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| Abstract ]

.Comparison of students' results: Senior students' mock National Physician Licensing
Examination results Vs. Revalued results of their Sophomore period based on Jeju
National University Academic Affair Rule

Chang Sub Lee

Department of Neurosurgery, Jeju National University School of Medicine, Jeju, Korea

Seniors' sophomere period results (Resulti-2) were revalued based on Jeju National University Academic Affair Rule (JNUAAR)
and those were compared with their mock Naticnal Physician Licensing Examination resulls (Result—4). The correlation
coeflicients were 0.6634 and 0.6520 by revaluation method 1 and 2, respectively and interpreted as ‘relatively high correlation”.
Statistically, about 44% of Result—4 variance was determined by Result-2 variance. Therefore, student assessment has to
continue after sophomore period, Result=2 by revaluation method 1 also revealed that 3 additional students were classified as
Fail Group. Two of them belonged {0 “lower 10% group® during their senior period. Therefore, if giving the credil based on
JNUAAR, arguments concerning graduate inspection can be reduced very much. {J Med Life Sci 2011;8:54-58)

Key Words : correlation, revalue, senior, sophomore

| .M _2 ;

Ll FERES e QAE Y = BSEE
B 7lA3 3, o] B RS oARrtTAlY §Age s
WA A" B £ ok dEtd ojHez £9S
= q8hd shdolatel RubE| elAlEziaAle] §2E 4 e
FYE 7L Qlofok Bl o)t FRle] viokxlx] 3 &4
-+ -9 A5 ol Ehde - Y E]o. chA] - F e 7| 8|7p o)X=
v ogge R shakert o)Fojok ik,

Loy Bk A $d 7t SejtrdM: ofE] 48hd
A FolM YGALREZIRA] BolmAF QRN i ARG
B2 o] glo] gt A2 4vizt LaBtE 48hd 8hAYe
mo|mah JHE RolmAKE ¥ AEE BAAS 4% &
ojBE} FollA Aol EUY Ho| =EAT, 5] oA
HA| AR 3 319 5~10%c] SFsH= TS ZAAl™ el
A FFAE AU =27} sfoict o] Xof g

Address for correspondence . Chang Sub Lee

Department of Internal Medicine, Jeju National University School of
Medicine, 102 Jejudaehakno, 630756, Jeju, Korea

E-mail : nschangsub@jejunu.ac.kr

ol2i¥t EAlA7ol it sHAMeR oA upct ElFo] ko]
A7rER Q= g0l 1, 28hd 7|z 4ATeE YalEA)
ok ot Zoloh &, datdlgel AlRElE 38 olyo
el o HAE ez she dEBrEEHAIRE ol g%t
A7t olFolAle Ao| ohzh £TFE Ao ciergt
BHEHAY. YRE, I8, 353 W s B 5)E ol
3t 47 Hpass or faills A E|0R JHEAAE Aol
g sohlel oAl 3R Z18lE Fr(KF)7t ot
T Zolch mebd "1, 28R 7iztel dxdaE Yo s
Yiadgol AEE] Hof SPAEE mhAjol g e Fo
e AR e, RedAE 4ed 3HE 4 ok
& A7 Boto] olelgt Fgo| BgURE Big] R wict

‘1. 28 717kl el E d43d) ste] 48hdo] E|y) e
LS wbHol o= 3ol A FHE dol eadwt
Aoz Wolge] A2 94 "1, 28hd 713k SIRE A3 o)
43P Bo| Al At JAAT BFE A7 S Eloof
Fhet gher 1, 28k Fe) 44t 4thd 2onAt 43 Al
off duuAlZl sohd gEEels 1, 28R vigko] obd 48hd
woll she Zo| epgsiyict, EXF ol AltiAr} wohe 27
o] SEHATHY, FdolME oIFA 1. 28hd 7iziel 4xTe]
7F AduistA == weid gavk ok


mailto:nschangsub@jejunu.ac.kr

Comparison of students’ results: Senior students' mock National Physician Licensing Fxamination results Vs, Revalued results of their Sophomore period based on Jeju National University Academic Affair Rule
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Figure 1, This diagram shows differences between post—
modulation scores by using method 1 and method 2. If
one choose method 2, inter—student's interval will be
magnified. As a result, one may get larger number of cut—
off group than when one using method 1.

Table 1. Grade calculation system. This system is based
on Jeju National University Academic Affair Rules.

Grade Score Credit
At 100 - 97 4.3
AQ 96 — G4 4.0
A~ 93 - 90 37
B+ 89 - 87 3.3
BO 86 — 84 3.0
B- 83 — 80 29
C+ 9 - 77 23
Co 76 - 74 2.0
c- 73 - 170 1.7
D+ 69 — 67 1.3
Do 66 — 64 1.0
D- 63 - 60 - 09
F 59 -0 S0
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Figure 2. This flow chart demonstrates revaluation
protocol of this study.
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Table 2. Summary of student's grade and rénk during
their sophomore and senior periods{Credit 1 and RANK 1
i revalued sophomore period results by levaluation
methood 1, Credit 2 and RANK 2 ; revalued sophomore
period results by revaluation methood?2

Student Credit 1 Credit 2 Rank 1 Rank 2 Rank
code (Year 2)  (Year 2) (Year 2) (Year 2) (Year 4)
501 2.63 2.31 o7 23 37
502 195 1.50 38 39 39
503 1.99 168 37 35 36
804 318 3.03 15 14 35
505 403 413 It 1 1
506 3.35 3.99 11 11 - 34
507 3,90 392 2 2 8
508 .74 2.43 24 26 16
509 371 362 5 5 3
810 2.61 2,96 29 29 31
511 3.00 2.78 18 19 23
s12 2.89 1.99 3 42 7
813 1.91 1.53 39 38 25
S14 2.23 1.90 34 33 38
515 2.77 2.49 22 23 20
516 2.00 1.60 46 37 29
8§17 2,74 2.46 24 a4 2
518 3.33 3.24 12 12 32
519 276 . 246 03 24 24
§20 3.62 3.52 8 7 14
821 2.98 202 32 31 30
§22 2.02 1.62 a5 36 18
523 2.25 1.84 33 34 7
524 3.01 2.80 17 17 15
§25 2.63 2.36 27 27 28
526 3.48 3.44 9 g9 5
827 3.58 3.52 8 7 2
528 9.74 2.51 24 22 17
529 ‘384 .80 3 3 10
830 2.47 2.13 30 30 33
$31 3.57 3.53 7 6 29
832 383 3.75 4 4 4
533 2.97 2.80 20 17 19
534 2.88 2.70 21 21 a1
535 3.21 801 14 15 13
538 3,31 311 13 13 9
837 3.10 2,92 16 16 12
538 2.98 2.78 19 19 11
539 3.42 3.37 10 10 8
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Comperison of stadents results Serdor stidenis’ mock National Physician Licensig Examination resulis Vs, Revalved results of their Sephomore period based on Jeju Netional University Acodemic Affair Rule
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Figure 3. This scatter diagram reveals relatively high
positive correlation between Resuli—2-1, Result-2-2
{revalued sophomore period result by revaluation method 1
and 2) and Result-4 (revalued senior period result),
respectively.
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