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According to the study, it was discovered that the physicians were not able to explain to the patients about the test results in a manner that the patients could understand and translate the findings in to meaning implications for the treatment of the patients. The study findings indicate the participants recalled neither having done CAN test nor receiving the results for the tests. Additionally, the patients were not sure about the test results (Pals et al., 2015). 
Based on the findings, I would not apply the evidence found in my practice. This is because the study findings were not reliable since the study did not work out well as expected. The physicians did not properly communicate to the patients regarding the CAN test leading to their lack of understanding. The information provided by the patients could be having biases since they did have a proper understanding of the test. This makes the evidence unreliable (Pals et al., 2015). 
Both mandatory overtime for nurses and scheduled nurses influenced the provision of services in psychiatric settings in distinct ways. I would share this information with my peers through continuous medical examinations, group discussions, and in social media platforms such as WhatsApp. I would enlighten my peers that mandatory overtime is associated with positive patient outcome since more time has been created for patient care.  (Houser, 2018).
Evaluation
The purpose of study: To make a better understanding of the physicians and patients regarding use of new technologies in clinical practice specifically in the management of diabetes
Dependent and independent variables: the independent variable was the new technology while the dependent one was clinical practice. 
Methods: Data was collected by through observation of medical consultants, and interviews with patients and physicians. Data was analyzed using the technological frames concept.
Discussion and conclusion: When introducing a new technology in clinical practice, it is essential to involve the physicians and the patients to ensure efficiency. Particularly, this includes the communication process and interpretation related to the use if the new technology. Integrating a new risk assessment technology into clinical practice is associated with a wide range of challenges. It is recommended the patients should be provided with more information on the CAN test. Dialogue-based approach can be applied to communicate the results of the test to the patients to support the implementation of the new technology in clinical practice (Houser, 2018).
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