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A Group Decision Model for IlI-Structured Multi-Attribute-Decision-Making

Lee Sang-Joon*

Summary

When the multiple number of decision makers are involved in the decision making procedure, the

problem of uncertainties invariably occurs, because of the different views between them. In this

paper,

the fuzzy set theory is applied to effectively model the multi-attribute-decision -making

(MADM) procedure in the uncertainties dominated area. The proposed model is empirically applied

to the personal hiring, which is typical example of MADM.

4 e

FolA A fAE Folld AAAY 2EW
o] Aslte) HExd HYPsled olFe] +8Y +
Ue HAge] RMUAES Aot AL FRE 3
= A9 AAYe 2F 9AEA gAY dyE
o AR FAANMEe diMetE syl %
ZHr1gt25o] B4os EAste o, ol Fo] &
A olAe HrgEE JHA dAEA TAE oS
4 9 A} A (Multi-Attribute Decision Making
MADM) £ 2t %t} (Takeda, 1982:Klein and
Jose, 1991, Turksen and Willson, 1991).

AEFH MADM EAHdMHE AEARA
(Decision Maker : DM)&] 2Tl AH&s] wtFA)
7 4+ 9t FREF ALY & UAcke 4¥E A

3ok &, diMte) A FH i ojF A
oz 9 7 DMol g ZEs Folxgd HF 3
Aol iz Act ol AS FHr 243 HHA
AeiA, 2 7hA Mgl FREElAM e FE A
g o 2 At AW FIAP Pte] oz
2 A7t 53§ Y e 2 Q45 ¥4 o
4= g)c}(Zimmermann 1987).

2323 P4 AAol A= DMo] o8] SHof o
A ofriEtA Y REY HETE e v MAH
]l (ill-structured) &34 sl A7} ©
go] &A1%c}(Yager, 1980). DMe] &, F3=A
a<lel 84, FIH 209 F5474 22 54
o] A7} 7] ai ol ol2|¥ AHgEolAe AA
e =FAA7L A2 Yz FEYE 4+ ¢l
of olEdt u] MA AL Aol ME ZHE 100%
A7) WAt Hehdlx o] ofst DM

* 238 A 2393 (Dept. of Information Engineering, Cheju Univ,, Cheju-do, 690-756, Korea)
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=
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Q) At 7Hg Zi7kE Mg Feldle d® FAE
(Blishun, 1986).

Blin®} Whinston (Blin and Whinston, 1973) &
2F A4AEA BHel Aoz six =g x4l
e dl, ol A Hix FAE ol&3lo
a5 M3 F F¥se e A7 Ao
ol 2% A YKol =HA 2edg =3¢ o)F
Be dFAEo] diAiclel P 2F FAHYUE A
Ay HEE§ HYsted Ao Z2HHE ZH
e @& dF7F el gk (Orlovsky 1978:
Nurmi 1981: Nurmi 1982).

Yager (Yager, 1978) © Saatyd] %459 o2&
ol &% 7FEA A (Saaty, 1978) & 7|vtez 9
2l MADMeoll i@t d-+8§ 3ot Yagere 944
ol WY HoigEFE A4 4¥E viasto, Z
FEFo i Ao FL8xE mxXmo 234
g2 FEY F, ol F 7ter HA gFY F
25§ A4zt

Laarhoven3} Pedrycz(Laarhoven and Pedrycz,
1983) = S xxAg ol &3] MADMe| whaeilA
A A oiMehedd Wi FHE AU
T2 Hrl gE 5ol N dhiMES) FRE o f
¥ 5 Adv d@oleke A solAM dFade o,
o] &2 WYL Saatys] AT olfo Wi
Lootsma (Lootsma, 1980)9) <d7& 3% o]
t}. Lootsmat &AMREA oM F8% 3
g FHEAE A UM, A gHz YA
o2 vmdo Heslic

Tong#® Bonisson(Tong and Bonisson, 1980) &
MADMEaell el 4x18 ¥3le oz
g3z, DMeo| AMg3lr] #Helg odojz Aui=<l
F85§F goslc whyo] sl A7 o
£& odoja ZAH(linguistic approximation) 9}
2] o (truth qualification)oll 71%+¢ ¥ ==
AR 21 g ALk o' AT nietol
Ae, Alge £ A&34o FYEd:
A4 AYE EAANE g EHol tif 4
€ EEolth

292 AFAAeg AFELS 53
AEE 7HAx 3

1)

