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Development of a Proactive Screening Tool for Mental Health Problems in Pharmacy Students

Patchaya Kochsiripong, Waroonrat Sukarnjanaset

College of Pharmacy, Rangsit University, Pathumthani

Abstract

Objective: To develop a tool for mental health problems screening in pharmacy students and to determine cut-
off for identifying high risk group for the problems whose active surveillance is needed. Methods: The study design was
a prognostic prediction research. The subjects were 591 pharmacy students studying in the 1% to 5" academic years.
The primary outcome was mental health problems as measured by the Thai General Health Questionnaire-28 (Thai
GHQ-28). The study developed the model for risk score from secondary data with the following variables: academic year,
gender, being recipient of a scholarship, desire to change the faculty, and self-esteem. Selection of variables was based on
statistical significance of their association with the outcome, area under the receiver operating characteristic curve
(AuROC) and feasibility in practice. Multiple logistic regression was performed for model development. Results: Low
self-esteem was the most powerful predictor (OR: 7.85 [3.34, 18.46]). Discrimination power of the model was acceptable (AuROC:
0.75 [0.71, 0.79]). Risk prediction was precise because graph of risk derived from the model fitted to the observed data. Intemal
validation by bootstrap resampling revealed that AUROC was consistent with the observed data. The cut-point score of 21/22 from
total score of 112 provided the highest discrimination power (AUROC: 0.68 [0.64, 0.72]). Conclusion: The model showed
acceptable discrimination power and precision for mental health problems screening. It could be used to proactively
screen for mental health problems and identify the high-risk students who need special attention.

Keywords: proactive screening, screening tool, mental health problems, prognostic research, pharmacy students

656



sarsndsnssulng Ui 17
T J P P 1Nl 3 n.A.-N.2. 2568
o
YN
Tudymgunindaluin@nsaminess
lasiawizlussinemaaiguniwiandudyni
fanalan (1-5) laswuanagniszanmusasas 30-50
(1-4) ninaelBouazazinaannatawudynia
Fannvialudndnwiuwndganiinfiniadu (5)
Tagianizlugas 3-4 Il wunlandosinGynu
ANTNITUNIIZUIAV89L T8 1258 COVID-19 n15ANE
Lﬂﬁﬂugﬂunmﬂm:waaﬂaﬁ Savi IR untndns
Aa a a & ° [
NTWIFINWIALANGITU (6) Fnsudsznalnowy
mmzmmaaﬂmmqmmw%luﬁfﬂﬁﬂmmﬂmmw“nﬁ
U lé v A >
Uszunusosaz 35-45 (7-9) mlnammnummqﬂmad
ﬂzqummw%ﬂ”ﬂaﬂ
s =
ludszinalnoszuunisquasnéneilan
ea R a o iAo = o
a13gndsns luuningnaslnandundnendiuim
& ' 'Y o & A =
NN 871138 1 mu@aag}uauﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂuﬂﬂiﬂm%mmu
Iﬂmaww:ﬂm:mU’?‘nmmaﬁqmmwﬁﬁfﬂmms
a o 4 o o & a A
Beuidaudiuin nadsnuenarsdiniTzanun
Aaugraann vhlimaguatindnwenalamis daulng
Lﬂumi@umﬁﬁu wazN NI wNITUINETBINTIS O
o A o ' =2 v o 2
Wunan fmm"l,umamqummi@uaLLazlwﬂwﬂiﬂm
N1ITUIAL T3NS {i'dm@ﬂi:muﬂﬁlﬂﬂsxiﬂulﬁa'gﬂ
I(ﬂﬂmww:ﬁfﬂﬁﬂmmjmﬁmﬁﬁﬁmﬁ“ﬂmuy‘ﬂﬂamd
ﬂszmsﬁﬁummman’mﬁ@ﬂmumqmmw%m WIY
a ' o Aa v o o A A
Tuadanwuin Taspnanusunusnudymigunniad
RANLTY LTU mmﬁ"ﬁmﬁuqm@iﬂummaa Tagwuin
oA A = ' o A A o o
gwunwmuqmmlummaam (9-11) #Ia8n1373
AMNRINITOVRIAULAIGT (10) NnTunrldunaziia
Taymigunwia inendsiniidaymiguniniauinnin
WeATN8 (9,12) nznanidszindenuazanuialnd
vavgoslunwandgadulasofissnadanisiiadynn
(13) g lidesWswalaluilanaion (9,11) niansd
a ' a & a a
ANULATHALUTZTAINSEU (11) PunsgluuumMIten
AdA o ' a ™ a [y <&
mmmuﬁmﬂﬂ@LLﬂ:%ﬂMﬂﬁLiﬂ%g&l'}ﬂ (1) uazsud
{ A A o [ ' '
NANBN fﬁamemaﬂuvl,ﬂ@rm%aﬂgmmaumawm
9,14) MifuifavanwuanusuAwsnunITIAaly®0
guMwiale
ﬂagu"’uﬂi:mﬂvlmzla'j'l,muﬁ'@mmmazqmmw%
asuinILlszmmuna i lasunisiusasannsy

