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Table 1. Comparison of two groups of Motivation- Value
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pretest 1% interim report 2™ interim report Final report
Group Mean £+ SD Mean £+ SD Mean £+ SD Mean £+ SD
Experimental(n=29) 2.60 453 4.45 4.64
Control(n=14) 2.21 4.16 432 4.20
Variables B 95% Wald ClI P
Experimental Group .389 .066 - .712 .018
Control Group (Reference) Oa
Final report 1.982 1.742 - 2.222 .000
2" interim report 2.107 1.776 - 2.438 .000
1% interim report 1.554 1.320 - 1.787 .000
Pretest (Reference) Oa
Experimental Group * Final report .052 -.263 - .368 745
Experimental Group * 2" interim report -.262 -.676 - .152 214
Experimental Group * 1% interim report 102 -.192 - .395 497
Group * Time (refer to the control group) Oa
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Table 2. Comparison of two groups of Motivation- Confidence

Group pretest 1% interim report 2™ interim report Final report
Mean = SD Mean = SD Mean = SD Mean = SD
Experimental(n=29) 1.98 4.02 3.95 4.09
Control(n=14) 2.02 2.80 2.89 3.07
Variables B 95% Wald Cl P
Experimental Group -.035 -471 - 401 875
Control Group (Reference) Oa
Final report 1.054 520 - 1.587 .000
2" interim report 875 571-1.179 .000
1% interim report .786 454 -1.117 .000
Pretest (Reference) Oa
Experimental Group * Final report 1.050 453 - 1.647 .001
Experimental Group * 2" interim report 1.091 .648 - 1.534 .000
Experimental Group * 1% interim report 1.154 717 -1.591 .000
Group * Time (refer to the control group) Oa
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Table 3. Comparison of two groups of Motivation- Anxiety

5

Group pretest 1% interim report 2" interim report Final report
Mean + SD Mean + SD Mean + SD Mean + SD
Experimental(n=29) 1.70 2.94 2.77 2.55
Control(n=14) 1.89 3.23 2.94 3.31
Variables B 95% Wald Cl P
Experimental Group -.189 -.641 - .263 412
Control Group (Reference) Oa
Final report 1.429 .790 - 2.067 .000



2" interim report 1.057 511 - 1.604
1% interim report 1.143 571-1.715
Pretest (Reference) Oa
Experimental Group * Final report -.573 -1.313 - .166
Experimental Group * 2" interim report 012 -.654 - .678
Experimental Group * 1% interim report .099 -.569 - .766
Group * Time (refer to the control group) Oa

.000
.000
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Table 4. Comparison of two groups of clinical reasoning

Group pretest 1% interim report 2" interim report Final report
Mean = SD Mean = SD Mean + SD Mean = SD
Experimental(n=29) 1.90 3.84 4.06 4.00
Control(n=14) 2.00 3.23 3.40 3.27
Variables B 95% Wald CI P
Experimental Group -.104 -513 ~ .305 .619
Control Group (Reference) 0?
Final report 1.286 867 ~ 1.704 .000
2" interim report 1.411 1.034 ~1.787 .000
1% interim report 1.214 .826 ~ 1.602 .000
Pretest (Reference) 0?

Experimental Group * Final report .956 480~ 1.432 .000
Experimental Group * 2" interim report 504 .042 ~ .966 .033
Experimental Group * 1% interim report .584 136 ~ 1.032 011

Group * Time (refer to the control group) 0?
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Table 5. Comparison of two groups of learning effectiveness with Mann-Whitney

PSS N TR & NN p

PHRESHLA K S 29 4.481 0.166 .000
ERT R S 14 3.616 0.116

Bz T oot & K S 29 4.572 0.276 129
ERT R S 14 4.214 0.532

BB REORLA K S 29 4.684 0.189 .000
ERT R S 14 3.893 0.263

FY % dmak K S 29 4.676 0.184 .061
ERT A 14 4.214 0.631
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Table 6. correlation analysis
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lide after heavy rainfall for 4-5 hrs with multiple pain this morning

Present lliness:
Tnis is 2 60y/0 male with no known past history.
This time, he had been stuck in the mudsde for 45 hrs with multiple pain of chest.left lower legs due to
swelling with some bullae formation. He denied head contussion, chest contussion, abdomen oor
initial toss of consciousness. At ER, vital sign T 37.6 P 101 R 20 BP 136/85, Con:
Pain control was done and ABx tx with Avelox given. Lab showad elevated AST, CK. BUN, CR, WEC with left
snift. C i Dr was consulted and combined care was agreed. He was aditted for
further evaluation and management.
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Chief Complaint:
Burie

the mudslide after heavy rainfall for 4-5 hrs with multiple pain this moming

Present lliness:

male with no known past history.

This time, he had been stuck in the mudskde for 4-3 hrs with muhiple pain of chest left lower legs dusto
swelling with some bullas formatian. He Senied hesd contussion. chest contussion sbdomen contussion or
initial loss of consciousness. At ER, vital sign T37.6 P 101 R 20 BP 136/B5. Conscicus clear, GCS E4 M6 V3.
Pain control was done and ABx tx with Avelax given. Lab showed elevated AST. K. BUN. CR. WBG with Ieft
shift. CKMB, NT-proBINP. Orthopedic Dr was consulted and combined care was sgreed. He was sdmitted for
further evaluation and management
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FiMESE : 1123457 14 F  1939/03/05 (78 %)
B  fiRfr : ] ABEE I © 2021/06/20
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1.Dyspnea, unspecified :
2.Chronic kidney disease, unspecified :
3.Hyperkalemia :
4.Type 2 diabetes mellitus without complications :
5.Pleural effusion, not elsewhere classified :
RO600 Dyspnea, unspecified
N189 Chronic kidney disease, unspecified
E875 Hyperkalemia
E119 Type 2 diabetes mellitus without complications
190 Pleural effusion, not elsewhere classified

Admitted at 20 : 38 + §ij{HHi
toe tumor s/p i il M R 1
u)) + coPD wr § W’L'Eﬁii

+ £ Or. a’::n.'il!,‘ 11105 4 3 ] L't Big
£ CAD s/p LAD stenting (BMS
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d Comments: eGFR(M[)RDH?*'Cm’t l [34}‘4@ (-0.203)*0. ’47(|ffemale)
(=] = this AMAET Gk
Blood Gas N —
pH ‘:PZD 7.350- 7450
~ pCO2 41 mmHg 32 - 458%
p02 8 mmHg 75 - 100
HCO3 21 mmolL 20 - 264
BE: L4.7—mmolL-20-205; -
Sa02 9%0 % >y (%
[Blood]
o) K 125 UL 38-397
Troponin-1 HH1237  ngmL  Cutoff:<0.5,URL:0.04
Potassium L34 mEgL  35-51
IR Calcium 991 mgdl  89-103
"I\ Magnesium 242 mgdl 18-25
CKMB H9.15 ngml <54 v 3%
X-RAY 2021/06/20 09:00 ZfF
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Present lliness :

sclerosis) + CXD, stage 3-4  HTN - Ol CVA - Chro
Spondvlohsthests slp i.a,mmectomy bone gmft and mtemal fixation. This time, he suffered from
gmimhsenmmdaysande&mmhﬂlqs He just dlschargeon 6/23 for UTl and
Em ma s/p VATS( S/ZB)Am:ordmg to his statement, he demed chllls running nose, sorethroa,
muld nausea/vommng with poor appetite, nor diarrhea,nor tarry stool, bilateral legs edema was
noted for day and any TOCC history.
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