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71l #He Z}Eiﬁt Edolgdm B 4 gloenl, CRMY =90 3% 22 23L&
g7 e FE2 AFst g8 R AEE AXEUAN B & R AEHoE &
A7tz QU et B =F& CRME ddsn e gAg EAYS Hdstx, 3
e Auid FoE & FAFN B $AES AR AT VYPoE Fol AME
Hia e SattyZb A o7l E(Multi-criteria) QAVEAR WPESY A AHP
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2e 71gEe] HA dHolEHolAa EE dHolHYod$2E 28 o F)H o
Eo2 & CRMS €59 T3 $HE Aol oy, a3z &7 ¢ CRME
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olo] Ath3 F QX (relative importance)® #&& 4+ Urh

<& 31> 71&°] dig d=aQe v

71 [ BEMTY | 994 ([ARER| BEHEA

A [ EAEY 1 2.26 1.97 3.35
g | 934 0.44 1 0.9 3.73
8 |ABRFH| 051 1.11 1 3.74
g | B34 0.3 0.27 0.27 1

FA(S)| 225 4.64 4.14 11.82
| NE |BMFY | 984 [AEFH| 834 P & | Fox
7| B85 | 044 0.487 0.476 0.283 1.690 0.423
3 | 4#4 | 019 0.216 0.217 0.316 0.945 0.236
g | ARFTHF| 0227 0.239 0.242 0.316 1.024 0.256
2 | g24 | 0133 | 0058 | 0065 | 0085 | 0341 | 0.085
7+ 71E [ BT 984 (RIS EHRA | P9 &
Z | B4%Y]| 0423 0533 0.504 0.285 1.745
2| 4B | 0.186 0.236 0.230 0.317 0.969
g | ARFTH| 0216 0.262 0.256 0.318 1.052
2 | 8294 | 0127 0.064 0.069 0.085 0.345

Amax  4.099 C. I 0033 C. R. 0.037
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CRM £AH T 7}3 A3¢ TAHES 24387 A8 712(E4 Y, 484, JRT
F, B34 FHoAM & ZAPE FrHEtn FREE ALt WHL fdA A
g Axet Zov, FAY 409 HHARHTH, 4B, BRI HF, BHIH)Y S
A zZt EAFE H7tetd AMd 8= HEHES e dFee JEE FLES
w39 ¥ FREE AU
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<E 32> 9% XM A
4%y | 48 | BEEH | ©9A
(0.423) (0.236) (0.256) (0.085)
aZdlole | 0413 0.376 0.128 0.404
Hole %8| 028 0427 0.249 0.143

H & 0.134 0.086 0.443 0.242
WEA & 0.159 0.111 0.181 0.211
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<E 33> 94l g EAe] 434 ¥&(CR)

C. R.
A% Ue EAHY vw 0.027
dE8 e EAHY Ha 0.018
ZEFH U EAHY v 0.097
gl g EARY ¥ 0.005

A#AA HS(CR)O 01 Bt} 25 Zoog £8% 5 Jve Aoz BomJo)

<E 34>4 AANE AH}E CRM EAE FAH 14 dolee] o] g EAHo]
g Aty §7ee, 1 goz ol F#e oag, g EA, AW T2
WRAGe $HQ RS BAFT Yok,

<E 34> FH A3 TAHY A4
oY | 9484 | BERIF | H©HTA £ 2o
(0.423) | (0.236) | (0.256) | (0.085)
Tzidol¥ | 0175 0.089 0.033 0.034 0.331

dele¥s | 0121 0.101 0.064 0.012 0.298
| HE 0.057 0.020 0.113 0.021 0.211
s 0.067 0.026 0.046 0.018 0.157
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oe EEEd EgH ol nlsled AW AAY AL FIY F Jue FHo
ok YutR o=z Wol ol&HE HAEE 93 FHEE AHESIATH 93 AX & HE
T & AR 3FE RAE 753 9, Harker(1987), Harker$d Vargas(1987), Saaty(1980)
of o Fad FEAF AAF AFNA 98 HEt ALY ofF Fue AE

B £ °ﬂ-’r‘°ﬂ)~1“ CRM®] &A% ¥ n7 dojele] Ao U EAHo THAL
2 d7dor & BAFLE AYHJYATL, nH el AFHAY FFHE, ol we
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