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Pit van dé: Panh gia tinh chuyén nghiép y khoa déng vai trd quan trong nhu mét thude do
hiéu qua cua chuong trinh dao tao cling nhu phan anh xu hudng cac chi sé vé chit luong chim soc
sizc khoé bénh nhan trong tuong lai cua hé thdng y té. Nghién ciru duoc thuc hién nham danh gia
tinh chuyén nghiép cua sinh vién y khoa tai truong Pai hoc Y-Duoc Hué thdng qua phdi hop da
cbng cu lugng gia.

Pé6i twong va phwong phap nghién ciru: Nghién ciru md ta cit ngang tién hanh trén sinh
vién Y khoa nam thr nam tai truong Pai hoc Y - Duogc, Dai hoc Hué nam 2023. St dung phdi hop
da cong cy danh gia tinh chuyén nghiép cua sinh vién bao gom: cong cu hd tro sinh vién ty danh gia
(PSCOM) va bo 06 cau hoi trac nghiém tinh hudng cua tac gia Barry va ky thi OSCE k¥ ning giao
tiép, hoi bénh vai bénh nhan chuan.

Két qua: Ba bo cong cu danh gia sau dic tinh cdu thanh tinh chuyén nghiép y khoa dugc
dinh nghia boi Lién doan ndi khoa Hoa Ky bao gom: trach nhiém, 10ng vi tha, nghia vu, sy wu ti
trong nghé nghiép, chinh truc va ton trong. C6 su khac biét dang ké giita nam va nir trong diém ty
nhan thac tinh chuy@n nghiép y khoa (p<0,001) va diém tric nghiém tinh huéng (p<0,001). C6 mdi
tuong quan giita diém tu nhan thic caa sinh vién véi diém tra 16i cau hoi tric nghiém vé xt tri tinh
hubng (p<0,05, r=0,106), diém ky thi OSCE (p<0,01, r=0,14). C6 su khac biét dang ké giira diém ty
nhan thic cia sinh vién, diém trac nghiém xu tri tinh hudng va diém ky thi thyc hanh véi bénh nhan
chuan (p<0,001).

Két luan: Panh gia tinh chuyén nghiép y khoa can phai phdi hop nhiéu cong cu lugng gia,
thuc hién lién tuc trong chuong trinh dio tao Vi sy ndng cao dan muc tiéu danh gia: tir danh gia vé
nhan thic, kién thirc dén danh gia hanh vi cia sinh vién lién quan tinh chuyén nghiép y khoa.
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ABSTRACT
USING MULTIPLE ASSESSMENT METHODS TO EXPLORE PROFESSIONALISM IN MEDICAL
STUDENTS AT HUE UNIVERSITY OF MEDICINE AND PHARMACY IN 2023
Vo Puc Toan™, Dang Danh Thang®, Mai Thanh Xuan®, Phung Bich Thao®,
Thai Minh Quy®, Truong Thuy Quynh®, Le Ho Thi Quynh Anh), Che Thi Len Len®,
Nguyen Thi Cuc®, Ho Pac Truong An™, Ho Anh Hien™, Duong Quang Tuan®,
Nguyen Thi Thanh Huyen®, Nguyen Minh Tam®
@ Family Medicine Center, University of Medicine and Pharmacy, Hue University

@ Fifth Year Medical Student, University of Medicine and Pharmacy, Hue University

Background: Professionalism has become one of the core competencies in medical
education which will shape physicians’s behavior in the future to provide high-quality and patient-
centered care services. The aim of this study was to assess the professionalism of medical students
at Hue University of Medicine and Pharmacy by multiple assessment methods.

Materials and Methods: A cross-sectional descriptive study was carried out with fifth-year
medical students of Hue University of Medicine and Pharmacy, Hue University in 2023. A
combination of multiple tools is used to assess the professionalism of students, including student
self-assessment (PSCOM), situational multiple-choice questions, and OSCE.

Results: Three toolkits assess the six characteristics that constitute medical professionalism,
as defined by the American Federation of Internal Medicine (AFIM): accountability, altruism, duty,
professional excellence, honor - integrity, and respect. There is a correlation between students' self-
assessment scores and their scores on multiple choice questions on situational handling ((Pearson’s
correlation, p<0,05), OSCE exam score ((Pearson’s correlation, p< 0,01). The student self-
assessment scores, the situational multiple-choice questions scores, and the OSCE scores were
significantly different from each other (p<0.001).

Conclusion: The evaluation of medical professionalism needs a combination of assessment
tools, implemented continuously throughout the training program, with a progressive development
of the assessment objectives: from the assessment of awareness and knowledge to the assessment of
student behavior related to medical professionalism.
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