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Abstract:
Background:

Live lectures are commonly used in medical education, yet many students prefer video lectures
instead. As different learning modalities may affect knowledge, it was necessary to explore
medical students' perspectives about the two learning modalities in Pakistan.

Objectives:

This study aimed to explore and compare the medical students' perspectives regarding live
lectures and video lectures.

M ethods:

This cross-sectional study used an online questionnaire. This was distributed to medical students
viainternet platforms after institutional approval. Data were analyzed with SPSS version 23
using descriptive statistics.

Results:

585 students, from 11 medical colleges across six cities of Pakistan, were enrolled. 64.4%
(n=377) of the students were females, while 34.0% (n=199) were males. Thefirst years
comprised 32.7% (n=191), second years, 29.2% (n=171), and third years, 38.1% (n=223) of the
total. The commonest reason for attending live lectures was ‘they are compulsory’. The
commonest reason for not attending was ‘ poor teaching quality’. 5.0% (n=29) of 585 students
reported live lectures and 51.8% (n=290 of 560) found video lectures to be ‘very helpful’ in
concept clarification. 85.1% (n=258) of 303 students found video lectures more effective for
learning. For 45.4% (n=254) of students, video lecturesimproved their grades a lot; more
students used video lectures for exam preparation over the years. 50.6% (n=296) of students
wanted video lectures to be compulsory, compared with 28.5% (n=167) for live lectures. The
main improvement in live lectures was not using slides.

Conclusion:

NOTE: This preprint reports new research that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
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Medical studentsin Pakistan prefer video lectures over live lectures for learning and exam
preparation. More students wanted video lectures to be compulsory in medical education. Several
improvements have been suggested for live lectures.
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Summary box
Section 1: What is already known on this topic?

e Medical students prefer video-based learning over attending live lectures.

e The choice of learning modality (video lectures versus live lectures) may affect
knowledge and examination scores.

e Studies have not compared the effectiveness of commercial video lectures (created by
any individual, not necessarily affiliated with a medical college, board examination
preparation company, or independent person) to live lectures.

Section 2: What this study adds?

o Medical students prefer video lecturesto live lecturesin basic sciences medical
education and most want video lectures to be compulsory in medical education.

e Medica studentsfind video lectures more effective in concept clarification and use them
more often in exam preparation and believe video lectures improve their grades.

e Medical students do not want (PowerPoint) slidesto be used in live lectures.

I ntroduction

Live lectures are atraditional means of imparting knowledge, where a lecturer delivers
knowledge to studentsin aformal setting, with students present in the same room at the same
time. There has been a decrease in the attendance of live lectures following the introduction of
video-based learning.!? Likewise, medical students watch more video lecturesin their second
year compared to their first year.? The causes of this are numerous; students use videos to
facilitate learning in subjects they find challenging®; poor teaching quality; or early lecture
timings.* Video lectures are an increasingly common learning modality used by students. These
are pre-recorded lectures that do not require physical interaction between the teacher and the
student. They offer novel flexihilities, such as the self-determined speed of the lecture® and
accessing the lecture at home — which is where most students prefer to watch them.®

Despite their popularity, the effectiveness of video lectures as aids to learning remains debatable.
According to some studies, students believe that videos help them perform better during their
clinical rotations.”® However, other studies have found no significant difference between the
effectiveness of video lectures compared to live lecturesin imparting clinical knowledge.’*° The
two learning modalities may also directly impact academic performance. Video platforms have
been shown to increase clinical knowledge, but they may not increase the knowledge of the
actual subject.™ In addition, another study found that students who either attend lectures
consistently or watch video lectures consistently score higher than those who mixed the two
methods of study.™

A study conducted in Pakistan by Fatima et al shows that students prefer video-based learning
over paper-based learning.*® However, most medical colleges in Pakistan conduct live lectures.
Hence, it islikely that studentsin Pakistan, too, will be using video lectures to facilitate learning.
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Despite this, students’ perceptions about video lectures have not been studied, with most studies
focusing on ways to improve live lectures alone.**** In addition, studies have not explored the
effectiveness of commercial video lectures, those that are created by any individual, not
necessarily affiliated with amedical college, board examination preparing company or an
independent person. Furthermore, current literature about the effectiveness of video lectures and
live lectures are inconclusive and vary across countries, hence, it is important to conduct alocal
study to assess which modality is more commonly used by students and why, as it may affect
their academic performance. Hence this study aims to assess medical students’ perceptions of
video-based learning and live lectures and the effectiveness of each method in Pakistan. Thiswill
identify the shortcomings of the two learning modalities so they may be addressed.

