
Comparison of Web Presentations 
Evaluation of Czech Medical 
Institution and Foreign 
Radiological Educational Websites
T Adla, P Kasal, M Hladíková, A Janda, R 
Potůčková, J Feberová, JP Naidr, P Kubů, P 
Trnka, S Šípová
Institute of Medical Informatics, Head Pavel 
Kasal, 2nd Faculty of  Medicine, Charles 
University, Prague, Czech Republic

MedNet 2005, Prague



BACKGROUND

• Our work is a follow-up to the studies publicized at 
Mednet 2003 [1] and Mednet 2004 [2] about evaluation of 
presentations of health related websites. 

Previous activities:
• We stated set of 20 criteria for evaluation of 

webpresentations (based on international standards)
• We stated relative weights of these criteria
• We created web based system for the evaluation and for 

the results presentation (RANKMED)
• We have evaluated 54 Czech health related websites



CRITERIA



IMPORTANTCE OF CRITERIA

Authorship
(5%)

Date  of 
publication (5%)

Date of 
the last updating (7%)

Deadlinks
(5%)

Covering of 
the  screen (4%)

Number of inner 
links (6%)

Speed of 
loading (7%)

Faultless of 
HTML code  (4%)

Availability (7%)

Alte rnative 
captions (4%)

Metadata (8%)

Inte rnal search 
engine (5%)

Foreign language  
ve rsion (3%)

Highlighting of 
links (4%)

M arking of new (3%)

Sitemap (3%)

Back links (4%)

Number of 
steps (9%)

Uniformity of 
appearance  (4%)

Faults of 
graphics (5%)

SURVEY

110 medical educated 
respondents





CURRENT STUDY
• Aim of current work was to evaluate methodology 

of Rankmed with non-Czech language websites 
• As a sample we chose Radiological educational

websites.
• inclusion criteria 

– radiological educational content of the website (whole 
or a considerable part). 

– to covering the whole spectrum of online CME
resources (from big portals to one-man-sites). 

• 10 resources were selected. This group was 
compared with previously evaluated groups of 
Czech websites. 



RESULTS
The closest similarity among radiological educational 
websites and groups of Czech websites



RESULTS
Comparison of the average of groups Czech medical
websites and the average of radiological educational 
websites

Rad CME 4,7 64,5 0,0 1,0 0,6 1,0 0,8 1,0 0,8 0,2 0,3 1,9 99,4 1,5 0,1 1,0 0,7 0,6 6,7 5,4

Total Total Total

Portals
10,0 99,0 0,1 0,9 0,9 1,2 0,9 0,7 0,8 0,1 0,0 1,9 99,5 1,9 0,0 0,8 0,8 0,0 7,8 1,4 7 8 5

Hospitals
8,0 19,9 0,6 1,0 1,3 1,8 0,7 0,5 0,8 0,1 1,2 1,1 99,3 1,0 0,2 0,5 0,0 0,4 5,0 0,0 3 14 3

Firms
21,7 24,2 0,4 1,0 1,0 1,1 1,0 0,8 0,7 0,5 1,6 0,7 99,1 1,1 0,2 0,3 0,5 0,1 3,2 0,9 2 13 5

Faculties
5,3 59,0 0,4 0,5 0,8 1,3 0,5 0,9 1,0 0,3 2,6 2,3 99,9 0,6 0,2 0,4 0,5 0,2 6,3 9,1 7 9 4



RESULTS
Comparison of the average of all Czech medical websites 
and the average of radiological educational websites

Total Total Total

Rad CME 4,7 64,5 0,0 1,0 0,6 1,0 0,8 1,0 0,8 0,2 0,3 1,9 99,4 1,5 0,1 1,0 0,7 0,6 6,7 5,4

All Czech 11,2 50,5 0,4 0,9 1,0 1,3 0,8 0,7 0,8 0,2 1,3 1,5 99,4 1,2 0,1 0,5 0,4 0,2 5,6 2,9 7 9 4



CONCLUSIONS
• We proved that we can use all Ranmked criteria 

for evaluation non-Czech websites.
• We found significant differences and similarities 

among web presentation of tested groups of 
radiological educational websites and Czech 
health related websites.
1) The avarege of Rad CME is better than average 
of all czech websites
2) The closest silimilarity is among Rad CME and 
Czech portals and also Czech faculties



THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENTION
More information on www.rankmed.cz
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