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Section 1: Comparing Diagnoses Helps Students Think More Deeply
Key Idea: Students develop stronger diagnostic reasoning when they are encouraged to compare competing diagnoses rather than simply identify one “correct” answer.

Selected Excerpt from article:  
“Students are explicitly encouraged to compare different diseases in terms of which signs and symptoms in a patient’s history fit or do not fit with the proposed diagnosis (Schmidt & Mamede, 2015, p. 970).” 

Guided Summary: One of the most effective ways to deepen clinical reasoning is to help students compare diagnoses rather than quickly settle on one answer.
Questions such as:
· “What findings support this diagnosis?” 
· “What findings do not fit?” 
· “What else could explain this presentation?” 

Encourage students to:
· examine assumptions, 
· compare alternatives, 
· and avoid premature closure. 

Section 2: Reflection Improves Diagnostic Reasoning 
Key Idea: Students benefit when facilitators encourage them to reflect on why diagnoses fit, or do not fit, the case.

Selected Excerpt from article:  
“Students are first requested to provide an initial diagnosis for a case. Subsequently, they are asked to review the case and to identify findings that either corroborate or oppose this first diagnosis (Schmidt & Mamede, 2015, p. 966).” 
Guided Summary: Experienced facilitators often naturally encourage reflection by asking students to slow down and reconsider their reasoning.
Questions such as:
· “What findings support your diagnosis?” 
· “What findings make you uncertain?” 
· “What additional information would change your thinking?” 

help students:
· test hypotheses, 
· refine diagnostic thinking, 
· and strengthen clinical reasoning skills over time. 

Section 3: Students Learn Through Comparing Alternatives 
Key Idea: Comparing look-alike diseases helps students build stronger mental models for future cases.

Selected Excerpt from article:  
“The process of comparing and contrasting alternative diagnoses while reflecting upon a case seems to enrich mental representations of the diseases examined and possibly also to influence the representations of related but different diseases, making it easier to distinguish them in similar cases in the future (Schmidt & Mamede, 2015, p. 967).” 
Guided Summary: Students often improve their reasoning not simply by hearing the correct diagnosis, but by working through:
· why one diagnosis fits better than another, 
· which findings are most discriminating, 
· and what information changes the differential. 
This is especially important in DC, where many cases intentionally contain overlapping or evolving clinical features.
Section 4: Comparing Diseases Builds Better Future Recognition 
Key Idea: Students improve future diagnostic recognition when they actively compare similar diseases and identify distinguishing features.

Selected Excerpt from article:  
“The process of comparing and contrasting alternative diagnoses while reflecting upon a case seems to enrich mental representations of the diseases examined and possibly also to influence the representations of related but different diseases, making it easier to distinguish them in similar cases in the future (Schmidt & Mamede, 2015, p. 967).” 

Guided Summary: Students often remember diagnoses more effectively when they actively compare:
· what fits,
· what does not fit,
· and what makes one diagnosis more likely than another.
This process helps students build stronger mental models for recognizing future cases. Facilitators can support this by asking:
· “What findings best distinguish these diagnoses?”
· “What findings overlap?”
· “What would help separate these possibilities?”
In the DC, discussions that compare competing diagnoses often lead to deeper reasoning and stronger long-term learning than discussions focused solely on quickly identifying the correct answer.
