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Design of Early Childhood Instructor Based on AHP and
Fuzzy Comprehensive Evaluation M ethod
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ABSTRACT: The work aims to carry out innovative desigh and scheme selection for products to improve the rationality
and scientificity in the process of product design. AHP (analytic hierarchy process) and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation
were used to form a comprehensive evaluation of early childhood instructor. First of all, through the analytic hierarchy
process for hierarchical division, the index evaluation system was constructed. Secondly, the judgment matrix was estab-
lished to calculate the weight value of each element, and the results were checked and sorted. Finally, the fuzzy compre-
hensive evaluation method was used to make decisions on three design schemes, so as to solve the problem of multi
scheme optimization. Through the use of AHP and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method, objective decision-making
basis can be provided for the design scheme, and provide certain reference value for the design research of other similar
products.
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Tab.1 Construction of judgment matrix Tab.5 Usability criteria judgment matrix and weight
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