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Comment on “Multidisciplinary
teams: perceptions of professionals
and oncological patients”

Zhanshuo GuU'

Dear Editor,

Recently we have read a research article entitled
“Multidisciplinary teams: perceptions of professionals and
oncological patients”'. In this study, the author obtained the
satisfaction data from professionals and patients in the pub-
lic and private medical institutions through survey question-
naires. Statistical methods were used to analyze the results
of the data, and the conclusion was drawn that there were
differences in the level of satisfaction of cancer multidisci-
plinary team treatment among different groups. This kind of
research is of great significance to the scientific decision-mak-
ing of public health and health care systems. However, due to
the small number of samples and the lack of further detailed
definition of sample composition, there are still some lim-
itations in this study.

As clinicians, we have some questions and suggestions to
discuss with the researchers:

First, according to the description of the article, in the pro-
cess of data collection, different groups of professionals and
patients related to different diseases applied different ques-

tionnaire contents. If the questionnaire used by each group is
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displayed in the form of an attachment, the relevant research-
ers will evaluate the objectivity and preciseness of the conclu-
sion more objectively and accurately. As mentioned above, this
kind of research needs multi-center and large sample data to
produce scientific significance and social value, and the accu-
mulation of such literature data is conducive to the ongoing
and deepening of the research.

Secondly, in the sample of professionals, the gender ratio is
over biased. Because of the differences in psychology and tol-
erance between men and women, we should pay attention to
the deviation of the experimental results.

Finally, patient satisfaction is a subjective-descriptive result.
As clinicians, we suggest that researchers further investigate
patients’ choice of follow-up treatment, which we think will

be yielding more objective data and results.
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