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Fig. 1 Scrub nurse task
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Fig. 3 Connection between tasks and indices
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Table. 1 Indices results in real scrub nursing
Examinees | Novices Experienced

Indices . (N=6) Nurses(N=5)
Response | Avg. 5.02 [sec.] 2.97 [sec.]
Time | sD. | 823[sec] | 2.00[sec]
Prediction Rate 26.2% 43.1%
Prioritization Error | 5.33 2.20
Time of Excessive 690 [sec.] 324 [sec.]

Number of Tools | /4600[sec.] | /4000[sec.]
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Fig. 7 Training simulator interface
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Table. 2 Indices results in simulator training
Examinees | Novices Experienced
Indices (N=4) Nurses(N=2)
Response Avg. 5.6 [sec.] 5.1 [sec.]
Time | SD. | 81[sec] | 55 [sec]
Prediction Rate 6.7% 2.8%
Prioritization Error | 9.5 45
Time of Excessive 350 [sec.] 169 [sec.]
Number of Tools | /3600 [sec.] | /3600 [sec.]
Stop Time 461[sec.] 391 [sec.]
/3600 [sec.] | /3600 [sec.]
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