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Research on diversified immersion bilingual teaching in foreign nursing major of Higher Vocational College / LUO Xiao - bing YU Hai - hong
XU Guo -hui ZHANG Ai-dong WANG Ji ZHAO Jing

[Abstract] Objective Based on maintenance bilingual teaching to explore the effect of diversified immersion bilingual teaching in core course for nurs—
ing specialty. Methods In the teaching of core courses for clinical nursing such as medical nursing surgical nursing paediatric nursing obstetrics and
gynecology nursing and basic nursing teaching diversified immersion bilingual teaching was implemented in experimental group which included 79 students
from technical college with three — year Grade 2014 majoring in foreign nursing; and conventional bilingual teaching was implemented in control group
which included 89 students from technical college with three — year Grade 2014 majoring in nursing. To compare the scores of the final exams of the core
course of nursing specialty the results of the CGFNS mock exams the passing rate of the METS 2 and 3 and the certificate of nurse qualifications. Results
There was no significant difference in the average scores of the final scores of core course of nursing specialty in the two groups( P >0.05) . The test scores
of CGFNS mock test and the passing rates of METS 2 and 3 in the experimental group were higher than those in the control group( P <0.05) . There was no
significant difference in the passing rate of the certificate of nurse qualification between the two groups( P >0.05) . Conclusion Diversified immersion bi—
lingual teaching improved the students”English level for nursing and help to cultivate students”comprehensive application ability.
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