H2] ol ARA] ofellciy £&57H4t

Fx 3

o]

o}

Lot oo

2 A

N

gelsio} 9lojal AHgAl oikel F@EQ) <A o]
g wesA Eock

9 AREAe Uy HrIgRol ola) FoiHMal
Foln) 3ol chehAg A AYEE Hobg
o}

3) 44 tAetEel FolRthe ARl A
St

4 diAchE, $39s Ao wnghd DMo)
Ugol opshof wok

otatA] 7]Z2] MADM Ero4= DM3lel| M2

e WARRe 2E ASE A isein
Zolz BAolA At 47} o}F e 7ol
£ AQANS $stn wigel ofF el ¥ 4

g Aok EF WA oiHel suli A2
ALA ARAS 92 AP 24842 FHB
Aaguol 7 §7) @ Fol olo] Felahx w
£ AgAE Aags) 2ol BEA e 4 3
B & Ze Hx oHol o 2F FHUol
M2 The %o1Ee 2RE ASelE DMARS 9
A 22 WYE e

deba ¥ ATolAE Yold AR THEE
7% + USE DM Aol cHeld %oheg3)
S0 fol Y FHAS) Ax el WAY £
& MADM 3¢ sl 24 #2 A%
voln Edel §44¢ 4¥Hoz mAYc

ey o AEY BA

QALY ol g whEd A

AR gAY EH} FoiA Adzdsleld £H
g4+5 HAAstse 52 (HY ) AUy
o] HrieEol tiEl At ohEA GaAlA
Hog ¥ 4 g t}klir and Tina, 1988). ul£4
A Aol & HAAEE W Folxe P Frs)
A AA A (structured) A8, DaslE A
B2ob geAsA Folxe wlAAIAL (-

structured) Ab8to] ExiFch A Abslell A
9] £y i FEde HAFPez Yo AdF
b w3 =gich oleigk AEAHL AAbEE FA
Ae ZE HoMgEE 933 9EA7le A te]

A %3] DMe] Uszle diacle] B,

g e

=2
=

u*)
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A 2F by iy v

AEHQ gAAA Faolx+ DM 27§ 9
UE diMLdE AuTY 5 2dcte
A8E 7 sldch. whed] DM B34 C, C,,
, Cn olgtyd Cl ¢ Cn7lx & hH 3] wbE4
7]+ wiAQbe]l 3 (solution) 7} Hrh. =g =zt DM
o] of2] FHol| HalA ofohEtAY TIYH FpA
A HEEE Zteda AHYse Zol & o "4A
797} @} (Yager, 1980). A3 Holo] o
T A Y o] HEL2 R HEH A
A FAF 8AsA Y # A8 (fuzzification) e A
oltk. F, #=A ZAY o|EL DM AZARY FH
7P E7E FRAH)AY BAMEA FEse vl
2 EEAHE AH2Er] fs) 2ok oz )
MA A ¥l Ale DM &4 23 FHo] oA
A EElE Zo) ofvxm o Azl uiEy
o zaE Ha gAAA My &L
DMo| 2 chiqle] diafA ol =9 wEg 3]
©7HEF Jepdl s 3z Ao o

SEEERCEFIEREE
BAlS) wee

HYHQ Az FAoMe dutdez & A
o Mt xi®t xjol W3, DML € F g
thE A Qe vl AEEAY ol 5t
RE ALY + Ucte s sl Fger] 92
o vzt Brbed A MAsln gl a2y
AMEZE o33 3L ojf o fo ulmr} oy
(Zimmermann, 1987).

1) 327 UF B8AHAY Hue RFoz
vliLstr) ojE-E HF¢

2) Mz E WA Y A (FAE o)L
ulamzl A ke A4

3) vimyyE e
AT zo g 24y
H+R84

ololl thgh sAMez B Ao x| AY o
% 7Ivte.g de] DMZe) FHAHQA Qx| zlo) &
B ¢ UER ] MAA Jyead 4 9
Ay FHE 2P &, B A7 A
Ble 2 e o)APAE AHoste] wlmsle o)

Sinsy AA A%

€ 7 :
vE AEso| 42 24e

ohet Ha) HE ol &Y WIS AMAs} o
of g 71Z Bzgs AAgtez DM Aol
ABse AHE HA¥E 4 ULE }E Yo
2 4] gk,

1. 7|2 o8
L1 HX EeHE 0|88 FaH QX9
B

v] MA A EAolAdc DM FyHE) Frto] £
A A Foy AL ok o™, ol
DM9] F@Aq Uo7 |ZL Algoig g Hert
@k olE EolM A4 5 rlrte A4 Hz
AY () 9] A F 2z