grnwianatsaly uddywiiwufanssuuuae

657

ﬂimml‘ﬁﬁuﬁnﬁﬂmnmw 271957 NA NI
#3913 laTUAINNTUYANINNUNANE USUNVBI
I o A A . A A A
faulnadidanudandiuii gidymganinia
L‘flugﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂadamm anavanla'le uyaaaduainy
(15) Bndnwi1unsandsbidasnisdaneynives
@mLaﬂﬁ;‘Tﬁuﬁ'uj \a931nnInadnenalalasunis
HaNTUINNFIAY ‘vﬁamamNa@iaqwawaammsﬁﬁﬁ
AOAULDY @"’aﬁum‘sﬁm%aaﬁaﬁ'@maaﬁmmaﬁgﬂ”@ua
mmsnﬁ'@maamwL?{M‘L%L%dgﬂvl,éfﬁamumamn
Tadufifsatasusrmursadrisdoyald azdanld
° A wal] v & ° 9
susnnlglunsdfudladedn annsssai
iaﬂ@Umﬁé'wmmﬁua:mmj”aHaﬁvl,@‘f%'umnmiﬁ'@
ea 1R & ' o & '
aUINN1NTENUINE 019138 LEIR IR AN 8
Frnglunsguainfnsidiiaing vldunennu:
Iumiﬂiuﬁuﬁ%aﬁ'ﬂLﬁaﬂﬁfﬂﬁﬂmmjm?{m AINUTEUL
> = 2 a > = £ 1
nsguaindnsinisdiuialaludagiuiadela
ATaUARNUAZINTIaIWEIND LT84 INHI21AUU?
o A @ LA A
nwminansasfiduglssw uazdslifiinawinaans
i lulFlunsdansasindnsnguiios uIToiied
v ¢ A o A A A o
Tandzasdiiewauiiaiasdensislunisdanses
Tymgunwdaluin@nsindsenaas uazairanmd
luﬂWSWQWimﬂﬁ'@Lﬁaﬂﬁfﬂﬁﬂmmjmﬁ'm LNV
L%d@ﬂ“ﬂaammsﬁﬁﬂ%nmlumsﬁumﬁfﬂﬁﬂmﬁms

lasunmisdhss adunie

aq A o
ADN1339¢8
av & = &
wIreidunisAanendsziannisnennsal
Tsarfian139i1uiy laugs1IuuusIaodtNafI It
A A @ a
AzunwANLFIN LT lunnsaansasdywn §UNINIA
awu?ﬁyﬁlﬁﬁagamnmu?ﬁ'ﬂL%mmazqmmw%ﬁu
anuiiniiugualuauiasvasindnsundoeand
UANINBINYIIRG (9) TIHTUWNITNINTHINN
AMENITNNNTITEETIANTITs luay e aniinonay
5389 18U RSUERB2022-074 gﬂLLuumiLﬁmTagmflu
WU IANHIANAGALIN (cross-sectional study)
A oA
1ASavia
wn3asilanltluniafivtayalsznaudae 1)
wuurauaiudayaniall ldun a1y sudndnwn
VT LNIALDRYFERHY ms"l,mmqmmsﬁnm MIUn

FUTAMVLHUNITANE ANNABINTENLRIVIRIaENE



A IWNBTAY ﬁﬂ’l%ﬂﬂﬁiﬁ%’ﬂ'«nﬂgﬂﬂmamm@ﬁ'au
NnelaaiiSaudaifon FawAIWENIRVaIDAINITN
nildeians 2)uuuaansesdyniganinia
General Health Questionnaire 211U A8 bne 28 T8
(Thai GHQ-28) Faudatduntwlnelay sun fate
1n3nd ansngual q“uﬁd waztad Aadfia (Fwaly
41917 General Health Questionnaire L@ & Goldberg)
Thai GHQ-28 u1idnzuis 1w 4 ngu laun anIme
n18 (somatic symptoms) MTIANAIIAULAZINTIEW L]
WAL (anxiety and insomnia) AU UNNTBINIIRIAN
(social dysfunction) LLa:mmifﬁmﬂ‘fﬁﬁguLLN (severe
depression) lunsAaazuunldnisiauuy GHQ score
(0-0-1-1) tnmsLunsaaFwiIndauAadndinisdane
289 GHQ-28 lﬁgmﬁ@ﬂ:uuuﬁ' 4/5 (16) 3) LULI®
ANuFANIAug A luaLLad (selfesteem) lae Rosenberg
au”uﬂs”uﬂgum:uﬂaLﬂumm"lm alasianiansal
ynaniiad Usznaudiadadiaiy 10 1o iudrnw
NUIN 5 TOURSNIAL 5 T8 NMTUUANAAAINAZLLYL
anlasfinauaiasil eeuumads 34 wangf flenuian
PPCHLTRTCINEEER ATUUWLARY 2-2.99 nanpdd §
anuiEniAug e luauaunang ALUULARE 1-1.99
NANBE ﬁmmjﬁmﬁuqmﬁﬂummwﬁ (17)

