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A Study on the Development of Clinical Workstation

K. S. Park, T. S. Lee*, and B. G. Min

— Abstract —

A clinical workstation has been developed for the use in clinical ward.

This system is connected to the Picture Archiving and Communication System previously instal-

led. It provides the capabilities of image display, image processing, diagnostic report review, clinical

lab data review and analytic diagrams presentation for the hospitalized patients in clinical ward.

The performances of this system were evaluated during the 9 months. These results show typical

aspects of clinical patterns in data transmissions, image studies and clinical lab data studies.

These typical aspects should be counted in the further development of workstation for the clinical

use.
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Table 1 Specification of clinical workstation

1Mbyte Main Memory
80Mbyte Hard Disk
5.25inch Floppy Disk
Mouse
Printer
Korean Monochrome Display Adaptor
High Resolution Image Display Board(1024 X 1280)
2 Image Processing Boards
512Kbyte Memory(512 X 1024)
1 High Resolution Monitor

2 Image Display Monitors
@hernet Adaptor
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Fig. 5 Patient data structure in clinical workstation
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