Materialsand Methods
Study Design and Setting

A cross-sectional survey was conducted in 11 medical collegesin six cities of Pakistan from
October 2019 to December 20109.

Sample size:

A minimum sample size (n) of 363 has been calculated for the total population of N=6350, using
aconfidence interval of 95%, a margin of error of 5%, and a cooperation rate of 50%, using
openepi.com, Version 3. Sample size n = [DEFF*Np(1-p)]/ [(d%/Z?1.o2* (N-1)+p* (1-p)] was used
for this purpose. The sample sizeincluded all medical students enrolled in basic sciences. The
subjects comprising basic sciences education are taught in the first three academic yearsin the
medical colleges that were included in our survey; the only exception to thisisthe Aga Khan
University where basic sciences are covered in the first two academic years.

Sample selection:

Inclusion criteria: All consenting medical students, of all genders, currently enrolled in their
basic sciences years in the above-mentioned medical universities were included in this study.

Exclusion criteria: Individuals who did not provide consent (implied by not filling the
guestionnaire), or left the questionnaire incomplete, were excluded.

Patient and Public I nvolvement
Not applicable.
Operational definitions:

Live lectures have been defined as lectures where the lecturer and the students are ‘ face-to-face',
in the same room or lecture hall, in real-time.

Video lectures have been defined as pre-recorded lectures by any individual (not necessarily
trained faculty of the relevant medical college), board examination preparation company, or
independent persons.

Exposures and outcomes:
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In this study, exposures included attending live lectures and watching video lectures, as defined
above. Outcomes included live lecture attendance, the usefulness of learning modality in
conceptual learning, preference of learning modality for examination preparation, changesin
grades, and preference of learning modality as compulsory in medical education.

M ethods

The questionnaire for the study, “Should undergraduate |ectures be compulsory?’ * was adapted
with the permission of the authors. The questionnaire was distributed as an online Google Form
and circulated via student data collectors.

Ethics

Permission was sought and received from all participating medical colleges. This study received
approval from the Ethics Review Committee at the Aga Khan University Medical College (ERC
number 1771). All participants gave consent before participating in the study.

Data Analysis:

The data collected were tabulated and analyzed using IBM SPSS version 23 and Microsoft Excel
2010. Categorical datais represented as proportions, while simple descriptive variables are
represented as percentages.

Results
Demographics

585 students from 11 medical colleges participated in this study. 33 students were enrolled in a
medical college where lectures are not mandatory, while 552 students were enrolled in medical
colleges where lectures are mandatory. 64.4% (n=377) of the total participants were females,
while 34.0% (n=199) of the participants were males. 43.6% (n=255) of participants were day
scholars, while 56.4% (n=330) of participants were residing in hostels. 32.7% (n=191) of
participants werein their first year, 29.2% (n=171) in their second year, and 38.1% (n=223) in
their third year of medical education. The results are shown in figure 1.
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Total
585

| I ]
Females Males Prefierred not o mention
377 199 9
] ] ]
I | | | | |
Day scholars Hostel Residers Day scholars Hostel Residers Day scholars Hostel Residers
175 202 76 123 4 5
First years First years First years First years First years First years
[ 60 27 38 3
Second years Second years Second years Second years Second years Second years
56 64 20 28 1
Third years Third Years Third years Third years Third years Third years
33 78 29 57 0 1

Figure 1. Demographics of participants from all medical colleges.
Lecture Attendance