AI2819

WnUNNIAaLRan@a819 laun wnAnsILAED
aassuli 1-5 nmwﬁﬁammﬁwé’aﬁﬂm wacd
ANNFNATIA3I01ATINNTAIY LnMIIN1TAABEN
e ffﬂﬁﬂmﬁ'agluizmnﬁnmﬂ%‘w%?aagjizwj’m
mM3aanidnu MIFWIMIIIAA8819 b lUSUATINS
gid STATA laglddgsgnsunisafiouuuinass
w0 U“ﬁﬁ@Wﬁﬂafﬁ'ﬂ (multivariable prediction model)
(18) iMTMuAsA C-statistics 0.7 $1uruias iU 81
auly 12 J2dn arwgnaesdyniiesas 36.9 (9)
U321AN289n1331AT12R A type B E1RTUNBANT
Uszian binary (Tyniganinia) Farnasl i wan
@12881941nN31 303 ARLWI1== b @ AN absolute
difference (9“;1’1 (0.05)

NITATUULI IR

Q’?ﬁ'ﬂﬁmﬁaﬂé’aLLﬂiﬁmmﬁﬁmmﬁuﬁuﬁ{ﬁu
NNMEZFVAINIANNNNTINUNIBITIHNTIN SIUND

FAUDIUANMNIABYOIHLTUITIY LAENITHITII

CHIPP s gy
AMULAKIINATAENTTANTQUAENAN B IUTATNEN
msaadaniltlddndsiiunofiauls 12 Jase
wiatdu 3 duda 1) ﬁayaﬁvugm lourt et sl 1)
8127 FDIBNNRNIFVRIDANNTAN qﬂﬂaﬁw"'ﬂmﬁ'yagj
dqe uldasaunia arldiuaiIuad waznislden
mimwmwnﬂ*ﬂﬁ] 2) Toyadunaiion leud s
ldsununsdnmn sl usudauinmet waznans
Souladetesnin 2.5 uay 3) vauna leun Ay
daan3fuman anudeansdiean: LazANIan
iugudnluauas

MIANFIATIEAANNTFUN BTV ITIT IR %
AnuntsiadaywiganIwiasae univariable logistic
regression ﬂ’ﬁﬁ‘i’@ﬂﬁﬁ'ﬂﬁagaﬁﬂnﬂm olgnsiaseh
UL complete-case analysis Yaft §1namssunnues
LiazTasuaT19dwRa1Tm N ARALE TS receiver
operating characteristic (area under ROC curve:
AUROC) fnaauLanaLTasui 95% (95% confident
interval: Cl) 48z A1RBRIATYNIIRDE (P) n1IuUans
AuROC lginauaiasit: 0.5 lisunsasuunle’, 0.7-0.8
pansuld 0.8-0.9 Aifiwn, uaz >0.9 Taatdn (19)

msfnsRaiandnlsvhweflginiusg
wupdassnnaudsidisidyneaiatesnii 0.0
wazfdwralun13suund (AUROC > 0.5) SIUALNNT
Rarsonanuwnnzanlunm i lls i udeassd
LﬁﬂﬁaVL@TLLazﬁmmgn@Taa ﬂﬁ]ﬁ]”ﬂﬁgﬂﬂ”@l,ﬁaﬂgﬂﬁﬂﬂ
FINULUFIR096028 multiple logistic regression analysis
Taguaasranusuniszninsaaudsianwlasiy odds
ratio (OR) uaz fawLs2an3 (coefficient)

MSAN BN I RUAAZLUUAI VLT IVDILA RS
ass lagsenaulszantvosudasasuunisesen
é’uﬂizﬁﬂﬁ%mﬂaiﬂﬁﬁmﬁaﬂﬁq@ wirdanafioulw
UG RAIINNIUAIUI AR UUUANLEDITIN
28INNTIVBYINIUNY MIAAUAIAAAVBIAZLUUTINTN
I@mﬁanq@]ﬁ'@ﬁiﬁéwmamﬁwLmngjaqm'mm AuROC
Lﬁal"ﬂuﬂ’liﬁ’lLL%ﬂ‘ffﬂﬁﬂH’laaﬂLﬂuﬂﬁj&l‘ﬁlﬁﬂ’ﬂmﬁlﬂd
ﬂnﬁLLa:néjuﬁﬁmmLﬁmgaﬁamnﬁ@ﬁtquﬂjmwﬁm

