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The purpose of this study aims to analyze research trends related to ‘evaluation’ in Korean medical education through a systematic re-
view. This study used a systematic review method, which is a research methodology for research trends and 'literature analysis." Re-
searchers searched the Korean journal literature published until the end of December 2020 in the Korean research database with key-
words related to medicine and evaluation. Thus, 5,205 cases were identified. Based on these data, 143 papers were selected through a
logical screening process, requiring 1 month to complete the data search and analysis process. In terms of publications, medical jour-
nals overwhelmingly outnumbered nonmedical journals until 2015; however, after 2016, the number of papers published in nonmedi-
cal journals increased, and the number of published papers was similar to that of medical journals. In terms of evaluation-related re-
search, research on student and program evaluations has been very active compared to that on accreditation. As the number of evalu-
ation studies has gradually decreased over the past 10 years, preparing a plan to revitalize them in Korean medical education is neces-
sary. Considering that the role of evaluation in education has been emphasized in recent years, research on reestablishing the concept
of evaluation; developing evaluation indicators; analyzing the status of student evaluation, program evaluation, and accreditation; and
deriving measures to improve medical education through evaluation is required.
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Introduction

In Korean education, evaluation was mainly used to describe a test
for students in schools [ 1]. However, the meaning and role of eval-
uation has been expanding recently because of increased interest in
evaluation for academic characteristics. Thus, institutions in charge
of the professional evaluation of educational programs have been
established, and the purpose of these institutions is the quality
management and certification of educational programs [ 1,2]. Be-

cause Korean medical education focuses on the transfer of knowl-

edge and student academic achievement is judged only by intellec-
tual abilities [3], evaluation targets are often limited to students.
However, interest in the role or meaning of evaluation in medical
education increased as the Korean Institute of Medical Education
and Evaluation (KIMEE) played a role in managing the quality of
medical education and accrediting medical schools.

According to the development history of education evaluation
outlined by Lee [4], education evaluation began to be known as an
independent discipline in the early 20th century, and the meaning

of education evaluation expanded and changed as follows. While
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early educational evaluation focused on measuring characteristics
of the subject being evaluated, second-generation educational as-
sessment focused on comparisons between the actual data ob-
tained and the description of the behavior a student exhibits when
successfully completing a curriculum or program. Third-genera-
tion educational evaluation focused on experts making profession-
al judgments on the evaluation target. Fourth-generation educa-
tional evaluation focused on the role of the evaluator in responding
to the needs of stakeholders, gathering agendas to be managed in
the negotiation process from a phenomenological perspective, pro-
viding information needed by the stakeholders, and guiding the
adjustment of opinions.

With the introduction of performance-based education aimed at
complete learning and norm-oriented evaluation in medical educa-
tion [ 5], it is inevitable that educational evaluation activities take
place throughout the course of medical education. (1) Before
class: are the process outcome establishment and class design suit-
able? (2) In class: are students achieving the learning objectives? If
not, what improvements can be undertaken? If objectives are being
achieved, how can further improvements be implemented? (3) Af-
ter class: students, subject, curriculum, and overall evaluations of
medical school education are implemented. Evaluation studies of
Korean medical education are ongoing; therefore, researchers in
the field intend to analyze how evaluation studies are being con-
ducted in Korean medical education.

The purpose of this study was to collect basic data for research
on the improvement in medical education through evaluation be-
cause the meaning and role of evaluation has expanded in Korea af-
ter the introduction of the performance-based paradigm, evalua-
tion, and certification system in medical education. In this regard,
this study aimed to identify research trends in the evaluation of
Korean medical education in the 21st century.