The minimum percentage of necessary attendance for medical colleges where lectures were
mandatory was 75% for all medical colleges. From these medical colleges, out of 552 students,
28.4% (n=157) found it challenging to maintain attendance in their first year of medical
education. In the second year of medical education, 49.5% (n=273) found it difficult to maintain
attendance. Lastly, in the third year, 51.3% (n=283) found it difficult to maintain attendance
above 75%. 22.1% (n=122) of students maintained an attendance of 90-100%, while 42.8%
(n=236) of students had attendance in the range of 80-90% and 27.0% (n=149) in the range of
75-80%. Reasons for attendance and non-attendance of lectures are shown in table 1.

Reasonsfor attending lectures Reasonsfor not attending lectures
Institutes Institutes Institutes Institutes
with with non- with with non-
Reasons mandatory | mandatory Reasons mandatory | mandatory
lectures (%) | lectures (%) lectures (%) | lectures (%)
(n=552) (n=33) (n=552) (n=33)
They are 63.8% 39.4% Poor teaching 43.0% e
compulsory | (n=353) (n=13)* quality (n=238) S (e
Aidsin 34.4% e Early starting 25.5% W e
learning (n=190) it (=23 times (n=141) S (=
The ability to Vo e e Lecturesaretoo | 35.1% Ty
ask questions 7.2% (n=40) | 27.3% (n=9) long (n=194) 34.3% (n=11)

Opportunity | 15.4% 18.2% (n=6) | Changesin 7.2% (n=40) | 8.6% (n=3)
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for interaction | (n=385) timetable***
with peers
It istheir 25.3% o e Classsizeistoo e Ve
routine (n=140) 0.0% (n=0) large 9.6% (n=53) | 2.9% (n=1)
gﬂa:keﬁg The subject

_ _ cannot be _ _
answer 0.0% (n=0) 3.0% (n=1) T 7.4% (n=50) | 0.0% (n=0)

o taughtinalive
examination lecture
guestions
Other modes of

Depends on learning (online

05% (n=3) | 3.0% (n=1) 0.0% (n=0) | 2.9% (n=1)

the lecturer** videos) are
more effective
PowerPoint
Presentation
slides used to
conduct live
Parental or lectures are not
other forceto | 8.9% (n=49) | 0.0% (n=0) | helpful

attend Difficulty in
commute to 0.2% (n=1) 0.0% (n=0)
attend lectures
Lack of
motivation

Table 1. Reasons for attending and not attending lectures. * These students belong to the only
university included in this study where lectures are not mandatory, however other sessions like
problem-based learning, communication skills, longitudinal theme sessions, |aboratory sessions
and team-based learning are mandatory. ** This implies how good the lecturer is. *** Changesin
timetable implies preponing or postponing of lectures.

0.0% (n=0) 2.9% (n=1)

0.4% (n=2) | 0.0% (n=0)

Conceptual Learning

Students were asked how helpful live lectures or video lectures were in clarifying concepts
(*with ap-value of <0.01, these results were statistically significant at a 99% confidence level).
Out of 585 students, 5.0% (n=29) found live lectures ‘very helpful’, 28.5% (n=167) found them
‘somewhat helpful’, 36.1% (n=211) were neutral about it, 24.1% (n=141) chose ‘ not very
helpful’, and 6.3% (n=37) chose ‘not helpful at al’. On the other hand, out of 560 students who
responded to this question, 51.8% (n=290) found video lectures ‘very helpful’, 42.5% (n=238)
found them ‘somewhat helpful’, 5.4% (n=30) gave a neutral response, 0.4% (n=2) found them
‘not very helpful’, and none of them chose ‘not helpful at all’.

In the context of usefulness and effectivenessin learning, out of 303 students, 14.9% (n=45) of
students preferred live lectures while 85.1% (n=258) preferred video lectures. Students were also
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asked if they found videos or video lectures useful for conceptual learning. 95.7% (n=536) of
students responded ‘yes', while 4.3% (n=24) of students responded ‘no'.