MINATIUAMNINYDIULVTIADY

msmaauqmmwmamaémﬁa tyznauaag
1) MIAATIEABIWIANTINUUA (discrimination) G

NN3%1 AUROC WaTNINARBUAILFNG t-test 138 rank

658



sarsndsnssulng Ui 17

T J P P saufl 3 n..-n.e. 2568

sum test mué’nwm:maa‘ﬂ”agaLﬁammmmn@hwaa
@hmﬁwaaﬂ:LLuumﬂmeimaas:wiwanéuﬁnﬁnmﬁ
A P . o = ad ' '
uﬂ'rgmqmmwwﬂﬂﬂquuﬂﬂﬂmﬂﬂ@‘nLLuqﬂqu@U
Thai GHQ-28 2) n1Ina&auauLiwe (calibration)
sl,‘*ﬁ‘iﬁmsai’wﬂﬁwLﬁagmmaa@ﬂa’aqizijmm

A a a_4an o o
weodlumafadywigunwianldannmsiuolas

NanN15298

ANHWTVDIA1DENI
ﬂq'&l@T’JaEi’]dLﬂuiIﬂﬁﬂB’]Lnﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ@]{‘ﬁzuﬂﬁ 1-5

591 A ANANIVUNFTNIINQATINNNT Touaz 53.4

LRSENUNMIUSLIAMILARTNTIN 88T 46.6 nAnEN

saulngidunwands (Savaz 73.9) flargiadn 20.9:2.0

LL‘LJ‘LH]"IE‘]?NL‘].]?EJ']JLV]FJ‘LIT]U‘II@QEH]?G LLaﬁl‘ﬁﬂ’]i‘ﬂﬂﬁ@‘U Ol ﬁaul%@ﬁwé’uﬁnwwayﬂu%’uﬂﬁ 2 (fagaz 30.6)

s3Uaina (goodness of fit) tNamuumANWETA 3) Ja9a98Nfa TWIN 4 (Fowaz 21.2) uaztuin 3 (Sewas

va .
AsnagauauasIn1eluliis bootstrap resampling 18.1) namIFANTEINITFLAMA A bluLL sz

$1%2% 200 replications LNARIANULANGIIVBISTUND Thai GHQ-28 WL BnanE s W% 218 an aaLdusas

ﬂ']iil’]LL‘HﬂiZ‘V\'J’NNE\lelﬂil"lﬂ‘llaﬁa‘ﬂl‘ﬁﬁi']ﬂLL‘iJ‘iJiﬂﬂ?N 8> 36.9 ﬁﬂzgmqmmwﬁ@] ﬁagaﬁﬂﬂmaamjmﬁmmd

funafldandayafii1un1s replications 4) n13 o uunaunIzgunInaa aauaasluansnem 1

3Lm’wﬁmmgﬂﬁaw 99n133%aae (diagnostic
accuracy) LLamNaLﬂumﬂ’J’m"gﬂ (prevalence) anuh AMTEIUUUI A

nsitivity) A37031LN ificity) ANYITUIBNALIN A . o A . e
(sensitivity) (specificity) 1NA1319N 1 WU TNTANNLANGA1INK

ositive predictive value: PPV) @17 T4 18 Naa L L e ' a o o -
(p P ) sznivindnmnidymiguniwianuinAnsind

(negative predictive value: NPV) positive likelihood ratio v . & oo = v
laun oul wwe a0 mﬂmunumiﬂﬂm AN

LR+) L8z negative likelihood ratio (LR+ o o o o ]
( ) 9 ( ) NIUATAL ANNFDINITENLEIT NITFTENOLTIN

@13519%9 1. ﬁagaﬁﬂﬂmaaﬂquﬁaasi’m‘i'n,l,uﬂm'mn'n:qmmw%@l

238 ffymguninia lifidymgunnia P AuROC
(n = 218) (n = 373) (95% Cl)
INWIN SHEE INWIU SOHER
] <001 061 (057, 0.65)
1 21 25.9 60 74.1
2 45 24.9 136 75.1
3 40 374 67 62.6
4 80 64.0 45 36.0
5 32 33.0 65 67.0
LN <0.01 0.57(0.52, 0.60)
78 39 25.3 115 74.7
TN 179 41.1 257 58.9
8121 <0.01 0.4 (0.37, 0.46)
Lﬂgﬁﬂiimq@ﬁ’mﬂ’li 131 44 1 166 55.9
m‘m’%mamam E%;]jﬂii&l 73 28.2 186 71.8
mMIldsununIAnm 13 59.1 9 40.9 0.04  0.52 (0.48, 0.56)
seauTwIuwliasIanuLn o 32 40.5 47 59.5 053  0.51 (0.47, 0.55)
HaMISEwadutani 2.5 6 46.2 7 53.9 0.58  0.50 (0.46, 0.55)
AMUADINIEN LA S 86 51.2 82 48.8 <0.01 0.59 (0.55, 0.63)
AMNABINTENLEUN 33 47.8 36 52.2 0.05  0.53 (0.49, 0.57)