Design

1. Study design and literature search

This study analyzed research trends in the evaluation of Korean
medical education by searching papers on subject words related to
medical education and evaluation in January 2021. The research
databases were the Korea Education and Research Information
Service (www.riss.kr/index.do), National Assembly Library
(www.nanet.go.kr), Koreanstudies Information Service System
(https://kiss.kstudy.com/), and Academic Education Center
(www.earticle.net). The search keywords were “medical educa-
tion” & “evaluation,” “medical school” & “evaluation,” and “me-
di-school” & “evaluation””
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2. Selection and exclusion criteria

The selection criteria for the publications extracted in this study
were as follows. First, the keywords were limited to Korea, medical
education, and evaluation, and the presentation period was not
limited. Second, this study was aimed at academic journals (except
for candidate papers, research reports, posters, conference presen-
tations, books, internet materials, and other types of research) of
Korea Citation Index (KCI)-registered (candidate) journals or
higher. Third, only subjects that were confirmed to be originally
written in Korean were included. Fourth, the subjects of the evalu-
ation study were limited to students associated with basic medical
education (BME) and medical schools, and data from major doc-
tors and patients were excluded.

The research problem of this study was the analysis of research
trends, subjects, and results regarding the evaluation of Korean
BME. To answer this research question, two analysts reviewed and
discussed the collection and selection of literature, derivation of
analysis criteria, and coding and analysis of results. This study was
conducted in the following manner according to the standards of
systematic review suggested by Cook et al. [6].

First, the bias and subjectivity of the study were removed based
on PRISMA (Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews
and Meta-Analyses) guidelines [7]. Second, the research issues
were clarified by analyzing the trends, subjects, and results of evalu-
ation research in Korean BME. Third, the literature search, litera-
ture selection, analysis results, and discussion were conducted to
draw a comprehensive conclusion by selecting appropriate litera-
ture and analyzing its research content.

As aresult of searching the database according to the scope and
criteria of our analysis, 5,205 papers were identified, 3,199 papers
were selected through the first screening process, 242 papers were
selected through the second screening process, and 143 papers
were selected through the final selection process (Fig. 1, Supple-
mentary material 1).

3. Measured outcomes

In this study, three variables were derived: student evaluation, pro-
gram evaluation, and accreditation. As there was no previous study
with the same purpose, two Doctors of Education with more than
3 years of medical education participated as analysts. The research-
ers reviewed and discussed the literature collection and selection,
analysis standards derivation, coding, and analysis results through

online and offline meetings.

Literature related to evaluation

The research team reviewed 143 papers that were extracted based
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Medl_cal Medischool Medical
education & . school &
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Nanet 615 110 720
Kstudy 113 167 137
Earticle 194 85 18
Second screening process <
Content screening process (n=242)
Final selection article
n=143 <

'

Selection criteria

Evaluation-related topics,
subject related basic medical education

Fig. 1. Strategy of the scoping review. KCI, Korea Citation Index.

on evaluation of Korean medical education and classified them
into three categories according to the subject of evaluation: student
evaluation, program evaluation, and accreditation (Table 1). The
literature was classified as follows. (1) Student evaluation: litera-
ture that evaluated or researched student-learning abilities. (2)
Program evaluation: literature that evaluated or researched educa-
tional programs, including subjects or curricula. (3) Accreditation:
studies on BME accreditation or KIMEE, an institution for the ac-
creditation of medical education evaluation.

The 143 papers extracted were classified into 67 papers related
to student evaluation (46.9%), 62 related to program evaluation
(43.4%), and 14 related to accreditation (9.8%). According to the
distribution of journals in which the 143 extracted papers were
published, 73 papers (51.0%) were published in the Korean Jour-
nal of Medical Education (KJME), followed by 28 papers (19.6%)
in the Korean Medical Education Review (KMER) (Table 2).

