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1
(%) (%)

28 3.79 32.14 106 0.28 29 4.03 30. 00 117 0.12

30 4.73 73.33 142 0. 10 31 4.68 68.75 145 0.21

32 4.91 90. 63 157 0. 06 31 4.94 93.55 153 0. 05

32 4. 19 54. 84 134 0.24 31 4.26 48. 39 132 0.21

31 3.29 19. 35 102 0.36 30 3.67 19. 35 110 0.25

28 3.46 21.43 97 0.33 31 3.84 31.25 119 0.27

31 3.68 12.90 114 0.25 31 3.87 25.00 120 0.27

31 2.87 9.68 89 0.39

31 3.68 22.58 114 0. 31 30 3.67 22.58 111 0.23

31 4.03 38.71 125 0.24 30 4.03 38.71 121 0.23

31 2.58 3.23 80 0.38

30 3.77 20. 00 113 0.22 31 3.81 15.63 118 0.25

30 3.33 10. 00 100 0.31 31 3.39 9.38 105 0.21

32 3.69 18.75 118 0.27 31 3.61 12.50 112 0.24

31 3.06 3.23 95 0.25 31 3.06 3.13 95 0.24

32 3.75 25.00 120 0.26 31 3.61 18.75 112 0.23

31 3.84 25. 81 119 0.23 31 3.55 12.50 110 0.16

32 4.63 62. 50 148 0.11 31 4.32 43.75 134 0. 20

32 4.22 31.25 135 0.16 31 4. 06 31.25 126 0.18

32 4.34 43.75 139 0.15 31 4.03 25.00 125 0.15
30 4.26 9. 68 132 0.27

2
(%) (%)

31 4.35 51.61 135 0.18 30 4.37 41.94 131 0.15

30 4.23 43,33 127 0.19 30 4.13 41.94 124 0.22

32 4.72 71. 88 151 0.10 31 4.87 84.38 151 0.07

30 3.87 20. 00 116 0.22 31 3.71 18.75 115 0.26

31 4.23 41.94 131 0.20 31 4.39 43.75 136 0.23

31 3.84 25.81 119 0.23 31 3.87 34. 38 120 0.16

31 4.29 41.94 133 0.17 31 4.23 40. 63 131 0.26

30 3.03 3.33 91 0.29 29 3.07 3.45 89 0.18

32 2.91 0.00 93 0.28

30 2.93 0. 00 88 0.25

31 2.90 0.00 90 0.24

32 4. 66 71. 88 149 0.13 31 4.71 71.88 146 0.11

31 3.52 9. 68 109 0.22 30 3.17 9.68 95 0.25

31 4. 10 32.26 127 0.18 31 3.84 31.25 119 0.24
31 3.71 18.75 115 0.22
31 3.77 21.88 117 0.23
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3
(%) (%)
31 4.35 51. 61 135 0.18 30 4.37 41.94 131 0.15
31 3.77 22.58 117 0.23 31 4.13 34.38 128 0.20
31 4.26 41.94 132 0.17 31 4.26 46. 88 132 0.20
31 4.35 51.61 135 0.17 31 4.55 59.38 141 0.14
31 2.74 0. 00 85 0.31
30 4.10 36. 67 123 0.21 31 4.45 53.13 138 0.23
32 3.06 12. 50 98 0.36 31 3.74 25.00 116 0.15
32 3.31 6.25 106 0.29 31 3.39 9.38 105 0.26
31 4.13 34.38 133 0.18 30 2.47 36. 67 128 0.24
31 3.68 21.88 118 0.30 31 3.68 22.58 114 0.18
31 2.42 0. 00 75 0.33
30 2.07 0. 00 62 0.42
31 3.16 6.45 98 0.27 31 3.84 21.88 119 0.21
31 3.16 9. 68 98 0.30 31 3.48 9.38 108 0.24
31 2.77 3.23 86 0.34 31 3.10 3.13 96 0.20
32 3.91 25.00 125 0.24 31 3.97 25.00 123 0.20
30 3.67 16. 67 110 0.27 31 3.68 15.63 114 0.19
32 3.94 28.13 126 0.21 31 3.90 21.88 121 0.21
31 3.39 12. 50 105 0.24
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Research on Diagnostic Index of Common Symptoms in Psoriasis Vulgaris Based on Delphi Method
XIE Xiuli LU Chuanjian YAO Danni
( Traditional Chinese Medicine Hospital of Guangdong Province Guangzhou Guangdong Province 510120)
ABSTRACT Objective To establish a system of diagnostic index for common symptoms in psoriasis vulgaris by
expert questionnaire survey. Methods An expert consulting questionnaire was designed for diagnostic index system
of common symptoms of psoriasis vulgaris including syndromes of blood heat blood stasis and blood dryness. 32
experts engaging in dermatology of traditional Chinese medicine or integrative traditional Chinese and Western
medicine were selected nationwide to response the survey. They answered the questionnaires for two rounds. Five
rating scale was used for evaluating index and stratified analyzed method was applied for weighting. Experts” positive
coefficients and authoritative degrees were calculated. Arithmetic mean rank sum and full mark ratio were adopted to
analyze the concentrative degree of experts” opinions. Harmonious degree of experts” opinion was evaluated by variable
and coordination coefficient. ~Results Positive coefficients of experts” questionnaire in first and second rounds were
81.3% and 96.9% respectively whereas authoritative degrees were 0. 90 and 0. 96. Variable coefficient of the first
round questionnaire was 0. 06 — 0.43 and that of the second round was 0.05 — 0.32. Harmonious coefficients of
different syndromes in the first round questionnaire were 0. 375 0. 488 and 0. 379 for syndromes of blood heat blood
stasis and blood dryness respectively; and that in the second round were 0.276 0.357 and 0.256 respectively.
Contribution of each parameter for diagnosis was indicated according to weighting coefficients of diagnostic indexes of
different syndromes and concentrative and harmonious degrees of experts” opinions. 15 10 and 13 diagnostic indexes
were determined eventually for syndromes of blood heat blood stasis and blood dryness respectively.  Conclusion
A system of diagnostic index for common syndromes in psoriasis vulgaris ( syndromes of blood heat blood stasis and
blood dryness) is set up which could provide references in the establishment of syndrome diagnosis standards for the
disease.
Keywords psoriasis vulgaris; diagnosis of syndrome; diagnostic index; Delphi method
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