659



@13197 1. Tayar ldvasngudadisduunaiunizguninia (da)

TLlp

Thai Journal of Pharmacy Practice
Vol. 17 No 3 Jul-Sep 2025

238 ffymgunnia laiddTymiguninia P AuROC
(n = 218) (n = 373) (95% Cl)
U Jouas U Jouae
fimilfsamenunndla 16 55.2 13 44.8 0.05  0.52 (0.48, 0.56)
HWnande i 0.25  0.49 (0.45, 0.53)
fausamIag 71 39.9 107 60.1
iau 25 29.4 60 70.6
AULAL? 120 37.2 203 62.9
FOWNINFUTRVIDAIUIAN 0.91 0.50 (0.46, 0.54)
atieneni 185 37.0 315 63.0
Nt 32 36.0 57 64.0
MavAug s luamasdn 36 81.8 8 182 <001 0.57 (0.53, 0.61)

a =S A o a & A =2 @
* W"ﬂqimqﬁ]']ﬂﬁﬂ'ﬁﬂﬂﬁ'l‘ﬂLm']LiﬁuLLaZ%uﬂﬂﬂﬂJiﬂﬂE’]luﬁa?Uu

anunndla LLa:mSLﬁuqmmlummaw‘h lastfadeln
Fasvasnan1siion n3ldrusuanuenmed HWn
a1fusIN uazaawAIwaNIzvaddatnnsan ad
anusWusIuMaRadymgunInia
edaiandudsmeiifiddyneaia
#a8n31 0.05 uazdisnuralun1ssuuné (AuROC >
0.5) TanAuM IR NNnRNza w1 TU g
wazldIuuLna U@ Bayesian information criteria (BIC)
FEAIIULLERaINLTN wuuaasfiannzand 5 Tase
g SeddrmnamsrihweBsiaudauasit naiu

Qm@hlummau@h Tl mivl,@T%'unu LNF LLRSA1A

Foansiaame 1etinns 5 Tesuilnairouuusiaas
@18 multiple logistic regression analysis LLazlﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁn
Azunwvasudaasuamuianlransar ldasunuy
2ILUUINRBIYINNL 112 Azuun laodazuuuaadudas

23863 1luan3197 2

seaNSAINVBILLLINA DS
INNHANIIILATIEA BN TN TN

qmmw%ma{lmeﬁaaalumswﬁ 2 wudwayﬂmm”uﬁ

sawiuldlaniidn AUROC 0.75 (0.71, 0.79) (3171 1)

M13199 2. Tasaviwelumsanauuusnaasads multiple logistic regression WazMIMARAALUUUUBILARZLTAIE

Tavsviue OR 95%Cl P faulasans  asuun
ﬂ’liLﬁuQmﬁ’II%@mLawﬁ'} 7.85 3.34, 18.46 <0.01 2.06 30
]
1 1.07 0.56, 2.05 0.84 0.07 1
2 nawe9ds  nawdneds - - 0
3 2.09 1.19, 3.69 0.01 0.74 11
4 6.09 3.51, 10.56 <0.01 1.81 27
5 1.82 1.02, 3.26 0.04 0.60 9
ﬂ’]ﬂ@ﬁﬁnuﬂ’]iﬁﬂﬁ’] 2.46 0.94, 6.45 0.07 0.90 13
LWﬂ%m‘j\‘] 2.14 1.34, 3.39 .<0.01 0.76 1
NG BINNIEN AT 1.96 1.29, 2.97 < 0.01 0.67 10

660



Asarsnasnsulng o 17
T J P P 1Nl 3 n.A.-N.2. 2568

0.50 0.75 1.00
L L

Sensitivity

0.25
L

0.00

T T T T T
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00
1 - Specificity

Area under ROC curve = 0.7503

35U 1. Audldnsiwuaasdiuianissiuunes

WUUINAD

NAaN1TNAFaUANNLAIBENTadIuLDIRedlay
ﬂﬁiﬁ%’ﬁaﬂﬁﬂizmnmmL?{'mlmﬁ@ﬂrgmqmmw%m
mnmsﬁwmﬂimULmuﬁwaauﬂ?mmﬁwﬂ”uiagmﬁa
wud’vﬁayaﬁvlﬁﬁmwaa@ﬂﬁadﬂ”u (gﬂ'ﬁ' 2) WAZWANY
nagausIUaiind linuanuuandrsagnsdinddny

