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Results (continued)

Figure E: Secondary Endpoints

Figures A-C: Students participating in high-fidelity simulation cases at the University of Connecticut School of Pharmacy
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EI Third year pharmacy students (n=73) completed a 6-question, multiple

choice pre-test, focused on concepts introduced via didactic lectures _
ON Classroom Simulation Session 90
Utilizing a high-fidelity simulation mannequin, students
participated in hands-on patient cases reflecting the concepts

they were tested on .
02 Post-Test & Final Exam

A post test was required to be completed within
1 week of the simulation sessions. The same
questions were then included on the final exam,
which was taken 2 weeks after the simulation
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