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KaHOuoam MeouyHux Hayk, 0oyeHm xageopu nediampii ma Oumsuux ix-
Gexyitinux xeopob BYKOBUHCHKO20 0epicaGHO20 MEOUYHO20 YHIGepCUmenty,
M. Yepnisyi

TEHJEPHI OCOBJIMBOCTI AUHAMIKY HABUAHHS MEOIATPII
HA IOAUTVIOMHOMY ETAIII MMIATOTOBKU JIIKAPIB

Ilposedeno pempocnekmugnull auaniz OUHAMIKU YCRIWHOCI 3
nediampii 303 cmyodenmie 3 mpemvo2o 00 wocmozo Kypcy. B cmy-
0eHmoxK yacmiwie mana micye Kpawja HAGYANbHA OUCYUNTIHA, NO-
CMIUHA NO3UMUBHA OUHAMIKA YCNIWHOCMI, pioule GUAGISIU 3HAYUHI
KonueauHs pyobiscHoi yeniwnocmi ma aidepcvki o3naxu. Ha oep-
HCABHOMY ICNUMI YCNIUWHICTNG ) 2eHOEPHUX 2PYNAX BUPIBHIOBANACD.

Knrwuosi cnosa: ooouniomue Haguanus, nediampis, 2enOepHi
ocobnugocmi.

Bohutska N. Gender-specific dynamics of performance in
pediatrics undergraduate education

Abstract. A retrospective analysis of the dynamics of the
performance in Pediatrics of 303 students from the third to sixth
courses was done. The female students more often has had the
better educational discipline, constant positive dynamics of the
performance, rarely showed considerable variation in transitional
performance and leadership  characteristics. State exam
performance in gender groups was the same.

Keywords: undergraduate education, pediatrics, gender
peculiarities.

I'ymaHizaltist BUIOT MEMYHOT OCBITH Iepeaoavyae HaOIMKESHHS METOI0-
JIOTii HaBYAHHS 10 1HMBIIyaJIbHIX 0COOIMBOCTEH aKIenTopa 3HaHb, IKe 0
3a0e3nmeynino HalKpalui KiHIeBuil pe3yasTar ix 3100yBanHs [2, c. 330].
[IpoBenene peTpocrieKTHBHE MOPIBHAHHS TUHAMIKH YCIIIIHOCTI 3 Mejiar-
pii 303 cTynenTiB (criBBiHOMEHHS KiHOK Ta yonoBikiB 1,6:1,0) B acriexTi
MOYKJIMBHX MOAU(DIKYFOUHX MCHX0010J0TTYHUX KOMITOHEHT.

