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Weighting of Stroke Pattern Identification Using an AHP
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In this study, we structuralized the diagnostic indices used for pattern identification (Pl) of stroke, and suggested
an AHP method to obtain the weights of Pl indices. AHP of the subjects under consistency ratio 0.1 showed that the
critical indices for stroke Pl consists of 9 for Qi-deficiency, 13 for Phlegm/dampness, 7 for blood stagnation, 12 for
Yin-deficiency and 16 for Fire/heat. Furthermore, AHP analysis rendered the weights of indices of each PI that will be
useful for oriental medical experts to perform objective PI.
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Table 1. Revised the indices for gquestionnaire in Korean Standard
Differentiation of the Symptoms and Signs for the
Stroke-1|(KSDSSS-2).
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Fig. 2. Questionnaire example for analytic hierarchy process
method.
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Fig. 1. Questionnaire consist of indices of each pattern identification that selected two times survey by experts.
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Table 2. Relative comparison scale of two factors
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Table 3. The comparison of indices between KSDSSS-2 and an
AHP questionnaire
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Table 4. The relative importance of indices in each Pl using an AHP
method
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