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Abstract

The descriptive study design aimed to describe the levels of role perception
and role performance of FM-DOT observers perceived by FM-DOT observers and
people with PTB. Purposive sampling was used to recruit the subjects who were 65
people with PTB attending outpatient TB clinics at six hospitals in lower southern
part of Thailand during July to October 2003, and the FM-DOT observers who had
been assigned to provide care for them. Two questionnaires were used to collect
demographic data; role perception of FM-DOT observers (RPC-FMQ), and role
performance of FM-DOT observers (RPF-FMQ) as perceived by FM-DOT observers
and people with PTB. The content validity of the questionnaires were tested by a
panel of three experts and interrater reliability was evaluated. The percentage of
agreement between the researcher and two research assistants were calculated. The
data were analyzed by using descriptive statistics; Pearson’s product moment
correlation coefficients, and independent t-test. The results were categorized into three

parts as followings:

€)



1. The perception of FM-DOT observers

1.1 The total and subtotal role perception scores of the FM-DOT observers
showed they perceived their roles at a moderate level.

1.2 The total score of roles performance, and the subtotal score of
treatment regimen support as perceived by the FM-DOT observers was at a fair level,
the subtotal score of psychosocial support was at a moderate level, while the subtotal
scores for financial support and case finding were at a poor level.

1.3 There were no relationships between the role perception scores and the
role performance scores as perceived by the FM-DOT observers.

2. The perception of people with PTB

2.1 The total and subtotal scores of the roles of the FM-DOT observers as
perceived by the people with PTB were at a moderate level.

2.2 The total score of the role performance of the FM-DOT observers as
perceived by the people with PTB was at a fair level, the subtotal score of
psychosocial support was at a moderate level, and the subtotal scores of treatment
regimen support, financial support, and case finding were at a poor level.

3. The comparison of FM-DOT observers’role performance as perceived by
FM-DOT observers and people with PTB

3.1 The FM-DOT observers rated their total role performance, treatment
regimen support, and psychosocial support significantly higher than the people with
PTB rated them. But, there were no differences between the ratings of financial

support and case finding of FM-DOT observers and people with PTB.
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