Literature related to student evaluation

Among the 143 papers, 67 (46.9%) were related to student evalua-
tion. Among them, publications from 2001 to 2005 were the most
common, followed by those from 2006 to 2010 (Table 1). The 67
student evaluation-related papers were classified into seven catego-
ries according to research content: knowledge evaluation, skill eval-
uation, attitude evaluation, development of teaching methods and
evaluation tools, information and communication technology
(IT), item analysis, and other evaluations. Papers included in each
category were as follows: (1) knowledge evaluation: a study on ‘in-
terstation works” among academic achievement, clinical compre-
hensive, and clinical performance evaluations; (2) skill evaluation:
research on clinical performance evaluation and clinical practice;
(3) attitude evaluation: studies on relationships between patients
and doctors in medical professionalism, self-directed learning, and
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Table 1. Analysis of literature related to evaluation in medical education by year

Item -2000 2001-2005 2006-2010 2011-2015 2016-2020 Total
Student evaluation 1(0.7) 21 (14.7) 19(13.3) 17 (11.9) 9(6.3) 67 (46.9)
Program evaluation 2(1.4) 20 (14.0) 22 (15.4) 5(3.5) 13(9.1) 62 (43.4)
Accreditation 4(2.8) 4(2.8) 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 4(2.8) 14 (9.8)
Total 7 (49 45(31.5) 42 (29.4) 23 (16.1) 26 (18.2) 143 (100)
Values are presented as number (%).
Table 2. Analysis of literature related to evaluation in medical education by published journal
Journal -2000 2001-2005 2006-2010 2011-2015 2016-2020 Total
Medical 7 (4.9) 43 (30.1) 35(24.5) 22 (15.4) 12 (8.4) 119 (83.2)
KIME 0(0) 35(24.5) 28 (19.6) 10 (7.0) 0(0) 73 (51.0)
KMER 5(3.5) 1(0.7) 4(2.8) 8 (5.6) 10 (7.0) 28(19.6)
JEEHP 0(0) 5(3.5) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 5(3.5)
Anat Biol Anthropol 0(0) 0(0) 1(0.7) 0(0) 2(1.4) 3.1
JKSEM 1(0.7) 0(0) 1(0.7) 0(0) 0(0) 2(1.4)
Korean J Med Ethics Educ 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 2(1.4) 0(0) 2(1.4)
KJFP 0(0) 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 0(0) 0(0) 2(1.4)
Others 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 0(0) 2(1.4) 0(0) 4(2.8)
Nonmedical 0(0) 2(1.4) 7 (4.9) 1(0.7) 14 (9.8) 24 (16.8)
J Yeolin Educ 0(0) 0(0) 1(0.7) 0(0) 0(0) 1(0.7)
JOEC 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 3(2.1) 3(2.1)
AJMAHS 0(0) 1(0.7) 2(1.4) 0(0) 0(0) 3(2.1)
J Korea Contents Assoc 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(0.7) 1(0.7) 2(1.4)
Others 0(0) 1(0.7) 4(2.8) 0(0) 10 (7.0) 15 (10.5)
Total 7 (4.9) 45 (31.5) 42 (29.4) 23 (16.1) 26 (18.2) 143 (100)

Values are presented as number (%).

KIME, Korean Journal of Medical Education; KMER, Korean Medical Education Review; JEEHP, Journal of Educational Evaluation for Health Professions;
Anat Biol Anthropol, Anatomy & Biological Anthropology; JKSEM, Journal of the Korean Society of Emergency Medicine; Korean J Med Ethics Educ,
Korean Journal of Medical Ethics Education; KJFP, Korean Journal of Family Practice; J Yeolin Educ, The Journal of Yeolin Education; JOEC, Journal of
Education & Culture; AJMAHS, Asia-Pacific Journal of Multimedia Services Convergent with Art, Humanities, and Sociology; J Korea Contents Assoc, The

Journal of the Korea Contents Association.

clinical performance evaluation; (4) development of teaching
methods and evaluation tools: research on standards, scales, and
new teaching methods; (S) IT: research on computer-based tests,
e-portfolio evaluation, and video evaluation; (6) item analysis:
studies on item quality, psychometric analysis, and ability parame-
ters; and (7) other evaluations: papers that did not correspond to
the previously classified categories, such as how to use peer evalua-
tion in problem-based learning (PBL). Most papers analyzed the
validity of the evaluation tool rather than the evaluation content.
As aresult of the classification, skill evaluation was the most com-
mon, with 18 papers (26.9%), followed by other evaluations, with
12 papers (17.9%) (Table 3). According to the distribution of the
67 papers by journal, there were 38 papers (56.7%) in KJME, fol-
lowed by 10 papers (14.9%) in KMER (Table 4).
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Literature related to program evaluation

