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(An Interactive Approach to Select Optimal Solution in MADM Situations)
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(Kang In Lee* - Sung Ku Cho**)

* Azgetn AgFEY 21

= FRUst gt 3

55

8 E

LA o2 &4 2Ald A (Multi-Attribute Decision-Making;MADM) &4 52 o<tz
£4e] £71 vl B Zol BEoly] Yi o)A F FPHoz ustd HAH u
e AT AL vl ozl Yot

AB7A AT NEE 71€9 £2F PHEL Fol BAld g AL siste HA
3ll(optimal solution)Z T8 4 YA T ArALAAAEL] 1AL AH3] wAdsA Eale 73
F7F diFEelH, ol MMy AF 129 disd by malsior & oigtsl &4
o 7 WolxE uigh zte] ANnTE Falo] AR AT} AFoF e AR o]
e sdor Frkgte olaigy @4 FA7 RAEA i EAF] At

m2bA, & A7 ZAL digty) £A49 571 vhs & A ZARF sl A AR A
7b TG AAEE 49 JERE SAHeZ wEs sPEA ity 48 o
2 @A F e Ao A dEE H2Ee 7Eaed Uk

drHo 2 HGFe] AAAZEAY FF AR EA ) QoA Al AFAE 7 7HRA

l

4 A2 A (Multi-Attribute Decision-Making:MADM)E A= A9l AjoF wj&o] wAjsli= 4

22 S2sr) AR Ao AW Uty 4}

ASel = gsir
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el BEAE AAsr] AF 718 $F ypygHeamEaunieazle a2z
gl Fol EA dFg 2F Ee JAARAY Hi7xd AtE 7H8te] MOLP(multi-
objective linear programming)y} MOGP(multi-objective goal programming)E o]-&3j 4 3
3 (optimal solution)}& T3t JYAT o]EL AA AR Y-S AFH3F] WA R A
o5} HEol, ol MMy 4§ BT gy SLIA0TLIOLRIEIEET o x] A )
ekat £4& ol 3l7] W&o ol 47t Bow BE 42 uigh o] #u| i (pairwise
comparison)5& 3ol SJALAAAL AFAcE s AR Fo| FlgsAez FrtaA =
o] 4SS RAAINZIE AHT HAHIE RAHA R BAFl Ut =7, AF7A 9
WHELS AR £4 19 Hd355YA(preferential independence)S 733l 7] W&ol &
Aol §F3c. 12y dd AF T FAWINE & do RE $4L uI{ds AL
ol3& Wit ofyzt SJAtAR A X AG7IE Wt FaIA e AFMY $HHA &
dol EAT & AL Aol

watA, 2 drdAe s &4 7t vl & AARS Y slelM AA 459 JE
< 35 594U 2 Y FA4aFoR £¥E Odg JAIEAA} F8EAGT YztEe aFY
B g@AFer 333 tEA it 8 AAH eI ZouUrtE, o] HANA iraAz Y] ¢
A& e 9T 5 UAEE 1, £43e] F44(dependence)E IFWAME L3
BrozE HHHe) =2 4 YE Bk AL dEHE H2EE FEHuA §o. o7
AAFAATL AANE Qed] WRE Az JAH ko] ottty Yz ANt u
FHA Grigts 243 BEF 0 HE duA e Afde GAE dAAAE 9F A
W fl(cutting range)e] F-& ZAY F AEE 3t} WE A7 o o] 22 £ YA Foz
A rtdgatel el Adig wAEHES gt

2. 71& A7 2 $2H WA

B d7dAe bgd Ze] 7las A9z ok

no : AEANA majsiol & AA A4 5

mo : YEAAA mBsfol T HA digte]

a; : LEAY A digt, i=1,---,m,

z:nole] AA £4& F3EHAHA 2FEZ P A2 Wy 1§ F
p: @AE 9rldy p=1,2,---,z<ne
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n, : pEAlA F7HE uHHE £49 F, nenitngt---+n,

m, : A AN AALT G A2 pAAlcAe ArsT digte) 4

G, : pRAIAA nBlEE £42FC2 Gy={c],c}, -, ch) @ cf = G, 9 jHA £4
(Gi=1,2,---,np)

