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Abstract

This study screened the medical alliance’s evaluation indicators of synergistic effect through pre-
liminary literature and policy research, and practiced two Delphi method to revise, increase or
decrease the index, and further improved the index system. Then, the weight coefficient of the
constructed evaluation index is determined by the Optimum Order Method, and the final evalua-
tion index system of medical alliance’s synergistic effect is constructed. The indicator system con-
sists of 3 first-level indicators, 8 second-level indicators, and 30 third-level indicators.
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Table 1. Preliminary evaluation index of synergistic effect of medical alliance

= 1. VIR ER A D R RN 4R 4R

St iR by =gthhR
BITE R RS RIS T R
K. MARB AL
RRIETTHM TR G XA
I R R A S 2 IO B
BB T K
it A WAV IS
I E HEE FREGEHEN G
G B B E AR R EL
F RS K
5 B TR i R
EEMLEARN B
HYEE L LRI H £
HVER BRI, LRSI
BB A
[1i& ZHRERITE AKX
ZHERE T2 AR
BB LKL T
G T R NHL
Ay 55 [ =ZREGA R E
TRERA R E
YR ERE H
SRR H
TIRIEBERALAE %
ZRIEBRALAE %
WREBETTE RIS
ZHEREE EE AN
R AR b R A3 A
SRR R R A A
W55 k L B E A AT
NN Z N1
B REBAERA
YRR
=/ TN
T TR 386

TSR

) ez

e 55 2 i

BRJT M55 2k

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2021.105192 1827 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2021.105192

WA, REFE

3. BRIEZENSEES RS
3.1. BiaERNHEE

AT — Rk TR T 17 MG EBAR P F A — 3 T R & F M2 E ARG WGBSR, 85
MFILHEHRELLEEK, LAEDLAERREASEST L EEERLS, R=WER; B REF
T 1545, 14 AT T ), 1400 E 8 MSE—REMES, 6 M AFITER T EMNFEREES
TYERBEBRANEEER T/EANG . WHRILER 31 AR, 23 MEFR, HERE 2.

Table 2. General information of experts (n = 23)

F 2. EREKRBER(=23)

IiH AN P EE (%)

40 L LR 3 13.0
41~50 % 9 39.1

W
51~60 % 8 34.8
61 % kU LI 3 13.0
~ 9 39.1

5
5 14 60.9
EN e 6 26.1
AR fii+ 12 52.2
4 &Lk 5 21.7
4% 5 21.7
HAFR e 10 435
Em 8 34.8
BEREH AR 8 34.8
R BUm 4 17.4

JiIAY YA
TAEATBERITA R 6 26.1
HoAth 5 21.7
1~5 4F 1 43
5~10 4 2 8.9

TAEIR

10~15 4F 5 21.7
15 FLk 15 65.2

3.2. BEERITTEM S

(1) TR ERE

LTEBMARBEE RS S ERNE KRS FTigis XN RG], AR08 & 500 IR 7t
RBROMEBRRS . THARKRNC=M, /M (CEREZFMAL, M, RS H5EAN LR
NBL M ZORPTIEE B F S NB[10]. CHOR, FRoREZORBIG, XA EMR, ML xR RE0E
W3 3,
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Table 3. Positive coefficient of experts

= 3. ERAMAK

I 25 A AL R R (R YAE il 35 K50 (1) TR AEU(%)
B 17 17 100
St 7 15 14 94.4

(2) T FEWAUBFE L

B FRUBRE L 2 48 T S B 5 — Il B 7 0] AR B, AR IR RN S B AT SEPE S Sl 25 (11,
ERL b 5 0 AR B BB FE AT G it 22 0 it o 8 SO0 7 1 S 2R P52 00K I ALk ) ) B P A i
Fe R E L FKE WAL BHE RN R, TRENPEREEH Cr %R, KRB TEXEBITFM. 2%
FABFE RB Cs 5HIW /B Ca IWHAFHIME, ARA Cr=(Ca+Cs)/2. —BINNEFURRE Cr>
0.7 BRI T 25 R mT 5 o

A TR FEAR I ABRR S N A SR, HAREIE S AFEEARE . ARAME, — K. BB
e AR, TEWE 40 MR ARG T 50 ABFE N BRI &5 R L FKABTERE R Cs, HER
0.774, KT 0.7, UiBHEFIF AR 70 B4R LR . AR50/ FIBHKHE 2 A R, B8R
ot TAERE . RS, [T TR RS2, F0nln e ATIRE 5], TR 5. RIBCRENL
FAEREE R H Cs MKW REL Ca BMEBAT IHE, WIABURREUE Cr 4 0.837, KT 0.7, WHIABTH
LRWBUBRE RS, AR UCE W S5 R A5 R .

