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Abstract

In foreign countries, the impotance of quality assurance (QA) is increasing, whereas QA evaluation
standards are not established properly in Korea. Thus this study was conducted to suggest improved QA
evaluation standards and methods by studying/comparing/analyzing the literature in both Korea and foreign
countries and prove its suitability through simulated evaluation. result of research in south korea, much check
list using the evaluation method subjective, the evaluation of accuracy and reproducibility is meausred in the
number of missing. Therefore, attempts to present a clear reference evaluation and objective way to solve the
problem, examined the accuracy and reproducibility and 10times of measurement. The results of the simulated
evaluation satisfied both proposed evaluation standards and methods. However the QA evaluation standards and
methods for the items that are implemented only in Korea and high-contrast spatial resolution could have been
established. In this regard, there is a need of further studies on the establishment of QA evaluation standards
and methods that suits Korean situation.
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Table 1. Equipment and Method for simulation Evaluation

. Test
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Table 2. Self-Criteria Condition and Experimental Condition

Condition
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Self-Criteria Exper imental
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2 , ,
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SHES 2s 100 mA, 125 mA
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Table 3. Evaluation Criteria Comparison of inspection engine
in South Korea
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