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Abstract

¢ AIM: To assess and evaluate the teaching quality and
exam questions quality through analyzing the final
examination paper of ophthalmology from 2006 Grade
seven-year specializing in clinical medicine students in Xi‘an
Jiaotong University College of Medicine.

e METHODS: Totally 72 examination papers from 2006
Grade seven-year specializing in clinical medicine students
were analyzed with statistics.

e RESULTS: The students’ scores showed Gaussian
distribution, with the mean score being 82.93 £ 9. 26, the
degree of difficulty being 0.829, and discrimination being
0.278,and the reliability being 0.636957.

e CONCLUSION : The examination paper can make an all
around assessment of students’ command of the course,
with moderate difficulty and reasonable score distribution.
For ophthalmology teaching reform and test paper
preparation, the results has certain reference value.
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