of kol 8ha| 2] : A3l A4E
Korean J. of Preventive Medicine
Vol. 31, No. 4, November. 1998

AEishar o #o) et o g destud, st o) Al ot el el st
X guista o) S 3t ol upol tan =

= Abstract = _
An Application of Delphi Method to the Assessment of
Current Status of Cancer Research
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Keun-Young Yoo**, Youngsoo Shin
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Globally, cancer research has been considered one of the most important field of
biomedical researches. Recently, in Korea, there are increasing concerns about cancer
research and the development of national cancer control programme.

For the efficient investment in cancer research at the national level, strategic ap-
proach is needed based on the nationwide information about current status of re-
search. However even the basic data on cancer research have not been systematically
collected, and are not available when necessary.

The aim of this study is to assess current status of cancer research. For this pur-
pose, this study applied two round Delphi method in which fifteen experts in cancer
research fields participated. They rated each items on the initial list at the first round,
and modified their responses at the second round. '

Panels responded that pathogenesis of cancer, research & development of cancer
drug, and oncogene, etc. are the most urgent and important research fields. They asses-

sed national level of cancer research as being 49.6% of the world highest level.
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Coefficient of variation tended to be lowered with the iteration. Predictive stability was eval-

uated to be lower in items of urgency than in items of importance and research level.

Although this study shares the same limitations in the selection of the experts with many

other Delphi studies, it provides a primary data that would be required to plan the national

strategy of the cancer research.

Key words : Delphi Method, Cancer Research, Technology Assessment, Forecasting
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Ha 0.63 0.50 0.41
N.z =

1. Ao CHEh 0

Aol & A g o Z3le dujo], Ay
zto], QJALEA ‘Eilﬁ}oli LEUFA (Turoff, 1970; Rauc-
h, 1979; Woudenberg, 1991; 9] 45, 1994), & AT
of &8 ATFF H71aE 9] 23S =) ghe o
Z3h= datolo 3H Becta & 4 Qo

dajol el EFo wlal ‘what will be’, ‘what
should be’, ‘what could be’ ] 4] 7} X E &F
’75}7‘] ge Aol W Faslt 1 olfE £ Ay

vzt oG E 5 A e} “oig A slojop
?i‘:} of AUz AL 7Moo 2H e ‘o
A 2 Aotk ghe T4 M S UEA 28 9

o] 27 WEoltHE 719t oA, 1992). AT &
Hol| gt Dol s EFH3H, 2 AT7E ‘what
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W} 1= sh), AHA R AHE HRIt gle A
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k= 28 7|t (desirability)ol] FFF %] 22 o
28 £ Qloke 3ol o2 AR Eo|tHHill
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7Fsst7] wiEel 7hsd sidior] Hu ARt
%_g_g}.‘;‘:_ 7)-10] X‘]X‘]@].{;],:ﬂ_ gt 2= 0]1:].

£ dpdxe & 752 A1 B
ARE3EA] 93aL, UAT HEVH RS B3l ¢
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7}14 TS A71%7Hself-rating) 3= 4]o] A3
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EVUL% A 583 F daigol 37] e Al
HEAE 7122 A9 S5 Toke ol B
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o] Aozt EAAl B o gl ¥, sid o] 71
ol thEAC o] EAI7E 2 4= 7] wjgo
dato] side] Fol) M= o2 7] A7t 23
vk gl Hde 7t e adolA 11H R
T 7Feeta, #& 15Y4E gHEolEn
SR THEAA T §E2, 1992), T2/} & 73
o} 1004°] d& AErhdS LYz 3, %
e 15-& FAst AR it

2 A7l o} A7 e ol g ulgto] 9}
& F ok 2y $A AFsIdEe] 158 Hx9
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TEH gte ARV AAE 2% G Ag
S 2FH e FEolEa /M £ QloE, 2 A
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TE o7 dErr) W Ao B Ao
2 VR, o3P s gl R AIFA, &

2% ATHEY FEOB YolAle P4S uolz,
F71991 ehees] Dol ZRolN olg sHs,
AR, F8E, A7EY o8 7 eeurt ¥
2 gicke 222 4 & Uk WA B 1

—853—



tee 2 284 =gt
3. 7 ze) HEdo| gt u&

ARZL 100%02 35S o), & 21709 A7FA)
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