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On the Opimal Decision Making using the
Eigenvector Methods

Chung, Soon-Suk

Abstract

Multi-criteria decision making is deducing the relative importance in the

criterion of decision making and each alternative which is able to making a
variety of choices measures the preferred degree in the series of low-raking
criterions. Moreover, this is possible by synthesizing them systematically. In
general, a fundamental problem decision maker solve for multi-criteria decision
making is evaluating a set of activities which are considered as the

target logically, and this kind of work is evaluated and synthesized by

various criterions of the value which a chain of activities usually hold in common.
In this paper, we are the eigenvector methods in weights calculating.

For the purpose of making optimal decision, the data of five different car

models are used. For computing, we used Visual Numerica Version 1.0

software package.
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