
562813-L-bw-Berends562813-L-bw-Berends562813-L-bw-Berends562813-L-bw-Berends
Processed on: 12-7-2021Processed on: 12-7-2021Processed on: 12-7-2021Processed on: 12-7-2021 PDF page: 124PDF page: 124PDF page: 124PDF page: 124

  

122 

The participants reported a diverse background in software experience for data analysis, with 
most experience reported for Microsoft Excel (Figure 4). 

 
Figure 4. Data analysis software experience reported by study participants. 

6.3.2. Effectiveness and accuracy 
Not all participants were able to complete the tasks within the given time frame. Average task 
completion between the first round (traditional AMR data analysis and reporting) and the 
second round (new AMR data analysis and reporting) changed from 56% (SD: 23%) to 96% 
(SD: 6%) (p < 0.05). Task completion per question and round is displayed in Figure 5. 
Variation in responses for each given task showed significant differences between the first and 
second round.  

Figure 6 shows the deviation in absolute percent from the correct results from the correct 
result per round and task. The proportion of correct answers in the available results increased 
from 38% in the first round to 98% in the second round (p < 0.001). A sub-analysis of species-
specific results for task 3 round 1 is available in the appendix (A3). 
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