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Development, Application Problems and
Improvement of Delphi Analysis (1)

LAIN-CHYI YEH'

Abstract

Delphi method are used prevail among education study. Various in-
novative analytic practices about Delphi analysis have been proposed, but
on the other hand several application problems also impacted its benefits.
The study illustrated analytic ideas, analysis approaches, operational pro-
cedures, and practices of application on Delphi method. Moreover using
Delphi method encountered with eight problems that related with insuf-
ficient professional assessment, weak rigidness in analysis, lag of adopting
new methods, using oversimple consensus measurement coefficient, and
frail operational ecology. Therefore, the study proposed some resolution
strategies: enforce research on theory and method for Delphi analysis,
build quality control mechanism, use various statistical methods, and
design specific programs. Finally several specific programs for classic
Delphi analysis worked on SPSS platform that conduct easy and rapidly,
provide rich analytic information, as well as reduce most cost of analysis.

Keywords: Delphi method, consensus assessment, coefficient of
variation, CV
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Education, National Chiayi University
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2. BITHGTR Delphi S ITHEIEFE - WEMNSIEERRIRIZMMRE

AT A A L5 ME 2 Delphi 43 AT RO EEERE TAF - 17 A 2 351 B 3 — 2K
1 (agreement) ~ B4 (association, correlation) ~ G (reliability) ~ &
(validity) HRBd » KIELAT A D i E BRSPS RY#E T EEE R Delphi 4
B o SHERITER  FrEe Delphi 7025 BE B an B A AR BE A CAFIEE - n] EEHEdR
FH SR TR Er AR B 11 FoR - FEMERFFERE - FHESE ~ 78 (T
H) 8 -~ FHESERECRE  H R R Al TR 1 0T S HRE AT &R
GG AR * Ry B RIARMGE mER T » = Ry oA JiE MR A Gt im - (KR &
AT REN A » RERIEIGERTE - B L #E17 Delphi 43 M7 HERL B fith ] AR A% A1
ORISR o B TAF - AR = oA TR E S EERA - 2R S TIEAY R #E AT
2% Khodyakov ¥ (2023) $ZHHAVEIES -

B11
Delphi%-#7 4% &0 B TAE A Az

1B
SELE  WEEEON > SRR
2 It !

SHERE  AEEST —— ERE R ERGR —> MR mERE
SPEERE AERESTT > HERE-EEEREST —— WU

CVI, CVR, Aiken V Cronbach a, 0 PCA,FA
FEEEE SEETHET R FEETHEANE—EUES T —— SRR ES T
Cochran Q
FEE PTG B ZE ST PG IR
DDR, DLR HEbREEE T

BRI
VE SR E;ﬁ@m%~ﬁﬁ%ﬁ —> B EEIE A

{al

Bl

|u}

B EIENRE AT Fleiss k, CV, MCV, IPRAS Aiken H, Kendall w, Cochran Q
SHEIRRE ST —> M

SPH BT —> B

P& SRR T

Cohen x, Bowker 37,32 77f 1, Spearman r

v
SHEHMERRE ST t%@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ,%iﬁ*ﬁ —> BRI U AT
sPERHEREE DT

SPREBARAT —> SPRAEE
3 H 1%
HARME R ARGENT > RIS
HR - HERMERHG B A R S KR 2 E S B A - AR A — 255
ALt A T Iol AL TREFAERR AR S, ~ RHETT R 225 ARl 5 thr]RERP#H 52
KEREFE R - RN AR EEAIE R a2 SRS A0 FIER
T BT EREE AR E L - AR E - SR HAREE - R
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AMEEREE o EEEE G o (REEREILERNE o SUAHEIEE o AR ITE ~ i
BRIE ~ FRENIE © PEfE R G ERR SRR o IR SRS PERR
FEE o FREEEE - EERFE T RS - HrhE DB ERIT - E5S
Sl A A S P B R ER R — HERF R 5 RS - T TEBCR Delphi ~ Fi
Delphi » QIFFEEBISEE - ARORRAEE S ALY - DUEE DA T e
FrE e -

= BEEESTMEER  EAARFEERNSTRENN G

&1 H T Delphi 43 HTHEZ 7 FH i B S U715 - R E 1% cry3t
AR BN - EE RIS — LR B AR S HEH 2T LA T 5 - T oA
B niTiReAfEman®

LIREBAWMER - BEMEASENREmEEESE

BAA Delphi 73BT AT S S FE AN 12 FiR » BIES A0 Delphi 5347 26 B FE R
B RS eH B a] B IE SR E AL (8] 12a 5653 ) » SRR FEAE B R BT S BRG] %%
TEFLEREEAL (18 12b 7553 ) » AWl Ko o3 B R e Ry i s dim e BT LG a AL 72 52
LRI (B 12¢ 3553 ) » FRffE - A R Zim eIy BRI L a2k - HIRE
TEFTHER R Ly AT (18] 12d ER53) » 53 nT2s E Al o] HH 3R SRR At & e L
AR AT (8 12g 5653 ) » NH ZHEITEE Delphi W 85 B L3 Bl B
2 o X Delphi 3 #7250 BRI SEHE R EZ G - HR & 25 s H [H]
W FEry R R R S A A R (B 12757 ) ~ ERI&E T (meta-analysis) HEfT
MENBEEBREIAEER (B 120555 ) 2B ZX S Re T ARG
PFECRF M R R A B (8 1263557 ) 2 & E T EHEETRYRSE » KIHEREREK
— Ry SEEERI A THINY Delphi /AT SEERIFFERE R - FIE 12 3080/ EHRGTFEES -
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g BT W;;;;;;;;;; ------------------ | i
e Hs | , ; W%ﬁ%ﬁ IS5
0] 1 :aiﬁﬁﬁ < ; 5 : FHEET
; b SIEHH e : i ! S
P v 5 %%ﬁ%A
%@2c%ﬁﬁm| ! REZE T dFTEEE
e o HuEst | ,HMﬁm SR
: i v | A
Bhiol k SEEEs(b, | dShaese: FREE
I % | pmem

S WP F‘“ﬂiﬁ%‘\[12EJDelph171}f’7‘i ,%;}%“]‘Eﬁ FL wgﬁif’;l WA
Y\j—ﬁlﬁ, TR Y fuzzy set EER IR fj’zim% fﬁ{ﬁ*ﬁ%\%lhj Frssfgd
Fi* o3 FrE R TR R R ) AR PR ] S Iﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ[g&@ﬁij%% °

%31
Delphis#7 A # A IR BB 2 b
PR, NIEE SIATEIE R TR R
a BTEIER BTG, BT B LIRS LA RIEEE R (M, SD,C V), FE L FE B
KA 2. L 2 BB (CDI) B33, A5 FE 5 B (CVI,CVR)
T 2. 7= S (B B (r)
b 2 YEHEE BRWISE, 2T HEE LIRS L EBRESHMCV), B %%E,é‘(kappa1+§ﬂz
AR 2—EMFEE  Cochran Q)
SAERMERER 2. — BB (kappatRh¥), [EEH 5
(Cronbach a), i &3K e (F R 535347,
ESEAX)
3BT
c L RERE BRI SR, B IE, % LR 1 2R (), 22 B (CV, MCV)
T B 2 ERIERANE 2. BB ER (5 5, QAPTRE FE A AER)
d AR BRHTYE I R LR 18 BT (McNemar 5 )
KRR 2R 2 BHEREER ()
et BHRWEE, I, % LG ER 12 EEE (S, CHAIDZMT),CVw
UER=E-3 ¥N 2. kM %%2%%%(%%1@5%)@%%%%(%%*@
)
£ BR WYL, BHIE, % LAk AER FEFLE (CV, MCV), 22 B8 ()
%i SRR AR RE
g RIS BHIERISE R 1M LRI EES (Cochran Q&)
2.5 2.outlierFZ kg SEEE 4T
h L3RS % 18 Eﬁ* 21:% IH,% deiass IR (INCVR) ~ BEIHT(CVw)
6 EHZEE

3E 0 A0l A A Likert % 5% RAEF A0 JE & M A #H A AR A AHE (F5fuzzy set F8AH) B £ -

B bt BT FE B b JEA BLEHE h, LG & 354789 Delphi 53 M
g SOERE RimE e CV (weighted coefficient of variation, CVw)
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(Sheret, 1984) » Williamson CV ( Williamson coefficient of variation, CVw )
B fE Williamson index ( Williamson, 1965) » FRN RS &0 FEAE A8 B & R
DIt BHEE gS RERE RS B S 2 - Sheret (1984) fEHIIMMERICV (CVW) @ BT

— \2
Zig:l wi(xi=%w)

AR IOy, = LTt og TRV e e e e e ()

Xy Z?:]_Wi
W& ass - R Ew =5o =1 n 2 THIEARY  NZREEE
=K (ei-Tuw)® .
R ML RIHE CV (CVow) » OV = 3 Fyy = 2225+ L3R

WHEFRCV © 1l Williamson CVHE#EEM - AH LgiE —®EimECyY - 7

7 2 =k CV, =—W Y Xy =Xyt X, onE SRR RS
xi BN HERE » k2R S # (Gluschenko, 2018) K CVwiEfE
BB 32 CV (‘national’ coefficient of variation, CVnat) * DI HT RIS I BEEE fa
W R (At EAE T ) BRI AI5E (national inequality) R -

