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Following increase healthcare expenditures and standard of living, advanced 

equipment of radiology be used in clinical growing rapidly, at the same time the 

medical exposure is higher than past. In order to assure the medical facilitates service 

quality of the radiologic technology as well as keep radiation dose reasonable, the 

Regulatory Authority Atomic Energy Council has established "Medical radiation 

exposure quality assurance standards" on July 2005, provide for the medical exposure 

quality assurance program and promulgated for facilities of diagnostic radiology. 

Cardiac catheterization and angiogram facilities both are high-speed development, 

widespread of the clinical construction and always real-time procedures, may be high 

enough to induce radiation doses for patients and workstaff. For assuring medical 

personnel radiation safety and maintain equipment performance, this project propose to 

accomplish two specific aims with a period of two year 1. To help the medical 

professionals understanding quality assure programs workflow and also could be made. 

2. Fill out this questionnaire, on-site QA item measurement and return data by mail.  

Base on above questionnaire and on-site survey, feasibility assessment of cardiac 

catheterization and angiography facilities quality assurance standards. some process are 

also include in this study, such as attending the task force meeting then drafting a QA 

plan, at one time, experts’ conference could also be take place, Simultaneously the 

regulatory authority provides training course to strengthen healthcare staff medical 

radiation exposure quality assurance knowledge. 

Analyze the QA data from this study, including equipment characteristics, image 

qualuty and dosimetry measurement instruments characteristics, the variations from the 

dose calibration methods, medical units and personnel statuses which will be an 

important reference for the improving of quality assurance in cardiac catheterization 

and angiograhy radiology.  

keyword cardiac catheterization angiography medical radiation exposure quality 

assurance 
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