Piperacillin-Tazobactum 
Dose adjustment monograph
THIS ASSESSMENT WEIGHS 45% COMPULSORY TO PASS NO PLAGRISM SERIOUS PENALTIES APPLY 
DESIGN A DOSING ASSESSMENT MODULE FOR THE ANTIMICROBIAL STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM 

1. Develop a narrative document to support dose adjustment for the selected drug including:
a. obese patients
b. patients with augmented renal function
c. elderly patients
d. and whether TDM is needed to support a,b,c
Background (~150W)
[Describe briefly for which infections/pathogens the drug is used, the mechanism of action, the route of administration, the standard dose and treatment duration]
Obese Patients (~200W)
[write compelling story supported by references if and how the dose has to be adjusted for obese patients]
Augmented renal function (~200W)
[write compelling story supported by references if and how the dose has to be adjusted for patients with augmented renal function]
Elderly patients (~200W)
[write compelling story supported by references if and how the dose has to be adjusted in elderly patients]
TDM (~200W)
[write compelling story supported by references if TDM is needed to support these dose adjustments]
Conclusion 
[Complete the conclusion table]
	
	Dose adjustment
	TDM needed
	

	
	YES or NO or COMMENT
	YES or NO or COMMENT
	COMMENT

	Obese patients
	….
	….
	[provide comment here in case you selected COMMENT] 

	Patients with augmented renal
	….
	….
	[provide comment here in case you selected COMMENT]

	Elderly
	….
	….
	[provide comment here in case you selected COMMENT]



References 
[include the used references here up to 15-30 references and please do Vancouver referencing style JOURNAL, ARTICLES, RELIABLE RESEARCH]


Marking criteria - Please follow the marking criteria really well.
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Quality of
Work

Critical Insight

Understanding
of the project,
its implications
& significance

Presentation
lincluding
format,
language &
style)

Data
Presentation
(clarity text,

table & data
analysis)

10t0>9.0pts
Exceptional

A substantial and outstanding quality of work,
similar to professional practice guidelines. The work
could be used in practice

10t0>9.0pts
Exceptional

Exceptional level of critical evaluation of the established

work and interpretation of the results.

20t0>18.0pts
Exceptional

Demonstrates a comprehensive
knowledge of the subject area and a deep
understanding of the implications of the
project and its broader significance

10t0>9.0pts
Exceptional

Excellent presentation, consistent with guidelines.
Presented in a logical and concise manner, free of
spelling and grammatical errors

40t0>35.0pts.
Exceptional

Al data s clearly presented. Appropriate data
analysis where relevant.

| stewardship workshop: “development of a TDM monograph”

Ratings Pts
9t0>70pts 7to>50pts 5t0>30pts 3t0>0pts 10pts
Very Good Good Improving Needs Work
A substantial and outstanding quality of work, Asolid and comprehensive piece of work, showing some Asolid but limited piece of work, ‘The amount of work undertaken is
similar to professional practice guidelines. The work | signs of originality. Additional work would be required ifit | however it would not be suitable to | extremely limited. The quality of the work
could be used in practice was to be used in practice be included in practice is below that expected
9t0>70pts 7to>50pts 5t0>30pts 3t0>0pts 10pts
Very Good Good Improving Needs Work
Significant evidence of insight and critical thinking of the established | Some evidence of insight | Limited critical interpretation of Little or no critical evaluation or justification or
body of work and interpretation of the resuits and critical thinking. established work or results rationale of the project or the results
18t0>15.0pts 15t0>100pts 10t0>5.0pts 5t0>0pts 20 pts.
Very Good Good Improving Needs Work
Demonstrates a solid foundation and a Demonstrates a command of the subject area with reference to | Contains the basic relevant information. Demonstrates | Demonstrated knowledge of the topic is
breadth of factual knowledge. Good most of the relevant literature. Able to place the project inthe | an adequate but limited understanding of the field. extremely limited. Little or no thought
critical discussion of the project, its broader context of the field, some critical discussion of the Limited critical discussion of the outcomes and some of | given to the significance of the project
outcomes and their broader significance | significance and implications of the project their significance and implications orits broader implications
9t0>70pts 7to>50pts 5t0>30pts 3t0>0pts 10pts
Very Good Good Improving Needs Work
Layout and detail are sound and essentially consistent with Overall good presentation, generally meets Poorly organized and presented, not Disorganized and poorly presented, not
guidelines, but fall short of an excellent presentation, guidelines with some organizational issues. consistent with guidelines. Noticeable | consistent with guidelines the table,
essentially free of spelling and grammatical errors Some spelling and grammatical errors spelling and grammatical errors substantial spelling and grammatical errors
35t0>280pts 2810>200pts 2010 >10.0pts. 10t0 >0pts 40pts
Very Good Good Improving Needs Work

Al data is well presented, some minor issues.
Appropriate data analysis where relevant

Data is generally well presented, some issues. Some

minor problems with data analysis

presentation and data analysis

Data is not always presented appropriately. Issues data

Data presentation is
inappropriate or absent

Total Points: 90