CVhar = = = ™ P Xy = NyXy o+ Xy nR RS REER AR
X e ERHE » KR - CVWIRBUER N B ERIAYRTR R 32 - BURER
BRI CVIEHEITREBTE TR R 25 - KBl CVw HERRER I T
CVIHZAZZEMITEIE -

fli5 . » CVw RJEUREHE L HT 888 C VRS T 7 HEfE CV B E RIE
Al - SRR SRR S IP I E B - #7E CV REIIRE o ERTEIZRT
ALFIE CVw BLTRETR R FHERERANRURR & 28l CVAE 5k - T RASE AT 0 i
BB ORI CVIE - EEEITRE AR ERAR CVE - P25
A &a TR S ERMGR R AR - ST -

R AR RE CVw 2L CV R/ Ml - H2 AR/ RS CVIE - T CV
ENGIRIRERAR [0,1] » KL RS 2 A RIS CVEIG B HE A C Vs » HAEH
RUHEERR [0,1] » HARBUE I BCGIEUE REMEC - A EANIHE CVs e Rs#THY C Vs RS- H]
17 » BIEnTE2HARE CV (CV for synthesis data, CVsd) * FHIREEZAECVIE »
CVoq = 2%+ CVsd [RBUEBREBIRGTE [0,1] » BUEBOART - HEEEE S B S T

k

W B R R R
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%32
FEREBEEH»HCV ~» CVw » InNCVRFCVyin Lok

SHE' CHE"2 CHE'3 CHE'4
Ccv
~ R (n,=4) 0.1333 0.1176 0.2041 0.1333
T2 (n,=8) 0.2402 0.1336 0.2714 0.2926
2 (N=12) 0.2132 0.1261 0.2510 0.2421
Cv,,
= (N=12) 0.3143 0.2619 0.2222 0.2712
InCVR 0.4936 0.0322 0.1898 0.6907
CVuim (N=11) 0.1442 0.0967 0.2109 0.2542
HI2HEC VS 0.0690 0.0294 0.0401 0.0121
2R 2HECV% (CVRuim) 32.364% 23.315% 15.976% 4.998%

2 1 #R I Sheretd® HAICVW © R E BRI 1L R i - #2224 EH 4 > T InCVR ° AT CVuim A RIEE B 185118
Hh Ak A8 A Houtlier M % Ak A » £ A boxplotik(Q,-1.5IQR, Q;+1.5IQR)H# BA 4] °

HR - HILRAFEMIEAS CVE - #Htimilk e M H #iEk Ccv b
% (log-transformed CV ratio, InCVR) (Nakagawa et al., 2015; Senior,
Viechtbauer, & Nakagawa, 2020) BILEFE CV EHIYE R &R
InCVR = In(GE) + som—s — st * (Ve = 50 CVe = 3% » EREBRHL - C Ry
Pl 3 # CVEME >CVCEAIInCVRE >0 » R EEERHAY - B8 B 2= S m i
fillfH » ;2 InCVRAE <0 » BI#EfHEE - = i B B - 5k Delphi 20 HTHI R
ECVEEMLME - tiwnl 2 FyEEAH - A InCVRIE <0 Hilv)s » B0y
£ R iR EIRELBE SRR —mlElRE o 2R 32 3B N EERE R
FrEy InCVRH » BIZERT 1 H#E CVAE Al A 209 CVEARNRERRE 1 - HhiEH 4
I InCVRAEEA » 3#0.6907 ° #7#l FullzBA REIm iR A » (B2 n] TEAE 28 s
AR ST Delphi 4347 BIRVEE & o0 HrAlsgae oA » A ARG Cvw
CVnat * InCVR fREIIIISE - (RAEIEISHERE -

HE - CVIREUI TS & 7 BORIR e M E T 2 8 - EEH 5 3%
outlier (2% » #H B EER outlier HIRERSHMIIK CV (trimmed coefficient of
variation, CVtrim, tCV) * CVipjm = S;f# » SDtrim &1l 25 outlier FEARY SD »
Rerim M outlier BT TAI - IEATHEIIQR ~ MAD ~ 2538 + £5iRIE (box
plot) ZE{EHf i1 EHH outlier (Rousseeuw & Hubert, 2011 ) » 3 32 #HH 3 #T
CVtrim W EH - AEEE T outlier FEARERHY CVEH I B/ |\ - FRORF T FHAL
BHEENILEEE S - TBLL T EZEE (FBoutlier) ¥ EERILERMEN 2R
& (ratio of CVtrim to CV, CVRtrim ) 3#4.998%~32.364% * HEIRNFI/INGH » [LpR
CVR iy = L=eriml o 100 BT Delphi 437 2§ 35 H B S 3 T 4TI 25 2080

cv

ik WARZEFREFEE - RAEATE - 2@l EH outlier ¥ » WikamiHE
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SRR LS R P SR (U CVRE >30% + SOk
REBERIRIIHIE CV EA2RERE (He CV=CVtrimB{He: —— = 1) 3E#fiit
B (p<.05) + HIFFRI S A5HERR outlier % - o

2 K AEAS RS - RHMENS R R

S5 Delphi ZMF B S HTE T » 2T Delphi SMFHISED » HICL 539 Delphi
SRR » AT s P M T A B M R 1
SEARMERTRS S PR, - BT OIS 31 BRI 5 Delphi SMH7 T HEFI 315>
B RORISRE i » REHE 57 FLIH 13 - K Delphi S5 Wl Al Likert 5%
L CHREERLR ) » SRTTEEIES A S S P S (R AR PR 2 2 o R 6
R Kendall FIES M~ Kappa —SCHE (R » BEON BRSBTS AT
PRI R - BT Delphi SMHR0SEE st ME R 5 T « LA |-
BRI M - LS e A B R U S D
b FREEEITAE (AICDD) RIS (AICV - CV,) BESTHIL -
(TS T MITAS o BT I b LR L » AIHETT Crombach asMH7is
S5 rsE T EI Cronbach a 4347 + DL T RV SEH 74 b LR HL LS ; A0
FABEL + HIAESHE BUEL AT + S TREEHE RN CV (f A 5
BB HERE FL T Delphi S BT K BB 2 b -
B13
i fDelphin ¥ &8 B R EHZ % 4t H i &Gt aRETH

A8 R e ——CVILCVR,FS b,

TE I <

RIFERFEE FAR R

HEERNEEE 5L, T 8,3 8, SD,CV,CDL, IPRAS, DLEEEF /31T

FHlEREEE Cochran Q,S,x* #5i,¢,C
Cohen Kappa & FleissKappa —Z {44 E(x), JItE
Cohen kappa (kw)

EQrB; RFERFEE Spearman 2 &R AHRH(r5), Somers dyx 58, Goodman 1
Kruskal v {484, Kendall ZE4AHEH (T, Ta,To,Tc)
Kendall fIE& {48 (w), Kruskal-Wallis B8R 724K
ANOVA (H #%53), Frieman K T554% ANOVA,
Mann-Whitney U test (U #E), Frieman —[K 1284}
ANOVA
SPE Sk HEE NPT Cronbach a, MANOVA,MCYV, Aiken V, Aiken H,ICC,

FERGT T RZ T S8 9347, ACLLAC2,DM,SA
Bl REEE McNemar 55, Bowker 17575 5
(L <37\F?§EE¥Eispearman FEAERH ()

YN Pearson AH[# (1),t 53, $58EEF(CVairr, CVome)
Eas e HEE NeTE t 5l5, CHAID 7347
e —— R N T FERGERELB(CV,MCV),t Fhg,T AHER
Cochran Q

Ea e iﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬂ‘i
W NEEE outlier % Ef(Dixon r, Mahalanobis fE#f, Hampel

identifier Z, S iR [E.MAD), 2B 3 AT (G HAFRAS)

A RIS -

BRATHERT] 163 202005 167

WA®AY

\

\



s
S
——
=3
-
J—
—
G _
7D
<7D
= -
— =
C
—i—
= =
II.
7D
L
-
7D
——
S
__I'_-
= -
-
J—
—
—
—
~
<:
= ol
Co_
C—_
— =
Qs
7D

HE— LRt E 13 FTlE Y19 Delphi 73T i FHE R HT 51k PR T
BRI CV IREI AR Z TR e 2 1 BRI SRR ~ 2 E ~ SLamssb ~ 3=
B MO EHEEAE  SERER 33 5 MIECVIREEYEE Z E R T Tk
HEZBHEN N (agreement) 55 - 20H R Delphi 43y Kappa f2E4
Kendall HIFETRENE » I@IR LIRS - 152 L3 Z Bt — B Z G I aeii
FoHH[A] » T Delphi 73 Mkt —B0EFZ B AW ASRA » EERIRE 13 RESTHE =
78 - HEE A — 2R R R ST T (EREBRES T - S5—JTm - —EEReiER
¥ (inequality) B9 (enquality) ~ 54 (Variation) FFE AR REET 2
BRER S M HERAI — B A 2 B+ CFRESIIIERIG S [EFREE Delphi s34y 3L
Ak TR o

5L » BAIR Delphi st il HE R IHTIE » 5K CV ARBU HAT A SR B0 Ry
— 5B TG EE - BICVAREE (CV group) » Mo Asd FHRYREET 7 7R RI T iREAE
Ry BT (univariable statistics group ) * —f&EE#A T HE B RIH N
W BB IR MEEAAER - ATE TSR - W EEA S
BRHEEERIEEAERET -

%33
i# Fl Delphi 4 Z CVAE Bk 2 4 7 ik R 18
7? T’?%%ﬁ 7} ?}fg[ iﬁE'JCVHI 'Q;é[» I}T’E‘\'f

HEFH S CViTlrw Bk, 75 CV, CVs, CV,, CV', WCV, ICV, CV_ CV
%CV, GS, %M, CV%, CV,_ CVR

CV Rl fliAg e 53 3 CV fififg2¥ % 55 K (Pearson, English & Keran,

Costa, Lorenzo=", Garcia, Pimentel & Gomes,

QME?

