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STUDIES ON USE OF COMPUTERS IN THE
DEPARTMENT OF UROLOGY

SECOND REPORT : DATA HANDLING SYSTEM UTILIZING MICRO-
COMPUTER FOR OUT-PATIENTS WITH UROGENITAL DISEASE

Akio Imacawa and Yukihiro Taruma
From the Department of Urology, Takamatu Red Cross Hospital, Kagawa, Japan

We developed an out-patients data handling system utilizing a microcomputer (MCP) which
enables physicians to input the data obtained from out-patients simultaneously (on real-time) and
take out necessary data when required. MZ-80B with 2KB ROM (read only memory) and 64KB
RAM (random access memory) were used for MCP. A 1.12MB registration disc device, MZ-80FD,
and dot printer MZ-80BP5 were also installed. The data to be input are basic information about
the patient (patients name and 4 other items), past history, symptoms, diagnosis, treatment and pre-
scription. The input data are processed by the programs made for disease statistics, age-sex statistics
access to patient’s cards classified by disease, drugs used, symptoms and urinary findings. By employing
this system, access to patient’s data was speeded up and quality of examination and treatment was
improved and standardized. In the future MCP data handling system will be further improved
by introducing the multi-system approach and introducing various terminal devices such as a graphic

display and digitizer.
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