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Table 1 The corresponding relationship between assessment methods and course objectives
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Fig. 1 Distribution of formative evaluation results
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Fig.2 Distribution of students' ability to master basic knowledge
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Fig. 4 The correlation analysis between the scores of subjective questions in the final exam and the usual test

subjective questions, flipped classroom, and semester assignment
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Exploration of a new model of online-offline and in class-out of class
Formative evaluation of Analysis of Traditional Chinese Materia

Medica

REN Shumeng, YUAN Zhong, QI Wen, REN Kun, LIU Xiaoqiu"
(College of Tractional Chinese Medicine, Shenyang Pharmaceutical University, Shenyang 110016, China)

Abstract: Objective To explore a new model of online-offline and in class-out of class formative evaluation
of analysis of traditional Chinese materia medica. Method The study carried out teaching practice on 64
students majored in traditional Chinese medicine in grade 2019. Based on the examination mode of formative
evaluation by rain classroom, the teaching process and the results were analyzed after the course. Result
Through multi-mode examinations such as online out-of-class usual tests, offline in-class flipped classroom,
offline out-of-class semester assignments and offline final exams, the mastery and application of professional
knowledge as well as the abilities of language expression and paper writing have been improved. Conclusion
A new model of online-offline and in class-out of class formative evaluation of analysis of traditional Chinese
materia medica was carried out. The students' comprehensive abilities have been improved. The evaluation
of students' learning effect was more comprehensive, objective and fair. And the teachers improved teaching

methods and contents constantly.

Keywords: formative evaluation; diversified assessment mode; rain classroom; analysis of traditional

Chinese materia medica



