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5] (n, %)
5 38 (49.3) 8(34.8) 19(70.4) 11(44.0)
Z 37 (50.7) 15(65.2) 8(29.6) 14(56.0)
F#E (M£SD) 21.91+1.749 21.30+0.559 23.41+2.043 20.84+0.746
w/ME 20 21 22 20
mAE 31 23 31 23
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M=£SD %) M=SD %) (Hedges’ g)
FEBERA
DH108 2.00£1.537 50.00 3.26+1.176 81.50 0.003 0.886
D clerk 2.37£1.497 59.25 3.63+£0.926 90.75 0.001 0.975
DH109 1.76+1.363 44.00 3.36+1.221 84.00 <0.001 1.198
P-value 0.3242 0.433b
PSR
DH108 15.7442.200 78.70 17.35+1.641 86.75 0.012 0.802
D clerk 15.00+3.000 75.00 16.70+3.244 83.50 0.004 0.527
DH109 16.084+2.290 80.40 17.00+2.273 85.00 0.034 0.390
P-value 0.2992 0.628°
THiRE
DH108 0.13+0.344 3.25 3.61+0.499 90.25 <0.001 7.828
D clerk 0.22+0.424 5.50 0.81+£1.001 20.25 0.003 0.690
DH109 0.04+0.200 1.00 0.72+1.061 18.00 0.004 0.847
P-value 0.122° <0.001°
DH108 17.8743.035 63.82 24.2242.110 86.50 <0.001 2.338
D clerk 17.5943.522 62.82 21.15+3.405 75.53 <0.001 0.997
DH109 17.88+2.455 63.86 21.08+2.768 75.29 <0.001 1.182
P-value 0.9292 <0.001°

a: One-way ANOVA; b Welch’s ANOVA; c: Paired #-test
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Educational board game for training dental and dental hyglene

students in patient safety issues

Chen-Yi Lee', Chia-Hua Lin2, Pel-Hung Su?, Hsiu-Fang Huang?, Ju-Hul Wu'2
'Department of Oral Hygiene, Kaohsiung Medical University, Kaohsiung City, Taiwan
Department of Dentistry, Kaohsiung Medical University Hospital, Kaohsiung City, Tawan

Introduction

Game-based leaming is becoming increasingly popular in medical education. This study used an onginally designed board game to train
dental and dental hygiene students in patient safety and investigated the educational value of game-based leaming to this end.
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