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INTRODUCTION: RESULTS:
» Interest develops ie 4-phasesl. > Item Synthesis:
> A tool which can indicate thf’ » Based on the Operational / mthesis of \
Interest level of a stud'ent. 15 | Definition of the Construct Literature review
essentlel _fOT demgnmg = 25 Items were developed. Qd i
edueatlenal 1etewent1ens and — — > Content Validity: 25
measuring their effectiveness. | - « 3 Ttems were removed due to W
> No such tool exists for low Inter-Rater Agreement T
mea'sur}ng a student's interest. on Clarity (IRAC < 80%) Expert Validation |
> Objective: To develop & > Construct Validity: et
validate a questionnaire to W Tndividual « Three rounds of Exploratory 22

measure a student's interest in
the subject of Community  Figure-1: The four Phase
Medicine model of Interest Development

: ~ltems _—
Factor Analysis were done.
= First Round o Roundof\

= 22 Items subjected Factor Analysi

= 4 Factors were 1dentified

METHODOLOGY: = ] Item was dropped due 21
to cross loading. -

e

» A cross-sectional study was carried out over a period of 1 year. = Second Round

» The seven-step process of designing a high-quality = 21 Items subjected 2nd Roundof\)
questionnaire' was followed. = 3 Factors were identified Factor Aﬂw

» Reliability and Internal consistency- Cronbach's alpha (0.75) » 2 Jtems were dropped T

due to cross loading. ~ltems —

STEP-1: + STEP-2: * Third Round
Literature Review FGD + In-depth interview " ]9 Items subjected 3rd Roundo}
(PubMed directory) (6 Sessions 1n total, per » 3 Factors were identified. @l‘ Aﬂw

session 6 students)

STEP-3:
Synthesis of Results

= Factor | (Emotions).: 19

» Represented by 7 items W

* Factor 2 (Reengagement)

STEP-4:
P
Develop Items

= Represented by 7 items Figure-3
(In congruence with the  (Operational definition of . F tp 3 (Val 4 Results of Validation
Operational definition) the construct prepared) SIS L of Items for the

u Represented by5 1tems \ Questionnaire /

STEP.S. % 8 Experts
«» Inter-rater agreement CONCLUSIONS:

% Content Validity Index | o o |
(Clarity and representativeness) » Interest 1n a subject 1s a multi-dimensional construct

» The construct was found to have three dimensions- Feelings,
predisposition to reengagement and value towards the subject..

| STEP-7: :
STEP-6: — > A validated tool was developed through content and construct
Cognitive Interview Lot lesting o o : . .
validity, to measure a student's interest in Community Medicine

(Comprehensibility)  (Exploratory Factor Analysis) » Possible uses of the Questionnaire:
= In Cross-sectional studies: To measure the level of interest.
Number & Adequacy of Responses: * In longitudinal studies: A shift in scores within the
*  Number- 20 per item = 480, responses from 16 reengagement and value domains of the questionnaire
Medical colleges through Stratified sampling. indicates that a learner is progressing to more advanced
" Adequacy: KMO & Bartlets test of sphericity at 0.8. phases of interest. This insight allows teachers to adjust their
Number ot Factors: teaching methods accordingly. For instance, they can employ
" Explained total variance > 60%, Eigen value > | techniques focused on applying knowledge rather than
Sorting items 1n factors: relying solely on instructional teaching methods
* Factor loading, Multicollinearity, Cross loading.
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Figure 2: The Study design
» The MBBS students across 16 different Medical Colleges of

India who had participated in the study
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