Among the 143 total papers, 62 (43.4%) were related to program
evaluation, and among them, publications from 2006 to 2010
(n=22) were the most common, followed by those from 2001 to
2005 (n=20) (Table 1). The research team reviewed 61 program
evaluation-related studies and reclassified them into the following
nine categories: (1) evaluation for curriculum; (2) evaluation for
clinical practice education (evaluation for clinical practice); (3)
evaluation for medical humanity education (evaluation for medical
humanities); (4) evaluation for other single education subjects/
courses excluding clinical practice and medical humanities educa-
tion programs (evaluation for other single education subjects/
courses); (5) clinical performance assessment-applied evaluation
(evaluation for clinical performance assessment); (6) PBL-applied
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Table 3. Literature analysis related to student evaluation by year

Item -2000 2001-2005 2006-2010  2011-2015  2016-2020 Total
Knowledge evaluation 0(0) 3(4.5) 1(1.5) 0(0) 3(4.5) 7 (10.4)
Skill evaluation 0(0) 6(9.0) 7 (10.4) 4(6.0) 1(1.5) 18 (26.9)
Attitude evaluation 0(0) 1(1.5) 4 (6.0) 0(0) 2 (3.0) 7 (10.4)
Development of teaching methods and evaluation tools 1(1.5) 3(4.5) 2(3.0) 4(6.0) 0(0) 10 (14.9)
Information technology 0(0) 2(3.0) 1(1.5) 4(6.0) 1(1.5) 8(11.9)
Item analysis 0(0) 4 (6.0) 1(1.5) 0(0) 0(0) 5(7.5)
Other evaluation 0(0) 2(3.0) 3(4.5) 5(7.5) 2(3.0) 2(17.9)
Total 1(1.5) 21(31.3) 19 (28.4) 7 (25.4) 9(13.4) 67 (100)
Values are presented as number (%).
Table 4. Analysis of literature related to student evaluation by published journal
Journal -2000 2001-2005 2006-2010 2011-2015 2016-2020 Total
Medical 1(1.5) 20 (29.9) 17 (25.4) 16 (23.9) 3(4.5) 57 (85.1)
KIME 0(0) 17 (25.4) 4(20.9) 7 (10.4) 0(0) 38 (56.7)
KMER 0(0) 0(0) 1.5) 7 (10.4) 2(3.0) 10 (14.9)
JEEHP 0(0) 2(3.0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 2(3.0)
JKSEM 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(1.5) 1(1.5)
Others 1(1.5) 1(1.5) 2 (3.0) 2 (3.0) 0(0) 6(9.0)
Nonmedical 0(0) 1(1.5) 2(3.0) 1(1.5) 6(9.0) 10 (14.9)
Total 1(1.5) 21(31.3) 19 (28.4) 17 (25.4) 9(13.4) 67 (100)

Values are presented as number (%).

KIME, Korean Journal of Medical Education; KMER, Korean Medical Education Review; JEEHP, Journal of Educational Evaluation for Health Professions;

JKSEM, Journal of the Korean Society of Emergency Medicine.

program evaluation (evaluation for PBL programs); (7) evaluation
for lecture assessment; (8) indicator/conformance development
and validation; and (9) others. The categories with the most pa-
pers were clinical practice program evaluation, medical humanities
program evaluation, and lecture evaluation, each of which con-
tained 10 papers (16.1% each) (Table 5). According to the distri-
bution of the 62 papers by journal, there were 30 publications
(48.4%) in KJME, followed by 10 publications (16.1%) in KMER
(Table 6).