Azt AHgRe 5o ZhRE A 4o U 2484
+ 1/(1+2(x-5)2), Bate AL 1/(1+5(x-5%) 9
747t @A) F4eog AW 4 U4,

ol# a2y A9 4434 poz FYd
fig. 1 9 table 13} 7}

/\,/ A's view

p5(x) B's view
~ 0.5
4]
[ 5 x
Fig.1. Membership representation of ‘close’ to
integer §
Table 1. Membership values of ‘close’ to in-
teger 5
mem.val \int.| 5 [5*1 [ 5%2 | 5%3 ] 5%4 | 5+t5
A:mabad by o333 0.111] 0.053] 0.03 | 0.02
- —
B ouix) 1 | 0.167| 0.048| 0.022] 0.012 o.ooaj

o] glell £ Algte] Al gate 77t ag o ‘@e
Agtolctabe 25 Zdlo] 2oiA oo Wi
©rZo] & AL 170cmAES} 254 Ug o
ustn & b ARME 175cmAES 304 GBS
7z olo)g 4 Ak Aotk =@ oleg zpA
Q eole e Algelalz $7 e W x7be)
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Eo ety 2 7|Fe] HEE
Ao AL o|gf o] AU4
=7t g sz Lol HEr 4
FdstE ol g Helrh

e Adg AxNsE A=t Agtelel a2
AL oejadFolH AgHez waAd 2FAL
Az e gojal ¥4 oz 2ok iojsl
ax ¢e wsyg =7t o Klir and Tina,
1988;Devi and Sarma, 1985).

2 =foaye g3 2L 3 7ixe L8PS
& A3t ALERIZE HaAlel Hog(E! )l
g A2 )l HE g 2e 3T &)
o} =l sleluilel ke etz d e AHEAte]
Hzlo] 3o} Y FyAel UAAF=E BYY +
AEE ot

(S Y £5%4

S ¥ ¥4 diAele 4 ghg xeh ¥ e
3 zZe 4¥E Aed

e o

#flx) =
0 for x < f£°
1700 100 - 18 7 (x - 19 for 1< x £1.°F
LG s [0 - %) 7 (' - 6591 for 125 <x <At
1 for x 2 '

(1)

S ¥ 4£4¥se] YFule AgAst AW, A4
F03e e AR L (0, 100 & JHaEE A
FEch o gFt 717k 2t 3ol AAgel F
sleted Ags ghol ol Friste ¥Held =A &
g Ay Y g4t drlelA he @
49 71¢718 ARH Fe gez ARAL UH
ok &AM g F/Ze wHE £5YS U
Ha A=F AYAEC

(2) o S(S-inverse)¥ L&

o Sy g4 WAL A g xzt g o
&3 Ze UYE FHeo

#0(x) =
1 for x < £/
l" S Ux - B 4 (0 - DY for 1f > x 20%F
Dus s Wes- 0% 7 60 -l for 1052 x> £
Lo for x = 1

(2)

of a4 ‘vholz} ofeiek'st zHe] AAGel F7b
s WY gol Zaste gee HH g g A
a7l Ag gadelc

Q) 1y £&9¢+
1% g4+t AL 44 g xe dd oS3
e ¥HYE Aced

widx) =
[n' 70 e b - 8D A8 - 1) for 10 Cx < Y
0 othersise

(3)

U8 4448 WeE A HY, Az
Aege 2E AN L, L0, 08 UPad A
Y. ol Yt A2t AP ackst gol AY
£ @ol ol @& HUAZ slz BadE Yo
Hal golE Adsr AW w4l

A3E VPPN ol f3fed 2 DML 22lel
A7t 248 BEY £4¥4AE @A e, 2
DMe FMA +Agel eReel dojHel Ed
o2 SA4EYol Assch

1.2, ®otgse B#

oA AA HA Fo| DM MHIExE EF
(vague) 8l 33 & (imprecise) § dlolel2 ZTHH
c} (Blishun, 1989). DM o|&ig 4 & dlolela
B A g shAsle ol dyHez olg DM9
AZnE dolHz§ ZAEn dojizd o8¢
B g Faled A dAlHE Ag3A At 2
AT HE AdolHEF ol bt 7z DML =AY
g g Btz AFAE derh doIA
T o] o2 ‘very tall,
£ 4 ook JojHs = FUAY FAo] sy 2
DMoloh e84 24 s& ® ol % DMe] %
i Qe 2o Hrr|EE 43 1HYE 4+ UA
3171 $igolt), o F Fol BAte) FulYE 25
£ gAY FAdA A g3 3ol 2 DM
ojch A2 i #HoiEEg ARY + U

