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AedEe) Bae we J1&e 71308 GAsRT 1 59 thwe BAse] 9a
AAANA 85 AR AT d Aok 7k AR Bl E2Al Ane B
)% Borel Al AYSUS AT TANRE B8 B olueh, nlee AL
e Asts U F2% 48e @k

& 5}0] (Delphi) = 196037} ©] % @, ah, S919] F7152 YTFE AS 2 A
$8 BEFQ S ol Lstol A2l AR olF 2 F-&40 o
# QY Hldeln BTSD PR A LokE Wl

A5ATHE f e 87 AL B 2l B Fohsh AL ol )2y

re
o o}
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rlr
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2 ARt glo] Wastth AR B, 152 487429 HeprlgS 2ol )
99 ThA o] AR S22 69%, 68%, T3%, 66%) BAHHTHAR ERAEA Halrle
BAQTL - B A FHA T, 2006). FRY TALY H| A FEAE FAE A %}
1540] Ak @ Aol M, 1 el F A Avhy Bhgsa AHF 4 dEA, 3 FEE

Al

(accuracy)®} A % (precision)® AESHE Zo] HRsic)

oo B Aol A= 19940l 738l AT A(STEPDO] +3% 413 #3l7]<
A ZzA}, 8] ‘A - Az} B4 Hokol ‘WY FEY HolZ oz dslolo Bl
(validity)Z} A1 2] A (reliability) & #2483, 21 #AE etz o

B =Fo 1AL b 2t 23l e dsele] 543 AxE At 38gelA
T dolo] g A= Mda BAIE nFZE L, 4FAE o8 ol &t AF
BAS AAgic 5dA e ATF2%e 87 A AAEE AART

dsto] Wy

1. dstels B3

dyloli= ME7F 25 IAS AANCE =& FHs] 8 actd FHeR
(F&7] - AR, 1997), o] Al 7k 548 7 K (Bright, 1978, Martino, 1993):

98 7ledAddT 174 1%



AA, Dol Zol = oA (anonymity)o] B o] AE7H= 219 9AE A4
A 1@ 5 Ak

=X, daoldqM e aF AAY dFAVIE BAHLRE JASY <ay 1> 2
F9 v (median)9t AHEAHEYAQR: inter—quartile range), & E A1 ¥ (statistical
display)& A Al ghct,

AR, ddo] HEME T3l He ANE udsta =439
9 (feedback of reasoning)oll €3] 3rel(consensus)”’} FE=® )

FHFE AFAE ol ARARE FAUNE YIS o 50%00 sidatE gtolth A
AHE-2) = (upper quartile) 2} SHAHE Y S (lower quartile)= ZH2ZF 75%9) 25%9) SNE3l=
SEA7L dS5F @S Uehdn AHRASHAlE IQRE FHTE F4oE 9y
A (dispersion)E LFERITH
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<38 1> et AT

Q M Q,

Q, : lower quartile (25%)

M : median (50%)

Q,;: upper quartile(75%)

IQR: inter-quartilerange (Q, - Q)

2. Avtole] 5 7HH

AEAA dufol= 42 E(round) o] BEE T3 9k 1y, 2 H$ &
=5 2(2nd round)ell A 7 E o] dojdrHEa7] 9, 2007). Auto] 2ALY] A7k}
B8-S Y, 2—- 2= vy dsto](Mini-Delphi)7} B13& 4 gtk o7& 3t
7B ATA(1994)9] TA18] FH37|Ee]E 2ol AMEE wU ool Bt

= 1(0st round) A ' (panel) HEAE o} 2 FAle] AAAE 53}
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)= AEAE 3o, AR GFA0E JAste
%7418.9?%% gt o] QR E Sl 29 AEA T3k
SE 2004 HEdS = 194 SHAYE AN dSAnE SRS V1 E @
3 J3HA] & o o, A4l SHo] IQR Bl & A
(outliers), 1 o|F& A|Als]oF gtch(Martino, 1993). S22 3l 2= 13} 29] o2
2 99 - 1IQR, il At =43 oAS AYIdrHEr] - LAE, 1997).