Yeh)
CViy4 31?‘?5[’%5'( CDI, CDIs, CDI,, DC, DCs
CTHBWH VR EE OV, OV, OV
MCV [ ¥ & MCV

FESE— P EIERER 33 » HAL BRI I dkiibanil /9 =5 - S AR ATy
BRA T B — RS R A - AR R 34 - BURCAIPRBCEE R R B — A
A BR IR LG M AL RORE - T BRBE 2 ARy 2 I LR M R AL RRE - RSP R AL AT
BRI CVIRIRE - ARFRENET -

%34
CVERATAGEZ @R FR
Lo 2N % (R ERA
BHIH  CVHREL  CV,CV, CV,, CV', %CV, ICV InCVR, CVR,,,., CV,..,
CVee CViy, CVp, CV e

Cvdiff’

fiTfR¥  CDI, CDI, CDI,, DC, DCs, GS
%18 MCYV, CV4ii CVgp
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* Fi#R Abootstrap; XA E » EITESFIHECV ~ CDIFRE
(ERFFLIRETIRREEERIT X - IRAHREFF SR
R

1. FiEEER A bootstrap JERY CV R EEFEIFE R EEEMEES - EEMERAME

HRIFRERH bootstrap £ 4T CV AREAVER ML 3% K R RIf5E ~ 2 CVv
B LR R - MESR RERERET S CV FREGHASEHEN I 03— - B{% bootstrap
R A EEE R TS C VAR R BYRBANE] 142 » PIAICV {EEEL BB/ Bo A RE -
Al = BRI 53 A7+ RE ST B E B RS R EH/ R KS = 0.069 » p<.001 * SW=0.988 °
p<.001 » JHIEHRESTIAC - 275 Yeh =738 AE - LAM £ SDFIM £ 1.96SD FydFAdi
FLHE(H - 35 CVIH <(M-SD) B CV<(M-1.96SD) @I E L, - CV{H >(M+SD) 5,
CV>(M+1.96SD) J&@ A = B8 » AREJE fo rh B L3, - B TR R 3R 35 - H
REORVYIEE R CVHAE bootstrap 43T 1000 K ATfS CVAERY PRAE Ky 50.4~54.5
FE R - DLl Carcia ~ Lorenzo #E#E3 3 R (Fwff52) SR (FRis1) -
LR 1SD F111.96SD Ky o3 KEALHE » HRHLERAE Ny B (RRAS 2) - FRERATERYZE5E
WA fIE 53 R 43 B i TEE SR BE E H BB 52 - 28U RN 1SD Ry BRHEIRF Y S0 JH &
AIERESR S 1.96SD Ry 2L HE - B538181% » FRRIE M £ 1SD I 2 1%
% e

HRK - ETRRATS CV{HERHE CVEAER » BIFEE Hy:CV=CV,, * AILIFE
B H#Z bootstrap iAATTS PSR PI5 » FLRN F 43 (W BRSNS CVERY 90% {5
FEWER - 5 CVIEE AWM » RREEZ CV=CV,0p * CVIH <P58.CV {H >P95
RN CVHEHBRMREEHE - Bl CVEMESMEE - R35FHATHECVEAEA
P5 M1 PO5 HERATE A » H PRAEHZ SR 5~95 2 [t » BURBIE CV {HII fEHHEH
e R T

%35
1% B 1 B3R A2 2 4F ¥k bootstrap B # PTIFCVIEZ 2 & R
BEG
e bootstrapi:?
5 = 8
CHEC i@ PRC © 3 ps P9sS @l BN M SD 1SD*  1.96SDP
cv
1 0.213 545 2 2 0.106 0.297 0.070 0.380 0.2011 0.0606 2(82.8%) 2 (75.4%)
2 0.126 504 2 1 0.071 0.185 0.070 0.250 0.1244 0.0384 2(91.5%) 2 (98.1%)
3 0.251 53.3 2 2 0.131 0.325 0.070 0.380 0.2400 0.0579 2(81.1%) 2 (80.5%)
4 0.242 53.0 2 2 0.107 0.325 0.070 0.380 0.2309 0.0621 2(86.4%) 2 (81.3%)
CVs

1 0064 545 2 2 0.032 009 0021 0.116 0.0606 0.0183 2(82.8%) 2 (75.4%)
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SuhiOUL ADIMINSTRATURS REd

G
e bootstrapy#?
< = R
EEC i PRe © 3 ps P95 il gl M SD 1SD*  1.96SDP
2 0.038 504 1 2 0.021 0.056 0.021 0.075 0.0375 0.0116 2(91.5%) 2(98.1%)
3 0.076 53.3 2 2 0.040 0.098 0.021 0.114 0.0724 0.0175 2(81.1%) 2 (80.1%)
4 0.073 53.0 2 2 0.032 0.098 0.021 0.114 0.0696 0.0187 2(87.3%) 2 (81.4%)
CDI
1 0.171 554 2 2 0.085 0.226 0.060 0.280 0.1584 0.0427 2 (84.9%) 2 (71.9%)
0.103 493 2 1 0.058 0.148 0.060 0.200 0.1012 0.0307 2(87.8%) 2(97.6%)
3 0.180 56.1 2 2 0.103 0.223 0.060 0.250 0.1694 0.0344 2 (88.0%) 2 (82.8%)
4 0.178 56.3 2 2 0.085 0.217 0.060 0.260 0.1667 0.0385 2(82.8%) 2 (84.1%)
Cv,
1 0209 545 2 2 0.106 0.285 0.070 0.360 0.1961 0.0570 2(82.7%) 2 (75.4%)
2 0.125 504 2 1 0.071 0.182 0.070 0.240 0.1231 0.0371 2(91.5%) 2 (98.1%)
3 0.244 533 2 2 0.130 0.309 0.070 0.350 0.2324 0.0533 2(78.7%) 2 (80.3%)
4 0.235 53.0 2 2 0.106 0.309 0.070 0.350 02239 0.0577 2(86.4%) 2 (81.8%)

SE 1R AR A (N=12) Abootstrap ik EAT1000/k & 4 B4 K #HPTAHCV » CV, » CDI ~ CV {3+ A PRI - P45 38
ATHAL R A M+ SDAM +1.96SD & 315 A # A AT4FCV ~ CV, > CDI » CV, {H3F 2 F 4 » HA1~45 5] R 71K
o s At HEIE N %A B R AT P o AR AR -

2. B CVs REETMLIREMBEET HEE L 15 ERANR

IS URR RAR BRI CV R FHEARHERIBE M F B fins - BT SR
H bootstrap L HUSEHEE LG HME - T E 57575836 - i H bootstrap ik
JEE BRI HET T o0 AT C VB A MU RRANE 14b 7R - ANEERSHICVEEI T RE
S ECBIRE - (ERE G R F = P AT - HRE B B RS SR Ry KS = 0.069 » p<.001 »
SW=0.988 * p<.001 * JBIRIEH RESHL -

B CVAEUFHAL S - BEER K iml T2 B OV ER BT 551
#E (B2 E CV AR BB E L [0,1] B CVAEEIEAE] - MEZARAEA RIS
JRCV, o BEFZ BRI = 1EARHEZE (SD) B IRAKIR - HIICVs<(Mcvs-SDcvs)
FotirfE (excellent) * (Mcvs-SDcvs) = CV= (Mcvs+SDcvs) Fy RAiF (good) *
CVs>(Mcvs+SDcvs) FsNME (worst ) » FLEERY Mcvs f1SDcvs 5& bootstrap 1453 #7Fit
TSEHS CVERYSPEIBAITEHE R - S— TR IEE R IR + 1.96 M AEHE 2 R Bk
H = JERIREE - B R B H B CV EFHE ARy BT - K353
PRI 1SD #11.96SD F AR HER C VAR /3 BRE RAT Fo R S5 » Wl IEREREL 73 2 BUE iR
HY1SD & =/ PR 1.96SD 3 - LEERRTIE$ CV {EmmlAs SRAHEL -

% » JRBELL bootstrap TS C VY P5 A1 P95 = HIlE CVEAYIES, - £ 35%F
H CVAETE R P FIP95 2 » CVAEII PRI >5 H <95 » B/ REBIRTE » thfoR
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FrfS A CV B RS CVMESE - B3 Ho: CVi=CVipop © B & » BLERFTER T
Ba 5B REEAS CVEMGEIER 1T -