‘more or less young 5§

DM = { The selected candidate should be young,
the selected candidate should be tall,
the selected candidate should be rational}
DM = { The selected candidate should be young,
the selected candidate should be tall,
the selected candidate should be speedy}
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siAA A 2 f G4y of4rdY 29

DM = { The selected candidate should be speedy,

the selected candidate should be more or less tail,

the selected candidate should be rational)

Aguich oL s o)71He) 444 B ke
A¢ 2HY A, 24 WAYIY AL 2 DM
shohel nHE HAYYE F2 BT 4+ oln
£ Aeld Fasch ol AdHez Mzoe
Y=o EWE shrebl st AL FEe) Aol

M A o 2roldh

1.3, @@t 4Rt

dubHel AY G4tz Agsle Ae oY
Aatoltt, mAY A4kl A A4kaie =G o
oluvf Ao AAd wie} HjtsiAl Aldste A%
Al Elmd 2E ool AEF kAL d4aRle
ZA A gkech #2 Aol M Y §
4+ t-normg urEsho} Fhc},

Hdste 2ol AY d4AZE tnormdd
48 o] &3l FAHY PFalales §8-EFofo] oz}
A AAE ot

1.4. 7% (normalization)

DMol| a}abs] didlelo] i@ Hrlatge] 7158
FAsH HLsAY HoiNez @y Hriygse
Uy, o Fel dAEA YAY 449 H
Z1EE b Alf=lol] wis) Mt AP
APz ol e AHo g FHolxA Hr} ozii
aF M haiA] B 2HA YJHHez 2t
U& Z7) dEo BEjEA sl A7) g
A3t A4z DMol A Al Fo FHo
U€ 12 HEFI] A Fol ZE DML FUE =
Aoz oAl A ey & A "ol

2. MADM 293

2.1 7|12 7H4

2 dvelMe a4 9433 AL 24¥E
7] aA o3 e AYEE A

1) 2§ YA AW DMz F4e] ol
o 7t DM2 2§ A A #Ae 5 dHEE
Fa Hed et

2) wiM<lel iy Hriapse] FWL A oY
+ A4 Byt

3) E ol4e DMe| FUF HA oNE AHE3
£ A5 o] oMol g YAZIFo] DMolct A2
& 4 olcoh

4) 7+ DMojc} ciMicte) Aol diy YAl
Az oF £ Uk

5 Hrlge o] diMchE ddez ot
%, Hrige] sl Mty A4F oz B
A gech o, diAlgkel ¥ FRE dlolepuo]
2o 2AZY goz EAIc)

6) oz B7gEzke] PAE ol7|Hoz Aol
Heh & ZE HoAEEE U541 4 e oA
g gt

7 aEdAM AF uiAde AP APA
(quantitative) ] w3 A4 H (qualitative) 21 u}
ol ok Ayl uhydlA& 2 DMouioh 43
g 4 ole dAdy A4t A Aoln, A
AHqQ) Wdo A& Z DMojcte] wialat Aye A
A3 AR olate Bl & ZE dMUE 2 X
AAste Hfeldh

2.2. MADM 243l

MADM A2 A 49 A A3l (formalization)
= 93 Zoh

K=1 ..,¢ =2 DM2Z o|§ojx 2%dl4 A
={a}, i=1, ..., n& AAY FA Sl &
T oAby Afeletsty, Ck={c; -0
13, j=1, .... m& DM 7i] k9] F#3 T
A 2 FY Yoty FAgeletn st

ola) = fai, pey(@)le A kg 34 B
Holl A ol chA} oMt a7t 1 A S Ho o8l
A APAEF Jehile 44584 g ZFe #HA
Agelct oldl, ol® s ko] HA AY AAY D
£ 2T #Hz 230 g AYel ok F,

m
ebdda) = 0 poglar), i=l,..., n (4)

AL o At aicll Y ke BAAAE k
7t AR Y 2E HAALE(F, mol)ol g a9 A
Uz & A4 £, o F ALPE a9 AF AY
=24 ZAAde AL Yoigc

a8z Aot AY GE Fe WS gt g5
el Aedd.
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s

