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ABSTRACT    

 

Objective   

To understand transfer of learning of an online self-directed learning and clinical 

decision support resource for health professionals (BMJ Best Practice) informed by 

Sen’s capability approach.  

Design  

A semi-structured questionnaire was used to identify the extent to which  BMJ Best 

Practice enabled participants to achieve their valued outcomes and the factors that 

enabled and constrained their achievement.  

Setting  

This study was carried out in a single centre, which is a tertiary care medical 

institution containing around 1500 inpatient beds.  

Participants  

200 physicians at Air Force Medical Center were invited to take part in this study. 184 

physicians completed the online questionnaire.  

Results   

78 percent of physicians felt that BMJ Best Practice enabled them to achieve their 

valued outcomes and to apply their new knowledge to inform their practice. The main 

factors that constrained their achievement were technological.   

Conclusion   

Sen’s capability approach offers an innovative and useful model to  further 
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understand health professions education since it highlights the importance of the 

learner perspective of valued outcomes, including the difficulties associated with the 

effective transfer of learning in CPD.  

  

Strengths and limitations of this study 

This is a real-life study based on the experiences of physicians who are directly 

providing care to patients.  

The study has strong theoretical foundations – being based as it is on Sen’s capability 

approach.  

The study covers the vital subject of the application of medical knowledge in actual 

practice.  

The research design is a cross-sectional survey; the study did not investigate whether 

physicians’ reflections on their valued outcomes and achievements might have 

changed over time.  

This study was carried out in a single centre.  

 

KEYWORDS  BMJ Best Practice, transfer of learning, health professions education, 

capability approach 
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INTRODUCTION    

An essential aspect of all learning interventions is transfer – the extent to which new 

learning in one situation can be applied to another situation. Estimates from the world 

of management training indicate that transfer of learning to produce impact on 

performance can be as low as 30 – 40 percent[1]. The two most important factors that 

enable transfer to impact on performance appear to be whether the learning 

intervention (content and methods) meets the needs of the learner and the influence 

of the contextual environment within which the new learning is expected to be applied 

[2]. There are similar concerns about the transfer of learning of continuing professional 

development (CPD) in health professions education [3, 4]. An area of specific interest to 

our research team within the field of transfer is the increasing use of technology for 

CPD , especially where learning is self-directed[5].  

Sen’s capability approach has been increasingly recognized as a useful perspective 

for understanding and developing policy and practice in various educational 

contexts[6].  

We have recently developed a model for understanding transfer of learning that is 

based on Sen’s capability approach[7]. This model has a self-directed and 

learner-centered focus that considers how learners actively identify aspects of their 

daily practice that require further development through an educational experience. 

These areas for development are considered by the learners as being something that 

they value as being important (valued outcomes).  The concept of value has recently 
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been highlighted as having a more holistic and individual perspective on human 

development and learning than the use of the term learning needs [8]. 

Importantly from a capability approach perspective, understanding transfer of learning 

requires identification of the extent to which the learners’ valued outcomes can be 

achieved from both the educational experience and also the extent to which the 

learning through the experience can be applied to practice. In addition, it is important 

to understand the factors that enable and constrain the learner in achieving their 

valued outcomes.   

BMJ Best Practice (http://bestpractice.bmj.com) is a unique self-directed online 

learning and clinical decision support resource to support diagnosis and treatment 

decisions, including shared decision-making with patients and their carers. Research 

evidence, guidelines and expert opinion are presented in a step-by-step approach. 

The resources are reviewed by experts to ensure relevance and quality of content. 

Transfer of the knowledge within this resource into actual clinical practice is essential 

to the implementation of evidence-based medicine. 

We are not aware of previous research that has had a specific focus on understanding 

the complexity of transfer of learning in this area of online self-directed learning in 

health professions education, or the use of a capability approach perspective. The 

purpose of this research is to understand transfer of learning of an online self-directed 

learning and clinical decision support resource for health professionals informed by 

Sen’s capability approach. 
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METHODS 

Participants and recruitment  

Doctors and residents at Air Force Medical Center were invited to voluntarily take part 

in this study. Doctors were sent an introductory email by the lead researcher at Air 

Force Medical Center offering the opportunity of voluntarily participating in the 

research project.  A Participant Information Sheet was attached to the email with 

further details of the study and how to register. Registration for the study will be done 

through completion of an Excel form, the data from which was used to email 

participants.  