%36
CVs{afuCV2{E1Z 48 & Ml % Bx 77 ik
Tk fEHEE R T FU(LCD {BEEL_FFUCD
CDI
FEZH bootstrap 7 LClep; = CDI(g/2)5 UClcp; = CDl(3_a/2)m
(NP bootstrap) # 0=.05 » CDly o 2 P2.5 HUISHEE 75 0=.05 » CDIy_q o 2 P97.5 HREHEHE
Bootstrap z }£ LClgp; = CDI — Zy_4/5 X SDep; UCI¢p; = CDI+ Zy_g/5 X SDpy
CDIs
FE2H bootstrap JE  LClcprs = CﬁE(a/z)B UClcpys = CD\IS(l—a/Z)B
(NP bootstrap) # 0=.05 » CDIs, /ot P2.5 HUIEHEHE 75 0=.05> CDIs;_, o5& P97.5 AU fE(E
Bootstrap z ;% LCl¢pss = CDIs = Z;_q /2 X SDcpys UCl¢pys = CDIs + Zi_q /3 X SDgpys

3 ME K E V500K 0 1000KEAE o TR a=.05 .01K.10 » 3 FE T a =05 SDCVsZ A E# A4
BEACVS{HIZAE £ -

B14
YAbootstrapik & A ## A #t 2 CV ~» CVs » CDI ~ CDIs#feCV.{ 4B A A&
120 120
100 100
80 80
*
B g g 80
40 40
20 20
0 00 10 20 30 40 50 025 050 073 100 125
a.CV b.CVs
KS=0.069"" SW=0.998" KS=0.069"" SW=0.988""
100 120

b2

05 10 15 20 25 30 025 030 075 100 125
c.CDI d.CDIs
KS=0.074"" SW=0.987" KS=0.069"" SW=0.988"
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00 10 20 30 40
e.CV,
KS=0.072"" SW=0.987"

2E B R B A FH(N=12) “Abootstrap ik 471000k & A B4 A #HAT/FCV » CVs > CDI » CDIs#eCV, i - & ¥+ #7
T R Fuh 4 o KS;E Kolmogorov-Smirnov i & 5 43t & 1 R B H M A Br &5 R » SW .2 Shapiro-Wilk # & 4 5
Gt BRI R EEREER <001

MR C V. REEHEIREMAEE L EE S X 1 ERERANER

R AT THEEY CV, H BB RIR R o~ 1 (EFIfFEEAV IS5 - [HSEH - Ui
SLaTim A AR ME RO BEE B ik - B H bootstrap B A HIBEEEERIFI CV,
BT fdtE 14e » ZPIE B » KBS ER A bootstrap IERSE @M 53T
8 - BT 36 - XUNAF G CV, HES » WoRFEE R - 25 RTie kB
R CV ~ CVs FAREME AR AERY R - REREPRAN £ 1 (B AR HE 72 5 £ 1.96 {65
AEFLR T RBUE R E F I 2 H K » @53 H CVa<(Mceva-SDevs) R EE » (Mcys-
SDcvs) = CV, = (Mevo+SDevs) Ry REF » CV,>(Meya+SDevs) Re NMEFF =21 » [T Mcv,
F1SDey, & bootstrap £ HT TS EE S CV, [HAV I ERIEREZ -

EILERHULL Bootstrap AT CV, (HERHETTAHRI 731 » 22 35 BURIYIECV,
{HY PRE Ey 50.4~54.5 » fiiF Carcia » Lorenzo fZE#EFEAL & A TH B BKEE - £REY
+1SD B £ 1.96SD RyaPAli 3 HEAEHE » B i s —3E - BIEE R IERER - ZB0H
i 2B 1SD EERERA 1.96SD 3 - MU CV, [HARKR P5{E H <P951H -
FHRSHEZ HO:CV,=CVy,,, © KRS & * AIFEB bootstrap L3¢ E CV, FREGHAHAT
" RS TEARFEERE CV, ([HE BB 5 5 -

4. WEE CDI IEEETEIREMBEF UHEE % - ISEERNE

ANEiA It - CDIUMERYFEASEEAE RIS M F B v AT Ban - wF5e % 18
HE AL COIMEEILR R 2 F AR - IR FBIVGET MRS - HiA
REHU 5 B8 CDUE Ry T BEAUMEE T BEE MR BURRFIEER - BRILREFS RER A
bootstrap {FHISEHEEEEHE - FE 7RI 37 © B bootstrap 1A HITEE
ERET /AT CDUME AU RE FLUE 14c - 35 CDUMEEALF BB/ ECHIRE - fRIAINg
TREIRIEE S AT » i RE L BEfS 5R F KS=0.074 » p<.001 » SW=0.987 > p<.001 * J&
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RIEFREST - 2R CDIs{E T MAIRE - 8 14d BV CDIs {HETH REST Bl BURE
TR r S S E B 53T S RB S Bt SR FE HY KS=0.069 » p<.001 * SW=0.998 °
p<.001 * (REIEHRESC - LhEL CVs HAYFEEEFE R (R 14b) AH{f -

&R CDHEM CDIs{EE45 » AIf TS EERAY & 1 EARTEAE Ryl K < |
EDCDI<(MCDI—SDCDI) %*@{i (excellent) ’ (MCDI_SDCDI) =CDI= (MCDI+SDCDI) tj_) -
Ty R AT (g00d> » CDI>(Mcpi+SDcpi) B fE (worst) » BEERAY Mcp A1 SD cp 32 lﬂﬁ

bootstrap i&5HT A58 #E CDIERY P BAARESE = - S5 —(ER R FAMIEE IR

AN °

diAE R D bootstrap A A AR CDIMEERHEITHE - AR AER35 - H ﬂEfz

Ha# i PY2E H CDIMERY PR>50 * %k Carcia » Lorenzo BEHESH . (R85 - B B
FRi ERAX 1SD A1 1.96S D AR HERAiti Y T A W 1=K 25 BiGE 80% » TR FIARHEE & £% R
H © 1 CDIs B AR AUREEL C Vs {ES~PAHIR] - #cH o At SR B AT TRIR S 3w HY C Vs %0
{EAHE  $78L - PLBRRIEBE TR S a Tl CDIMERT CDIs AR HEMUEIEE 11T - Ak

%37
CDI{&#eCDIs{i 1 #8 & Pl % 8k 7 i

ik {EHEE R N FH(LCD) SRR 5 UCT)

CDI
FESH bootstrap 7% LCIcp; = CDly 05 UClcp; = CDlg—q/2)5

(NP bootstrap) % a=.05 > CDl, 02 P2.5 AUREHEE 75 0=.05 > CDly_q o 08 P97.5 A5 HE(E
Bootstrap z J LClgp; = CDI — Zy g5 X SDepy UCl¢p; = CDI + Zy_ g5 X SD¢py
CDIs
JES 8 bootstrap 75 LClcpys = CDTS(a/z)B UClcpis = CD\IS(I—D{/Z)B

(NP bootstrap) % a=.05 » CDIsy o 02 P2.5 HUIEHEE 75 0=.05° CDIsy_q 02 P97.5 AUfSHE(E
Bootstrap z 7% LCl¢pss = CDIS — Z1_q/5 X SDcpys UCl¢ps = CDIs + Zy_q/2 X SDcpys

3SR V50008 0 1000R $4E o BAAERE o THE a=.05" .01%.10 > i@ % FE a=.05° SDeoifr
SDLDIsI%é‘%*%%%ﬁHé iCDHﬁ%"CDIS{ﬁéﬁﬁgff’_ °©

RAzZE8E8EFEH(MCV IRHE S HB MM EM

22 CV BN A B F{RE (univariate CV) » HiAHE S IR BLAE
B AEF R RSl 28 E H Y CVAE & SRR E L3R - —(EH IS aE
TERRR 2 YERY CV E G fRlE S O R AC BB 2 » 75 i 2o S e TE Bl AR IH
RO A A A 5 eI R Ry BRI A B &% (check up the overlap
of item confidence interval of CV, checkCVCI) ° 73T iifZ & i H A CV Y 95% 15
FEE - EAGRIE CVCIE (CVCI plot) » BIEEZE HANE FIEH Y CIE A
FIEAMIERY CLE IS - FRAER I R ML » PR iR RIS 0L - RECHK B
VUHE CI s A B S T Ml 15 » AERIFESE 23288 (none overlap, NO) » #f57

It

&
g

&
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<7D

A (part of overlap, PO ) FI584%848 (complete overlap, CO) * 73 HlIFRRE
MEEE (none consensus, NC) ~ NEELLE, (unstable consensus, USC) ~ =& 1t
#% (high consensus, HC) » H:1 NCHIHC RiAMESHEE nTBARERLE » 1 USCAl
15c » NEEEHEFEE 2 fITEE 309 CTIEIEE A8 - HERTEH AR 28
Rie#HIEH CVHY CIAZBE IR - HA 1IEP 21508 - HER 5 fHE A B
% AIEE R EEAET R R E H 2 S a R RS -

I TR E — A AR ARE LR LR MOR R HEAT 60% (JB N TE
FRELME) ~ 80% (iimnBEiE) Bi90% (FRERMEELNE) » 552 Ll B e RIIGE FI B Ky
T2 4438 (acceptable consensus, AC) » [Z Al By R BEAEEE (unreasonable
consensus, URC) » BEHARMERIER » DL 40k0Em » NCHIURC Ry ARSE L - Rz
2 0 M HCHIAC Ry F3LE, - B 16 (REBRER TS CVCIE - AIAIE 16a J&
AR SRR - & 16b 2 R E HLAIREE -