=
e

£D(ac’) = oax  pDda) (5)
542 AN M AFolA Huje H¥E RN
AL diMdf a*2 AAs AE ool
D A=A uhy
& 719 DMo] AL 4 ot WHA¢ daete
A4F pAzistd, Mo dud ity A

QN =
QN - {(aDla’), g2, p (6)
7} gt A7lell 4 wD, (a*)q, =1 ..., p= #

z thacle] A AATE e AYH AYAe
22 pA ARl 3,

uDla’) = ubla'’)’ 2 2 ubdla’)

2 A4 Py

DM7t Aol WY o) UMY 1§ 43
o HAHE AAsE A, @ AU DMel 4
Yahe dAel QLE ched 2ok

- (aDla’)l) 2 ¢ (7)

A7 A4e Aol AUy 2E chalglel o
A 45 £4e ches e

Nh = uDda) / pbda’) (8)

NQ. & AFs® ciMere AYE odulstm, A
Fohg dAtel Adelel Ho AYE g
£ Q49 g 1o] B} orield Qi FHA
Wy = F4R e T U A A
Z waete Adelz, D (M 1L Ahe s
3¢ 2uE At

olef 2FAMA 7R 4 gt WA iMte)
¥¢ GAztaig

GA = {ga. palgac)}, r=1,..., s (9)

L
o7lelMd  palgar) = glu»q(a[)) ’ e

7t "k 2§ 7 diMeY HYr g ZE
DMe] F5% Hl& Zu ofslaHel Hoig

A
T

UEE DM 9 12 yFe] dEHFor A}
gt}

old, AY GAY Y44 n(GA) = FHE 9y
d A% p<n(GA)<¢Xprt Bk A4 4w A
2& n(GA)x 3T 4+ aid.

94 o] DMo] #Fo2 FHF il
o] ulah iAoz 442 DMute] FHE M <t
of dig AYE e visiHoz yelAAl Foh

4y 9 23

1. A8 UE

2 AolME FHAY dAldeid]l ey A HA
24F AFAHe Aol iyt HGodlol el
Z1Eg), Pduidoz A2 AL AT ALY
A% A AgFue giria] 2AFE Boal
2 3 73 Agt AEE A& g

2 dpdMe o 2 os4 gAAEA
A& 7P ¥l

Azt YA Fazatgeldd ozt sje] #
234 F 2L sHed nHel AYE A
ot AslAlelAl g R4 FE HFEE AAAUY
£ 39ez F4o| Helglm, olF 3L FEY
AdE 23 M2 gYsiel HadHE Mgt
o, olE zztel HFAY 7)Fe) Afe]rt Qo]
A A2 A]le 2P r|Fes FUE AUY F
AAH Y B4l Hosled AHalgcoh ALl
A Ay e ol 33 AR dicde) S5
5 9lm, olfe] Hulgt 28 F AF AAAA}
Bayg delz ¥ 5 £ g Aol ¢
Aoy QS0 M IHE Agsle A3
g oz §3ch

A YA YL table 29 Frl

o
W

Table 2. The alternatives

Name Birth d. | Height { 100m record | 1. Q.
cho. k.d 1965 166 13.0 120
lee. m. | 1966 178 13.5 109
sung. b. k 1965 162 14.0 107
cho.s.y 1963 183 13.0 110
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sl A A 2§ d4y 473 29

Name Birth d. | Height | 100m record | 1. Q.
kim. s. k 1959 180 14.0 115
hong. c. k 1961 175 15.0 98
kim. j. a 1962 170 15.0 100
kim. h.r 1960 169 13.0 125
joo.s.j 1958 178 14.5 100

g A9l DM, DM, DM, s§ql#ql 4
i 73 o3 o
DM, 2 Al&§H(young)

0]
@ 77} & AHg(tal)
@ ®glgo] F& Algk(rational)

DM, @ #-2 4}&t(young)
@ YA A3 (speedy)
@ 717t & Ask(tald
DM, @ 717} =58 & +}3H(more or less tall)
@ A% A& (speedy)
@ et o] F2 Al (rational)