=

e Hoo rfr

M. @stole} eby s A

o Zo A 9] B} o5 Alzd(event)o] A@HE o]Fo 1 FIEE Hrlste A
olil, MFAL dFAIHAAN oASZAHA FYE(precision)E FAsHE Zlolth oS
A BAEle @Ak AAIA 22K (systematic error) 9} HI A A1 2 XHrandom error) 2 T+
Ao AAA oxte 4 4% o Ageh= W(bias)olth v v]A A A<

T4 Aoz dAsts expolth Bl AAE x}e}, A4 vAA A
kot AEATHAAM Y, 199D).

duoldte] Fo A F b 2 AU gk ASEL S EldAddd B
Z o] tHRowe and Wright, 1999). B}3A4 2 A A A7} Aol A4 H42 HAs)
Al(adequately) ¥+3 3} A = o]ti{Babbie, 1989).

Ashton(1985)2 H H ] 2 Xmean absolute difference)2 A ZE=ZE At Ono
and Wedemeyer(1994) % 3}eto] 9] mj ol that 2471 9] A}k 177 Abdol thgh duto]
A Aol elFAS UM 1 AF Aul ool AEE] AFH AT AL ]l
o, dylol = A7l Sl A EFF S 7HoletE A& ATl Parenté et al.(2005)2 2ot
olo] "k AL} mlrwlo] o9 AZ T X S HEFTE Rowe et al.(2005)
2 dyjo] #HeErt FHog AFE oF9 LT} otk A& EAH

duatole] el Ul BT F BHHdorR 7EY 4+ AtHZolingen and
Klaassen, 2003). W& el9AS 4% A9rt W Wg) wiio] dojd AA7tel #&

b
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EAolH (=AM Y, 1991), T WHE AA 7} vpA grte] e o] tiWoudenberg, 1991).

dglole} o] gide "37}7 = F4] 813X (criterion-oriented validity) o] 2ti £
g, vl Wi da3 HEA e FAMdel A% Zolingen & Klaassen,
2003). &, AT I AA %k 72l A X (correspondence) A= YERE= A
S g ougth £ A7 B A Mg ol &s8le] £, dujo]g 9F

B £4 2 Ao s Holkehe F9felw, o= A-ANIR)S AFA7I(a)e] A
=489 dSA7I7 Az AEE Ad 2HdTE, 24
S&AbE Agsita & 5 3ok o] i ARAI7}F dFA 7RG o]2A Y b\:}% AR
<, A&l Zolrt T27 onjE Adn). mebA A S (7 - M) E A%
43k Aol geldelth. add dEAI A v dsE g5 e BT
o ol& BAs7] A8l A S AE dEAD(R - FE UE B&S AFSITHrE
ASAFAE). o] vl&o] FErE dSdies FFAAA g s 2 dToA =
TollA ol& AT ghe ATE(4)=E Fd

714, i FAME

&2 AEAold T Mo e TUS 2ol FH& 2 (replication) ¥&
i U FAHGHS I 7MeAS D3cH(Babbie, 1989; Woudenberg, 1991; Kastein et
al., 1993, Zolingen and Klaassen, 2003). &% - ©]£Y(1998)& dj&9] AFAS o=
Aol 2221 A (systematic bias)o] EABHA] &1, SHAE Atolo] g7} o] F
oA Ao AFANE JAAAARR AHE7HEE R AR

D & Aol 7l dg dFAe FH5(median)E 13t ‘I FA7)eha s, 1 7]
A7 AR AhE A7 ojat ‘AAA eI W)

