
INTRODUCTION METHODS

RESULTS

• The Duke Elder Undergraduate Prize Examination (DEUPE) is a national, extracurricular exam

• More likely to succeed in examinations when learning is supported through lectures

• We evaluated the use of an online webinar series in supporting students sitting the DEUPE

CONCLUSION REFERENCES
Clinician-led DEUPE webinars are an effective method of increasing ophthalmology knowledge and can be used to support students

sitting the exam. Given the high satisfaction with our webinars, these findings may have implications for the future provision of

increased ophthalmology undergraduate teaching.
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Figure 1) Our results displayed a significant increase in overall attendees' self-reported confidence in the post-webinar survey when compared to

confidence levels before the webinar (****P<0.0001, n=195 paired responses, Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test).

Figure 2) Student test scores on webinar questions increased significantly overall after the webinar when compared to their test scores before each

webinar (****P<0.0001, n=179 paired responses, Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank test).

Figure 4) Overall, 73.5% rated the webinars "Very Good", with 71.1% finding the webinars "Very Helpful" for their upcoming exam and learning. 71.9% were "Very Satisfied" with the webinars’

content, 68.7% with the teaching, 64.7% with the format, and 74.3% with smooth running of the event.
Figure 5) Figure shows common free-text feedback responses

from participants, with larger phrases being more common.

Figure 3) Number of correct & incorrect answers post-webinar, compared with

initial answers pre-webinar (***P<0.001, n=964 paired responses, McNemar Test).
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• Free text response analysis

• Wilcoxon matched-pairs signed rank

test and McNemar Test
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