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Abstract

Background ¢ In this paper patient outcomes research is going to be reviewed and

described, to be compared with relevant studies, and to consider the application in Korea.

Methods : We compiled and reviewed the articles and materials related to patient

of =&

tlo

19968d = dAd

2

a BA

)
)
e}

Y4 AFHE ATHUS

fued

152



SRRIZZ A0 (et 02

outcomes research especially by PORT(Patient Outcomes Research Team) and rearranged them

for seeking the main point and comparing with relevant studies.

Results : Patient outcomes research emphasizes patient outcomes as well as conventional
clinical outcomes. It is prospective study observing effectiveness in real situation instead of
efficacy in ideal condition. Patient outcomes research comprises of 6 fields : literature review
and meta—analysis, use of claims data, decision modeling, outcomes assessment, cost of care,
dissemination of research findings. SAAfsmall—area variations analysis), appropriateness study
and clinical practice guideline are connected with patient outcomes research.

Conclusion @ In view of the fact that current medical policy in Korea is shifting its focus from
accessibility to the improvement in quality and cost containment, and is stressing patient—based
research, patient outcomes research is one direction for which the medicine is accountable and
assessable. Considering that the number of patient receiving medical treatment in Korea is

higher than the West, patient outcomes research has competitive power as against the West.

Key words ¢ patient outcomes research, appropriateness study, clinical practice guideline
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