  

Intervention 

Participants were given access to BMJ Best Practice. To motivate participants to use 

the resources, participants received three reminders to use BMJ Best Practice during 

the study period. 

  

Evaluation 

Since no previous questionnaire of transfer of learning informed by Sen’s capability 

approach was available, an online questionnaire was developed, with a mix of Likert 

type scales and open text questions to identify (a) the extent to which the learners’ 

valued outcomes can be achieved from the educational experience and  how the 

learning through the experience can be applied to practice, and (b) the factors that 

enable and constrain the learner in achieving their valued outcomes. The 
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questionnaire was pre-tested for its availability among 10 users in purpose of ensuring 

every participant could use it easily. 

After 12 weeks of access to BMJ Best Practice, all participating doctors will be notified 

through Wechat (the most popular social media in China) with an invitation to 

complete the online questionnaire. Reminders to complete the survey were sent out to 

non-responders one and three weeks after the initial Wechat notification. Doctors 

were thanked for their participation and the study closed on the 17th week.  

 

Timeframe 

Study registration was open for two weeks. The learning intervention period was 12 

weeks and the questionnaire was administered after this.   

  

Data analysis 

All questionnaires (completed and incompleted) were analyzed. Quantitative data 

from the questionnaires was exported and analysed using SPSS for descriptive 

frequencies and correlations between Likert scales of valued outcomes, achievement 

of new learning and application of new learning to practice.    

Qualitative data from the questionnaires was exported to Excel and themes related to 

the factors in BMJ Best Practice that enable and constrain a learner to obtain and 

apply knowledge to meet their valued outcomes, and the types of barriers in the 

contextual environment for applying knowledge from BMJ Best Practice to inform their 

practice, was identified using Framework Analysis[9].  
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Data handling   

Electronic data from the online questionnaire was stored on password protected 

computers. Hard copies of research project documentation were stored in a locked 

cabinet in a locked office. The procedures for handling, processing, storage, and 

destruction of data from the study were compliant with relevant national legislation. 

 

Ethical issues 

All participants provided informed consent. This was obtained by providing a 

Participant Information Sheet and asking participants to indicate on the registration 

form that they give consent to take part. Participants needed to provide names, 

cellular phone numbers and email addresses to register with BMJ Best Practice and 

this personal identifying data was used to communicate with the participants for 

reminders and for the link to the online questionnaire. However, each participant was 

given a unique identifying number, and this was the only identifying data that was 

exported, analysed and stored. This process provided anonymity and confidentiality 

for information governance purposes. The study was approved by the Air Force 

Medical Center for Research Data (No. 2020-143-PJ01).   

 

Patient and public involvement statement 

Patients and the public were not involved in this research.  
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RESULTS 

200 physicians at Air Force Medical Center were invited to take part in this study. 184 

physicians including 20 interns, 78 residents, 64 attending doctors and 22 

vice-directors and directors completed the online questionnaire. All the physicians had 

access to BMJ Best Practice.   

 

Evidence-based diagnosis   

84.2% (155/184) of physicians had a valued outcome of being able to make an 

evidence-based diagnosis (Figure 1). 84.8% (156/184) of physicians had used BMJ 

Best Practice to help them make an evidence-based diagnosis. 71.1% of physicians 

"agreed" and 15.2% "strongly agreed" that the information provided by BMJ Best 

Practice had enabled them to achieve their valued outcome by reinforcing their 

existing knowledge of a topic. Also, (a) 66.3% of physicians "agreed" and 15.2% 

"strongly agreed" that the information provided by BMJ Best Practice provided them 

with new knowledge of a topic, (b) 71.2% of physicians "agreed" and 14.7% "strongly 

agreed" that the information provided by BMJ Best Practice on the topics was useful, 

and  (c) 70.7% of physicians "agreed" and 14.7% "strongly agreed" that they could 

apply the information obtained from BMJ Best Practice to make an evidence-based 

diagnosis in clinical practice (Table 1) . 