7)ol 4 Abge] Sk oMEL Aadel $Eo]
sto] glojdl Abgol AAgstcin ek 7 of ¥
Sol dhsiAE obele) A3 o) AgAYE 7
o) 712Re FHLSE4s Hys] 2FsD
ARgch eAlel dEhix e oi#el

rational' ‘clever & medium-age'®] &jo]o]rd
eloj® 29l ‘more or less'® Azl Zadehs] 9y
€ «@&rch

v breix) 01 ®, where foa' =35, fod’ = 35
3 4 foo' =25, foa' = 23
hoa = 20, hoe = 18

s punfx) S W, where foa® = 150, foc® = 155, fod” = 156
1y 4 foa®* = 170, faa™* = 175, foc”® = 175
foa' = 188, foa' = 190, foo' = 195

hoa = 2.5, hoe =2.7. hoo =25

o s 8. where fog' = 12, foo' = 13

o fapemtyiX) :
) 4 foc’® = 14, foa** =14
foc’ = 16, fod’ = 15
hoc = 0.9 hoo = 1.1

s dwe(x) 0 S &, where fpd® =90, fac" =95
(1) o foa™® = 105, foo"® = 110

foo' =125, fad' = 130

boa = 1.7, oo = 2.0

* Unitiewn(X) : T %, where foo” = 46, fno’ = 27
(3) A foa' =35, foa' = 3
twa = 30, hoo = 32

2 AgdAde Hrigge AY d4A24
minimum4-¢ et AYE sHAh

Minimum <34k 24 (compensation) 7|5 $l
Ag EWs FA¢ WAYSE Bz A4y
ZASo HF Aol WY 2 FZ AEEEFE F
4 9lo mmAo] fr), o] d4be WY HAHde £
g ofxint o] dabzte Al4le] Zhghsie] =i

£gRQ Y3 ¢ VE 4 UA H Foh
ol7lH ) A ez x| il
A ol 8% A% (0, DX, 1) - (0 1D 43
% %2 9len tnome} 2HE TEYch

Ase B3l 7 Fuol sl ALY ATFE
table 3-52} Zc}.

Minimum< A&

Table 3. DM,’s computation results

Young Tall Rational | Results
cho.c.d| 0.926 0. 364 0. 001 0.001
kim.s. k { 0.134 0.884 0.765 0.134
Table 4. DM,’s computation results

Young Tall Rational | Results
cho.c.d| 0.630 0. 651 0. 166 0. 166
kim.s.k | 0.112 0.5 0.749 0.112
Table 5. DM,” computation results

Nore or | Speedy | Rational | Results

ess tal
cho.k.d| 0.409 1 0
kim.s. k | 0.820 0.5 0.64 0.5

ol2lg H3E AH AU HYrlFez v
A (5, 6, ®% F94 Lold 7 DM3} 2§
Aol Y e 27 fig. 2 fig. 3% Pk 7
AANNe 599 TuE 2FehE FAEd uy
oz AR HAt
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=
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Regti FLaei | Retti il
kim. j. a (0.333)| kim. j. a (1. 000}
hwang.s.c (0.299) hwang.s.c (0.897)
DM, |cho.s.y (0.263)| cho.s.y (0. 788)
hong.c.k  (0.258){ hong.c.k  (0.773)
lee.s.y (0.208) | lee.s. y (0. 623)
lee. m. | (0. 564) | lee. m. 1 (1. 000)
lee. j. 0 (0.380) | lee. j. 0 {0. 674)
DM, |[cho.s.y (0.299)| cho.s. y (0. 529)
hwang.s.c (0.238)| hwang.s.c (0. 422)
kim. j. a 0.238)! kim. j. a (0. 422)
lee. k. t {0.650) | lee. k. t (1. 000)
lee. h. j {0.528) | lee. h. {0.812)
DM, !|kim.h.r (0.528) | kim. h.r (0.812)
park.s.k  (0.500)| park.s.k  (0.769)
joo.s. j (0.500) | joo.s. (0. 769)

Threshold=0. 1 Result number=5

Fig.2. Each DM’s final results

Results of the group
1 kim. j.a (0. 474)
2 hwang. s.c (0. 440)
3 cho.s.y (0. 439)
4 lee. k. t (0. 333)
5 lee. m. 1 (0. 333)
6 lee. h. j (0.271)
7 kim. h.r {0.271)
8 hong.c. k (0. 258)
9 kim. s. k {0. 256)
10 park. s. k (0. 256)
11 lee.j. o (0. 225)
12 lee.s.y (0. 208)

Fig. 3. Final results of the decision group

2. X dne 1@
2 AolAE v AAH 4ge] 2AFE AT 4
UAEE AYY 2dE 4¥Hoz FHse] B
AFAY g TAE W AAH 4BE el

4ol F Bt HE oo JAHUHE T4
3z gle DMEL HaloHE A4 2l 4359
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