B 15
W HACVIEH & Mk AR LAtk 2

IIII IIII IIII IIII

R 5% IHEES 5% 2
OP=0% OP=0% 0%<OP<100% OP=100%
a. = HHE(NC) b. 2 HFH(NC) c. PRIEHFH(USC) d.F,!,'J M 3 F#(HC)
16
THEAHZICVERE R X EE T
N f:"/‘; omnuey

300 400

200 I I

100 :[ I

1 2 3 a HEF
a i 4B b AR

S — 2 AT 4 M REFE H R IE R AN G — B EE R - BIILER R (the ratio

of consensus, RC) *» i8I EEN > HHEEHEE L 8 H B S Hhig R 8

Fyk(k=1)/2 » CVIEHERR BRI B Ry u - HIRC=1 -5 =1~ 5op
2

0=RC =1 A[LIRC>0.8 B FIEE#E » KIR80% LA LACEHTEHIY CV EEE =

B o ghlE 15¢ flE 16b2KFE » RC=1-1/6=1-0.1667=0.8333 * [KIILEEE E A #5Z

’
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R (AC) o MR BT k(k-1)/2 XANEEIHHE CVEECE EE#K - BIEEE CV;
HM CV HNERE S EMAEE RE - JHERAFZERE CV AR TTE
anMiller 3 - (HAZHF EE MGEE A2 R ¢ Z B E B A 1 $53% (type one
error) FYHIAYE P -

S R A MEMGE R R AT AR G E I 2 B S — B RO AR - BT IEET ¥ %
R IEE R RS ST - B Aimlk (Aerts, Haesbroeck, & Ruwet, 2015, 2018;
Albert & Zhang, 2010; Banerjee, 2018, 2019; Jayakumar, Kan, & Wilfred, 2021 ) £z
HH 3 P e e R B R 25 8 R (multivariate coefficients of variation,
multidimensional coefficients of variation, MCV ) » 5538 * [fil Anderson (2023)
SR EAHERE R ERRIMCV » Aerts fllHaesbroeck (2017) HIEZHZ5EE 2
MCVJER 5k - 828 MCV EREME A Delphi 7347 » K EEFRHLRAN 2 (HTH &
Kl SRR R - nIED LR - A R R sURIRE T ik e R A BT D RE -
BAEA T2
%38
HAREERAMZI SR B Y RGEGHE T ARR

L SRAR T EIRME
Reyment (1960) det(X)1/k
MCVR = HTH
van Valen (1974,2005) trace(X)
MCVyy = Ty
Voinov & Nikulin 1 N
(1996) MCVyy = =M X959,k
Albert & Zhang (2010) U Zu MCV2
MCV,, = W2 WAZ (1+2MCVSy)
Banerjee (2018) 1
MCVey = |5~ k/l(xTx) -1
Auricchio, Giudici & N
Toscani (2024) MCVyer = Ty-1g,
Banerjee (2019) uhEou
m<m~m
Mo = Gy
Jayakumar, Kan, & N —Fk
Wilfred (2021) MCVikw = |3 Fy i (va/mevyn)?
—KK, VN

ENARAR CIGEARAH - DRGSR - A FHROE 0 A TRKAFBA - det) 1R 4EMRGGITIIK
trace() & 4E M 6 55 » xR 6 A FHALE e o) KA/ &8 F A PTAF A FH4ERE » S KAXA #HE B 547 AT 1T 9 B 3
SEIE o sk AXH FHE R 54T PTAT-T 3 B8 & - MCV TARAR = R Bl 4% & 04 RIR A 953k -
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MATHE MCV (R80Z% RERHHEREIR (SE) » B2 Albert fllZhang (2010)
ik » Llbootstrap i 1000 KE KL T TG AR HE AU ARHERR - DIRERY
MCV EAFERRTENE - B0 — P O ETE @M 2 HIKE - Tt - $f
=M MCVEMEL - IR ERFHEZE R L bootstrap AT T 1000 KA HEE

AERRETT MCV A EFC R B AR - AR A 17 - B B8R MCV
BT AR FEERUH REZC » HME Reyment £ van Valen AFT1S: MCV (B 53 A HIEE RN
=bE » Albert Ml Zhang L1 MCV (B3 Al fFRE 5 E—25 H i Kolmogorov-
Smirnov I Shapiro-Wilk F REZE# » FJA1Reyment 74 5 Albert fl Zhang £ MCV
EBRIEFERESIED » van Valen L&MW MCV HRIBH B - KESEZK > 5=
HEMCVIETTEE M bootstrap i » HAEHFEERIY MCV (B4 Bl BT H RE S Y
RE > BREENS HIEEIR 2 S0 Oy 95% fR & Mftiat 51k - 204 MCV {H 95% (S8
[ » BILCIyey = MCV — Zi_qj2 X SDucv » UClyey = MCV + Zi_qj2 X SDycy » SEH:
B a 3¢ 5E By .05 ¢ HE MCV 2R E RS MCV{H » SDMCV &4 #Tbootstrap i
TR TS MCV [HAVEEHERE

517
YAbootstrapix & & B #t &4 Z MCV{E - B A f&

80 100
80
60

x

L4
40

20

0
0200 0400 0600 0800 1000 1200 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000 3500

a.ReymentiZ: b.van Valeni%
KS=0.031" SW=0.994" KS$=0.022 SW=0.998

0500 1000 1500 2000
c.Albert & Zhangi%
KS§=0.027 SW=0.995"

3E AR B B FH(N=12) “Abootstrap ik 471000k & A B4k A FATIFMCVAL - [+ #87 F o Bod 42 - KS
Kolmogorov-Smirnov# & % 5 43t F L R AR H 1 F Br & R » SW % Shapiro-Wilk 7 & # ’% %1}1&?@%‘ 1 By
R *p<.05, *p<.01
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HHAMMFEE MCVEES - ATRIETR AR CV » CVs » CDI
FICDIsELL £ 1 AR AE 72 Ry B PR IEHIRE AR » BIMCV <(Mucv—SDucv) Kot
£ (excellent) * (Mmcv—=SDucv) = MCV = (Mucv+SDucv) B R4F (good) »
MCV>(Mucv+SDucv) B ME (worst) » R Mucy R SDucy 8 FH bootstrap iZ£FT S
S MCV (BRI BN IR HE RS - B RRATELRER T £ 1.96 S HE = HET T 57 -

6. FiERDM  SA » VCCRIVCCh I HETEIREMBEE UL S L - IBEBANE

DM (DeMoivre index) 1 SA (strict agreement index) FEFEE 57 HE A FLa 415
3% (consensus index ) FI—2(4:#5% (agreement indices) ( Meijering, Kampen, &
Tobi, 2013) » MZAEZFA AR M Ba A ER - St rTEREZ Kb
BB AT - DU AR BB R T RE /- BC AU RE 5% 39 IR 18 MR LABEBEAbER
Fbootstrap LR TS DM I SA{EHABCTEE » HalE 18 KRE A& H bootstrap 14
BB A BRI H RE ST - (BRSO IR iR ik BURE - 3% 38 JREE AR IIEN
E B8 & B IndiAR K 412000 » DM BB AYREARER » SA fH 73 BC A RE &y BT DUAR:
HEALHRESA - SIS AI DM EZEUIR/N - SAEIEK » HEd Meijering ~ Kampen
F1Tobi (2013) #E{T 1000 KL/ AT 60 ME I H 20 (7 FFE & RHIEIHEE T HTs SR EE
BL » 1 bootstrap IEAIE AT R A BB R FERIERIEE - RIELRESR ] bootstrap i:Hf
Bl Bk - {5 < - HERCHIEREHE - DM{E =0 "1[#5% - DM{H>0.1 RyfE
SA{H 0.4 FJ$£5Z » SA{H 0.5 FofF 5 WIREHE bootstrap EFhER » Rl SA {HISAE P5
P95 LM Ry v #52 » ARFA P5 Ry N AT 252 » > th ¥Rt » =P95 Jui8 - DM {EVEAE
P5HI1P95 i Fs il #55Z » AHA P5 R NPT H25% - = iRt - 2P95 RuflE - XAEZ i
[EIFRERRF » FERAIE SAFEEL (corrected strict agreement index, CSA ) » HLIZE
—HmlalHY SAE R Ll R HE - AT -

1 ifx=x , X, X B AL e E I B SRS

C — {
T 0 otherwise

. m(m-1)
@=F-“ZQ”=_7%m%ﬂm%ﬁ

0 otherwise

DM = 22 k S5 H#

Air = Zi>jcirr
™ m@m-1)/2

GA — Zait
k

CSA = SA; — SA, , i Z#a[ElFE, i>1
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%39
DM > SA > VCCHRVCCMISH A mBA R ERERZ LI

Fismsdhts bootstrapiF {5

DM SA DM SA VCC VCC,,
B/ IME 0 0.15 0 0.280 0.484 0.402
HAAE 0 0.30 0.250 0.814 0.871 0.602
P5 0 0.341 0.545 0.441
P95 0 0.629 0.743 0.538
S8 0 0.2 0.011 0.471 0.634 0.484

[0.199,0.203]  [0.008,0.014] [0.466,0.477] [0.630,0.638]  [0.482,0.486]

FEEHE 7 0 0.026 0.051 0.090 0.060 0.030
FRE 0 0.197 0 0.462 0.628 0.481
g 0.603™ 4.512" 0.537"" 0.485™ 0.496"™
[E5°4 0.191° 18.399™ 0.274™ 0.165™ 0.180™
f{fJ’F&%E@(K-sH) 0.082" 0.541"™ 0.057" 0.044™ 0.044™
I[F{ 'J,’EE%‘E?(S-WH) 0.974" 0.203" 0.981" 0.985™ 0.984

