[bookmark: _Toc201655572][bookmark: _Toc201655571][bookmark: _Toc526416801]Paediatric case report review sheet – Advanced Training in Nuclear Medicine 
The following review sheet has been developed for a reviewer to use when providing feedback to a trainee on a paediatric case report. Paediatric case reports are reviewed by the Training Program Committee (TPC) in Nuclear Medicine.
The case study must receive a satisfactory result against at least 7 of the 8 sections listed below with minor revisions needed in no more than 1 area in order to receive an overall result of satisfactory.
Please ensure your comments are clear to ensure that trainees know what needs to be revised to make the case study satisfactory, if it is deemed as unsatisfactory.
Instructions for a reviewer
1. Download the trainees case report from TMP for review. 
2. Save a local copy of the case report review sheet. 
3. Use the completed case report review sheet to determine if the trainee has met the criteria and provide written feedback. 
4. Login to your TMP account and upload the completed case report review sheet. 
5. The trainee will be able to view the feedback on their case report. 
Refer to the learning, teaching and assessment programs and TMP instructions for further information.
	Reviewer name 
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Review signature 
	Click or tap here to enter text.
	Date 
	Click or tap to enter a date.
	Feedback 
	 Pass   
	☐	 Resubmit 
	☐
	Reviewer comments 
What did the trainee do well? 
Click or tap here to enter text.

	What are areas for improvement?
Click or tap here to enter text.

	Other comments 
Click or tap here to enter text.
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	Reviewer checklist  

	1. Case presentation  

	Descriptors for review 
	Comments

	☐  Resubmit required
	☐  Meets expected standard
	

	· Major or some omissions in the case presentation e.g., key aspects of the history or clinical findings missing lack of discussion of prior investigations and treatment. 
· The trainee has misunderstood key aspects of the clinical presentation
	· All aspects of the case covered including:
· patient/family or Whanāu information
· medical, social or family history 
· clinical findings 
	

	2. Nuclear medicine investigations 

	Descriptors for review
	Comments

	☐  Resubmit required
	☐  Meets expected standard
	

	· Major omissions in outlining what the clinical question that is to be addressed by the nuclear medicine study, including why it is/may be the most appropriate study.
· Deficits in the description of the study performed and interpretation of the clinical findings.
	· All aspects of the case covered including: 
· The clinical question 
· How testing was performed 
· Images and study interpretation
· Patient management outcomes from the test 
· How the test performed relates to the overall case and clinical question 
	



	3. Discussion  

	Descriptors for review
	Comments 

	☐  Resubmit required
	☐  Meets expected standard
	

	· Management plan is not discussed or lacks detail 
· Discussion is irrelevant to case and / or not linked back to the case
· Discussion does not cover issues relevant to the practice of paediatric nuclear medicine including addressing aspects of child and family centred care
· Discussion omits key points in the issues covered
	· Includes information about the patient’s response to treatments and the overall outcome of the case. 
· Good discussion of the issues relevant to the case described.
· Discussion linked appropriately to the case.
	

	4. Child and family centred care 

	Descriptors for review
	Comments 

	☐  Resubmit required
	☐  Resubmit required
	

	· No or limited reference to the elements of this case that impact on the patient and their family/Whanāu
	· Patient, family/ Whanāu impacts outlined as relevant 
	





	5. Key learning points

	Descriptors for review
	Comments

	☐  Resubmit required
	☐  Resubmit required
	

	· Key learning points irrelevant to case and / or discussion
	· Key learning points succinctly summarises the key issues and learning points from the case 
	

	6. Academic writing
The paediatric case report should be written in the third person.

	Descriptors for review
	Comments

	☐  Resubmit required
	☐  Resubmit required
	

	· Presentation and/or discussion disjointed and difficult to follow
· Poor grammar or spelling with significant impacts on readability 
· Important omissions made, which suggests a lack of understanding of what is important to the case 
	· Clear and logical structure 
· The report was concise and focused, and demonstrated appropriate scientific writing skills  
· The report demonstrated good written communication skills and was clear, succinct and logical
· Academic writing conventions including referencing, spelling, grammar and punctuation were used
· Case report information was de-identified appropriately
	



	7. Use of relevant literature

	Descriptors for review
	Comments

	☐  Resubmit required
	☐  Meets expected standard
	

	· Referencing style inconsistent
· Use of dated or low-grade references 
· Many of the statements in the clinical; and or counselling section are not supported by literature
· References used did not add to or support the information discussed in the case report
	· Key statements were supported by relevant and recent citations
· Quality, up-to-date references have been provided
· Referencing style is consistent, e.g. Vancouver Guidelines 
	

	8. Professional values and behaviours, ethical and social responsibilities and cultural safety

	Descriptors for review
	Comments

	☐  Resubmit required
	☐  Meets expected standard
	

	· Does not consider their professional behaviour and how this may have an impact on a case or patient 
· Did not consider cultural safety issues when engaging with the patient 
	· Demonstrates awareness of how these aspects can impact on a patient and the case report
· Professional opinions that consider social and ethical principles, including cultural safety and respect, were included
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