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Commentary
Characteristics of the psychological technique (observa-
tion, interview, and questionnaire methods) and the epide-

miological technique in clinical studies and the cautionary
notes for writing papers -our impressions through the edi-

— 123 —



JEAEGRERE 525% 1% 123~126 2016

torship of Niigata-ken Koseiren Medical Journal-

Nagaoka Central General Hospital, Department of pathol-
ogy ; Pathologist, ISO auditor, Chief editor of Niigata-
ken Koseiren Medical Journal

Toshihiko Ikarashi

Characteristics of the psychological technique (ob-
servation, interview, and questionnaire methods) and the

epidemiological technique in clinical studies were dis-
closed by several charts in detail to rouse attentions for
writing papers.

Key words : clinical studies, psychological technique (ob-
servation method, interview method, questionnaire
method), epidemiological technique, cautionary
notes for writing papers, editorship, Niigata-ken
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