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Abstract

Sequentiality in decision making is an inherent characteristic of the R&D Process.
Conceptual changes are noted during the Course of the Project which represent a
continuous improvement in the quality of the data available during the various project
stages. In this paper, Eight characteristic types of project evaluation models have been
developed : economic index models, portfolioc models, decision theory models, risk analysis
models, frontier models, scoring models, profile models and checklists. Each of these will
be critically reviewed and appraised.
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3. AFMNETA HrtEY

1) AAZYAE 2

AAYAE ¥ ¥(economic index models)e AA4 49 ANF Xd3d] veld & U AFE
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Z 2 o] 2¥(frontier models)? ¢)Y 3} fPeladE F71A 71FE AuRFe 202 3o A
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