3£ 1 E4T1000/R B AT A8 E B 104237 % B #F » *p<.05 **p<.001

HZX » VCC (Ventana Coefficient of Consensus)flIVCCM (modified VCC,
VCC) fi$E# (Hsiao, Lin, & Chang, 2008; MacNeil, 1997 ) "] FIAFE(LILEE - 43
HAZATF (BIVCCRIVCCw) » Sl 12VCC>0 » #SD > =2 » VCC<0 »
I VCC=1FR7TE R » <0 B - VCCIEERFBAR R - &
VCC A ERFBATRRFFEBIREIEA - ERVCCMiElsr > 5 1=2VCCun>0
VCCMmtBRIAE<OMT>1 » VCCOM IEERFEERFRIGRIE K - VCCn B{ERFREAR
FIRFFBE BRI A - EMERBRRENRE —HE - Het AR 2
HH - #IkEEH VCCr(Total Ventana Coefficient of Consensus) f1VCCrm (Total
modified VCC) » 7T AZATT » HAEEHBIHIEAIVCCHIVCCy ©

3(xi-%)°
2X |/—/————
VCCi = 1————=1- 22 range=f k8 -1 =R AR A - RAIR VA

VCCyy = (1= 2500) 4 2 (M%) = 2y, + 5 (M2%) | n 2B, Mode 228

2 range 2 n 2 n

_Tvcee

voe, = 294k mrmp
VCCyyr = LVCCmi
1M VCCHIVCCw RERFFAL EEHERRE 15 B V57 - ¥R bootstrap fll

BB AT L - DUERE PR BB Y rT RE X FC U RE - R 39 FIIE 18 BEH/R VC Cr fI
VCCrmfEAELE » HEE/R bootstrap iEHER &k 53 o U BB UK RE 43I -
B B A A5 TR RE U RE - 3% 39 45 H LA AN 5 (HFESE BNk K B4 5000
VCCrHIVCCrwm fHTBo B RE ST DR AL H RESTC - IR BLBRE T F 2% 2 50
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ALY 95% (EHE W R G35k - 0 VCCIERY 95% S HEE R - 1K a 3% 5E J% .05
HII LCly¢c = VCC — Zi_q/2 X SDycc * UClyee = VCC + Zy_qjp X SDyec » 1M 53 T
VCCMIEM 95% 5 HE &+ 7R A 3% 58 By LClyce,, = VCCy — Z1—ay2 X SDycc,, *
UClyce,, = VCCi + Zy—q)2 X SDyce,, ° BT ERLARE - 2258 18 BIF % E
VCCIH <02 ML » <05 {EKEEILER - 205 IR - 0.7 BB HE - 1258
2HF 0 VCCuIE <0 @3 » <0.4 2 REFE » 20.4 HEHE - 20.53 Rym &
L - 21 2RI -

E18

DM » SA » VCCAVCCyis A M & RZ 5 B A &

1,000
800

600

x
"
400
200
0 -50 -25 00 25 50 SA
DM
a. DMHEEE (FRFEREHhR) b.SATEEUE (ERBEHHEES)
2,000 120
1,800
x
3 1,000 ®
500
0 -20 -10 00 10 20 30 40 20 40 50 80
oM SA
c. DMFEEUE (FébootstrapiZ i) d.SATEHUHE (F¥bootstrapiZIHifs)
100 100
80 %ﬁgq%g Oc?aa 80 Na;?%g 05l 5
% 50 % 60
0 40
20
40 50 60 70 80 90 veem
e VCCIE#UHE (FfbootstrapiZfiifs) £ VCCMIEEUE (FbootstrapiZ i)

3 1 HEAT1000/K BEHE A ATAER B 10463 A
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A - HERERADelphi BB IS TR AITETIIEE - BBEES
s s FOfR R E AR

1125 A Z THEt 2 A E S HEMEHERE RN — Y - FERARET
ERAIEIEE

R & (Birko, Dove, & Ozdemir, 2015; Cottam, Roe, & Challacombe,
2004; Hsiao, Lin, & Chang, 2008) W] FI/* Delphi 73 HratAli H a4 iy FR B RS
Fleiss Kappa (KF) » Conger Kappa (KC) » Clustered Mode (CM) *» Extremity
CPWA (XCPWA) ~ Clustered PWA (CPWA) » Mode (Md) ~ Pair-wise Agreement
(PWA) » De Moivre index (DM) ~ Interquartile Range (IQR) » Group Conformity
Index (GCI) ~ Average Percent of Majority Opinions (APMO) * Ventana Coefficient
of Consensus (VCC) » VCC’(5fif VCCM) 55 - 1wt (Gwet, 2021; James,
Demaree, & Wolf, 1984; van Oest, 2019) f5H!|S-coefficient ~ Cohen’s kappa *
Scott’s pi ~ Fleiss’ kappa * Krippendorff’s alpha ~ Gwet’s AC1 ~ Brennan-Prediger
Coefficient » rwg FIREBEM R FFEFIr #EH R —EME (inter-rater agreement) » &
SR TTSE AR Delphi 7347 © AEZIRASCRIEAIPERT FERl - FERERCEA TS 3w
FILCER » Fr DUE SE ARSI PSRBT M B A R R R TT

iR AN SR IR RS Delphi 20 AT L3R IERIREET 772 - BRT CV AREURSN » H
g A S T 7k o DU RERHIRY Cochran Q ~ Kappaf## + Kendall w »
Cronbach a MIFRST 53 HT Rl » Skl BB R340 - 7] B =AEHFFERY Cochran
Q ~ Kappa %%\ » Kendall worHThs S ErHE 2186 H G2 ELG%ME - 1M Cronbach
a R EEEPIE — B (Z RS - Rl o i BBk S0 - 3R 40 BURIHTE—FIBZE
—FEHHMES—E 4 > Cronbach afH <0.52 » FR IR E(HE » ERRT TR R
HRFE HHHE 2 {6 Ry 38 LR EZ A B A IE H I E R [ — A - A8
JERZ R 53 PE H ERAER ST » BLEERITE Cochran Q ZF /MG SR ANA] - 18 2 K Ry 38 Me%H
BRI TR BRANH RSN & AR - FrANGEFRR L -

%40
Delphin #746 F % A4t ik T EBRMR SALBELE R L&
W7E—(k=4, N=12) 5% . (k=4, N=10) WH7E = (k=4, N=11)

HiE TR SHTEFIS%CI p SHTEFI195%CI p SPMTEARTI95%CT p
Cochran Q 3 392 0.273 965 4.675 .190
Best & Rayner, S 4 261 0.364 948 6.353 096
Fleiss Kappa 0.151 [-0.152,0.454] .328 —0.058 [-0.175,0.060] .334 0.146[-0.206,0.498] .416
Kendall w (B25E#) 0.480 631 0.028 .840 0.060 580
Kendall w ([FIZ5%) 0.910 .350 0.030 822 0.121 261
Cronbach a 0.519 [-0.160,0.845] -1.753 [-6.243,0.232] 0.315[-0.721,0.793]
FRksT T2 253 (77.379%) 2353 (75.701%) 2853 (73.804%)

2E 0 RAEEHFIR A B IS X R H X REH o BB # o NAEH B - GRIRKUE B SEIRE RS -
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#rE & » A L4531 Cochran Q ~ Kappa f##4 ~ Kendall w —3ZHIKS R ERZAH
L - 7E DelphiZ3 i HHI EAE T2 T e st BB - BB INEE T R A58
[ BOESETLE 5 KB Cronbach a FIFERST 50T T EAEE—20EE
JER SN - BREE S HEE -

2. W CV RITA BRSBTS @ HEREBIE R

ATEFEH CVIRGREOTH R — R - R4l HE—FPFRHICV ~ CDIL > %CV
MIICV DU R ECE R BRI TE R - AT REBRCV Ab » Hofth = (R E0H B 52
T » S » & CVIREBUIHFE IR H: 2% - (B2 A SR BEIS Ao A - A IFEELL

P2 - ATER CV ~ MCV 1Y 95% C1HITHAZE T B ERaT st 7 A B RB o Bl %5 % iR
¢ AT 2AE =TTk RS s S E A B ERRIRIRE - HARRRSC
BT FURIAFHE A i S i B ik - S8 SR — 2 S - B
AL - DS E 28 0] {580y s E ok -
%41
CVRATAFEA MERARARRZIILE
FH
REERE  fREME (EiEWRY M Z(EEt HiE
B PEARER IFHUE REUE  FIBEE (55155 Eh % a2
CcvV CVs CVpop Pearson®  Miller H CVdif, CVw, MCV, CVuim
CVRtrim CVsd, ll’lCVR,
CVhnat
CDI DC,DCs CDI, HiT
CDIa
%CV GS
ICV H A