Table 4. Quantitative value table of expert familiarity

T4 ERATBIEEENER

BT AL REAE(Cs) AL
e AT 1.0 3
M 0.8 14
—f& 0.6 6
AR 0.4 0
e A UE 0.2 0

Table 5. Evaluation table of expert judgment
F 5. ERFIMRERESR

X 5K WK SRR (Ca)

FAWT R X " .
BB Hr 0.3 0.2 0.1
e 2 0.4 0.3 0.2
2% [H A AR 0.1 0.1 0.1
[FI4T 1 it 0.1 0.1 0.1
HMEZ 0.1 0.1 0.1
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(3) TR

L P RAR BE B AT LR B AL 1) % SN R AR = L 23 AR BE IR/ o ARHIE 70K 5 /R RS &
4 (Kendall’s coefficient of concordance) K vFAili %07 L 5 = WHITM AR L, 2 RECEHH W £, W BUHE
VG 0~1, W HBKF IR L5 B R AT [12]. ABEFUH spss AT PIRE L B W 45 R 1)
HHERANE RE W SRR ORI RAR R . 58— R LR, a0 B BRI T R ) W
B9 0.105, VEEILESS — 50 R & L SO R PRI AFE RO 40 B, FE58 5 Lo, FRbR I ZEME A
AIERAETERS 73 1) WAB AL T 0.271~0.396 [X [A] P, 36 B AEIX — %8 o) 5 1 25 b B XA DR R AR T T — 2
R R TR RISGE, k. BRI 6.

Table 6. Coordination coefficient of two rounds of expert consultation

*® 6. MEEFREBNERYK

EEE AR
Wl *rfE P 1Y Wl *IrE P{H
£ 0.105 55.510 0.008
8 0.271 117.800 0.000 0.396 171.768 0.000
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BAE 17 B SO 0 B AR B R AKOSL PPN P AR AT BT 4, 17 B R ARG TR W AR
FifAFHIEE R, X 17 AL KT 3T Gt 007, THEI SN AR IIE . 772 beilEZE . B 57 /3L
BHEFAE RN 5.00, 5 REFAERMN 0.00%. HMEHK, 255 RB0M/N I Fabr i gt far,
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N 4769, FakrN “ TRERITEAIR” , BIEE — 4.692, fakrh “ “HER BN B RIS
PRIGIME N 3.462, $Rbr2 “f5 BALEBKE” 1 “TUHABMBM” .« LRI “fBRALERKFE” A
PR RS M R 2R AN B R RN &5 SRR B, B KA VUMBRIZ SR bR . [FII& 5« T 008 o 38 n
IRMEEAL, EUMIER, SO “LREUWANIREIN” o &R REEARTEAR 1AE 5 RE0H 0.060, XF R ITEbR
RTHMERI TS NKE, WHERIX AR EE LR G AR RSN R RO
0.304, XN RIFERR 918 BALFE S KSE, HUOh 0257, 4R FRHEFR 9 TRIRRE 38 I, A 14 S0
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Briebs “BERBULEBETEHERE” - “FEEMALZAE" o Ty rgmn” , HR¥WRE.
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SFIEREH 7 s EEMIERACIFRFRMME R 3.857, fabrid N TRAMPBEL” , 5 55N
s BRI BN S BRI N B, N A AN BRI A Bl 7] B0 ) o 2R A R pe M . B B 5 R
AR AR AE 7 R ECN 0.000, SR IHRbRE “ B FRER R, BT SRR I B A %
G AR R R R TR AR AR R R EON 0.112, XRIERIR Y “SITE R RS E L
IR, KT 25%, BEEAH SO0 58 — 58 U [ RN Fia bR B B R B2 — B

SR, 5 TR SO BRI U R SOSVE A FE AR B B AT o # R, IR T R, E AR T
3.5, R REIIET 25%. XSRS R N B IR A

(2) XFEE —Retabn il BRAR AT 20 20 A

MRIGT 5 R, T EAEVESME R SR AR A 4.857, fabry “FEEHOLBEITEER " M “f5 .84k
BARNAEE” , B AL 5NN, KA EE LT3R TR (ESE — 8 4.786, f8FsN “ &
REITHI IR R R - HUON 4714, b8 “ ZHEEBETT2 NIRRT “ ZRERBETHE
H” “=ZEETFHERH” A =R 1285 NI o TR VE S S AR R F bR B2 {E
2.786, fRbrN “EHEL BERAKER” , HIKE RN 3.000, fEFRE CANTRHRARIFBEK , H
BLFNT, BASEAEAE LRI BXECL AN, AT AR AR 5 AR AR AR AT AR 1022 57 R K0 0.000, Xt
REIRRR A “ N T AR o SR SO AR R M E B A AR 8GR R AR = TR AR
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5. BRI ERENFE
5.1. HiFEE

