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STANDARDS CRITERIA

: e For evaluation of web pages of hospitals 20 criteria were chosen from
Many standards for evaluation of web pages were proposed. The problem T SR, € —" standardg g P
is a selection of optimum criteria for a given purpose. T S _ L
e The criteria can be divided into four groups in accordance with fields of use.
C I H{:‘ Criteria Description Automatic
{" & evaluation
. & Speed of loading speed of loading of the homepage. F
T]‘I_Fﬂl'"m.ﬂlj_-ljﬂ EIDEIEI_}" Number of inner links number of links from the homepage. F
Technologies Covering of the screen overlapping of the content of the page out of the screen is a negative feature. F
Uniformity of appearance evaluation whether the pages of the particular site have the same structure and appearance. N
Faults of graphics character size and contrast of the text and background were evaluated. N
=l Number of steps number of ,clicks" needed to reach defined information. P
- >
Intgrlilﬁ‘tca o Back links presence of back links to the homepage. F
) Site ma esence of site ma P
oalition 1ap pEcence O SIemap _
a =1 Marking of new clear identification of new information. P
HI Ethlcsm Highlighting of links evaluation whether the links are clearly distinguishable from other text. P
: - Foreign language version presence and extent of foreign language version of presented information P
g Internal search engine presence and reliability of internal search engine. F
& Metadata presence of metadata (metatags) in the HTML source code (author, keywords, description. F
L R o ) ) ) . "
Wl:}l _] A "*Cebb 3 Alternative captions presence of alternative text at images. It represents accessibility. F
Availability availability of the homepage during a long period of time. F
E Authorship clear authorship of presented information. N
_ Date of publication presence of date of publication N
a ) & M | Date of the last updating | presence of date of the last updating p
EDICALIVIATRIX ; ;
BHTA Advancec Medical Sesrches to the Document Lavel Dead links low number of deadlinks. F
] : Faultless of HTML code Purity of source code of pages F
2 ~
e ssuer . a . . . . . .
S Description of criteria and state of automatic evaluation. F - full, P — partially (checking recomanded), N -
not yet

IMPORTANCE OF THE WEIGHTS RELATIONS AMONG

Faultless of Speed of
. HTML code (4(yo) Ioading (7(%)
De?;'j/'o)"ks Number of inner o 44 different web resources was used
Estimation trial i links (6%) (medical schools, regional hospitals
_ B oa Date of Covering of and, health care commercial
® 1 10 med|Ca| educated h-"rlﬁ'l:rn-&ﬂdhnl A% mm e sirimar I II the last updating (70/0) the screen (4¢yo) Com’panies)
respondents took part S i st i e s === Uniformity of _ _ L
T D et e b, e Date of PeETE s (R e (Cluster analysis of particular criteria
* The individually prefered g ————— publication (5% was made. The relations between
criteria (10 out of 20) were | L e e gr:;;“l'fs ‘(’;%) criteria were expressed as
selected. e e v e =" Authorship ,multidimensional distance".
. . . Funhes pen slivatle _ 5% . . .
e Weights of criteria were e — > &% e Estimation of relations enables the
computed: s e i 41 e et o o Number of reasonable evaluation of the weights
e steps (9%)
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RANKMED - Automated ranking system CONCLUSIONS

e Best web quality criteria of European standards
| were used
Automated system for evaluation of health web Presentation of the evaluation e The weights and relations of crieteria were
resources was proposed (university and large regional hospitals)
) evaluated
2o 3 e EFE e e The algorithms for automated estimation of
St ... criteria were proposed
Software: it e All results were used for official ranking of
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