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Abstract: Objective To establish the process quality control evaluation indexes for Chinese medical research in order
to realize the quantitative evaluation of Chinese medical research quality control. Methods Through leader group
discussion, expert consulting and on-site inspection findings, the process quality control indexes developed into 21
based on mid—term evaluation indexes. According to the developed index system, we collected the evaluation data. The
process quality conirol evaluation indexes were further screened and optimized on the basis of data characteristics, with
the statistical method of cluster analysis and correlation analysis, together with the subjective weight. The rationality of
theory structure and the applicability of the selected indexes were verified by factor analysis method. Results Fourteen
indexes were confirmed as the process quality control evaluation indexes for Chinese medical research. Conclusion The
results of project ranking between expertise and mathematical analysis are basically consistent, indicating the feasibility
of applying this indicators set for quality control evaluation of Chinese medical clinical research.
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Table 1 The explanation and description of preliminarily established quality control evaluation indexes for Chinese medicine research

iR

e 10 XT3k, W2 104, Bl 0 4r. RRGCFMIEUETA S 5 5y BC TR A A2 25 A bk
GEMEFERR) 10 800 70 IXEEME LN 10 70, FEBIMG 020, Al homkddt, N
CEVERRPR) 10300 7. AF RAMEGYICRER, DI 2 7545 ML IR 18] () 5 F P 28 A I 5 14
e 10 O30T, W55 10 43, Hef% 0 Jro BREGYR T RECA NG BRI 1 4. AN A ERARSUNTROT
e 10 O30T, W55 10 43, defiK 0 4o RGP P I 25 BA R EOTUN AT 1 4. FEE B AR AT
i 10 B, Wior 10 43, AR 020 B0 HEA A R A ARIC R A B ANRE HH

RIETIRI AR 10 2, W5 10 73, ff 0 7% BAZIRE ST L ABSGHITOR IR 1 7).
QRAET SR Psn], BT A T, (HAh A SR IO 15 f. 57 15 AT ANRESE MU IS

e 10 (30, W5 10 73, fef 0 200 SYTPAECE ARG R L I A, R ERBCA ORI A REH
U1 230 SR OISR SRR IR PR TE SE 00 & (5 B RS AT LU TEN (R A
e 10 O30T, W55 10 43, HefK 0 Jro FRBEVII AT AL I BRALAG 24ty , P B0 o D T B A
e 10 3T, W55 10 43, Hef% 0 4o XSG S RS R SR, A B Al i T2 S Bk
PR3 P (15 RN bl NN 4 0 1 v | 7 B T g AL 3

e 10 B I, 603 10 43, dwAik O 2o ARG 3 b AL T ML I 10 7 P 392 4 TE 75% LR 4T 1
W53 10 4, AR 0 4o IRALFHGEIE / AP ARBIE x 10 43 =734, LB PRI EIED

e 10 O30T, 553 10 43, Hef 0 Gro ARG PIASTERLSE IR ] 67 P SCHR i 7 i 1 43

i 10 B, Wior 10 7%, AR 0 20 BOMR IR A — Tl — MR A—Ed0 1 7h . R
TRPR AN BT RER . LAV A REF, BOmTRZ 1 5.

ARSI IE) BORSEAL, B> 1077, &AK 0 2hc SR 1A UII s A it s B LR R ] R4S
AEH10.5 5, R FRAGHEAN | 700 ARG PR R AE R A AN L IR A G AR Y e ]

R ‘
SRR G TERSEN, WA 109y, BT 04, b | UGB MAEIRS 1 4, W
W A5 4R 0 L L e

A 10 GRS, W5 104, FRAE 0 4h. ARGYRIK R B R IE H 2 i (b A% 4 L

EiE FEPRAA
x1 PANIRBIEL /| g BlER 14455 = BIAIRBIEL 1 IR x 10 43,
2 SEHGRITIIL BRI 15455 = SERUR IR / R IEL x 10 5%
3 DR EGE R, ZiXE
2 sk DR KU LI 0.5 5y, A — ATLAWEMGE R 0.5 530
x4 HIEWAT
1043,
x5 BERLIE T BT
2y, TSR RBEHLRIT AT 10 43, AT RENLIEIRAS 0 43
x6 BRI G BRI
SME M Sk g
X7 WSO e
[ B 7 AP S B R AT o
x8  RRHAYIE A E N R
Eirasy 157, BRI dn 145,
X9 RZIHE ST
Vi), B ARIARAT S AT, FNBRARR ZE
x10  SEEYEHELAAT IR
x11 #feke s Rk
22 P P 7 LR D 6 000 1 4
x12 HMEAA SER MR
xI13 iR 845 =(1- ISR BT/ HAIRBIED x 10 53
x4 FHgE
5Fe
x15  HFAFSRAEE LR
2 4 (RFIEYIAD o
x16  FERUE B4 A [A] 7 PN SRR Pl T 48R
x17  EFR IR R O P e
FEAR Y —BUHEAZ RS
x18  —4ikh
x19 A
FEARGHEIN 1 43, WEAr i i 4 W i (4
X20  HMETE BAE e
[ Bk Ry, ST IR 2R AL Z S A 1 43
21 REZ OIS T PERRFR (A 800)