Ao : AEA AA dGEY AGFeR Ag={(a,a, ... 2y}

Ap : pBAlGIM AART FL LES] JFoR A2A,2--- 24,

Ap i £4OF G, A Wt /IFANZ 25 £HE FREY $MUR FHAn=z

v

A= A,2-0-, A,200]% p21/1,,=1o]c}.
x : W¥7g 7 8Hvector normalization) o] 9] it a;9] jHA Ao NG FrIAZ x
o] gtol W E4% F& A2 /HHEY (1=1,2,---,my, i=1,2,---,ng).
x5t 2 £ WA x;& HEPRARE g2 x;=x;/( max; x;')
v (@) : ik a;9] Gyol #% UVF(utility/value function)
Up(a;) : @7 p7Ax Y v (a8l 2FE 7154 1,5 13 g U,,(ai)=ki;:1 Aw v i(ay),
oA A £4E 25 ng digt a;9] UVFE U(a;)=U,(a;)
a : UVF y(-)&9} R5ug
a; P ay: digt 3,2 ti¢t a B} A5 (preference)
a; ~ ay : ¢k a; 9 tiet a7 S x4 (indifference) §}
Hy : pRACIA sAaRA7E ANE moh ik ko) 4 dske) 42 Hys (')
ey pEAAA A& H7Mel #ve 23 5 hdA Aulx 25E UVF v (-)7) Qutsls
L7 A7IZ H43) sor & g, h=1,2,---,H,

a; : pAZFA 9] & A 3 (current optimal solution)
x? :ai®) pBAZAY £ e FFEE Hii S W
C, : pEAdA AAsE HA3l= a9 (cutting range)
Cp : GAAAR7L 24 AeE9=E C,2C,
E, : Cpoll 98] AASE tote] &
E, : Cooll 93] AA=E thetel 4

A7t A o B8-Fy 7hA 4 (utility/ value function;UVF)E o] 83 g2 9] Qpoas
p=022 #ANA notde e BE £4 e FANE AHFFL mphe) 2B gre
2 A880n sbgstn e olzle sy olse dolw Be e ez uli &

2

g AF7AA L HIPHELS R QAZEAY A A YT

S

& 446 A ZEA £33 o
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=712) A %45 (trade-off information)9] AAIE 8787 wWEo] LA HeFe oHAEE

st Y™ o)elgt MADMAFE Stoll Al 4443t 45 % Y (preferential independent)#

As DEa3 Ye AIdE n,o) F7t W ZF 2 JHPE devhe Ro| 4A 24L& A

A 223 ALdE UL oae Ealelth. 1y o3 @ BAIS Aoz IAFICdE

U e ojsigol ay] g i Ty Reths AL A Brhssall
gatA, B AT7NE 2§ H43EYL PP, el 7HF 13 Zo] A AL

7} AL BQl gxZEIIgoln aFY ASdSd e hEAAe BEIn JHAEG
7F41 : R*4o] A2 a 8348 AHodste AL, a;,a,EA, 1011 ixkd @ o34<

&3 digt 3,8 it g, Btk Aaddu & 4 o

Ua) =U@d = 3 45 » (@) = v (a)}>0

gy BE £4 e AZEYPAL /P A AU Ager dAYgo] FIFER
A% 2FUY £A40NE FLBAS 318388, &4 £40F W UVFe £430d nezg
o7 wygsts gAE 4 (complete polynomial)e 2 ¥HE 4 Yoty B3 o3 Fol JHA
3712 §et

7442 : piA £40Fo 2 Gpel #F di¢t a9 UVF

Ny N, Iy n Ny Ny
vo(a) = apt 2 axyt 2 2 @ pXXat ﬁ 202 @ aXiXaXig oo+ @0 XaXi  Xin,
i=l 1=1k>j 1=1k>j1>k

olth. 919 F4Hrte YAFAAARZ FE de Ui B AHn FdE HYE WFAIES
a9 94 2 2o =N viaA 4A AT & Utk wabA it sk N ate dX
#AE U(a)>U(ay) © a; P a,

