E-learning to improve paediatric parenteral nutrition
knowledge? A pilot study In two hospitals.
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ODbjectives

To assess and compare the impact of a newly created
E-learning module on the ablility of physicians to
manage theoretical clinical cases In two hospitals.
The E-learning module was focused on prescription
of paediatric parenteral nutrition.

» Education and training may improve prescription of paediatric parenteral nutrition

* Prescription of paediatric parenteral nutrition may be performed by physicians or clinical pharmacists in
hospitals

* Differences In knowledge of prescribing and non-prescribing physicians may be expected

» Setting: two paediatric university hospitals " 65 physicians
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= Analysis In each hospital :

» Qutcome: scores’ difference between pre- and post- >
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