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Fig. 1. Knowledge and practical-related test scores of 4 groups. High Peer/High Self group showed a statistically significant difference
with another 2 groups (Low Peer/High Self and Low Peer/Low Self) in the scores of end-of-course, credit, pre-Lab, and practical examina-
tions. Data represents mean values + SE. LSD post hoc test results; Levels that are not significantly different one each other are represented

with the same letter.

Table 1. Correlation of variables each other for high peer/high self group

Variables End-of-course End-of-term Credit Summative Pre-Lab Practical
End-of-course -
End-of-term 0.69%* -
Credit 0.83%* 0.67%* -
Summative 0.47%* 0.43%* 0.58%#: -
Pre-Lab 0.64%* 0.67%* 0.68%: 0.53%:* -
Practical 0.47%:* 0.31 0.40* 0.37* 0.59%* -

*P<0.05, **P<0.01
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Table 2. Correlation of variables each other for high peer/low self group

Variables End-of-course End-of-term Credit Summative Pre-Lab Practical
End-of-course -
End-of-term 0.68** -
Credit 0.88** 0.70%* -
Summative 0.58%* 045 0.46 -
Pre-Lab 0.72%* 0.67** 0.77%* 0.29 -
Practical 0.17 -0.22 0.16 0.07 0.10 -
*P<0.05, **P<0.01
Table 3. Correlation of variables each other for low peer/high self group
Variables End-of-course End-of-term Credit Summative Pre-Lab Practical
End-of-course -
End-of-term 0.56%* -
Credit 0.82%* 0.68** -
Summative 0.60* 0.58%* 0.77** -
Pre-Lab 0.61%* 0.28 0.68%* 0.59%* -
Practical 0.31 0.39 041 0.67** 045 -
#P<0.05, **P <001
Table 4. Correlation of variables each other for low peer/low self group
Variables End-of-course End-of-term Credit Summative Pre-Lab Practical
End-of-course -
End-of-term 0.55%* -
Credit 0.67** 0.50%* -
Summative 0.30 0.33 0.55%* -
Pre-Lab 0.63%** 0.61%* 0.75%* 0.37* -
Practical 0.48%* 0.19 0.49°%* 0.19 0.32 -
*P<0.05, **P<0.01
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Relationship of Peer- and Self Assessments in the Anatomy
Laboratory and Academic Performance of Gross Anatomy

Bee Sung Kam?, Min Jeong Kim', Seung 11 Joo', So Jung Yune?, Sun Ju Im?, Sang Yeoup Lee?,
Sik Yoon', Sun Yong Baek'~

1Department of Anatomy, 2Department of Medical Education, School of Medicine, Pusan National University

Abstract: Gross anatomy, with cadaver laboratory dissection, is in a unique position to preside over a rich number
of activities such as the team work, integrity, active learning, communication in the small group-all aspects of
professional conduct.

The purposes of this study are to investigate the correlation of professionalism with academic performance and
the characteristics of groups of students in the performance variables.

First-year Pusan National University School of Medicine students (n=108) from the Class of 2015 taking the
gross anatomy course were required to do the self- and peer assessment about the professional behaviors of each of
the six members of their dissecting group.

The students were classified into one of four subgroups based on their deviation from the self- and peer
assessment medians, such as high peer/high self (HP/HS), high peer/low self (HP/LS), low peer/high self (LP/
HS), low peer/low self (LP/LS). There were significant higher scores in the high peer groups (HP/HS, HP/LS) in
comparison with low peer groups (LP/HS, LP/LS) in the academic performance of end-of-term (F'=3.24), credit
(F=3.54), pre-Lab (F =3.94), practical examination (F'=3.60) scores. Significant correlations among academic
performance variables were observed generally. There were some differences in the correlation in the practical
examination and other variables. The relatively high correlation between practical examination and other variables
is HP/HS, followed by LP/LS, LP/HS and then HP/LS.

In conclusion, peer- and self assessment subgroups showed a significant differences in the academic performance.
This assignment would be available to evaluate work habits of professionalism in the gross anatomy laboratory. It is

suggested that HP/HS group was more adaptable in the contextual leaning the gross anatomy course.

Keywords: Anatomy laboratory, Professionalism, Peer assessment, Self assessment, Academic performance
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