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Abstract

The intelligent control algorithm based on the real-time biological monitoring system has been emphasized to
enhance the survivability of the combat warrior in the future combat fields. In this study, AHP(Analytic Hierarchy
Process) method was deployed to categorize the factors related to the improvement of survivability, then to
determine the relative importances between them. As the details of the research process, the historical survivability
determinants were firstly categorized, which was nextly judged their relative importance by the experts in the
actual fileds through the survey of AHP. In this process, the consistency of the survey was investigated to filter
out the error. As a result, the global priority of factors can be acquired to establish the optimized operational
concepts in the intelligent warrior platform.

Key Words : Intelligent Warrior Platform(Q1&l2]ZE 920} ZA:F), AHP(AISH AFEAW),
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Fig. 1. Operational concept for the warrior platform[‘”
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Fig. 2. Military patient services and medical support
system
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Table 1. Main symptoms for patient classification
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Table 10. Relative effectiveness on the survivability in the different warfares
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