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An Evaluation of Web-based Information about
Barrett’s Esophagus in Korea

Sung Hyun Park, M.D., Jun Haeng Lee, M.D., Kap Hyun Kim, M.D., Ki Joo Kang, M.D.,
Sang-Jung Kim, M.D., Seung Chul Lee, M.D., Jin Yong Kim, M.D.,,
Poong-Lyul Rhee, M.D., Jae J. Kim, M.D., and Jong Chul Rhee, M.D.

Department of Medicine, Samsung Medical Center, Sungkyunkwan University School of Medicine, Seoul, Korea

Background/Aims: Internet has become an important source of medical information not only for doctors but also
patients. However, information available in the Internet may provide wrong or even harmful knowledge to the
public. The aim of this study was to evaluate the quality of Internet-based medical information about Barrett’s
esophagus in Korea. Methods: The first 50 Internet links were retrieved from the Google using the key word
‘Barrett’s esophagus’. The quality of information from a total of 49 websites was evaluated using a checklist.
Results: Among total 49 sites related to ‘Barrett’s esophagus’, only 4 sites (8.2%) were made by hospitals or
clinics, and 11 sites (22.4%) were for patients. Of the 49 sites, only one web site (2.0%) had all HON CODE
principles (authority, complementarity, confidentiality, attribution, justifiability, transparency of authorship, trans-
parency of sponsorship, honesty in advertising and editorial policy). Sixteen Internet links (32.0%) had fair con-
tents for the definition, and 24 links (48.0%) for the diagnosis, and 15 links (30.0%) for the treatment.
Conclusions: Information about Barrett’s esophagus was incomplete in the majority of medical web sites. It will
bring about confusion in patients who want to get information about Barrett’s esophagus from the Internet. There
is a need for better evidence-based information about Barrett’s esophagus on the web. (Korean J Gastroenterol
2009;53:292-296)
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Table 1. Evaluated Characteristics of 49 Websites

Number (percent)

Affiliation

University hospital 2 4.1

General hospital 1 2.0

Private clinic 1 2.0

Public/government 6 (12.2)

Institute 3 (6.1)

Pharmaceutical company 1 (2.0)

Newspaper 10 (20.5)

Business 11 (22.5)

Others 14 (28.6)
Intended audience

Clinician 11 (22.4)

Patients 11 22.49)

Indeterminate 27 (55.2)
Specialization

Gastroenterology 2 (4.1)

General 47 (95.9)
Feedback mechanism

Yes 23 (46.9)

No 26 (53.1)
E-mail/phone number

Yes 43 (87.8)

No 6 (12.2)
Advertisement banner

Yes 30 (61.2)

No 19 (38.8)
Site stability

Yes 49 (100.0)

No 0 (0
References provided

Yes 34 (69.4)

No 15 (30.6)
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Table 2. Medical Facts Contained in Websites about Barrett’s
Esophagus (n=50)

No. sites (%)

Checklist factor

Present Absent Present but
inaccurate
Definition 16 32%) 19 38%) 15 (30%)
Prevalence 18 36%) 32 (64%)
Premalignacy 43 (86%) 7 (14%)
Segment (long/short) 10 20%) 40 (80%)
Endoscopy 31 (62%) 19 (38%)
Biopsy 24 (48%) 26 (52%)
Treatment 16 (32%) 34 (68%)
PPI 4 (8%)
Operation 8 (16%)
All in detail 4 (8%)
Follow up 4 (8%) 39 (78%) 7 (14%)
Prognosis 0 (0%) 50 (100%)
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