S ME AR RAE AR AR B AT A R BEE KRR A A EARR » WDC=1-CDI » DCA £ 14 # » CDL7}
JRAAGRE > WERMAPTRIEERMR -

i ERrt - FTEN CV RRERE R S E M1 (b fEFFAd Delphi 3 AT FE
MH&EE - HEjCVREBRIMTFCAER B Z T b - fEMEG 2 - iR E
WA 5 T Er A PR T &R » Bl & Kendall w ~ Kappa » Cochran Q%%
B2 EM e - CREfR Mt AR L 3B E B B S E & - R EEAR
W o MERAEEAE—2 » MRAEEN CVEREMEHZE - 2 CVEES ~ ZhHE
ZIE CVHEEEGHIMBAMTEHER » DS B R HrsUR e - B8R -

3. i AN fE A IEFFE & RERY IPRAS J580%0 DI 158

B > iiEAREESH A IPRASHIDIFTES - (H2HHEAXEHRERN
FHoBEE N » R HAMERFEE & R{EA Likert 5 858 R - RIEARBEME HAVFEE
2 UH (value of measurement scale, SV) » BRENE EAVFHFEEL (ws) » 515 IPRw
IPRCPwE%Y - F4r T HAMAY IPRASFIDIFEEUE - DIHUS SEEYATRE SR - 51E
INEES AT S 2 o
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SV < 9w, ==

SV =9,w, =1
SV > 9w, ==

IPRAS,, = IPR, + (Al X CFA) IPRr=2.35
CFA=1.5

IPRCP,, = (@) ws IPRi=P3y IPRu=P7

IPR,, = (IPRy — IPR,)w,
Al = |SVidaie — IPRCP,|  SVmidae=itiE &= RAE MY o RSB, % E f 5

_IPR,
"~ IPRASy,

7% ~ BRERARDelphi FAEREFIRELR - IBES TR AE

7 Professional Delphi Scan * Real-Time Delphi (RTD) * Mesydel *
Calibrum ~ Surveylet (www.calibrum.com) * Mesydel (www.mesydel.com ) »
RAND Expert Lens (www.rand.org/pubs/tools/expertlens) ZE53 ke i

(Hasson, Keeney, & McKenna, 2025; Jorm, 2025) * X5 Welphi Chttps://www.
welphi.com ) » STAT95 (https://www.stat59.com ) * edelphi (https://www.edelphi.
org) ~ DelphiManager (https://www.comet-initiative.org/delphimanager/) »
SmartDelphi Chttps://www.smartdelphi.com/) ZFA]#EITHE_ Delphi JAZE 8747
Delphifi#& &k » H 1B HAimEEH S A BT ]AFPENE S thEkt - H
EBFERE SR LREETEE - D BT A S ERIANMER] - $e 7 BEIEREY
AR IR RS IR - (HiER B IR Ot AT He G M AR MERRE T & (AP
P ARUERE) - SERAIR BEERE R HERR R T AN (A Fleiss Kappa (/¥ - BEARE
BRE IR AL EL -

HX »CVEH REMR Delphi 2 HTHIFRE - SASEEMt MEANS »
UNIVARIATE » IML » TABULATE S fFHTCV » SPSSHEHERATIO
STATISTICSIEF 3 #T %CV (HEHRFs Mean Centered COV) » JNH#E B
H A5 T CVIEZNINCH CALCULATOR ( 5 https://www.inchcalculator.com/
coefficient-of-variation-calculator/ ) * FL#ERIlE CV {EHZ=524 MedCalce (5. https://
www.medcalc.org/calc/comparison_of_coefficientsofvariation.php ) * R 75 ZLHEST
HAB T4 Kappa $R¥ ~ Kendall wiRETE » FFEHETTZ R oA - BEANIE - F5RE
ARt H AT -
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R FEBEA S Arak fe I RE AR B BT DI RERYAN I » 1B AIE RS - $HEE
{t.DelphiZ3trifife ChEl 1/ 11) - B TFERHFALEHEZENE - BH—inEEEh
BiEILEBNE - ZunnlHE G AL IR 2 SRR ~ SRR A i e R B
EENHIERL - BTSSR  BETE T ER SPSS T EZriE R 42 -
EEEREAIBNELSE (marco) MHE » FEEE L 28T - B2 =ED
A HBE RS ERER - WA FEIERER AT S - B AR AT A
SRS 8% T B % — P 2 -

S W E—dmE G E LM EMH SIMPLEDELPHIY
B ROMPERDELPHIE » &G = A E# T SIMPLEDELPHI7 B
ROMPERDELPHIFEZ =X - Wiffi | CLUSTERNUMS F2 =i 38 B — i [0] 18
H 3EAL B A0 & B o BB 5 o5 B PR W i [ BT A B A A AL - HERA
MULTIDELPHI3M 2=, » w] RIBERT G [ 3 B A L M o AR - K limElE
ERBRZREE . EAEFNE RS EE - B COMPDELPHI4 R
= ATERIAR R RS R AR B A RS AT EEE
0 R PG - BERE ] DELPHICALCSM PR SRR B3 1 5 ARHIS Rkt
HETT Delphi 7347 SLER M FEAL 24T » FEEAH SIMULATECV 25 » B AR BENIEE
f&RE (f# Likert B R{H) 5 4017 MULTIDELPHI3M 2 {58 COMPDELPHI4 £
AR DTSR - 'H% 8 SHOWDELPHI3 2 R 1E F R Z i E 5 % 15
BERSEAE AR MRS R - B EHETT R Delphi 04T » MEFRFI QTRANSDAT 25 »
BHE A IEE RN DA - $EHY IR TIE SO &k » B3 I SIMPLEDELPHI?
B ROMPERDELPHIE X HETT /3 H7 o Ml ROMPERDELPHI 2 = AT i Ky
SIMPLEDELPHI7 #2 XYL DIRERRAS » FUTIREIRIR » SIHTHaTAE % HEBlE -
SRR S AT TIRE

%42
i# F]SPSSZ Delphin# E £ 42 X 2 ik
= PARIRE L) PARIEZIL I

DELPHICALC8M LS EZEM: 1. AT oo AT B 52 FIBRT PR B (ca), B K AR

B (cs), HAER R B (cr), HEHZERB(DP)

&

=7
2. PEERE B REE M E
SIMPLEDELPHI7  43#7Delphi K EG[E 1. 43 H7 B IERGRME (&R 28 2R EH M
TEEREIEZTE BT R, WRRO O R S A,
HEME AT
2. T CV AT ARE(AICDI) )k #EE S
Ba, CVIE 2, BoH CVIE 2= R EbHR
3. 3 BT — EUME A BB TR BT (A kappafR
#),Cornbach a K F 55311, CVIE A RITR
F(ANCVR)
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SUhiOUL ADIINISTRATURY REd

22 ST B SHTIIRE
COMPDELPHI4 ST RFEIRF RS 1. AT AR R R S S A B TR A L 5

BREYe 52 (B R B A ()
2. B LEE AN R R PR RS R ARE AL B At
LR A2 5
SHOWDELPHI3  BURAFARFEH R I BURAFERF R S SR B AR (&

AR TERREAL RS R Herb B S R AR AT = B
MULTIDELPHI3M M iiEGIEI DelphiBf 1. H3EET A Wi o] I B TER 2% SE R4 5 125
Kt LBl A 5 BB RS R (S R B R R CV
BATAAREE, B R 3 AT)
2. HEEHT LR Wi ] B B I A 26 TE R AL i
B RER MM (A R BB B, CV R AT
AELREUE)
ROMPERDELPHI  43#7Delphi B Zii@(al 1. A7 B IERE AL A 5 1 (5 S v a8, 8 5 S 3 AR
FEERIEIESZIE S =), B2, ROMPERE R T
IR %, APMOfH
2. STCV R ERE 58, CVIESTHE, CDL, DC
3. T — BNV BB TE A G (W kappaff
#),Cornbach a KEH5T53H7,CVIKCVR,

Aiken VAJAiken H
SIMULATECV EE AR BEBEHEE 23 B 1. A AL IE R E B NEI AR
CVIH /M RIRE 2. EHCVIE T A RE
CLUSTERNUMS  fefLEERrSEEAL AR tRIE LR PR (R, /3 HTRSQ,SPRSQ, PSFR 8,
PR B R R

QTRANSDAT PEE S TSR K A B I R N DU, - SRR T IR BT
& DHETTRADelphiZ T

3% 1 iz ef2 X F & A IBM SPSS StatisticstF ¥ - & 4T -

P& B 7 BRI R 802 1 RIS S AL RS 2R - bR T R BB R AR B
BT 73RS » g —2Eriink - G340 » M ROMPERDELPHI »
COMPDELPHI 1 MULTIDELPHI —{EF2 =0k 53 BN AE 225347

1. $9RZ[ERE R~ (rough interval display, RID)

SHEE—IEH - 7] LR [ FE R 8~ EHERE ~ CVAE ~ WisT LR
R~ CVISE - TR FS RIS - B TR (R 2= S B
Weey e 55~ PRz 5 DOE p<.05 R AIETIKEE - BB S ETRIFESES ()
Bt 5 EE - BRZIHEES - AR A KRR - I MCV ~ S-CVIEHREE - #
FREVE TR - (L 2H i E BRI -8 ~ MR ~ W LS MR AT
TR ECR B T 2 B - BRI &R (RID) JiiEskind) - H
e R R 2 TE H 1Y e M R AR B s + == SR B R R R (lower limit, LL)
1 EBR Cupper limit, UL) » PR IMEFIR A E RSB Ry P RICEAE (middle
representative value, MRV) » BGEERE DA EELRIE Ry ARIE - HHt =S (e
I A S - HERIB AN [/ IME, HEAERE, mcKME ] - SRS - DUF]
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ELB TR - B 19 BURIERIE B - [E 19a E e P EEM R - FORERERE
BRPOIAHEHZT - T REE 2 RPE YW TR RAROR - ORFE A RK - BFHEEEIR
MR s MR = F A AR - N RER AR i A TR R P E R A A
o RELE S MEE IR BERAE - KA TR AT