+130- Traditional Chinese Drug Research & Clinical Pharmacology, 2015 January, Vol. 26 No. 1

1.2 s oG b 0 R S A T4
PEATIPAG I, PR R AV IR R S 2, AE
TEPRE R E ST, AN AR BRI T AN ) 1A 2
B, b B i R ST R AR AL SR R T
B AR bR AT ARG R AR R A TEAN b A AR X B 2
FE BB, AR B 5E 3l ot 2 R e (Analytic
Hierarchy Process, AHP)FFEFEFR WAL T, #iE 21
AR I e B2 i PR A58 S S 58 TAE R h R &
. MK TR F LR Gt LR IHEEELR
MUK ANV ER S S S S i SR SR (=f AN e
JERIMRAEL, SBT3 & 500 B2 U F8 b o 2 A% i TR
(EHRFIE, FRR—ZRT (EREAERZ)F
PEHATIH— b B, 33— R IR PR A E . B
5, R R AR PRIECE AT E BT, 13RI EOR—
SRV RAR I A AL
L3 it B iR 4 R IEN Ry
— 7 BT R EEMEEE Th EE BRI ST
WUH 39 AN, Hog 35 AN (ISR
89.74 % )R HIHEHLYT B (RCT) T, R H &
BRI 20 4>, 5 RCT TR 57.14 %
HUCHHTEE RIS B, MDA PR )
i HhIO A, B R A R T SR e R # N
B, PERIEEE R F A ST o4, AT RE
o g 2 B R AR T () K389 . AEEATITAR AT
XS EAERAEF A THA, R XT3 b i) B
BT RATREIHERH T RHE bR R IHA 2 sl B
i i 22 100 7 A T £ o

AR R RAE LIWT O . 29 0 F 2R R
e EFRMRRREIT, E AR R
BiAr o ARG > TORTR], e N DUREA AT 1 LR
BLO RIS TE IR R A I R D, AR A TR
BHE— B TRy, WASH)E, BT K
P BTG TE AR, BSR4 K A 74T
I3 o [V IR Wi A I R I 5 5t 4w AS A ARG AT 5T
H, TR A E S L.
1.4 BB R IR TERE B AL R R X RS
PBE DA T BT, K 39 AR A J5 42 EA B His
A excel £, — ASEA, — ABXF, DMRIEEHE
SRAUHERAPE o AR 2 28 32 WA E 2 DL 4355 B0
fiE, R A SRSy kit —
i e FIOCALFE AR, o i 3k R 20 B O v Ik A ¢
i e i bn B TE S22 UCR A 9 B M SV A 8 A 1 T
FHE

2 #£R
20 EMBUEESE  IEEIE PR B E IR A T
ZLER ) R A WA 1

BN B 0.1241x50.15=6.2213

4985 | semstrromy SR 0.1241x49.85=6.1851

ARGPMEILICR
SERGECR

ARGV =
(ERRER)

ARBHAARAN
24.85 o
- gﬁﬁ AR
2592 T A EERE

0.1255x50.9=6.3905

0.1255x%49.1=6.1634

0.1321x24.82=3.2782

0.1321x24.85=3.2813

0.1321x25.92=3.4234

0.1321x24.41=3.2241

0.1294x33.42=4.3258

2442 KREBE IR

0.1294 @%}!ﬁ 3247 BRERAE

0.1294x32.47=4.2032

g 34.11 =
E BBt 0.1294x34.11=4.4150
=
01209 [y pormpar 317 { gy 0.1209x31.7=3.8329
3022 BRI 01209%36.22-4.3788
312
BFRRESIE LR 0.1162x31.2=3.6254
01162 [ BiREE | 2967 ERENRREA
p)d i) 0.1162x29.67=3.4478

39.13 BFCRESHFUEH X8
1Rt —EHRY

0.1162x39.13=4.5478

0.1289x50.74=6.5385

TiRE 0.1289x49.26=6.3471

0.1229x48.24=5.9287

0.1229x51.76=6.3625

1 21 MEIRENRNE

Figure 1  Subjective weight of 21 quality control evalua tion

indexes
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Figure 2 Clustering analysis result of 21 indexes
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Table 2 Partial correlation coefficient of indexes x10, xI11 and

x12

bR x10 x11 x12
xl & x2 & x10 Correlation 1.000 -0.064 0.040
3 & x4 & Significance(2-tailed ) . 0.169  0.398
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Table 3 Partial correlation coefficient of indexes x5, x13 and x14

Eit x5 x13 x14
xl & x2 & x5 Correlation 1.000  -0.009 0.068
x3 & x4 & Significance(2—tailed ) . 0.842  0.145
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Figure 3  Hierarchical structure of confirmed 14 indexes
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