16.3% (30/184) physicians encountered barriers that hindered them from  using the 

information from BMJ Best Practice in making an evidence-based diagnosis. The 

most common barriers were technological barriers (such as slow speed), lack of  
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local guidelines, and inability to find sufficiently detailed information about specific 

diseases. 

There was no association between usage of BMJ Best Practice and the extent to 

which users value being able to make an evidence-based diagnosis (p>0.05). Usage 

of BMJ Best Practice was associated with users feeling that they have fewer barriers 

to making an evidenced based diagnosis (p<0.05). The more that users value being 

able to make an evidence-based diagnosis the more that they value BMJ Best 

Practice (p<0.05) (Table 2).  

 

Evidence-based treatment 

79.9% (147/184) of physicians achieved a valued outcome of being able to provide 

evidence-based treatment (Figure 1). 80.4% (148/184) of physicians had used BMJ 

Best Practice to help them provide evidence-based treatment. 80.4% (148/184) 

physicians reported that BMJ Best Practice had enabled them to achieve their valued 

outcome of  providing evidence-based treatment. 69.0% of physicians "agreed" and 

16.8% "strongly agreed" that the information provided by BMJ Best Practice helped 

reinforce their existing knowledge. 65.8% of physicians "agreed" and 15.2% "strongly 

agreed" that the information provided by BMJ Best Practice provided them with new 

knowledge. 65.8% of physicians "agreed" and 15.2% "strongly agreed" that the 

information provided by BMJ Best Practice was useful. 66.3% of physicians "agreed" 

and 14.7% "strongly agreed" that they could apply the information obtained from BMJ 

Best Practice to provide evidence-based treatment in clinical practice (Table 1). 13.0% 
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(24/184) of physicians encountered barriers that hindered them from using the 

information from BMJ Best Practice to provide evidence-based treatment. The 

barriers were similar to those related to making an evidence-based diagnosis.  

There was no association between usage of BMJ Best Practice and the extent to 

which users value being able to provide evidence-based treatment (p>0.05). Usage of 

BMJ Best Practice was not associated with users feeling that they have fewer barriers 

to providing evidenced based treatment (p>0.05). The more that users value being 

able to provide evidence-based treatment the more that they value BMJ Best Practice 

(p<0.05) (Table 2).  

 

Shared decision-making   

70.1% (129/184) of physicians achieved a valued outcome of being able to share 

decision-making with patients and their carers (Figure 1). 65.8% (121/184) of 

physicians had used BMJ Best Practice to help them achieve their valued outcome of 

sharing decision-making with patients and their carers. 64.7% of physicians "agreed" 

and 14.1% "strongly agreed" that the information provided by BMJ Best Practice 

helped reinforce knowledge that would enable shared decision-making with patients 

and their carers. 64.1% of physicians "agreed" and 13.6% "strongly agreed" that the 

information provided by BMJ Best Practice provided them with new knowledge to 

share decision-making with patients and their carers. 65.2% of physicians "agreed" 

and 14.7% "strongly agreed" that the information provided by BMJ Best Practice was 

useful. 67.4% of physicians "agreed" and 14.1% "strongly agreed" that they could 
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apply the information obtained from BMJ Best Practice to share decision-making 

(Table 1). 13.0% (24/184) of physicians encountered barriers that hindered them from 

using the information from BMJ Best Practice to share decision-making with patients 

and their carers. The barriers were similar to those related to making an 

evidence-based diagnosis. 

There was an association between the extent to which users value shared decision 

making and the extent to which they use BMJ Best Practice (p<0.05).  

There was an association between lack of barriers to using BMJ Best Practice in 

making shared decisions and the extent to which users use BMJ Best Practice to 

make shared decisions (p<0.05) (Table 2).   