Literature related to accreditation

Fourteen out of 143 papers (9.8%) were related to accreditation.
The literature related to accreditation was reviewed and reclassified
into the following three categories: (1) utilization and develop-
ment direction of accreditation; (2) accreditation of medical edu-
cation by KIMEE; and (3) development/validation of accredita-
tion standards. As a result, the category with the highest number of
accreditation-related publications was use and development direc-
tion of accreditation at nine (64.3%), and there were three publica-
tions (21.4%) in development/validation of accreditation stan-
dards (Table 7). According to the distribution of accreditation-re-

lated papers published by the journal, KMER accounted for the
majority, with eight (57.1%), followed by five (35.7%) in KJME,
and one (7.1%) in the Journal of the Korean Medical Association
(Table 8).

Conclusion

This study aimed to identify research trends in the evaluation of
Korean medical education. For this purpose, 143 papers were
found by searching for publications related to evaluation in the
medical field among papers published in domestic certified aca-
demic journals from 1995 to 2020. These papers were analyzed in
relation to the publication year, journal, and research topic.

The results related to the publication year of the study were as
follows. Among the 143 searched papers, 95% were published after
2000, and 62% were published during the first decade of the 21st
century (2001-2010). In other words, interest in evaluation-relat-
ed research in Korean medical education emerged at the beginning
of the 21st century. As a result of dividing the papers into three ar-
eas (student evaluation, program evaluation, and accreditation) ac-
cording to the evaluation target, there were few published papers in
the 20th century, but there were relatively many papers on accredi-
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Table 5. Literature analysis related to program evaluation by year

Program evaluation -2000 2001-2005 2006-2010 2011-2015 2016-2020 Total
Evaluation for curriculum 1(1.6) 0(0) 3(4.8) 0(0) 1(1.6) 5(8.1)
Evaluation for clinical practice education 1(1.6) 7(1.3) 1(1.6) 0(0) 1(1.6) 10 (16.1)
Evaluation for medical humanity education 0(0) 2(3.2) 5(8.1) 1(1.6) 2(3.2) 10 (16.1)
Evaluation for other single education subject (course) 0(0) 3(4.8) 3(4.8) 0(0) 1(1.6) 7(1.3)
Evaluation for clinical performance assessment 0(0) 1(1.6) 2(3.2) 0(0) 0(0) 3(4.8)
Evaluation for PBL program 0(0) 2(3.2) 2(3.2) 1(1.6) 0(0) 5(8.1)
Evaluation for lecture assessment 0(0) 3(4.8) 5(8.1) 1(1.6) 1(1.6) 10 (16.1)
Indicator/conformance development and validation 0(0) 1(1.6) 0(0) 2(3.2) 4 (6.5) 7(1.3)
Others 0(0) 1(1.6) 1(1.6) 0(0) 3(4.8) 5(8.1)
Total 2(3.2) 20 (32.3) 22 (35.5) 5(8.1) 13 (21) 62 (100)
Values are presented as number (%).
PBL, problem-based learning.
Table 6. Analysis of literature related to program evaluation by published journal
Journal -2000 2001-2005 2006-2010 2011-2015 2016-2020 Total
Medical 2(3.2) 19 (30.6) 18 (29.0) 5(8.1) 5(8.1) 49 (79)
KIME 0(0) 14 (22.6) 3(21.0) 3(4.8) 0(0) 30 (48.4)
KMER 1(1.6) 1(1.6) 3( 8) 1(1.6) 4(6.5) 10 (16.1)
JEEHP 0(0) 3(4.8) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 3(4.8)
JKSEM 0(0) 0(0) 1(1.6) 0(0) 1(1.6) 2(3.2)
Others 1(1.6) 1(1.6) 1(1.6) 1(1.6) 0(0) 4(6.5)
Nonmedical 0(0) 1(1.6) 4(6.5) 0(0) 8(12.9) 13 (21)
Total 2(3.2) 20 (32.3) 22 (35.5) 5(8.1) 13 (21.0) 62 (100)

Values are presented as number (%).
KJME, Korean Journal of Medical Education; KMER, Korean Medical Education Review; JEEHP, Journal of Educational Evaluation for Health Professions;
JKSEM, Journal of the Korean Society of Emergency Medicine.

