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Objectives: The purpose of this study is to draw priorities for candidate projects so that future inter-Korean traditional
medicine cooperation can be promoted efficiently and effectively.

Methods: This study used the Delphi-AHP method to derive priorities for the inter-Korean traditional medicine
cooperation project. First, 33 candidate projects were selected through a data survey. In addition, the priority
importance score was calculated through a 2-round mini-Delphi survey of 20 experts. The importance of 33 candidate
projects was calculated by three evaluation criteria, and the weights for these three evaluation criteria were derived

through the AHP method.

Results: As for the weight by item, 'feasibility' was the highest with 0.6749 points, followed by 'social ripple effect'
(0.1811) and 'instrumentality' (0.1439). As a result of calculating the importance score by reflecting the weight of
the evaluation criteria for each project, the South's sole project, "Understanding the Status of North Korea's Korean
Medicine," was the top priority, followed by the "Establishment of Strategy for Inter-Korean Traditional Medicine

and Cooperation.”

Conclusions: As a result of this study, experts now believe that it is important to prioritize the highly feasible South
Korean independent project in the field of traditional medicine between the two Koreas. This will serve as the basis
for promoting cooperative projects in the event of future changes in the inter-Korean situation.
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Fig. 1. Survey Process
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Fig. 2. Evaluation criteria on priority in cooperation projects in traditional medicine between the two Koreas
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Table 1. North-South Korean Traditional Medicine Cooperation Project

Classification
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Table 2. General characteristics of survey participants

S BB WY A 24E9 43 97 @)

A7t 12, T1EAP 59, wALEAT} 3o
Rt ROk gofsto] 128, B3t U 720l
478, ASlaHslo] 31, ofsto] 190I%{ck. (Table 2)

2. FPIE 1S
A27HES] F7P1E] tigt AHP RAMETE 3

5 ALY gl dBAo] AEAE AWEE
A9l U4 H|E(Consistency Ratio: CR)S £4

02 oo Aol Qo] HEajctn
worE 299 S Aol 2F AHP H712

Uy vgol 1ot e ol4E W,
20% olafoldl B4 % e W/ WolSolA T
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S AR50l 06749802 71 3o,
1 ogoz AEE B (OIS1D, AFA
(0.1439) =o]%lc}. (Table 3)

£ st

Characteristics Participants

N %

Sex Male 15 75.0
Female 5 25.0

Age 30s 1 5.0
40s 9 45.0

50s 10 50.0

Field(Profession) Korean medicine 12 60.0
Science and technology 5 25.0

Hhealth and medical 3 15.0

Subject Korean medicine 12 60.0
Engineering & basic science 4 20.0

Social science 15.0

Western medicine 1 5.0
Total 20 100.0

Table 3. Weight of the evaluation criteria for cooperation projects in traditional medicine between the two Koreas

Feasibility

Urgency Social effect

Weighted Value 0.6749

0.1439 0.1811
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Table 4. Final priority of cooperation projects in traditional medicine between the two Koreas

Priority Category
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Table 5. Priority of South Korea's sole projects
o Importance (score) Overall
Priority Category — - .
Feasibility =~ Urgency Social effect ~ Total Ranking
1 g20] B v oJst |} mpop o 6.33 572 5.00 6.00 1
2 Y20 dB AEols nRdEE Mek oy 6.17 5.78 4.89 5.88 2
3 99| <1 oJgt ol Hit 6.06 5.28 4.89 5.73 3
4 920 <B 1295 YK glo|gHo|A 1 5.67 5.28 5.39 5.56 4
5 E59 EE 5L e Ao S AT 578 5.00 5.11 5.55 5
6 929 gx AEolsl AEsl 2 YA A 5.50 5.00 5.56 5.44 6
7 Y& 2 11895 AH dlo|EH]o] A’ AJH|A ZHE ) 533 4.78 5.06 5.56 7
8 &9 ‘v oJet JH AlE A 5.17 4.94 5.33 5.16 8
9 F=0] HE AEolst wHde AE) AY 4.72 4.78 5.56 4.88 9
Table 6. Priority of the two Koreas Academic Exchange Projects
o Importance (score) Overall
Priority Category T - .
Feasibility =~ Urgency Social effect  Total Ranking
1 gEA5oe gof #FoF AR 24 4.78 572 5.06 4.86 10
2 AT EARDEAL B GEAsoe srerE 4.17 5.78 5.61 4.60 1
3 5 A5 A AFH AR S 3.44 5.28 5.11 3.95 19
4 95 AT satis] 4714 3] 2.94 5.28 5.28 3.61 29
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Table 7. Priority of the North aid projects
o Importance (score) Overall
Priority Category = - .
Feasibility Urgency Social effect Total Ranking
1 7IEt EE(AEY AZ 5 XY 4.11 5.00 4.94 439 13
2 PAEETEERE5) XY 3.83 4.78 4.72 4.13 15
3 AR 422 3.83 378 4.09 16
4 THAAAY 3.82 4.53 4.65 4.07 17
5 SR A€ 3.56 4.06 439 3.78 24
6 T A A9 XY 3.00 4.56 5.56 3.69 25
7 SHOJAITH X 27]7] XY 3.39 4.28 4.28 3.68 26
8 TRIFAE XL 2.89 4.67 5.61 3.64 27
9 AIFAEAY 2.83 4.06 522 3.44 32
Table 8. Priority of Industrial Exchange Project between the two Koreas
L. Importance (score) Overall
Priority Category — - )
Feasibility Urgency Social effect Total Ranking
1 & SOk = AulieR] AY 3.44 4.44 5.44 3.95 20
2 E=As0oFs]& AIEt 27 3.39 439 5.11 3.84 23
3 MSE U A R A 3.00 4.06 5.61 3.62 28
4 WDl d5 35 AeolF dgAe 1448 3.00 4.17 5.44 3.61 30
5 T U A EY EY 2.61 3.61 533 3.25 33
Table 9. Priority of a joint R&D project between south-north Korea
L. Importance (score) Overall
Priority Category — - )
Feasibility Urgency Social effect Total Ranking
1 HE T ST SRR W AFY 4.06 5.28 5.89 4.56 12
2 HE 35 SR A A 71& 7HHP A 3.67 4.83 5.50 4.17 14
3 UGB 2= AEols) 323} 9935 & 3.50 4.67 5.11 3.96 18
4 HEIFASFATAA 3.28 4.78 5.56 391 21
5 FE 35 AeYmTE T ALY 3.44 4.11 5.22 3.86 22
6 HE 35 ARG A 727)7) g AR 3.11 4.00 5.06 3.59 31
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