U(a)=U(ay) © a; ~ ay

U(a;))<U(ay) © a, P a;
AL & 4 ok 99 v (a)eA BAsof sl mge £ nBduA e TLAAE
t £A49 Fd wa AFHo 2 Frtsin, AFA e FE AANAAATL AAS= BElaY 5
wjgl@ct. 239 M. Paolucci®} R. Pesenti"®7} AMAg¢ oA x'Hxe wF3HE nxn
hessian® o] £A3HE 7HP8a ol& £A40] 2/ FHe HBAAN ¢ & THOEN BE
7 AJQA T vidAAA Fol FAHE T2 Aok BE, 479 A7)d g2 Aad
2 5o EAdNE ELF7 AL & AAT # A7 E digte] dEE T3 MADMe
EAAY 29 HHULL AFsted FAHE F71 Adte] ogd Hol dHd HIUYE
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F&3 A .

3. duFey =¥

B ApoME 94 polA mpille] tigtel W& Gyol £ nyle) A4 masle] 4]

g AA de HAY 258 A1 2§ Gyol 43 UVF ()8 Bade o8 27
sl e B BAFEY AtzANe Az o

El

min }i——?l Ef "ttt ettt (3.1)
s.t. vo(a)— v (a)<en 2,8 EA, q, QiFK ceeeiiiieeiiiiiiin (3.2)
D, v p(@) = ¥ p(@)=C e (3.3)
en20, h=1,2, -« Hy cerermmmeii (3.4)

v »(a;) =0, D=1,2, -, ZKNp  ceevcerici e (3.5)

T N P (3.6)

A9 AB.2)e Gyagel g h(h=1,2, .- H)AA Ava AdoA tigt a; & tigt a2
o9 Aoty #EE Fol olE digtel] tigt UVFY ztole #DFe] &7/ epeldtoloof
< 9|u|gd). =3, 4)(3.3)2 LINMAP(LINear programming techniques for Multidimesional
Analysis of Preference)'?dalol el fA8A RE qol B AF Fol owH A5
(constants;c)d-& &vdt=Hl, ol 2ZE M5 ol 07} 5= AF s(trivial solution)S ¥
A87] A7 Aot a8 4B.4)€ 4(8.2)dA aPayell HE&HE AOE £,>0d BF
a,Pa; & 9msta, BatA £,>02 275 2AVE oA, (3.5 G,¢ BE my/l o
Qtell digk UVF7}F %(positive)o] & 2zt A& oudich. 133 2](3.6)2 94 plp=1.2,--
2, <no)E AXNEA HFd 22T o 71X HAFo R fite] FAaE e gud. wet
A, & gudFe] 5AL HB. DA} 2ol mpl tikzte] duHlndst &, JAEAAV} o
¢t aiE gt a®t dsddn B aPacel 28 H MR A%l didiA oj5e] Hwis A
BEE 37 AF &F e, 2 FAsMAIIE Rolth

oA, ol JALZAAATF moshe] tiehd nole] £AE Ze AAAAR ) i 153t
£42 ol83 JAZEARE e A p-1¥ 9 n;=n; A ZE £4& F] HZAA 1
Ao 2 AF7HA dF-E9 HPEH $9¢ A 42 4 I 2y o= JAARA
FE @A pE AAFEA mplp=19 W mi=mo)7he] tigte] el £49 FoAFH A

r]r

f
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E 3.1 w e A 13tk AL AR A

e G, G, G4 G, Gs
e R R R R A I
a, |1.0000.674|0.1620.808 | 0.373 |0.578 |0.121 | 0.020 0. 432
a, |1.0000.198 |0.573|0.087 1.0000.500 |0.738 | 0.5190.571
a, |0.751|0.234|0.196 | 0.2000.016 | 0.321 |0.685 |0.000 | 0.208
2, |0.4370.807[0.383]0.3940.102  0.155 | 0.000 |0.092 | 0.370
a; |0.000]0.491|0.1080.503 | 0.282 0.212 0.278 0.390 | 1.000
2 |0.4790.3540.030 0. 106 | 0.000 | 0.999 | 0.473|0.069 | 0.130
a, |0.625]0.000 1,000 0,000 |0.674 0,734 |1.000 | 1.000 [0.103
a, |0.303|0.8170.061|0.146|0.087 | 0.120 0. 291 | 0.115] 0. 755
a, |0.4210.5940.1360.617  0.321 |0.031 |0.452 | 0.0130.230
a;, |0.502|0.495|0.053 | 0.5600.034 | 0.304 | 0.545 |0.090 0. 182
a,, |0.3600.997 0,068 |0.489 |0.014 |0.000 | 0.081 | 0. 028 |0. 622
a, |0.0960.120 |0.000 | 0. 667 |0.413  0.538 | 0.589 | 0. 031 |0. 499
a; |0.418|1.000 |0.204 | 0. 631 0.001 |0.236 | 0.235 |0.009 | 0. 381
a,, |0.4900.182 |0.173|1.000 | 0.153 | 1.000 | 0.502 | 0. 208 | 0. 000
a;; |0.6400.705 |0.282|0.391 |0.304 |0.150  0.307 |0.2620.509