N19806 (P = 0.95)

anuaseneln

asnazauanuasinaludisis bootstrap
resampling 371%7% 200 replications Wu31 @1 AuROC
91N v bootstrap Sanulndidesiudr AuROC 7ile
mnﬁagaﬁlﬁa%’mmm‘haaa (AuROC: 0.75 vs. 0.75)
Tagldwuanuuansdvasnsfivedagnosia

msﬁ’mumgﬂﬁmwamztmwmmmmﬁaaa
LWWaNINAZLUBITNULUIIRDI ’ﬂq@ﬁ@]ﬁlﬁ

fuwnalunsduun &3 q@ﬁaq@@?’@ﬁmuuu 21/22 37N

.8
L

6
L

4
1

TematAadymasmwia

&5 .

doyate

Foainn

T T

T
0 20 0 60 80
AZUUUANHLFD

gﬂ‘ﬁ 2. HANINOFDLAMNULUWEIVDILULTINEDY

661

& 2 = .
ATLUUIINNIRY 112 ATHUY TIRINITALLIBNANEN
saniilu 2 nqude UNANEINTAZLUUINALUUI IR
& ' & o . Aa A '
AILa 22 ﬂzLLuumuvl,ﬂamLﬂuﬂqwmmwmamgmarm

a a té o a I ~a
Wadymguawiademslasumadheindufies

AAYNADIVINTINIRY
ﬂzLLuuLaﬁml’mLLum‘]’waawaqmjuﬁfﬂﬁﬂmﬁﬁ
ﬁtgmqmmw%m (31.90+£17.19, N=211) ﬁ@hggdﬂdwmju

o A&

unﬂﬂmﬁﬁqmmwﬁmﬂnﬁ (17.71£11.79, N=353) 8813
ffudduniaadia (t=-11.60, df=563, P < 0.001) 18
NAFaLAIY independent t-test NANITILATIZHAN
ON@09289n173%4981 (diagnostic accuracy) LFAIAY

AN3197 3

=Y
nsandsnana
wuudraasdnivAansasdyniganinialu
Aa o dw % J a o o A
INWITIRETITNAINGYIFIUY 5 dauds lapd
drwranIrinwieIudanuaaulaast mmjﬁmﬁu
Qmmlm}umo@hLﬂuﬂaﬁ'ﬂﬁﬁéﬁmﬂumiﬁwmﬂgaq@
A [ Qs t:l Q Q a v ' v
FI TN NUAIURU W BT LRI UITUABWREN
(10,11) 589a330A8 wnAn TN 4 neflarafaanlusu
A L Ao R v a Aaa A a
11 4 dusendndansidhgnatouneedin dalana

M13191 3. mmgnﬁaﬂumﬁﬁ%d‘waaﬁ;w‘”@muuuﬁ

21/22

FTiwy 95%Cl

AN Jouaz 36.9 33.0, 416
AuROC 0.68 0.64, 0.72
analh 66.8 60.0, 73.1
AU WL 68.6 634,734
PPV 56.0 49.6, 62.2
NPV 77.6 72.5, 82.1
LR+ 2.13 1.77, 2.55
LR- 0.48 0.39, 0.59

WUIYLAG: ATYITUIBNALIN (positive predictive value:
PPV) @1¥inu8 a8l (negative predictive value: NPV)
positive likelihood ratio (LR+) L8 ¢ negative likelihood

ratio (LR+)



tg’ a 1 U A
gINVBILHETIITT BWAZANTINUNALRNILA DUTIINN T4
ROAARDINUNUITLAUNLIN TUTNANEN (14) WazANY

o a ) = o Aa ' '
winlumMIsow (1) Sawdultendnad ONZFINNIA
TadndalddanisldTununisdins Wndnw sy
‘qumsﬁﬂmﬁ'ﬂﬁmwLﬂ’%ﬁ@LLazﬂ@ﬁu LARINABITNTN

a v & 4' v =
wamasouldiduliamienluvamuuszdasumsinm
msflunmﬁnuﬁmuﬂ Lﬁaﬂmmu:mﬂﬁ%’unuﬁu N
tﬂl Qs 1 1 v = = lé k3
U A INAMEINA A UNAN T ANUAT LA TIFDAARDI
ALNWITENWLIN ANUATUALUTZRI NS OUTANNTNNUT
o a o @ A A & a
nuymgunwia (11) S1eud alufawand Saindn
o 2 A Ao ;e oA v a '
g aniannansruisanuiinddymeuialaannniy
WA BRI NARIAYNIEIA (9,14) uazgarinufa AN
FasmItnaame WNANENIS R asInUaNNdaINM IV
o  wR 1 aa = A Qs Qs 1 1
@mmuﬂgaﬂvluwaslﬁfl,ummﬂm‘mu F919AINANFING
U6 aﬂzymqmmw%m”aﬁwﬂmmﬁﬁ' Bnaunii (11)
o { £ J Vo >
WUUFIRDINFTIURENNITD LTI UATNAN B