AR AL B AR R AT AU AR, PR & AT i s 1 2 B 4T o AT S8 LU R R T T
B AL B — AR B, &k ON B TRAR L , SRR LA k x k DNER[13]. R TTHL
IR SRR, EOTREAT R LU R AR . FEREAT I LT, 5 LU AR bR 5 i LU FR AR AR L “ TR
7 “EEARM” CEEEZR”, WD 17 5 EHCEARRS S BRI L AR AT RS
HER” , WA €057 HICEIER SR LR IEFRAEEL “TE/ANK” “TEHR)” “HEAREZR” , WA
“07 o XfEbZ JE AR TEAR BRI CSRT, SUEE TF SR A A F AR A R R LT FE R R ATIR
S, AR SN 1.

5.2. BIFINERE

EMENEZA, TREHRXEXERNEAAEEENT P E B EEEEEYME,
X = (e N« N ) (N + V) Bk g MBSO, MBS AT RV BRAT 5 i B
BE, N NE—REZERNAEL Ny =17. x, NE REFRERSTRRT O RE B, N, VB
LREMANE, N, =14,

AR R AR AR HE 2 S5 ARBUE AN S, o RETTSRAFALEE wy, = S, /> So « =HRFRPALELL
Bl 5 AR R ERT112 AR(0.068) 2R EEFEAEIN(0.065) 2 i 4 i & A3 3% A
(0.063) ZZEBEAFEN0.061) =2 BT3Bt H(0.056) . A HE HAK K& = B B 1N (0.000) . 18
o ZRARA RS — PRI TR E . AR W, =YW, o B B B IR Bl 5 00 PP A 45 s %
TEWLA 7.
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Table 7. Evaluation index system of synergy effect of medical alliance

= 7. ERAEIITAN IR IR A R

X, X, X, W,
1-1-1 BI7E R, IR RN E 0.028
1-1-2 fale . AR A LM 0.009
1-1-3 ERERITHIMA FIRE K A= 0.012
1-1 B 1-1-4 &2 POl B Im % 0.047
1-1-5 =R Brpol ZIm %o 0.005
LEE P 1-1-6 32 % P BEHES A B R 0.044
(W, =0.323) - TR '
1-1-7 e e 3038 )2 H bRk 8 0.038
1-2-1 P s % 0.054
12 15 BAbsE %
1-2-2 B RAEARN G H& 0.042
1-3-1 BB L, IR H % 0.014
1-3 BHF&1E
1-3-2 AYERMAZ O UL BB S0k R4 0.030
2-1-1 EZ T2 AR 0.023
2-1 [T 2-1-2 ZZREFE T2 AR 0.068
2-1-3 =ZERET 12 A 0.002
2-2-1 %2 B EEH N K 0.019
2-2 WA is
2-2-2 BRPERE T B AL 0.052
2 ﬂ%w‘]ﬁj — YA N =N
(W= 0.394) 2-3-1 =R EB AR R 0.028
2-3-2 R R 0.035
2-3-3 R BT ERE H 0.038
2-3 B RS A A
2-3-4 = EBEFERH 0.056
2-3-5 IR BERALAE R 0.021
2-3-6 =R IEBERALAE & 0.052
3-1-1 BZ TN B TSR3 A 0.014
3-122 =ZRIEFE 12 BE AN A 0.026
3-1 BRI RS B
3-1-3 ZZ R iR R B AT H 0.063
3 44 A 3-1-4 =Z R BB B A 359 A 0.047
(W3 =0.283) 3-2-1 SR EBAEIN 0.061
3-2-2 ZHER AR 0.065
3-2 Yk _
3-2-3 = EREFEIRN 0.000
3-2-4 LA WA 3 I 0.007
6. INGE

AW T AR FREME e ERE R 1 BRIBAR P [F) RS PP Fabn iR & o $RAR el 3 > —ZdEdR, 8 4
TIRARKR AN 30 =GR, BARTEAR AT — R bR A LS E . WSS E R
RIOILZ, FEEE. BtaE. 1128, WAk, ERRSMEE. RIS, A .
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