a,Pa,, a;Pajy, azsPag, azPag, a;Pag, agPa;, agPag,

agPay, apPap, agPap, agPay, asPay

a8 aPa s 2tE h(h=1,2,---, H=12)8A9 dzdAE v (a2 v (a7t HEF v ,(4)
7t AHAME GEdE AL gng. g oldF At He 279 AVNE et & W)

vi(a) — v (a)— e n<0(e 1, 20)8 AFALZ 8T X2 e, 8 HAE = AFAYY =82
ASw A A e] AR AFHE A2 wFae v () egkEC 2AE & Y& Aot
gy BE W49 ghel 07F HA ¥EE 37] 98le] LINMAPA Lol A o} RARE Algtzz4
€ #748h o 2o

. 12
min 2 En

s.t 0.476 @ ,—0.411 @ 3+0.476 @ 1,—0.411 @ 13~0.004 @ 53—0.004 @ 53— € 1=0.0
—0.249a ,—0.440 @ ,+0.034 @ 3—0.498 @ ,—0.015a 13—0.063 @ 3—0.075 @ 13— € ;<0.0
—0.751a 1+0.257 @ ;—0.088 2 3—0.176 @ ,—0.147 @ 131+0.007 2 3—0.034 @ 13— € 3=<0.0
—0.2712a,1+0.120 ¢ 3—0.166 @ 3~0.006 @ 1,—0.133 2 13—0.035 @ 3—0.029 @ 13— € 4<0.0
—0.146 @ ;+0.354 @ ,—0.970 @ 3+0.170 @ ,—0.607 @ 13+0.011 @ 53+0.005 @ 53— € 5<0.0

0.3222,—0.817 2 3+0.939 2 3—0.248 @ 1,+0.607 @ 13—0.050 @ 53—0.015 @ 153— € 4=<0.0
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0.1182 ,—0.223 @ ,+0.075 2 3+0.002 @ 1,+0.039 @ 13+0.031 @ 53+0.019 @ 13— € 7 <0.0
0.19¢a,—0.322 2 ,—0.008 @ 5 0.009@ 13—0.024 @ 3—0.002 @ 93— € §<0.0
—0.264a,—0.877a 3—0.068 2 3—0.347 @ ,—0.024 @ ;3—0.068 @ 3—0.024 @ 15— € 3=0.0
—0.3222,—0.880 2 ,—0.204 2 3—0.406 2 1,—0.085 2 13—0.204 @ 3—0.085 2 13— € 1p=<0.0
0.07221—0.818 2 ,—0.031 2 3—0.329 @ 1, —0.173a2 5—0.070 @ 13— € 1 =<0.0
—0.0152,—0.5232 ,—0.1092 3—0.362 2 1,—0.095 @ 13—0.168 @ 3—0.112 @ 13— € 1,=<0.0
1.388¢1+3.693 2 ,+1.007 @ 3+1.724 @ 1,+0.866 @ 13+0.740 @ 5+0.426 @ 155 =1.0
£ n=20.0, h=1,2,---,12