Examination preparation
25.3% (n=148) of students reported that live lectures are helpful in exam preparation, 53.8%
(n=315) reported that they are somewhat helpful, and 20.9% (n=122) reported that they are not

helpful. The methods used by the participants in each year of their medical education are
depicted in figures 2-4.

Exam preparation methods used by first
year medical students

80

(n=128)

= 70 67
x
4 60
=
% 50
2 .0 (n=66)
b
g (n=438) 2k (n=50)
m 30 25.1 26.2
IS
g 20
[+3]
& 10

0

Reading live lecture Watching video Live lecture notes or Attending live
handouts lectures slides lectures

Methods used

Figure 2. The material used by first-year medical studentsto prepare for their examinations.
Participants could choose more than one learning modality in their response.
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Exam preparation methods used by second year
medical students
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Figure 3. The material used by second-year medical studentsto prepare for their examinations in
the first and second year of medical education. Answers could include more than one learning
modality.

Exam preparation methods used by third year medical students
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Figure 4. The material used by third-year medical studentsto prepare for their examinationsin
thefirst, second, and third year of medical education. Participants could choose more than one
answer.

Grades

Students were asked about the effect of video lectures on their grades and their examination
performance. Grade changes were quantified as such: ‘improved alot’ (>10% increase),
‘improved somewhat’ (5-10% increase), ‘ stayed the same’ (+-5%), ‘gone down dightly’ (5-10%
decrease), ‘gone down alot’ (>10% decrease). Out of 560 students, 45.4% (n=254) said their
grades ‘improved alot’ and for 37.3% (n=209), they ‘improved somewhat’. Grades ‘ stayed the
same' for 15.9% (n=89) of students while they ‘decreased slightly’ for 1.4% (n=8). None of the
students selected ‘decreased alot’. The examination performance was ‘ much better’ for 50.0%
(n=280), ‘dlightly better’ for 41.8% (n=234), ‘same’ for 7.9% (n=44), ‘dightly worse' for 0.4%
(n=2), and ‘much worse’ for none of the students.

Compulsory status of live lectures

Students were asked which learning modality should be compulsory in medical education. 28.5%
(n=167) werein favor of live lectures, 50.6% (n=296) werein favor of video lectures, while
20.9% (n=122) chose the ‘ neither/other’ modality option.

I mprovements

The students were asked to suggest improvements to live lectures and video lectures; each
student could select multiple options. Improvements to live lectures suggested by students are
summarized in table 2.

I mprovementsto live lectures Per centage of students (n)

No slides used in lectures 20.7% (n=34)
More interactive lectures 17.7% (n=29)
Shorter lectures 12.8% (n=21)
Teaching of more concepts 12.2% (n=20)
Effective teaching 11.0% (n=18)
More use of videos 11.0% (n=18)
Non-mandatory lectures 10.4% (n=17)
Adding case studies and clinical correlation 6.7% (n=11)
Use of diagrams 4.9% (n=8)
Teachers answering more questions 4.3% (n=7)
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Recap topics 2.4% (n=4)
Teachers being more passionate about the 1.8% (n=3)
subject

Less usage of difficult terminology 1.8% (n=3)
Content that helps answer examination 1.8% (n=3)
guestions

Other 8.5% (n=14)
Total 100.0% (n=164)

Table 2. Improvements to live lectures suggested by medical students.

Only eight students suggested some improvements to video lectures. 50.0% (n=4) suggested that
the video lectures should be available free of cost, 37.5% (n=3) suggested that they should have
defined objectives, 25.0% (n=2) thought that the lectures should be concept-based, and 25.0%
(n=2) suggested that they should be of shorter duration.