2) dEAE AAAAAM AEFPAHE A Fo2ZAM, F7FA E= dr|HAZ LR
= AAEY, ASHAT); AV AA L 7)1EE eln| gt

dito] vlzdZe Bl A=A ZMd @ A7 101
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Ament(1970)+ 196433 1969 9] Aold sid & dd o s 7ed5E AAT A
5 d&A3rt d#Age] ok A& Ea Jillson(1975)2 o] At A& Fo
7} 98 AAE whEolA Astole] ANFHA S A wstnA k. Woudenberg(19D)E &
At dufolo A AVPAE F IFOE YFo] 1 AFE Hluste] AFAHES FA PO
Kastein et al.(1993)2 4134 A4S 93, ICCI(Intraclass Correlation Coefficient)S
o]- & ¥t

dZo] AL HEES] FAHS B ¥
2 223 4= 9JtHHill and Fowles, 1975; Ashton, 1985; Woudenberg, 1991). &1 2
gold oA e & FHERICE AFHAE syl B3 Mol 7] wEd
F7H 1 a7t st

AFA 717 | v dFE A5 FHET WolRE Aol Ukl @ ot E s
7] « 25 1997). Gordon and Helmer(1964)-2 A& A]7]12] A7 (remoteness) <} IQRS]
A7) 7+ Te H(+)9 BATF Y-S FAE Martino(1970)= oZ2] Al (length
of the forecast)®} AFE 9] A = (degree of dispersion) 7Hol E& A#AAA 7} &S =19
ot gt FrldEy drld2e FEx F QRS AY Hluste Hrlste AL
At gt ol& Flety] A8 vk 2ol 7MES AA

e

9@ 5 glor, e e Fe A=

(e

"1 @spolaZde] FH79) IQRE H(+)9] JueA} Ark

7] - LAFA9N)L QRS ASd AN AFAI71Y ST 7o
2 e HEE FHEHEE Aostal o] H|&E oS Alg el tiAlgith Landeta(2006)
= grojo] AL E RIR(Relative Interquartile Range) 2 &4 @t} RIRS IQRS HH o
2 Uie BiEgo|ttd duo] Ao HEGS SV FHAFE FoAAER, £ A
FolME 7] - LAFA9NS &S WA FAd o] &gttt 29 o] HlEo| ¥
STE FTHEE TV kA VoA o] H&E AT & AUEE Foiin. =,

AR A AHRAFHAUQR)E ASAL (M -FPZ WL, TAM ol& AT &

mean square effect

ICC =
3) rcc mean square effect + mean square error
Q-
—X
4) RIR= B X100

5 AHAA 4L e84 A 2, AALE ojHel = o]fo)d £ glenz, dFA g9
ZA0A A-RAZUR) A AFA7(M)E AHSFH.
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A71A, ie FAHE
3. 833 A9 &4
dfoldZo = Sutxte] AEE wa} zAMATe] EFFA T A o] dald
UK A2). EF 7]a FopdE e NEAo]l dold = Ut as). ol& 18 3}7]

S8 gt gol 7hie AR,

H2: Wmo]aZdile] Jorof Jure YA HEE oef 2ozl it
H3: YujoldZHulo] o} YU FAMGA Hoko] mhal 2ol o
dutoldyre] e = wel Feier) SUrETaL 7Y dvh(Parenté et al,

2005). Rutold|FAte] Hxe}l FHE hol] FABATE Uvd, @llz*ﬁg*lx*c’ﬂ*i

AEEE AT JHEE o= A= o} et ofell

31
TN BV A8 BAE st o3 Zol ]l WA JHE S gx‘j?}c}.

Ha: @l 2Ane] JBE} FUrE Y(+)¢ oAt Ak

V. Bt37d 3 A &4

Wstold|Z el AL oW 2AARA FREH ARo)A S8 A7 ol
ek g A ach v e, g e Wstold 3 ARt 024 - AT Aoz o)

7} A e #Eol k. B FoAE duloldEAte] Bl ARAS BAsta
I FAE AR



1. A8 3

 @FlME 1570 2oF TAM AR - Az A BEFY S 132 A
3 FoAME AR - AR FA Foke] “FA(elst ITY, Z1e)a ‘A FY Foke] FhA
(e]3} BT)E ez 3t 1T BTl &3 A= 22k 28709 237 #Ajolch. <2
H >0 dSA7] 2EE BH, A oE @7 FAC doi A o2 gor IT #ofelA]

