I

\

_CHARITE

/
”%:&_.;dé

Evaluation of an allocation of supervision levels to checklist
assessment in undergraduate emergency simulation training
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fBackground Objectives \
Entrustable professional activities (EPA) represent units of EPA have since been evaluated in the clinical context and
professional work to be carried out in the workplace under a with simulated patients but not in full-scale simulation.
supervision level reflecting the trainee’s level of com- The purpose of this project was to develop, introduce and
petencelll. Core EPAs for undergraduate medical training evaluate the rating via supervision levels for an EPA on
have recently been defined, one being the recognition of and emergency care and resuscitation for basic under-

Kinitiation of emergency treatment in Critically ill patient5[2’3]. graduate providers in a simulated emergency course. /

( Research questions: )
How do self and examiner ratings regarding supervision / autonomy levels relate?
How does the feedback via supervision levels relate to the feedback by traditional checklists?

S How is the feedback via supervision levels perceived by medical students and examiners? )

Setting:M ehods CHARTE  sule- Pt M 38

» Emergency medicine course, formative assessment ON— ) e

 Undergraduate medical education,10"" semester, prior to clerkships | [====_ - -gog o

+ Small group, medium-fidelity simulation training e noo i

Instruments: e ooao

 Traditional checklists plus EPA supervision level (self- and examiner) e " hoa
ratings ooao )

« Questionnaire on feasibility and acceptability (Likert scale 1-5) “o oo EPAlevels were attributed scores

Statistical analysis: ooao frorr_1 1 = level 2a_ to 6 = level 4a for

» Explorative and descriptive analyses, comparison of instruments, t- ~5 8o statistical analysis.
test via SPSS 23 and 24 '; DD Du

Results

Student feedback (questionnaire) in means:
i Due to EPA supervision level based feedback | feel 3.9
u proficient to perform emergency procedures (as stated St
= in the EPA description) on patients.

LI—I The assessment with EPA supervision levels gives 4.0

@
L
=
=]
=3

5 mean=4.56
SD1.3

o
- —

feedback on individual performance. Do
The assessment with the checklist rates overall team E
performance. o
Overall EPA level assessment is a valuable addition to
checklist-based feedback.

Instructor feedback (questionnaire) in means:
The assessment with EPA supervision levels gives
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EPA Supervision level

feedback on individual performance.
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Chacklist ratings in %

The assessment with the checklist rates overall team
performance.
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n=2 n=13 n=18 n=31 n=26 n=22 The use of EPA supervision levels as feedback tool is
m=923 m=851 m=80.4 m=832 m=90.6 m=91.4 not time-consuming.
S0= 2O D= S 0 S M 0= S M 0= PR 0o Overall EPA level assessment is a valuable additionto 3.9
Stk I Emrrdi 1 F 3 4 5 ] checklist-based feedback. SDO;
Exxaminer assessment of ERA supervision leael Overall impression can be summarized with supervision
. . . . . . X . . i spog
Comparison of self- and examiner EPA level ratings ~ Comparison of examiner EPA level ratings with checklist rating levelallocation:

. Self- and examiner ratings on the estimated EPA supervision levels differ significantly with respect to trusted student autonomy /
required supervision (p=0.016).

. Examiner attributed EPA levels show only a low correlation with checklist ratings. (r=0.241, p=0.011).

. Students and examiners rated EPA supervision levels as valuable addition to checklist-based feedback.

(" Conclusions R
Feedback on supervision levels regarding the performance in emergency care and life support seems to be feasible and not time-
consuming. Students and teachers valued the additional feedback information as it yields a more realistic view of overall performance.

\__Checklists are still important to address single items for further student learning. )

( Take-home message )
Evaluation of supervision level needed to carry out a professional activity in emergency care and life support is an easily

\_ integrated tool that enables students to get a more realistic view of their overall abilities. )
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