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[Abstract] Objective To investigate the current situation of evaluation of the training test for pre-deployment training of
PLA peacekeeping medical team, and to propose improving suggestions. Methods The related data were collected by literature
review, seminar (four sessions) ., spot investigation, and questionnaire survey in this study. Kirkpatrick Mode was used as a
guide to analyze the satisfaction degree of response, learning, and behavior-and-result layers and the implementation
institutions. Based on the actual evaluation work, the current situation of the training test was analyzed. Results The overall
response to the satisfaction degree was good. Problems mainly included poor English communication. ignorance of the
profession basics, improvement of real combat thinking and imperfect quantification of the evaluation. The evaluation of training
test for pre-deployment training of PLLA peacekeeping medical team has not been standardized, which led to unclear evaluation
outcome. Conclusion We suggest establishment of a standard index system for test evaluation of pre-deployment training of
PLA peacekeeping medical unit.
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Tab 1 Overall satisfaction degree on training of

peacekeeping medical units

Index n Score

Organization

Organization and management 198 4.59+0.533
Teaching faculty 199 4.45+0. 694
Training content 199 4.39+0. 687
Training material 199 4.1940. 849
Training method 199 4.38+0.677
Training site 199 4.21+0. 844
Examination and evaluation 196 4. 37%+0. 686
Individual
English communication 198 3.81+0.756
Professional skill 199 4.2940.589
Physical condition 199 4.29+0.614
Security and defending 199 4.16-+£0. 667
Psychical preparation 199 4.35+0. 624

Valid n (listwise) : 194
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Tab 2 Application degree of ability training and satisfaction

degree of evaluation at learning layer

Tt
Index n Score
Application degree of ability training
Specialty capability 152 0.8440.372
Analytical ability 152 0.86--0. 353
Combat ability 153 0.87+0. 338
English level 151 0.9140. 281
Physical condition 152 0.93740. 249
Satisfaction degree of evaluation
Specialty capability 180 4.31740. 800
Analytical ability 182 4.4240.674
Actual combat ability 182 4.554+0.590
English level 180 4.50+0. 621
Physical condition 183 4.54+0. 600

Degree of application in ability training: valid n (listwise)

150 ; Satisfaction degree of evaluation:valid n (listwise) 178
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Tab 3 Application degree of evaluation index and satisfaction

degree of evaluation at behavior-and-result layer

Tt
Index n Score
Application degree of evaluation index at behavior layer
Attitude toward work 113 0.8840. 320
Workload 120 0.83+0.374
Operational ability 119 0.84-40.368
Efficiency of operations 118 0.84+0. 369
Teamwork 115 0.8340. 373
Application degree of evaluation index at result layer
Individual performance 100 0.83+0.378
Unit performance 100 0.82+0. 386
Satisfaction degree of evaluation at behavior layer
Attitude toward work 151 4.6540. 544
Workload 158 4.50+0. 675
Operational capability 157 4.5540. 634
Efficiency of operations 156 4.53+0.584
Teamwork 156 4.59+0.578
Satisfaction degree of evaluation at result layer
Individual performance 129 4.56+0.572
Unit performance 129 4.66+0.538

Application degree of evaluation index: valid n (listwise)

84 ;Satisfaction degree of evaluation: valid n (listwise) 114
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Tab 4 Results about implementation institutions

of test evaluation

N=39,2(%)

Onision i Pyl Ok

United Nations 000) 000) 0¢0)
Headquarters 4(10. 30) 1(2.60) 1(2.60)
War zone 8(20.50) 8(20.50)  8(20.50)
Subsection 8(20.50) 8(20.50)  8(20.50)

Peacekeeping medical units  19(48.70) 22(56.40) 22(56.40)
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