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ULUSLARARASI OLGME, SEGCME VE YERLES”HME ;

Isinin Deg vy,
Klinik Akil Yiiriitme Becerisinin Degerh"“"mesinde :
Uretim Yontemlerinin Karsilastinimas; tomat;k ;

. r
Betill Nalan Karahan ', Emre Emekli 2 u
Tip fakiiltesi lisans egitimde klinik akil yiriitme (KAy) Decerisinin

ve Klinik oncesi donemde KAY decjerlendirmegi co.ktan Secmeli soryfa, ndmlr-nas' Jere
(Daniel ve ark.,2019). GSS, yapay zeka (Y2) ile iretilen sablon tabapy, Otomati & yap, kfmzhe
0SU) ve yaziimlarla dretilen sablon tabanli olmayan 0Sj (5T0-0s()) Olmak 1 Sory U
otomatik dretilebilir (Gierl ve ark.,2013). Bu gallsrpamn amaci $T-Qgjj ST 8 i y0m(
ve halihazirda kullanilan sorular hakkinda uzman gorisii alarak, SOrularn el r;]ﬂﬂe
sinde kullanilabilirligini aragtirmaktir. Abdominal aciller hakkinga SOTU liretjim, gy :
ST-0SU (ierigin belirlenmesi, soru $ab.lo.nu Olusturulmas, yazilim jlg g ? L
cinsiyet, semptom, Oykd, laboratuvar, fizik muayene basliklar belirlengi v oﬁ m
yazildi. Soru sablonu olusturularak 7260 soru iretildi. ST0-0sjj

icin ' degiy
uretildi (Kiyak&Emekli,2024). Rastgele aftisar soru (18) segilerek fogr;m |(|:eh ZL(;TH% > 5

ru metni anlasilrdir, b-Soru, klinik acidan uygundur, ¢-Sorynyn tek bir do'mend'"'di (&
d-Soruda verilen bilgiler, dogru cevabi bulmak icin yeterlidir e-Celdiriciler mantclevabu Varg
uzmanlari cevaplamasiigi bile zordu, g-Soru ip dgrencileri igin uyqr 20rluktayg O, S
: ji hekimi) cevapladi. Katilimcilar sorularin KAY dlctiigiinii ifae etmekge' -Fomy 14
,57), giincel sorular 69/84 (%82.14), ST0-0S() (%84,52)). Evet cevab.y(;j eI
-sorular, ST0-0SU icin sirasiyla “a” 11,83-11,67-13; «py» 8,339 17r.h1i|ama]a"
10,17; “e” 6,67-8,67-10,67; “f” 2,83-1-05; “q” 6 17.¢ 5-81? 0
e e de KAY lgabiececsorulartrettimey g
guniugu ve dogru cevabi bulmak igin verilen bilgileri gigen bet?:zm
liksekdir. STO-OSU ile retilen sorulara birgok parametred?:;a;;

ile 6lgmede kullanilabilecek sory Uretilebilir,
1 Uretimi, Klinik Akl Yiiriitme, Yapay Zeka
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ning (CR) skills are essential in undergraduate medical education, and i
cinical reaso assessment is'oonduded using muftiple-choice questions (Mé;;(j(l;gr?l:
s MC0s 4" be mama!ly generated using two methods: template-based auto-
g . NIG) wﬂh artificial mtelllggnce (Al) and non-template-based AIG (NTB-
atic € ced wih software (Gierl et al., 2013). This study aims to investigate the usability of
06) prod cenerated by TB-AIG, NTB- AIG, and currently used questions in assessing CR, based
- opinons For TB-AIG, headings such as age, gender. symptoms, history, laboratt;ry, and
on X% amination were defined, and potential variables were written. A question template
% and 7260 questions were generated. For NTB-AIG, 17 questions were generated
pi .4 (Kiyak & EmeKii, 2024). A random selection of six questions (18 in total) was
using udﬂﬂl a form, assessing the understandability, clinical appropriateness, single correct
of information, logical distractors, difficulty for experts, and appropriate diffi-
rteen radiology physicians participated. They indicated that the questions
effectively: TB-AIG 66/84 (78.57%), current questions 69/84 (82.14%), NTB-AIG
average uyps” responses for TB-AQG, current questions, and NTB- AQG were
83-11.67-13; up” 8.33-9.17-11.5; “c” 7.17-7.67-9; “d” 8-9.33-10.17; “¢”
. ugn 9 83-1-0.5; 9" 6.1 7-6.5-8.17. Questions capable of measuring CR can be
: @m,question generation methods. The headings measuring the understand-
i text, clinical appropriateness, and the sufficiency of the information pro-
answer are high for all three question generation techniques. Questions
ceived more “Yes” responses in many parameters. Questions that can

with Al can be produced.
estion Generation, Clinical Reasoning, Artificial Intelligence

et al. (2019). Clinical reasoning assessment methods: A
mic Medicine, 94(6), 902-912.
). Using automatic item generation to create multi-
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iterature review. Postgraduate Medical Journal,
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