Aa a =] Aa a a
ﬂuﬂ@%’]qmﬂ’mﬂﬂaaﬂﬁ]’lﬂuﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂuqmﬂ’w\l%@lﬂﬂm

1o Lﬁaaﬁnﬂﬁéwmalumimu,unagiui:ﬁ’uﬁﬁam%‘uvl,ﬁ

'
a va e

(AUROC 0.7-0.8) 3a@affITuLawe a1w1InlEluns

ﬁumﬁnﬁnmﬁﬁmmL?}mgaﬁa:wuﬂagmqmmw%
Lﬁaﬁﬂﬂzjmig]LLaﬁfﬂﬁﬂmsl,m%agﬂﬁam‘nﬂ'quLflu
WLl ] mqﬁéwmﬂumsrﬁw wunanvld'laa yjlus:@‘i’uﬁ
\Hoa (excellent) (AUROC 0.8-0.9) anatfinainilaselu
mMsrmeildaanuudiann 5 Tasodiiwinuas
ANUFIRRTTes uazdTasurinusutsaaninisuie
WIHUBITONN LT ms"L@T%’mmn’mﬁnmum:mm
GaIN1IEN LAY mu"?%‘ﬂluamﬂmmiﬁ’@msﬁuﬁagaﬁ
PIARYLRULEY LT lfnwsﬁ'@miﬁ‘m?’agaﬁmww
83T multiple imputation agnd lsAaufanainuiae
f':'cn:Vl&ivlﬁ’l.%m:mumi'cﬁ'@ﬂ’riﬂbuiagaﬁm'mmU weng
§waneradenunneLdafisunurwiaaie
fwracld lumsanwiiuuusiassdanuwsingrlums
‘Y‘hmﬂmmlﬁiﬂwiaﬂzqummw%@ Tagwuin naw
5:%’jwammL?ﬂﬂ%Lﬁ@ﬂthqmmw%mmmsﬁwm:J
lasunudtsasnudayasdefianusaandasnu 34
sansninuuuitassit i lFlunsaansesdosduiie
ﬁumﬁnﬁﬂmmjm?mvlﬁ NNTU LI UAIIN AT
AMelupaIluudaed Wudl LUUIIRBIRINITOYINUNE
Tamgunwialdodisuinglugadoyainaesitldann

NITUINNIT bootstrap resampling

J P Thai Journal of Pharmacy Practice
Vol. 17 No 3 Jul-Sep 2025
° A o X a o °
wuudaeInasiuianylinuanusinig
Tnfifosny Uszunmiosas 70 AInuII8NaNLKNALIN
ILRZHARUAI LA NIRAINBRaUINTFNAaudnIdn
AIRUNIATIINUNALINGINITIATUNTEUEUAILI TN
o'l Iummzﬁ@hﬁwmﬂwaau@iauﬁnga NNIATIINY
A A R o ™ o o =& Y
NaaUAINLAIaIdadsdantnulaladn sndnunluidas

lasunsfaanuiduniee

GREl

L]

wuudraesdmivaansasdymiguninialu
Wndnwinsseaaslunisansit wasduiialy
mmsﬁ‘ﬁ'ﬂ?ﬂwm%ammsﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁlumi@LLaﬂrgm
g Winthfadudns 9 sasindnmandumazu
AMNLEDT IuEasluna1319% 2 lagnzuunidy 0-21
LRAIEIANNLEEIUNG UazAZUWITIN 22-112 BB i
mwmﬁ'nga wuusaesfasdudsrmnalunnssuun
Tamgunwialuszdunoensuld uasdeonuuduilu
m3imwena udsuluauaanisdnisdsadneny
asInTuuenvasuuustsasRautanluamzane
%mmaﬁqmmwﬁu 9 Weovszfiudszansnnas
wuussesluusuniiansesnly uwazenainsusuiRa
W30anTasuYNUI B98N LRBLANEIKIINTEUNNT
fgdifu wana1Ni Thai-GHQ LA BILDUAANT S
\fo9dulaile gold standard lun1s3fadslsa aaiiu
NwidndaldaisUssiiunaansaronisiiaanlas
Faunng Lmzm'sﬁmiﬁmsmwﬁmmg@é’@ﬁﬁmmvh

&
[SRNINRY
U

1aNE13D19D9

1. Pacheco JP, Giacomin HT, Tam WW, Ribeiro TB,
Arab C, Bezerra IM, et al. Mental health problems
among medical students in Brazil: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. Braz J Psychiatry 2017;
39: 369-78.