Table 7. Analysis of literature related to evaluation and certification by year

Evaluation and certification -2000 2001-2005  2006-2010  2011-2015  2016-2020 Total

Utilization and development of accreditation 3(21.4) 1(7.1) 0(0) 1(7.1) 4(28.6) 9 (64.3)
Accreditation of medical education by KIMEE 0(0) 2(14.3) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 2(14.3)
Development/validation of accreditation standards 1(7.1) 1(7.1) 1(7.1) 0(0) 0(0) 3(21.4)
Total 4(28.6) 4(28.6) 1(7.1) (7.1) 4(28.6) 14 (100)

Values are presented as number (%).
KIMEE, Korean Institute of Medical Education and Evaluation.

Table 8. Analysis of literature related to evaluation certification by published journal

Journal -2000 2001-2005 2006-2010 2011-2015 2016-2020 Total
Medical 4(28.6) 4(28.6) 1(7.1) 1(7.1) 4(28.6) 4(100)
KMER 4(28.6) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 4(28.6) 8(57.1)
KIME 0(0) 4(28.6) 1(7.1) 0(0) 0(0) 5(35.7)
JKMA 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 1(7.1) 0(0) 1(7.1)
Nonmedical 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0) 0(0)
Total 4(28.6) 4(28.6) 1(7.1) 1(7.1) 4(28.6) 14 (100)

Values are presented as number (%).
KMER, Korean Medical Education Review; KIME, Korean Journal of Medical Education; JKMA, Journal of the Korean Medical Association.
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tation. In 2000, as we entered the 21st century, research on student
and program evaluations increased explosively in the first 10 years.
While the number of papers related to program evaluations has
continued to increase in the past S years, the number of studies re-
lated to student evaluations has decreased.

The results related to journals were as follows. Most of the 143
papers (83.2%) were published in medical journals, including
KJME (51.0%) and KMER (19.6%). However, recently, the num-
ber of papers published in KJME has gradually decreased, and no
papers have been published in KJME in the last S years. Converse-
ly, the number of papers published in KMER in the last 5 years has
increased, and most evaluation-related papers in medical journals
in the last S years have been published in medical journals. There
were no papers published in nonmedical journals before 2000;
however, in the 21st century, the number of papers published in
nonmedical journals has gradually increased, and in the last S
years, the number of papers similar to those published in medical
journals has been increasing. Thus, it can be seen that researchers
wanting to publish evaluation-related papers are more interested in
nonmedical journals than in medical journals.

The results related to research topic analysis were as follows. Pa-
pers related to student evaluation were classified into seven catego-
ries according to their content: knowledge evaluation, skill evalua-
tion, attitude evaluation, teaching method and evaluation tool de-
velopment, I'T, item analysis, and other evaluations. As a result, pa-
pers on skill evaluation accounted for the greatest number at
26.9%, and there were no other research topics that were particu-
larly interested in research. The skill evaluation category includes
research related to clinical performance and clinical practice evalu-
ations. Student-evaluation-related papers were published the most
frequently in KJME, followed by KMER.

However, looking at the trend over the past S years, the number
of published papers related to student evaluations has sharply de-
creased. In addition, while no papers were published in KJME,
most were published in KMER and nonmedical journals. Papers
related to program evaluation were classified into the following
nine categories: (1) evaluation for curriculum; (2) evaluation for
clinical practice education (evaluation for clinical practice); (3)
evaluation for medical humanity education (evaluation for medical
humanities); (4) evaluation for other single education subjects/
courses excluding clinical practice and medical humanities educa-
tion programs (evaluation for other single education subjects/
courses); (S) clinical performance assessment-applied evaluation
(evaluation for clinical performance assessment); (6) PBL-applied
program evaluation (evaluation for PBL programs); (7) evaluation
for lecture assessment; (8) indicator/conformance development