YcraHOBJIEHO, IO Cepell MPEACTaBHHIL JKIHOYOI CTari AEIIO0 4acTi-
1IIe Tparsiach MOCTiMHA MO3UTUBHA AWHAMIKA YCIIIIHOCTI 3 Memiarpii 3
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ITiIBUILICHHSIM CEePEHBOro Oana MOoHaHMEeHIIe MIPU OJHOMY epexoi Ha
HacTynHui Kypce (38,7% npotu 27,4%). [lenio MeHII010 BUSIBUIACH YacTKa
CTYACHTOK, y SIKUX YCIIIIHICTD 32 MeIiaTpUIHAMHE JUCLUTDTIHAME KOJIHBA-
nace y Mexax +2 6am (8,8% npotn 14,3%). [Ipn neBHOMY BiacTaBaHHI
YCIIIIHOCTI “Ha cTapTi” BUBYSHHS NEAIaTpii CTyAeHTKaMU-)KIHKaMH, 3a pa-
XYHOK CYTTEBOTO i1 TUHAMIYHOTO TOJIMIICHHS B il APy HAJATI CIO-
cTepiranocss BUPIBHIOBAHHS, IO TIITBEPIKYBAJIOCS pe3ylbraraMu Jep-
YKaBHOTO ICIIUTY 3 Tiefiarpii. [1i1 yac 0CTaHHBOIO cepeIHiii 0aa CTAaHOBUB y
YOJIOBIKIB Ta kiHOK 4,1, a BiICOTOK MpaBUJIFHUX BIATIOBIEH 13 memiaTpii 3a
pe3yibTaramH JIileH3iiHoro iHTerpoBanoro icmty “Kpok-2” BiAmoBiaHO
csraB y cepeapoMy 65,0% Ta 66,7% BIpHUX BiANOBiIEH, MPUIOMY Yy BijI-
MOBIJIIX CTYICHTOK-)KIHOK BiZIMiYeHa TEHACHITS ‘TOIEHTPOBOCTI” 3 MEH-
MM BiJICOTKOM TaKHX, 1110 CKJIaJIX ICIIAT MEeHIIe, HiK Ha 50% mpaBHIbHUX
BigmoBineii 3 memiarpii (12,9% mpotu 17,9% cepen wonosikiB). Pe3ynbraTu
JMCIEPCIITHOTO aHaJIi3y CBIAYMIIM MPO CYTTEBY MDKIPYIOBY BiMIHHICTBH
cepeql JKIHOK Ta YOJOBIKIB-CTYACHTIB, IO Y3TO/KYEThCS 3 Pe3yJbTaTaMu
TIOTIEpEeTHIX TOCIimKeHb [1, ¢. 28; 3, ¢. 91]. 30kpema, ICTOTHO Pi3HWIHCH B
MTOETHAHHI TaKi 03HAKH, SIK CepeHil Oa 3 memiaTpii 3a yci poKd HaBYaH-
Hs1, TIOCTiHA TO3WTHBHA JAMHAMIKA YCIIIIHOCTI 3 MeIiaTpii, BiICYTHICTH
CYTTEBUX KOJMBAaHb PYODKHMX OINHOK 32 iCIHUTH (+2 0amnm) Ta BiICOTOK
MIPaBIJIGHUX BIIMOBiNEH i3 meiaTpii 3a pesynbraramMu JiIeH3iHHOro iHTe-
rpoanoro icrury “Kpok-2” (x*=12,2, p=0,016). [Ipu oLiHIIli KOMILIEKCY
0coOHCTICHUX siKocTel 91 cTyaeHTa-BHITyCKHMKAa BHIIAJKOBO BHOpaHMX
TpyN cepell BiIMIHHHAKIB BHOKpEMIICHI aKTHBHI “Nijepu”, yci 3 SKHX Ha-
JISKAJN JI0 KOTHITUBHOTO THITY. YCTaHOBJICHO, IO TaKa MCHX0(i3i0ioriyHa
KOMITOHEHTa, SIK CTaTh, IEBHUM YMHOM BH3HAYaJla HAJICKHICTh CTY/CHTIB
JI0 TpyTH “TiJepiB”, sIKUX cepeJl YOJIOBIKIB 1 xiHOK Oyno 22,5% ta 10,0%
BigmoBimHo. Cepen BiMMIHHUKIB YOJOBIKIB Ta JKIHOK, YacTKa SKHUX Y 3a-
TaITbHINA KOTOPTI BiAMOBiMHO ctaHoBmia 35,5% 1 33,3%, BimcoToK “rmime-
piB” OyB 3HA4HO BUIIUM cepen neprmXx (63,6 £13,5% mpotu 30,0 £10,2%
(pt<0,05), ToOTO IBOE 3 TPHOX BIAMIHHHKIB YOJIOBIYOT CTATi Ta JIMIIIEC OTHA
cepell TPhOX CTYACHTOK-BIIMIHHHUIIh BUSBISUIM SKOCTI “Tinepa’. HaBuasb-
Ha JUCIMIUTIHA Oyia JIemo TipIIoI0 Cepell CTyIeHTIB-4O0JOBIKIB, 30KpeMa
KIUTBKICTB MPOITYIIIEHUX JTHIB HA OJJHOTO BUITYCKHHKA CTaHOBMIA 2,1 TIpoTH
1,0 1HS B 5KIHOK, a CepEIHE 3HAYCHHS ITPOITYCKIB Cepelt THX, o Xo4a O pa3
HE BiJIBI{yBaJIM 3aHATTS, CEPeIl 0Ci0 YOIOBIYOI Ta KIHOUOI CcTaTi csarao 5,2
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nipoty 2,7 mHiB BiamoBigHO (pt<0,04). OqHaK sIK TOTOYHA, TaK 1 MiICYMKOBa
YCHIITHICT CTYJCHTIB KIHOK Ta YOJIOBIKIB Ha 6 Kypci He BiApi3Hsuiacs. Y
JTeparypi 0OroBOpIOIOThCSA TeHAEPHI OCOOIMBOCTI, IO MiBHUIIYIOTH Ha-
BYAJIbHY KOMIIETEHTHICTh CTYAEHTOK-MEANKIB: OLIBII MPUTAMaHHA YKiHKaM
EMIIaTis, IO MOJIIIITYE B3aEMOJIII0 TaHAeMy “‘Nikap-marieHT” [6, c. 1194],
THITOBIII TaKi HABYAIIbHI CTpATerii NeAaroriyHol MPaKTHUKH, SIK CIIIBPOOIT-
HUIITBO Ta CIIB3AJICKHICTD [7, ¢. 216], acUMIJISIIIsA Ta KOHBEPTCHTHICTS [4,
¢. 96] Ha mpoTUBary KOHKypeHIIii Ta iHauBigyaizamii. s KoMIuieKCHOT
OLIIHKM TeHAEPHOTO acreKTy JUHAMIK{ YCIIIITHOCTI 3 MefiaTpii pekoMeH-
JTIOBAHO 3aCTOCOBYBaTy OararodakTopHuii aHamis [5, ¢. 955].

TakiM 9MHOM, y PI3HHX 32 CTATTIO TPyTaxX CTYJECHTIB YCTAaHOBIICHO BiJI-
MIHHOCTI 32 O3HaKaMH, 1110 XapaKTepU3yBaIM ANHAMIKY 1X PyODKHOI yCITiII-
HOCTI 3 TIeIiaTpii 3 HACTYITHUM BHPIBHIOBAHHSM ITiJT YaC ITiJICYMKOBOI OIIiH-
KU Ha JISP’)KaBHUX BUITyCKHHX ICIIUTAX, 110 MOIJIO OyTH 3yMOBJICHO MEHIII
00’ EKTHBI3YIOUYMMH METO/IAMH OLIIHIOBAaHHSI Ha MOTEPEIHIX eTarax y 3B 13Ky
3 HEJIOOIIHKOFO TICHXO010JIONTYHIX BiIMiHHOCTEH pehepeHTHHX TPyTI.
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