B& 23

<32 2> [T BTS MEZH 0o SAl7)

IT_T A M_HMEcof <=8 _FA ~~ Bl HELO
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il
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e

ZF Al el ‘) ASA|Z) S AA ASA 7Vl e DA F A} 23 JA A3
7b 3L, AAS ‘HAEE 'Y A5 JAAZAL ok 2 AT S S5A
ZVell thg 22k AA" A3 1T< BTl tisf “dAs ‘&= s FEsho] HladH
Fidsd

2. B33 A 4

1&TA S ABA7] BRS A8 07 BA AEANA AL FA o] HET}
S IT %9 g3} 54 1549, 291 BT B 83} u5 15802 FHAT 48]
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of E SH& T AT WEARE HWF(mode)E AHEATE 1 A}, oF0
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B A4 2L flal BANATA gl WA'S HWEE o9l $a
Zztel vja) ARENSG BUE FE FHHEE>), YRS 78 o), 554
o tA1E Bel g B, 1A 3 A 1994d0] old, AR 6 E2A} o
Fo]7 19939 o2 HAAYPT

RS
oft
oZ
iz

A3, 1T BT #of, 283 WAl HAEs ' $3A%e) 4w
fol & BolX| FUTH<E 1>). ol AT Wt S53

Aol v} AE=7t w4 F& 7 ded HERATE O] B
A2} 227 A7 7H(self-rating) 8H= WA o] SHAFe] A
o A F J5S AlARE

NEA 24 At BTZFIT #ohurt 3¢ JUEs} RATH<E 1>). BT o)
IQR o] IT Bofrth ¥ ool %%}ﬂ ole] @ ATt Lhe & BT #oke) A%

o
=
rr
il
2

&2
rlo
oo
ol

2
!
k1
mlm

SA UepgTh o)

o R FH(EEAA) ANE FH(EZAR)

- IT BT IT+BT? IT BT IT+BT®
AA 0.819(0.147) | 0.777(0.133) | 0.805(0.144) | 0.551(0.110) | 0.606(0.126) | 0.576(0.121)
AEL o | 0.804(0.154) | 0.808(0.093) | 0.806(0.137) | 0.359(0.186) | 0.556(0.215) | 0.448(0.222)

= IT9 BT AA &of

3. 71 AF

Y2

AT mE AR S8 DfolodZ A FA%5 QR 7o) BBAFE T
oh Al SRel A9 ATASIE 04087 EAHCR fejdent WEE o $qel

Hr

7 ey B4 Al mAE wAle A9 3=
EERIRET:22

AL F gloBE, MAE BAE ARE

il
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A9 ol GoH<ad B>), ARE/ B $UAY FAREE dFAL T

<ag 5> 39 HUE

*HN CRBEC)

12

8 * K3
hd *
g6 . * ® .
» * * LI 2 W >

4 SR T Y S I - ‘*

* : R
2 * .
0 :

1998 2001 2004 2007 2010 2013 2016
Bes

AT7HE m23t msol tisl tH A S AARTE Y Eok Wl dold AEE 7] FA
AN val(F2)E W= HE-EE t7 % (paired sample ¢-test) s, ¥-oF 7+ W L(H3)
Alel “F 2 tAA(two sample t-test)' S AA| T}

BEgeet AYE, 23l IT BT &oF Ztzel] oisf ‘dayet ‘deE= d'el dAZ 3
20 ‘SRR tAAE AAFTHKE 2>). IT £oko] Adee AR Td wa EA44
o2 Fo3 Aolg BYoY YAl 182 ¢trh

<E 2> HA'SH MEE o'l WAAD 7 HWSEE (4 AN
i A E ¢ FEEn
Qe IT 19 1.08 0.292
BT 9 -0.75 0470
IT 2l 585 0.000
Hu
BT 22 1.30 0.206

