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Table 1. Diagnostic Competencies for Case Study 1
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Diagnostic Defining Related
Label Characteristic Factor
Competent Competent Competent
53% 66% 59% Frequency %
+ + + 131 (35)
- + + 55 (15)
i i - 36 (9)
+ - + 19 (5)
+ - 27 (7)
- - + 15 (4)
4 - - 15 (4)
23 (6)
m.d. m.d. m.d. 55 (15)

Case Study 1: Ineffective therapeutic regimen
management as an accurate diagnosis

+- (+) Competent, () not competent to state
accurate and relatively accurate responses
m.d.: missing data
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Table 2. Diagnostic Competencies for Case Study 2
(n=376)

Risk Factor
Competent 72%

Diagnostic Label

Competent 60% Frequency (4)
0

+ + 200 (53)
+ 71 (19)
+ - 27 (1)
27 (7
m.d. m.d. 51 (14)

Case Study 2: Risk for infection as an accurate
diagnosis

+- (+) Competent, () not competent to state
accurate and relatively accurate responses
m.d.= missing data
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Table 3. Competency Levels for Stating Related/Risk Factors and
Demographic Data (n=376)

Relatively

Competent Competent

Incompetent  F-value p

CS1 Diagnostic Label Determination
1

Clinical 13.7 105 10.6 7.81 <.0001

Experience (y)
CS2 Diagnostic Label Determination

Clinical

|
B 12.9 11.4 10.4 3.84 .022
Experience (y)

CS1 Data Analysis

-
Clinical 11.9 dJs 131 346  .033
Experience (y)

CS2 Data Analysis

Clinical

B 11.7 12.0 10.4 1.13 .326
Experience (y)

* p<.05 Tukey HSD
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