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Tab.1 Evaluation of students ability after PBL teaching model in experimental group
5iH Sehit PBL ARG RS RE 1P F A
) A [ A & A A& EH AN E
PR 2 AR 2 ) DL R 15(27.3)  38(69.1) 2 (3.6) 0(0) 0(0)
P27 B ) fif o 0] 14(25.5)  40(72.7) 1 (1.8) 0(0) 0(0)
PSS FINE A Y B TR e 7(12.7)  45(81.8) 3 (5.5) 0(0) 0(0)
B a2 A 1) A BA B R 12(21.8)  38(69.1) 5 (9.1) 0(0) 0(0)
FE4 24 AR T 11(20.0) 38(69.1) 6(10.9) 0(0) 0(0)
WA SR 14(25.5)  35(63.6) 6(10.9) 0(0) 0(0)
TR 2 AR A PSSR 19(34.5)  31(56.4) 5 (9.1) 0(0) 0(0)

%2 SLE# ¥ &t PBLRAE L H L TN (n,%)

Tab.2 Evaluation on the implementation of PBL coursed by experimental group students

- PBL PREESCTtHOCR A :
FEH 4 4 — Ak FEH AL

RS MATT R E 4k 18(32.7) 34(61.8) 3.(5.5) 0(0) 0(0)

PR R L AN G 6(10.9) 44(80.0) 5.1 0(0) 0(0)

SO T]FAOLE Ak 8(14.5) 41(74.6) 6(10.9) 0(0) 0(0)

REENAS Hhrm—Eks 4 12(21.8) 38(69.1) 5(9-1) 0(0) 0(0)

Xt ref AR I R AR 6(10.9) 36(65.5) 13(23.6) 0(0) 0(0)
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Tab.3 Evaluation on the learning condition of PBL teaching by experimental group students

. PBL B0 ) AR

‘ FHAE W& by AHE  FEARE
AL S A ST e 15(27.3)  34(6L.8)  6(10.9)  0(0)  0(0)
AT 22 1 Sk A e 2(40.0) 31(5.4) 2(36)  0(0)  0(0)
BT BB AL S S e 17(30.9) 35(63.6) 3 (55  0(0)  0(0)
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Tab.4 Comparison of nutrition test scores

between two groups of students
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Al n

LRI S5

Sz 58 86.12+1.97778.14 +7.2681.36 +4. 76"
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A1t 123 84.96£2.34 72.59 +11.15 77.54 +7.21
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