REE AAS F EAYE B4 $UA ool weEl FARe]l tEr] wid,

¥ FA7(two sample F-test) & U] 7HA] 980l thsl] HA HAAct 1 Ayt

+
a

Wato] F1&eZel B ARy BA BF AT 107



AA FAAF] g AU ee Fotol| et Bito] vty dd

a8 F

weba @A'S] A

bt
lo
ot
—o
M
o
)

HA A Afe TN =03) 7HE T EE t3A'S AANPTHKE 3>), ‘AEE g’
AAET] A= Eopoll mpe} FAH 2 o3 AfolE RA oY, UrX& 28X
ket
<E 3> [Te BT 2o 2t ‘&= E2 AN ZAn
T AH 5 t #ol%5
Qe A7 28 0.732 0.470
AEE o 28 -0.061 0951
A4 44 -1.609 0115
Y=
HEE o 49 ~3.440 0.001

AT7HE HaE ATE] A AHEA S AAPTH<E 4). 1 A% HEE g’
o He BF ITe A FoWel 4AAF7E 2H2 06303} 054082 FAX R ok
U Als QA2 F(+H)e FABRAE BRioy, SAHR FosAs FUtH<aH
6>). o] 2 Hol HE=7l & SuA I A Aol FET T AaABA L 2l
[ SURI SR AL 8

<E 4> EtMD MM 7t Pearson AEHA
T &HA T ogs
IT 0216 0.360
A BT -0.167 0.644
IT+BT* 0.104 0583
IT 0.630 0.003
AEE o BT 0.278 0.437
IT+BT? 0540 0.002

) IT9} BT A 2of

8) < 3>9 FE F=E
9) IT¢+ BT A Hof

108 71=84d+ 1748 1%
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4. AYPAT HAEY

Aw7A] dutole] BPAG Ee A¥APE BAT d7E o AR HMartino,
1970; Woudenberg, 1991; Kastein et al, 1993; One and Wedemeyer, 1994; Landeta,
2006 ), °] ATES B e AFATE BAst, 1 #AE 34 5 Uk
SuEte] A9 F7] - LAAER19DL T3] B3 edS2AH194),E, 182 &
HF - O)]FUA9W) S "AIPT7IEA5(1998), S Ut R dulelo] IS B4t
7] dFol F2 &8&HE daold] 544, o] AT AHAA dF5A e AEy-
£ W71 F B8-S EMske AL Brbsdnh B AFolA e dtele) gl w A

M

o
r

QARUWNE HUFAT| ST} o] 1286}, 172904 F - YR
o - mee) vjmpMo] Fpset, F84719 FA%7 20104 olue) HAE F4
2 P2 1080k 3198 Agstel AnAe AT &
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A g .
<E 5> 7 Aol BN HUES ReEh $39 DsjolzAl AT} e F
7ol Ashurt Aol B el ow, Tkl e 2(1998),9] A3t TA1E B

I e AF A
B A A
- A AA AEE o
A ZAd ok HAHHT | EEAR A7 [EFHA
%7}_ - =] EL T PULIRE 36 o) el | RUUR s ) el
Az} - AHEA(A) 3410633 0.134 0430 0331
qaz. AE - 425} 8HB) 230659 0145 0621 0168
SEXS) A7) %) 2(1998) | 874 - 247171(C) 19/0629 0148 |0540| 0175
(1998) sl - A - EskD)| 27]0619 0150 [0523] 0.133
= A+B+C+D 103]0634 0141 [0512] 0241
ZA(E) 2810551 0110 |0.359] 0.186
A1 HAE) 23[0608 0126 0556 0215
B B & o EF A : : : :
(1904) E+F 510576 0121 [0.448] 0222
P EREE LS 31|0524 0335 |0309] 0485
A53]
B | By e E2AL AREA 3110379 0335 [0256] 0464
(1993)
247 - F}8t7] &l o 3k
°AE | 59 | =Ue dsto] AN 310177 0522 [0.034| 0936
(1997) B.34(1993)
Falr) sl st
sl dste] zA} AREA 31|0313 0464 [0.187| 0667
B 1A(1994)
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B dFolMe duold Ndat 548 AES L, 9] TA135 387 &dE2AL,
o] IT9 BT EoFs titog dsto] 7|&o o] el A4S 43 w3 A
el AHEe] HEE Hopol] e Afolo} JAAAE AW EYTL B AFNA &
502 £ AYEE, AL AR FEE F AUEE 9ujdit). o]
A8E ot Adw9] Jdde d&AgrE wrgE )