2. Al-Khani AM, Sarhandi MI, Zaghloul MS, Ewid M,
Saquib N. A cross-sectional survey on sleep quality,
mental health, and academic performance among
medical students in Saudi Arabia. BMC Res Notes

2019; 12: 665. doi: 10.1186/s13104-019-4713-2.

662



IPP

3. Zeng W, Chen R, Wang X, Zhang Q, Deng W.
Prevalence of mental health problems among
medical students in China: A meta-analysis.
Medicine 2019; 98: €15337. doi: 10.1097/md.00000
00000015337

4. Mulyadi M, Tonapa SI, Luneto S, Lin WT, Lee BO.
Prevalence of mental health problems and sleep
disturbances in nursing students during the COVID-
19 pandemic: A systematic review and meta-
analysis. Nurse Educ Pract 2021; 57: 103228. doi:
10.1016/j.nepr.2021.103228

5. Quek TT, Tam WW, Tran BX, Zhang M, Zhang Z,
Ho CS, et al. The global prevalence of anxiety
among medical students: a meta-analysis. Int J
Environ Res Public Health 2019; 16: 2735. doi:
10.3390/ijerph16152735.

6. Son C, Hegde S, Smith A, Wang X, Sasangohar F.
Effects of COVID-19 on college students’ mental
health in the United States: interview survey study.
J Med Internet Res 2020; 22: e21279. doi:
10.2196/21279

7. Auchayasawat S. Prevalence and factors associated
with depression among the clinical medical students
of a faculty of medicine in northeast Thailand.
Srinagarind Medical Journal 2021; 36: 200-8.

8. Prasongsuk P, Chalittikul W, Badkeaw C, Supaporn
S, Chumcheoy S. Factors relating to mental health
profile amongst undergraduate students of Public
Health Program in Dental Public Health at Sirindhorn
College of Public Health Chonbur. Multidisciplinary
Journal for Health 2019; 1: 62-71.

9. Kochsiripong P, Duangrith D. Mental health status
and self-esteem in pharmacy students, Rangsit
University. Journal of Mental Health of Thailand
2017; 26: 117-28.

10.Arima M, Takamiya Y, Furuta A, Siriratsivawong K,
Tsuchiya S, Izumi M. Factors associated with the
mental health status of medical students during the

COVID-19 pandemic: A cross-sectional study in

663

Japan. BMJ open 2020; 10: e043728. doi:
10.1136/bmjopen-2020-043728

11.Karaca A, Yildirim N, Cangur S, Acikgoz F, Akkus D.
Relationship between mental health of nursing
students and coping, self-esteem and social support.
Nurse Educ today 2019; 76: 44-50.

12.Dyrbye LN, Thomas MR, Shanafelt TD. Systematic
review of depression, anxiety, and other indicators
of psychological distress among US and Canadian
medical students. Acad Med 2006; 81: 354-73.

13.Fukushima K, Fukushima N, Sato H, Yokota J,
Uchida K. Association between nutritional level,
menstrual-related symptoms, and mental health in
female medical students. PloS one 2020; 15:
€0235909. doi: 10.1371/ journal.pone.0235909

14.Moutinho ILD, Maddalena NdCP, Roland RK,
Lucchetti ALG, Tibirica SHC, Ezequiel OdS, et al.
Depression, stress and anxiety in medical students:
A cross-sectional comparison between students
from different semesters. Revista da Associagdo
Médica Brasileira 2017; 63: 21-8.

15.Tangjitboonsanga N, Charnsil C. Attitude toward
depression in Thai population. Journal of the
Psychiatric Association of Thailand 2020; 65: 75-88

16.Nilchaikovit T, Sukying C, Silpakit C. Reliability and
validity of the Thai version of the General Health
Questionnaire. Journal of the Psychiatric Association
of Thailand 1996; 41: 2-17.

17. Wongpakaran T, Wongpakaran N. A comparison of
reliability and construct validity between the original
and revised versions of the Rosenberg Self-Esteem
Scale. Psychiatry Investig 2012; 9: 54-8.

18. Riley RD, Ensor J, Snell KIE, Harrell FE, Jr., Martin
GP, Reitsma JB, et al. Calculating the sample size
required for developing a clinical prediction model.
BMJ 2020; 368: m441. doi: 10.1136/bmj.m441.

19. Jayawant N, Mandrekar. Receiver operating charac-
teristic curve in diagnostic test assessment. J

Thorac Oncol 2010; 5: 1315-6.



