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Mean Median Std Dev CV%) Mean Median Std Dev CV(%)
K 30. 75 30. 00 6.13 19. 93 30. 75 30. 00 4. 38 14. 24
R 37.50 40. 00 5.96 15. 89 36. 90 40. 00 5.04 13.66
A 14.50 15. 00 4.56 31. 45 16. 35 18. 50 4,25 25.99
P 17.25 17.50 5.95 34.49 16. 00 15. 00 3.84 24.00

Mean Median Std Dev CV(%) Mean Median Std Dev CV(%)
K1 11.90 10. 00 4,33 36. 39 13.74 13. 88 3.26 23.73
K2 8.38 9. 50 2.59 30.91 8.53 9. 00 2.61 30. 60
K3 10. 48 10. 00 2.99 28.53 8. 49 8. 00 2.18 25.68
R1 11.04 10. 00 3. 20 28.99 12.59 12.00 3.61 28.67
R2 11.59 10. 00 3. 66 31.58 13.19 12.63 3.10 23.50
R3 6. 89 6. 38 2.69 39.04 11.13 10. 00 2.86 25.70
R4 8. 41 8.00 2.74 32.58 8.58 9. 00 2. 14 24.94
Al 13.70 11.00 4.92 35.91 7.78 8. 00 2.42 31.11
P1 9.25 10. 00 3.61 39.03 8.35 8. 50 2.05 24.55
P2 7.50 7.00 2.71 36.13 7.65 7.75 2.23 29.15
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Mean Median Std Dev CV (%)
K11 5. 3400 5.0000 2.0793 38.94
K12 3. 8438 3. 8750 0.9611 25.00
K13 4.5538 4.4625 1.5111 33.18
K21 4. 0950 4. 2500 1. 2280 29.99
K22 4. 4300 4. 7500 1. 8874 42. 60
K3 8. 4875 8.0000 2.1832 25.72
R11 3.7644 3.5000 1. 5313 40. 68
R12 5.0669 5.0000 1.5004 29.61
R13 3.7563 3.0000 1.7042 45,37
R21 3.7350 3.7125 1. 3758 36. 84
R22 5.5119 5.0000 1. 7869 32.42
R23 3. 9406 3. 8750 1.0767 27.32
R31 3.9188 4. 0000 1. 3043 33.28
R32 3.4638 3.0000 1. 3521 39. 04
R33 3.7425 3.0750 1.6184 43. 24
All 4. 4125 4. 5000 1. 0615 24.06
Al2 4.1625 4. 0000 1. 1536 27.71
A21 3.9625 4. 0000 1. 4830 37.43
A22 3.8125 4.0000 1.4162 37.15
P11 2.7825 2.7500 0.9295 33.41
P12 2.6875 3.0000 0.7691 28.62
P13 2.7800 3.0000 0. 8377 30.13
P21 2. 8450 3.0000 1. 1482 40. 36
P22 2. 5500 2.3250 0. 8474 33.23
P23 2. 2800 2.0000 0. 8848 38. 81
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Discussion of Evaluation Criteria for a Research Doctoral Degree in Medicine

— An Attempt at Utilizing the Delphi Technique

CHEN Jian-yu, LIU Shao-xue

(Institute o f Higher Education , Shanghai Jiaotong University s Shanghai 200240)

Abstract: The evaluation for a research doctoral degree in medicine is a judgment of the results of 3-5 years of study. We
investigated the evaluation criteria with two rounds of consultation with 22 experts by means of the Delphi technique. It was
found that the criteria consist of four main elements with 25 indicators of evaluation. It is hoped that our findings will provide
useful guidance as well as a practical tool for medical degree evaluations.
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