ditolo] 37} EAL dd 8] A E(panelist) 79 34 43288 7153514
o} o] dutold oA Hde~E e ddesEe] o] vhedta 2}7] o
FATE B 28y dAdols ‘thg 970 H<(bandwagon effect)’ o] 2
& s g Utk B A7 ARl E AEEIF 52 B ol EAFe] ¢

L
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lo
2
I
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o gk

HUL
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in nZi
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sl
2

B AHAGE AR} Bopde dF fo3t AolE Bk BT #oke] A=
HAH ez FAHCR FofstA] gttt BT okl F7aA7F Bo} ME57F APdd
Zo] 3 717 d9le g BAEh IT £obo] 49, 2 AdEE JEE7 o3t 74
I ol o3 ApolE Bov) A e a8A] gkt i ‘HER o' $9An
Hop ‘AA Sedate] AUErt g4 vEych AgEe UE ke guE A
ITeh A ok AEE7 & SHARE BAFOE F98 A(+H)9 ABaAE B
Atk TAl ZiA, AA Aot Hlad W) ARE o'l A9 2 FUEE WG
= Eehal A vk 2dd AR E o' ASelw Fo A(+)e] Ann
AL BAT o TE7F 22 $EAE ARE v

29 g9 Anrl Fod 1 Al BEE B8 Rups A

2 QTN Wstole) ek @
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of, ZA AT HUEE |SANY JHE o 4S AT shte REFORA G
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im R

AT Aspo] |edZ Al BheT e AAES AFH,

A, dpold|Ze] FVEE olv] 9% o] Wasth DsjoldZzAte] BYA
3 A=A e JRBATL Ee A B FUEE AT U %Y A
of SuAA AtEe Fel NAARE ANt Re AAGS Fol7] 9@ s
o wigte] @ % glck
S, Asjol Al Al SR AFES] AR Bt Basjth R wstold
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A&, A& o] ¢l&X|4(citation index) L AlFA A8 A 4(bibliometric index)&
=15t AEEe AAAGE Frste Zo| Hasith
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Faed

A - EHAE - e - AP (1994), A3 B8] e F2AH199%5~20151): §H=e] vl
7)), Ae 45}71%7‘3 AT

F&% - o1FY (1998), “dato]a & o] &3t J|ed S NI E BY” rr1egaed A, 418
A2Z, pp. 275284,

dE FHA3E A3rledAd
HrledBATd 4.

A (1991), "ALS St EAPE R, 2%, T SdAL

7] - AEA - aEE 2007), V1S, AE SR e A
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A Study on the Analysis of Validity and Reliability of the
Delphi Forecasting in Korea

Seong-hoon Gwon - Soon-ki Hong

Abstract : The Delphi is a popular technique for forecasting based on the opinions of
experts. It is important to know how valid and reliable the technique is. In this paper, we
analyze accuracy and precision of the Delphi in IT and BT of Korea, and also discuss the
relationship between them. As a result of the analysis, the accuracy and precision of the
forecasts partly have significant differences according to their area and degree of
expertise. Besides, significant correlation between the accuracy and precision of forecasts
with high expertise is found. The result indicates that the precision of forecasts can be

a criterion of the accuracy of them.

Key Words : Delphi, Validity, Reliability, Precision, Accuracy
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