and validation; and (9) others. As a result, it was found that most
papers were published in evaluation for clinical performance as-
sessment, evaluation for medical humanities, lecture evaluation,
and program evaluation; program evaluation was conducted in
various other fields. The distribution by journal of the 62 publica-
tions related to program evaluation was found to be the highest for
KJME, followed by KMER. However, over the past § years, the
number of papers related to program evaluation has sharply de-
clined, with no published papers in KJME and two papers pub-
lished in KMER; papers published in nonmedical journals ac-
counted for the majority during this time period.

The 14 papers related to accreditation were divided into three
periods: before 2000, 2001 to 2005, and 2016 to 2020. Before
2000, all of these publications focused on the use of accreditation
and direction of development. From 2001 to 2008, all papers were
related to KIMEE medical education accreditation. From 2016 to
2020, all published papers were related to the use of accreditation
and direction of development. Looking at the 14 papers related to
accreditation by published journals, it can be seen that KMER
published more papers than KJME. In particular, papers published
before 2000 and between 2016 and 2020 were published in
KMER, and all papers published between 2001 and 2010 were
published in KJME.

Supplementary materials

Supplementary material 1 can be found via https://doi.org/10.
12701 /jyms.2022.00563.

Notes

Conflicts of interest
No potential conflict of interest relevant to this article was report-
ed.

Funding
This study was supported by Eulji University in 2021. The funders
had no role in the study design, data collection and analysis, deci-

sion to publish, or manuscript preparation.

Author contributions

Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal analysis, Funding acqui-
sition, Methodology, Validation, HJP, YRK; Project administra-
tion, Visualization: YRK; Writing-original draft: HJP, Writing-re-
view & editing: HJP, YRK.

https://doi.org/10.12701/jyms.2022.00563 239


https://doi.org/10.12701/jyms.2022.00563
https://doi.org/10.12701/jyms.2022.00563

Park and Kim. Systematic review on evaluation research in medical education

ORCID
Hye Jin Park, https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7697-8601
Yu Ra Kim, https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5864-267X

References

1. Kwon SD. Misuse and abuse of educational evaluations. ] Edu
Eval 2013;26:739-54.

2. Lee WS. Values in program evaluation. ] Edu Eval 2016;29:
529-42.

3. Hong HJ, Yoon SP. The relationship between academic
achievements and curricular changes on anatomy based on ba-
sic medical education examination. Korean J Phys Anthropol

240  https://doi.org/10.12701/jyms.2022.00563

2016;29:105-12.

4. Lee GJ. Theoretical consideration of objectivism and subjectiv-
ism in educational evaluation research. Educational evaluation
study. ] Edu Eval 1993;6:155-69.

S. Park HJ, Kim YR. A study on outcome based education in kore-
an medical education. ] Humanit Soc Sci 21 2020;11:1563-74.

6. Cook DJ, Mulrow CD, Haynes RB. Systematic reviews: synthe-
sis of best evidence for clinical decisions. Ann Intern Med
1997;126:376-80.

7. Kim SY, Park JE, Seo HJ, Seo HS, Son HJ, Sin CM, et al. NE-
CA’s guidance for undertaking systematic reviews and me-
ta-analyses for intervention. Seoul: National Evidence-based
Healthcare Collaborating Agency; 2011. p. 271.


https://doi.org/10.11637/kjpa.2016.29.3.105
https://doi.org/10.11637/kjpa.2016.29.3.105
https://doi.org/10.11637/kjpa.2016.29.3.105
https://doi.org/10.11637/kjpa.2016.29.3.105
https://doi.org/10.22143/hss21.11.4.110
https://doi.org/10.22143/hss21.11.4.110
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-126-5-199703010-00006
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-126-5-199703010-00006
https://doi.org/10.7326/0003-4819-126-5-199703010-00006



