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Tab 21 The various stages and quality tools of overall qual-

ity management

22 [703

Tab 22 The sub-class standards of doctors advice errors

21 RS

Fig 21 The sketch mep of causal analysis

1 400 1.1

1 200¢
1 000
: R0O
w600
400 0.3 &
200 =
D 0.1
0 L 1 1 JDIDID[D[G|D1QJEI=I=U
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14

Pl 22 BLEE B — B Ak Jr A b I IR HE 5 PR

tal in the first quarter

( 22~24100 250 267,
. ( 23074
24721y (
N ) N
( 278730y
. . oy
[50]

(=10 )
(4~10 )
(
)

(=10 )
(1.5~4 )

(=10 )

23 7ol

Tab 23 The evaluation criteria of clinical pharmaceutical care

(guideline)
(protool)

24 2 t7ol
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Tab 34 General survey of warning of over dosage and moderate use-frequency in drugs which the dosage and frequency needn
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