Discussion

This study assessed the use of video lectures compared to live lectures as learning modalities by
medical students. Our results were consistent with the literature, in that most students attended
live lectures because they were compulsory,* they helped in learning,™® or it was part of a
student’ s routine. ® Reasons such as asking questions and social interaction were less
commonly reported in our study and the literature,* > * however, they also play a part. More
students from the cohort with non-mandatory lectures chose academic reasons for lecture
attendance, such aslive lectures being an aid to learning. This may be because, as the lectures
were not mandatory, only students who were interested in learning attended them.*

The commonest reason for lecture absenteeism was ‘ poor teaching quality’. One student
mentioned, “I think it all comes down to who | actually want to listen to, there are teachers I'd
prefer over Sketchy [video lectures], and vice versa. If the teacher deliversinformationin a
clearer way, | wouldn't have any problem sitting through alecture.” Our results arein
concordance with many other studies.* ***8 |nstitutions should give importance to student
feedback when evaluating teachers' effectiveness and should train lecturers thoroughly. Live
lectures usually last one-hour; shorter lecture times should be trialed. Class size also discouraged
students from attending, with local colleges have more than 100 students per batch. Studies about
the effect of class sizes on outcomes have been disputed,'®?* and more research is required in
this area.

Students found video lectures more useful in clarifying concepts than live lectures. We assessed
effectiveness using students’ self-reported concept clarification as well. This parameter is
infrequently used in evaluating medical education. Most studies use test scores instead, yet
results are inconclusive.’ ™ * Millis et al, when studying first-year medical students, found
attendance/participation in the classroom to increased test scores.?? However, participation
implied taking additional tests, which is exam practice. However, Fogleman et al found
attendance affected scores in the National Board of Medical Examiner’stest.”® Yet, a


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.13.21249740

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.01.13.21249740; this version posted January 15, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission.

randomized trial by Solomon et a and a study by Davis et a found no significant differencein
test scores. %

More students used video lectures for exam preparation than live lectures or live lecture material
in all three years of medical education, with the number increasing over the years. The use of
live lectures or lecture material decreased over the years. Previous local studies found students to
favor videos.™® In our study too, students voted for video lectures to be mandatory in medical
education.

Students suggested that live lectures should not be delivered via slides (PowerPoint
Presentations), because it was not helpful when lecturers “just read off slides’. Slides also deter a
student from attending lectures.’® “In live lectures nowadays, the PowerPoint media is used, so
some teachers just read out what is written [on] the slides without even trying to explain it. [If]
they explain the dides, it would be much better and would increase the interests of students as
well”, one student wrote.

The results of our study show that students wanted more interactive lectures. | think teachers
should try to use the board more instead of using slides all the time. It gets boring for the
students and we mostly fedl as though the teacher might only be reading from dlides rather than
actually teaching. Thisway we are less likely to actually listen to what the teacher is saying.”

This study questionnaire was circulated online, and the cohort of students who filled the
guestionnaire may not be representative of the entire student population. The questionnaire was
self-administered, and some answers may have a bias. Additionally, *How do you prepare for
exams? required recall by studentsin higher years. Despite this, this study was conducted in
eleven medical collegesin three cities of Pakistan, giving a generalizable view on medical
students' perceptions. Most previous studies have compared live lectures and video lectures by
the same lecturers. However, students are increasingly using video lectures as defined by our
study, and this learning modality is not well studied.

Medical studentsin Pakistan prefer video lectures over live lectures. There are many aspects of
live lectures that can be improved upon, including teaching quality, delivery style, and content.
Such improvements may enhance students' learning experience, increase live lecture attendance,
and engage students more. Further studies may be done to assess students' perceptionsin more
detail to be better able to target the various pitfalls of live lectures.

Conclusion

The results of this study show that the majority of medical studentsin Pakistan prefer video
lectures over live lectures. There are many aspects of live lectures that can be improved upon,
including teaching quality, delivery style, and content. Such improvements may enhance
students’ learning experience, increase live lecture attendance, and engage students more. Since
this study was conducted in multiple institutes throughout Pakistan and the convenient sampling
without any strict exclusion criteria, likely, the medical studentsin the study population who are
not a part of this study had similar perceptions. We expect this study to have high external
validity and recommend that another multi-institutional study should be conducted so that
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students' perceptions can be assessed in more detail to be better able to target the various pitfalls
of live lectures.
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