 

DISCUSSION 

There has been increasing interest in transforming medical education to ensure that it 

is appropriate to meet the healthcare needs of the twenty-first century[10, 11]. We 

consider that Sen’s capability approach can provide an innovative and useful model to  

further understand health professions education since it highlights the importance of 

the learner perspective of valued outcomes, including the difficulties associated with 

the effective transfer of learning in CPD. 

 

Diagnosis, treatment and sharing decision-making with patients and their carers are 

key processes in clinical practice. In this study, about 80 percent of physicians agreed 

that BMJ Best Practice enabled a learner to achieve their valued outcomes that were 
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identified in daily practice and to apply their new knowledge to inform their practice. 

The extent to which physicians valued evidence-based medicine and their experience 

in using BMJ Best Practice were factors that enabled them to achieve their valued 

outcomes and apply their knowledge. Physicians who had not used BMJ Best 

Practice or did not value evidence-based medicine encountered more barriers in the 

contextual environment of clinical practice.  

 

Our study design and data have several strengths. This is a real-life study based on 

the experiences of physicians who are directly providing care to patients. The study 

also has strong theoretical foundations – being based as it is on Sen’s capability 

approach. Lastly it covers the vital subject of the application of medical knowledge in 

actual practice – in the important domains of diagnosis, management, and shared 

decision making.   

 

Our study design and data had a few limitations. The research design is a 

cross-sectional survey. The study did not investigate whether physicians’ reflections 

on their valued outcomes and achievements might have changed over time. This 

study was carried out in a single centre, which is a tertiary care medical institution 

containing around 1500 inpatient beds and about 400 internal medicine physicians. 

Lastly there were some technical problems in the use of BMJ Best Practice in this 

centre – which might have acted as an additional barrier to achieving valued 

outcomes and the transfer of knowledge.  
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In this research, the majority of physicians felt that BMJ Best Practice helped learners 

to achieve valued outcomes that were identified in daily practice and to apply their 

new knowledge in practice. Sen’s capability approach offers an innovative and useful 

model to further understand health professions education since it highlights the 

importance of the learner perspective of valued outcomes, including the difficulties 

associated with the effective transfer of learning in CPD.  
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Table 1  Extent of transfer of learning from BMJ Best Practice 

(created by Da Zhang and permitted to reuse by all authors) 

 

Evidence-ba

sed 

diagnosis 

Evidence-ba

sed 

treatment 

Share 

decision-maki

ng 

The information provided by BMJ Best 

Practice helped reinforce your existing 

knowledge of the topic? 

4.02±0.58 4.06±0.55 3.95±0.63 

The information provided by BMJ Best 

Practice provided you with new 

knowledge of the topic? 

3.96±0.65 4.02±0.58 3.93±0.65 

The information provided by BMJ Best 

Practice on this topic was useful? 
4.00±0.60 3.99±0.60 3.99±0.58 

You could apply the information you 

obtained from BMJ Best Practice on this 

topic in your clinical practice? 

4.01±0.58 3.99±0.60 3.99±0.56 

Likert Scale Response (5 = Strongly Agree, 4 = Somewhat Agree, 3 = Neutral, 2 = 

Somewhat Disagree, 1 = Strongly Disagree). 
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Table 2  Factors in BMJ Best Practice that enable and constrain a learner to 

obtain and apply knowledge in clinical practice   

(created by Da Zhang and permitted to reuse by all authors) 

  
Evidence-based 

diagnosis 

Evidence-based 

treatment 

Share 

decision-making 

the extent to value  ＋ ＋ ＋ 

the experience to use BMJ Best Practice ＋ ＋ ＋ 

the barriers to apply the information from 

BMJ Best Practice 
－ － ＋ 

＋:correlation (P<0.05);－: no correlation (P>0.05) 
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Figure Legends 

 

Figure 1 The extent to which users valued being able to: make an evidence-based 

diagnosis, start evidence-based treatment, and share decision-making. 

(created by Da Zhang and permitted to reuse by all authors) 
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