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Abstract

Currently, owing to consciousness-raising cure of
the people, medical system suiting by oneself becomes
very important. The patient usually doesn't understand
condition myself, and not know how to select medical
system. However, the patient will consume much of his
time in the process of cure, or do not get the assistance
that should have. This paper purposes to implement a
mechanism for choosing an own medical system by
patient using Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) and
evaluation metrics method. From the point of view of
development using orthoses, it had to see the present
medical system and orthoses usage in order to choosing
an own medical system by patient. The contribution of
this paper is to provide that mechanism consults for curer

and patient about the medical system.
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