Evaluating manual dexterity during Obstetrics and Gynaecology residency interviews —

The use of a robotic surgical simulator
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Introduction & Objectives

Residency interviews aim to select candidates that have qualities for success in o - i . . L

the lon yterm In a surgical speciality such as Obstet?ics and Gynaecolo - appllcant§ participated This is the first study on the use of a robotic simulator at
b ' 15 P y YNaeeolosy * The mean time taken to complete tasks was 86.1 seconds + 14.2 L aqidency interviews. The Da Vinci robotic simulator was well

(O&G), manual dexterity, spatial awareness and hand-eye coordination are (mean + SD) , .

o1 skills? received by both participants and faculty and was easy to use.
essential siils * Overall mean performance score was 67.4 + 12.5 (mean + 5D) The incorporation of the robotic simulator into O&G residenc
Robotic surgery is playing an increasingly important role in benign and cancer » Participants and faculty members responded favourably to the use of . cOTP , e s Y
gynaecology?, and the da Vinci (Intuitive Surgical Inc.) robotic simulator has the robotic simulator. |ntery|ew Process .c.an p,rowde addltlonal. ObJeCt.'Ve Metrics
been shown to be a training tool with predictive validity”. * Residency candidates rated the robotic simulator as easy to use and relajclng to a participants .m.anual dexterlt.y aptitude. Such
Currently, there are no validated objective measures for the assessment of realistic tes’Flng can be c.onducted within the constraints of a standard
spatial or manual skills at residency interviews?. + All participants felt that the simulator piqued their interest to learn  esidency interview day.

Future research should include longitudinal analysis of these
assessments on residency admission success and future
surgical aptitude.

Objective: We aim to evaluate the effectiveness of a robotic surgical simulator more about robotic surgery
for assessing manual dexterity aptitude at O&G residency interviews. * One participant commented “it was a valuable hands-on experience

to practice on the robotic console.”

integrated into future residency interviews.

We incorporated the da Vinci robotic simulator as a station during
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