A9 Astg ol T UVFE
v 1(a;) = @ (+0.0579x, +0.4365x, +0.0937x 5 +0.4119x ;x5
oltt. 419 L.PEAIel Ay QSB(Quantitative Systems for Business)S o] 43 Big-MwH
ol o3 e T Ao WE gAlN BE e,=00]0JN EAZS gro]l 08 mET. 7
kel g Ua)= 1,-v,(a)e ANG AxE 029 § 329 2t o7)|4 al=apelez
x.=[0.418,1.000,0.204]et}. 2|1 p-2 ol¥ 9] BANA AL £ Ux AUzt 0.40 71
ol U(a.)=0.30897<1 tial C,<0cl=22 o}F Al4te] o3 C,& 0|88 4 Yt tgoz

#3.2 U(a)s digtay #3.3 U(a)9t digkamd #3.4 U(a;)st digt4y

W vi(a) Uay) P B (e Uy M1 [OhRE] L 4(a)] UCay) M1
a, [0.43393/0.26037 a, |0.8080 0.46237 a, |0.49825/0.51220] 53
a, |0.467100. 26039 a, |0.0870 0.28214[41A| 5734390, 40136 A
a; |0.22456/0. 13475 ay |0-2000 0.18475AA| 15 143870, 36060 A A
a, |0.48238]0.28942 a, |0.3940 |0.38792 2., [0.00544 0. 40638 A7
ag |0.22447/0.13468 as |0-5030 0.2604331A| 15 T445gl0. 4811

ag |0.19094]0. 11458 ag |0-1060 (0. L4108A1A| |5 cr0aTo 41241 A7
a, |0.38733]0.23239 a; |0-0000 0.23239 1A " 15 35090[0. 38605 A7
ag |0.38750(0. 23250 ag | 0.1460 |0, 2689917

ag |0.31997(0.19197 ag | 0.6170 |0.34622 3.5 Ula)sh digrals
a,, |0.26101]0. 15660 2y |0-5600 0.2966030A| RO E
ay, |0.47249)0. 28349 a,, | 0.4890 |0, 40574

ayy |0.05793/0.03477 ay | 0-6670 [0.20152[AA| | 21 |*-O1174)0- 51689 a
aj 0.51494(0.30897) o1 | | ay; |0.6310 [0.46672| 52 ayg |0-02269]0. 49025 %)
ay |0- 158920, 09535 a,, | 1.0000 |0.34535

a5 0. 445530, 26732 a5 | 0.3910 |0, 36506




o3 nplel 2Esig £48 vAFHez mas HyAe hn 238 Ao 4B.1)%H
4(3.6)) 93] LPZ R5uE & THOEN ZE my/ll dictel did v (a)E & F A
2 Aolt}t. o] F HuUlgkS zt+ HAsl(current optimal solution)E ajztd mp/ie] WitE
of d# 7kAE 0<U(ay),U(ay), -, Ulan)<U(a.)9 #AE ze otk 47M, V x&
[0.1]%c]=2 AF3 A e et AAATNZ] A dA9 &

Co=UG)—(1- X 47

ol W& C,>001™ o] guct AL e ZE e AANL 5 A& Aotk 2t C, <04
AGE o= At AHsS ded og At FAH o] Hopsivtn PZHo|
pEAZAAS HAHZ BESu e Ao 99 C,@e 2AIIE Lok F$ C,ol o
3 digte] 8 oS FAAY 4 e Holth ol RS T U AR A g e
422 24T & A 1 B HF AHsE 78 4+ A a2 gt A4t 5 )
olgelzt® p+1BAZ 3T npulel £4¢ © FHNAM BE nglel $4¢ 13g | 712
olEe] il A U(a) e T3k AL wEsA €k a2id ped 1o p+ldAE o

& £40 B Au7t Folzyonz dte] 8 gA Z#2AL £ U Roln.

B A7dA C 9% C,9 BAE & AN AASE tgtel 4 E o Eyol 9%e nAn
2 9 FFEEA UM C,< C,old E, < E 7t €tk

g9 ¥ 3.12 R.Boyer#l D.Savageau(1981)7} A|A§ A& H.Barron® C.P.Schmidt
(1988)'7} "Itz ¥ A& A8l HE&F Aoz 1549 e e £48 2te A2 RE
Ueld Aolth o] & 979 £4L B AFdAM AAF PHES ALY At Hd3EH
Gi={cl,c},c},Gy=1{ch,G3={(c},c},Gy={cl,c3}.Gs={c} 2 5/} 2§z Yx 5 At
T I, (A, Ay A Ay 45)=(0.6,0.25,0.10,0.04,0.01)8} C,=C, & M7z @} o
71 AA digkzke] AuE J4E BE dedhd ;C,=100 39 H g sfopgth. a2t o
= A agAE BE A5FsdAs aFe £44 $84¢ 13 p=19 W G o
3 JAtAARATE AL FHAD HmIbEE et 7o) BETH thald] o g ARE A
11 3}A}

