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Design Advisor: Student 3, Reflection meetings were coded for engineering SKIVE Design Advisor: Student 1,
what else did you discuss in elements and segmented by question. can you tell us what you just
your group meeting? meISdhed 20:097 -
- i . . . tudent 1: | just t
Student 3: We discussed how We conducted an epistemic network analysis (ENA) over o e e STAPHEE T
our different membranes . . . . . cellulose flux data.
ranked compared to the other the binary codes, which consists of using the loadings of a Design Advisor: Cool. Student
people in our group. principal components analysis to create a direction-based 2, What did you find out from
Design Advisor: So, you and network model Graphing Cellulose Flux
your new team members ' Data?
shared data about the Student 2: i just made the
different materials that you The nodes of the model represent the engineering SKIVE graph and i think the
tested. elements, and the connections between nodes represent &yg;fggggi\slg”wam 'S the
Meeting 3 co-occurencesof SKIVE elements at that point in time. Meotn 1'
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Collaboration

Data Design Advisor: Student 4,
now will you justify your final
prototype in your engineering
notebook.

Student 4: Our final prototype

Design Advisor: What did you
accomplish in the group
meeting?

Student 2: We compared
devices and chose our top 5.

provides the best overall care
for the patient and that's the
most important part of the
device, it has a reliability, flux
rate, and biocomp of 7, 19,
and 32.2 respectively.

And typed descriptions/our
reasons for choosing them.
Design Advisor: So, you and
your group together had to
select 5 devices to be tested.
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