The proposal helps the elicitation of the preferences of the stakeholders. Using the decision makers’ expertise in advance to choose weighting factors for the control’s performance index eliminates the need of looking for stakeholder’s desires in a series of results and graphs of burden simulations. Instead of choosing the performance index coefficients empirically, one can be systematically aware about goals, judgments, values, and other decision elements involved and also about the assessments consistency. Traditional ways to choose the weightings hide the reflection about the preferences. With our work, although the subjectivity still remains in the problem, it is explicitly treated, with a clear-cut audit trail for the criteria appraisals. 
The approach for tuning weighting parameters is an adaptation of the AHP, but the main novelty is the connection of separated knowledge, since bibliographical revision indicates it is an innovative application of the different techniques together. The problem upon which is launched a macro analysis can give answers to “what if” queries, and is of easy generalization to other similar problems. 
The clinical research is not the focus of the present work, and the control approach requires mathematical comprehension that usually is beyond the main readers of medical journals. 
The study depends on the modeling carried out and undoubtedly, the most appropriate the model, its parameters and the optimization techniques, the better the conclusions. However, technical simplifications benefit the focus on the subjectivity issue and contribute to the accessibility of a potentially larger number of readers. The System Dynamics play an essential role in this kind of medical treatment development.
