(1. , 510300; 2. , 516001)
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Condruction o quantified appraisal sysem o food sanitation of food services in Guangdong Province
YE Go-long, PENGJiewen, YEBing, CHEN Wei-dong, ZHANGLi-feng
ZHANG Yong-hui , DEN Shi-cong, LIU Hai-biao , HU Huo-sheng, LIU Yu-qun
(Quangdong Povincid Inditute of Health Ingoection, Quangdong Quangzhou 510300, China)

Absract : The amd this article was to sglect the indexes from the Regulations of Adminigration and Hedth
Ingoection of the Food Services issued by the Nationd Health Minigry to form an appraisng table sheet , and to
provide the health ingectors with a scientific , usfful , easy-operating and quantified appraisng tool. Delphi
nmodel was adopted to concentrate the advices of the experts who ecidized in the fidd of food sfety, and
mager the weight of every index. The engaged experts scaled dl of the indexes, and gave the inportance val ue
to each index by the inportance grade vaue of 5, 3, 1. Acoording to the advices of the experts, 19 indexes
were diminated from the 72 given third grade indexes, and 53 (73.6 %) o themwere retained . The experts
put the importance of the average weight value of 3. 79 to the whole gppraisng table sheet, 3.5 to the fird
grade indexes, 3. 7 to the seoond grade indexes, and 3. 85 to the third grade indexes. The max codficient of
variation on the indexes of* the result of lab examination” and‘ the crude process’ was 0. 69. It seemed that
the experts could not reach a consensus on these two indexes. The harnmony codfficient on the indexes sysem
was 0.34 (P>0.05) , and 0. 51 to thefirg grade indexes, 0. 61 to the second grade indexes and 0. 21 to the
third grade indexes. And now , the appraisng table sheet as a three grade tree-like sructure by 72 indexes (7
o firg grade, 12 of second grade and 53 of third grade) was congructed.
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)

W 69 | : | | : :
(38/69) (8/69) )
(6/69) (6/69) :

90659 15 886
, , 2
, ero 21 100 (
5 ), 86 , 86 %
(88.9 %) (82.4 %)
(58.3 %) 4
2.2
, ’ : ) 531
, ’ 2.2.1
’ 7 1 B
' , 195, 4.54
0.88, 0. 185;
, 8 96,2
1.1 2.08 2.23, 1.04 1.54,
( ) . 0.085 0.091
1
7 ' (i) Sumd  MeanP sd. D¢ WY  RDe
1 195 4.54 0.88 0.185 0.19
2 182 4.23 1.01 0.172 0.24
1.2 3 195 4.54 0.88 0.185 0.19
10 30 ' 4 149 3.46 1.45 0.141 0.42
23 , 7 21 5 149 3.46 1.66 0.141 0.48
) 6 89 2.08 1.04 0. 085 0.50
7 96 2.23 1.54 0.091 0.69
10 z 1055 24.54 1. 000
3 43 :a: Sum :b: Mean ;c: Sid.
(Delphi) ' D ;di W , W =
M;/ZM; ;e: RSD ,RSD = Std. D/Mean
, , 2.2.2 2
,  SPSSI0.0 7 )
, PSS , 215,43
3
2.2.3 3
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(K) Sum?  MeanP Sid. D¢ Wikd  Rope
) Sum?  Meen® Sd.0° Wi1 RSDe 4 4 182 423 130 0171 0.3L
1 175 408 104 0418 0.25 5 6 5 a8 1% 015 0%
2 % 223 130 028 038 6 7 135 315 15 0127 0.48
3 149 346 145 0.354 0.42 s .76 1.000
z 9.77 1.000 1 1 182 423 130 0250 0.3
1 % 223 154 008 0.69 2 5 175 408 104 0241 025
2 215 500 000 018 0.00 3 6 188 438 126 0.25 0.29
3 162 377 10l 0137 0.27 4 7 182 423 130 020 031
4 25 500 000 018 0.00 z 16.92 1000
5 uo 345 145 016 042 1 1 200 48 05 0272 011
6 129 300 141 0109 0.47 2 2 18 4% 126 026 02
7 215 500 0.00 0182 0.00 3 3 188 4% 0% 026 02
. " oo 4 4 182 423 154 0237 0.3
b3 17.84 1.000
1 150 350 151 048 0.43
1 1 1% 362 126 030 0.35
2 158 367 09 0512 027 ) v 36 145 0306 042
z 17 1. 000 3 3 182 423 10l 0374 024
‘a: Sum ;b Mean ;C 5 11. 31 1.000
Sd.- D sd W Wi = 1 1 149 346 120 038 0.35
Mi/2 M je: RSD RSD = §td. D/ Mean 2 2 42 331 160 0314 048
3 3 3 162 377 130 038 034
(k) Sumd  MeanP std. D¢ Wikd  Rspe z 10.54 1.000
1 1 150 35 124 0346 0.35 1 1 208 48 05 0292 011
2 3 1% 362 126 0.38 0.35 2 2 195 454 0.8 0273 0.19
3 4 129 300 141 0.29% 0.47 3 3 129 300 08 018 027
s 10.12 1.000 4 4 182 423 10l 025 024
1 1 129 300 141 028 047 by 16.62 1.000
2 2 168 392 132 0367 034 1 1 162 377 154 0471 0.41
3 3 162 377 130 033 034 2 2 182 423 101 059 024
z 10. 69 1. 000 z 8.00 1. 000
1 2 142 331 18 0430 054 1 1 129 300 115 0407 0.38
2 5 188 438 0% 050 022 2 2 188 438 126 05983 0.29
b2 7.69 1. 000 z 7.38 1. 000
1 1 182 423 130 0278 0.3l 1 1 135 315 15 0140 0.48
2 2 182 423 10l 0278 024 2 2 175 408 104 018 0.25
3 3 135 315 128 0207 0.41 3 3 1% 362 126 0161 0.35
4 4 1% 362 15 0238 041 4 4 158 367 178 0163 0.49
b3 15.23 1.000 5 5 175 408 104 018 0.25
1 1 42 331 111 018 0.3 6 7 160 39 132 0174 0.34
2 2 175 408 132 0220 0.32 by 22.52 1.000
3 3 136 317 13 0178 042 1 1 160 3% 104 0.27
4 4 1% 362 126 0203 0.35 1 2 16 269 138 0.51
5 5 1% 362 126 0203 0.35 1 3
s 17.80 1.000 5 (4] 2:a
1 1 202 469 075 0189 0.16 Sum ;b Mean ic
2 2 182 42 130 0171 031 Sd- D d Wi Wik
3 3 188 438 126 0177 0.2 = Mi/ZMyce  RD +RSD = d. D/Mean
— 3% — CHINESE JOURNAL OF FOOD HYGIENE 2005 175



2.3
72

60 %

0.69,

111

2.4.2

72
3
3
3,
2’ 3
3.79
3.50,12
3.70, 53
3.85 4 72
( 26
26, 36.1%(26/72)
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