s o
22.RIAEFAZLG HA AR F AR L AT DT 2.8t1.1 2.4+1.2 <.0001
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Before After
internship internship p-value
(Mean £SD)  (Mean +SD)
T 5 2.9+0.7 2.6+0.8 0.0001
R A 14.3+3.7 13.1+4.2 0.0001
754 ﬁ#ﬁ$~imi“ﬁ$@ﬂ’%%
6.4 40 B B AR R BrTilAeah e 2.61£1.2 2.5£1.2 0.8177
8.4 4 7 T '«U* R AT 2.2t1.2 2.2£1.2 0.8658
1AM AR RLLFLES LA AT 3.7£1.0 3.2£1.2 <.0001
IS A Bom A TR — HRE B L Fa sl 3.9+0.8 3.611.1 0.0052
26.4F 4 o A Aok T ke e 1.8+£1.0 1.8+1.0 0.6373
T 5 2.8+£0.7 2.7+0.9 0.0329
B 14.1+3.7 13.4+4.4 0.0329
Total
(F-FR+F-FR+F=FIR+F 2 FIR+5 T F1 %)
T 5 2.3£0.5 2.1£0.6 <.0001
i A 75.1+17.3 68.6+18.6 <.0001
Table3. = 4R AR PRS2 V' R
Before internship After internship
p-value
(Mean £SD) (Mean £SD)
-~ g"f:ﬁf'r?
LA B F SRR E AL 1.4+0.5 1.2+0.5 0.0007
24 e 2 RAR P © 2.61£0.9 2.5+1.0 0.2559
3.4 F%,’l@i'},z et o SRV I A 2.3x0.8 2.0£0.9 <.0001
A B Bl %5 - ke 2.5+1.0 2.6+£1.0 0.3878
SHAIREERZELETE 2.6t£1.0 2.4+0.9 0.0265
6.5 & FF L ol 4¢ et RS R ve? 2.4+£1.0 2.1£0.9 0.0013
7 ARG g DA P w e 1.9+0.8 1.8+0.7 0.0999
8.7 E{F » P o R Lol A ey & 2 1.3+0.5 1.2+0.5 0.4678
T 5 2.1+0.5 2.0£0.5 <.0001
o 17.1+4.3 15.8+4.4 <.0001
Tabled. HA A BHARZ AT A FF a7 Lo RE(FR-BRDLEFL TS
F-FRCHRMBLALBRLIEY
term B 95% confidence intervals o-value
(lower,upper)
¥ vs.* 1.91 -0.01 3.82 0.0510
FEAvs BLUEFR -1.39 -3.20 0.43 0.1333
FHEAY Lo VREXERET -2.61 -5.23 0.01 0.0509
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e q% ( HPD e 0.33 0.21 0.46 <.0001
M R AR AR oKL i
FZFR CHAARBLARRARBRFIZF 2
g vs. % 1.47 -0.27 3.20 0.0961
FE v HLUFF -0.18 -1.91 1.54 0.8339
BRI R ¥ R R BRET
i -1.73 -4.09 0.63 0.1484
4 BLTHE vs. (% F foiE

=ARCER) 0.32 0.16 0.49 0.0002
A P i 2 ek Eﬁi%ﬁkr}ﬁa&z F2 g i
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g vs. % 1.06 -0.17 2.30 0.0907
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FREHE A LT Y BT REET K
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+ BLycHE vs. xF fcfE
nI 1 (? ’E',D o 0.22 0.04 0.41 0.0196
A B2 2 FE R RER T2
Total (% - FlE+% - FIF+5 =T +% 2 FlE+5% T 7] %)
g vs. 6.80 2.02 11.58 0.0058
FEvs. FLUEFF -2.61 -7.22 2.00 0.2642
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