P

L
-
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p=2¢l 3l n, 9] Y& FE ol TFUAE HEEFRAE 2E7] g 7P gE
Ua)= 2, vi(a)+ A, vy(a)s AN ZAae X 3338 22, 9714 p=3 o|F ] &7
o ¥g & A& Hdgke 0.150122 U(a,)=0.46672¢1 dis) C,=U(a,)—0.15=0.316728
o 2 32 Zre Wit aj,ag,as,a5,a7,35,a9 apdS AAAE £ Ao o1RALS p=27tA9 11
FE449 F8E A UelA 2§ £4%%e] o™ e RoidE &7t HukE £ Qe
WetE AAAZ FAeltk. Mt Ay={a, a,39ana32u 2 ol oFd al=ahoz W& @
sto =z x2=[0.418,1.000,0.204,0.631]c|t}. 12|22 A,o] tha} p=3o & stx uitztel %
HRE §8 LPE o83 slE Tale $4L v gk o714

a,Pa,, a;Pay, a;Pa;;, a;Pays, a;Pay,

agPay, aPagy, aj;Pay, asPag, azPay
9 An AFE ARHE v 5(a;) = (+0.3890x, +0.6110x,91 s U(a,)=0.5122054 C;3=
0.46220% o188l A X 3.48 Zo] Ayj={aj,a ;)& A 78 5 A& Aelth. 4714 al=a]
o2 WaHEe & F At 283 p=4e] ti&l ajPa; & AAGA v (a;) = a +0.9646x,+
0.03M4x,0l1th. o]EE FE +& U(a)e E 3.5% #o. 4714 U(a,)=0.51689¢ C,=
0.506895 ol &3 A;={a)}& 73 4 Ut walA al=a] ¢tk p=5o sl G 92 +
£ st B A on A9l 92 F7b sl Hae THom Uit a0l A A
tigHfinal optimal solution)ele}A] x3=[1.000,0.674,0.162,0.808,0.373,0.578,0.121,0.020,
0.432]12 & &+ AUd.

B ATE dD £49 $7 0 B Heel 44 94124 Multi-Attribute Decision-
Making MADM)EAlol thal £49] 2G5 o3l tiete) 45 AAHe FaAA vt
%o} Waky oy s 250 vk
@ AR AFRAN BE U £42 ndPs R AnHezyd Fasem
Be o2igol g 4 ok ey WMoz FaA e yiie MADMEAISS ot
L

£4e) £7} ohs e

2 AFAAY F2E AT NETEE F SR PSS FoI BAlo) U 2ol

U Az 7z Aeke 7bste] HHd)(optimal solution)3 78 4 UA T JALAA ALY YA-L
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A9 fFF 4 glon, ol MAEI] AT JE] EE HIWH FA AA 9 Uity £4&
Aol 37 Wi o]E FUt Bow e FE PHInFoE dA3e A 7t 71
BT Z WolAA AARG AT} AFEol st AR do] vl gol AtE LS UE
st Aok EF, AF7AAL] PEL R £4 9] 435 4(preferential independen-
ce)}& 7Hg3li U7 Wil AAAo] BF3ir).

watA, 2 d7dA e dde] ok £49 £ S AAE 49 253E T HFHNY
7be/dol Sutg tiehe AANZLZA A4 £5 U 29 5 oA o] WA W 59
(convergence)¥ = YO WAMT &7} dojA= FA-E 4A ¢ 4 Atk wd, A ¢ (cutting
range) C, & Coitt UR 27 dgstd XS ¥4 7bsAol U oladd shsAe %
ol =ddls AH vt JAFZATE B4 S g f¥eldn BaEigoid ¥ A0
e Zolth A olzle] AtAA ALY A4S o & wgse Wgoladn Az
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