HALEFHG A A - IR REE TR R R o B A RS AL T B SR
% - [ 19b DA ROk (ORI » HLARARIBT ok BIE 19a FHIF] - PG -
19
#v B MR TR AR
1 vy 1.000 -
450 RS 1 fhCVR
© VR AP R i T JEACVR
® [ECVR
425 a0l 1T
400
600
375 £
400
350 | L
. " i flal2
Eol TR FHHE2
a. = FUA TR SRR bRy C VR ffl =4

2. BBIARIE B Kappa % 2(#0 Kendall w ZE

Fleiss Kappa x fREf1Kendall wiREUH FIi5 5 (R — L B R — it
IFFT 225G » RIELRE S AT Rl — A1 P 2 E H B E BIE A —EUE P - Al
KKl B [F] —HIE HEHE B L - #E R —HER - PR Kappa « %
PF1 Kendall wiREIREEIEIS /M {E > LE I RSt AR TE H Kappa 2% (cross
samples of Kappa, kcs) F1Kendall wiZE{ (cross samples of Kendall w, wes) * HAR
B TR AR Y Kappa kfRE0F] Kendall w28 » BRI [EIE R iR AREE
A—EERERE - BTN B Kappa « FREFI Kendall wHREUHIA] - {EZ2¥ 50 HT{E
AIEREMGERIANE] » ST EF RS A s I [ RIS e o — 8 - 55—
2% FH Cohen Kappa * 434 Aiim el 57 £ A — 28 H e B E — 20k -

3. BT EEIHMR R EN S E

gL L Delphi 0 ATHUAIN 5 - SaHE SR HYRE 0 RBE A HoAl— i EF
#H o HERBBDu{EREAESE - —2RBEHE LRI - Delphi - Hrigii
G - PR EHEEEEN - LM - B8N - SEESEEEZEGE
i » BEAERILES - FE EHLHFEE AR E BN SR - MG e EE R
FlE Rt A IRREHE A BO AU RE » 2 RS HE LIRS0 a e dt sy - BIER Mk
ERFFHENEE - IBBUERIESE » R —ieEE IR SR 1T - &
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AR RIS B - B2 BEE o R R 3 | RAE & 43— © S8 W5 23 R B IR A
75> (low rating) FIBERLEFES> (divergent rating) HIFHEHCERRE » HIILAEFEH
TRAKFHEFZE (degree of low rating, DLR) FIBESMGEHEFZE (degree of divergent
rating, DDR) FI{REL * DLR{E F50~100 » {HEAFEER K LB - DDRIE
Fs0~1 » BEBARERRS A FFHE - BUEiE A RE R & T & Bl
HABFEE A LR R ARH IR RE -

BILAT K DLRFIDDR B & IR @ PSR T » @A R85 fE M R EUE Y
WET Ry FUE - SRS PY S0 A0 SEERET A & 0 200 - L 20 B EFE T T Ry
1% H% (classification grid of rater’s rating behavior) » fHfEFEE 3 FEH /74K -
HAr i PU3E « 238375 (dissensusor) ~ Z{HFEH (divergent rating rater) » /5
{EFFE (higher rating rater) ~ {R{EFE# (lower rating rater) @ EFFEE
DLR HE DLR (DLR = MDLR, DDR = MDDR) * Z{Hi{E 2K DLR H & DDR

(DLR<MDLR, DDR = MDDR) * iH{HFFEZ{E DLR HfEDDR (DLR<MDLR,
DDR<MDDR) » {KfE#F# %= DLR H{XDDR (DLR = MDLR, DDR<MDDR) °
BRSEMEEEIEWESH - 7J# ADLRAI DDR{REUE K7 FEAG R - B
MANOVA ~ SERF T AT H AT T 7558 - %5 MANOVA SR Pillai trace 5
FEREE p<.05 ~ R ATIR R Ry 2 408 (RIS FIIESEEE ) ~ @Rl
FH 4 53 FHIERESRTE80% » HRHEM o8 o3BG IR RATF v 32 -

DLR = 2(R=Rnetton) » 100 RizPfE  Rucoion TRPEAIFRIA o PR

DDR = Z—(Ristcale) Riing{a Rscaleim‘ﬁqﬁﬁﬁé\iigqqa kﬂ‘}fﬁ?ﬁaﬁﬁ

k
20
FHE RSB R ARE
=2 BEFEE 1 EEE
DDR - B
@ | 3 FERFHE 4 {REAE
& DLR ]
f5 .2 » Lt IR IR B E i M & AN - A B i G SR B RO 4 i) 53
52 R0 B e 5 3 GRS o Bl i+ R 43 4H — 2L 2 B SIMPLEDELPHI »
ROMPERDELPHI » COMPDELPHI A1 MULTIDELPHI 2 20/ A7 5 SR 2 1 (R 85 E
K HEAEREAE 2 B iR« F AR T il S P E AR 5 BRERE
SrECEEE S AREEE (outlier) FEan]2F/—fitamil - FLEERSIH o B L - FF
TH H LRI R MRS R B EERE. (P L3R8T ) FEEAERISAE(G - 1ot
VYT ATRERS AR S - PEIFFEDL 26 BRI FIBAS SR Ry = -
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%43

SIMPLEDELPHI%¥ #2 X i 47 Delphis-#7 BT 45 7 15 18 2 28 R 2 {87 54 % A

%I TGESE HIET HEETTA GIUE TS SR AT

1AM S b 2 (SRS F b

S8 R ARAT, 95%CI REFHE 0 *Cronbach o #kAHLET, JE>0, 95%CI FEFE 0

AR R INEET, 0 BfiT, 95%CL AEfE 0 "REE(L o BB, FE<O

TEHIE CV B NERST, 95%CT B1FE 0, >1 RN BEARIE o KT, E>0

CVs, CVs, NS, >1 R E, 0 5 dF RIERAIRAILE BOAHST, HE>0

CVpop, CV2 SYAERE ti

CViim B NEF, >1 A E, BLCV EfEE HH o BT, >0, B o {HEEEEE =
7= (p>.05) =

CVuir(DCV) o/ NEREF, 0 547, 558 p>.05 THEAHR r  OKHEGT, 1E>0 %5 p<.05

*MCV e NS, 0 AT Theta (6) AT

DC, DC; AT "ER Fo 1 iedF, >1 R

CDI, CDI;, e NE T FHEUE ST AR EH>40%

CDIa s,

*DI N, =1 “Kendall w ARAHRAT, 56 p<.05

InCVR kN, <0 By <] BgE 18y "Fliess Kappa H#EACHUE, 2B p<.05, 95%CI R
CV {H & #mE 2 7Y CV {H &0

IPRAS, IPR IPRAS {E>IPR & & Cohen Kappa A4y, &k p<.05

CVCIEA&% AT, 100%iE, E>70% Friedman y*  #UK#RLT, #55% p<.05

RC BAERST, 1 Bedr, FE>0.7 *Aiken V BRI, #5 p<.05

IQR, rIQR R/ N R *Aiken H AT, #E p<.05

Q e N ‘Cochran Q /BT, % p>.05

*CQV, CR /N R Best S N, #2E8 p>.05

ot HRAHERLT, 100% 54T ‘CVI BB, FEEGCEME, & 1 i

TEERELL AT, 100%54T, E>80% ‘CVR R, FEEEAEAE(E, By 1 i

DM RRRAT, 1 B4, £y 0 vIHEsZ PEREIER I | SRR MulE

SA, CSA BT, 1 524, E=0.4

FHEYHERRE  THH S H Yol 2 T

FHEAME  TEEFHEERI(P30 F1 P70)iEk R A
S B T

FEE%, AEE FE%>APMO H,5AREE

%,APMO %>APMO {8, =~

VCC,VCCwum kA T

3E 0 4R B T LSIMPLEDELPHI » ROMPERDELPHI + COMPDELPHIA»MULTIDELPHIAZ &, /- #7 4 R 4%
% ° MULTIDELPHIAZ X AFInCVRZ T & F 3 b B 260 CVAL H M = 109 CVAL © * & 5 3R A A\ 30 & 0914 BAE R 5
R

ifi & 21 #5571~ Delphi 23 #7125 B& B AT 88 IS AT AR BORI 53 A 5 1k e BESR IR
SRR 2SS HR AT EE R = e B R B R ML E 2 B - W
MULTIDELPHI3M 22 » iy A ZE — A = [E 3EASE R 434 » AEELEEE —F1 =
g [ E SEAL R AR ELREHE - 2 BEHET R Delphi 2347 » MRS B IS B HRIRIE - 7]
PRH QTRANSDAT 2 o N c. ZH B E B M 5573 7R vl B T imle] 1 i Bz mik
17 - BEGEL A FERIRASCTER TEAEE - e 2 8 B SR ARG
Biii » MeABOETTEGER 2 A B 2T - WUE EITE S e 7 Ry A8
BREEATESS — Rl RGN - BGEHR D BEE EITE S S e - "TRERT AR AEE
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