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Abstract

The practical problem of multi-attribute decision making are formed by the uncertain attribute that
the attribute by the alternatives cannot be defined or judged crisphy but only as vague.

In this case the final judgements are also represented by vague which have to be ordered to
determine the optimal alternative. The problem is more complex if the evaluations of alternatives
according to each attribute are expresed vague.

This paper described the results of a study done to determine how well multi-attribute decision
marking perform in helping a decision maker arrive at a preferred solution to a multi-attribute
problem with vague attribute. Particular area of research has concentrated on the issue of combining
quantitative and qualitative data supplied by estimation. Futher study considers some method for
suitable evaluation of qualitative data.
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