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<Abstract>

Technology evaluation is one of the key issues in discussions on the development of evaluation methods. This

paper deals with some methods for the evaluation of new energy technologies, which were appraised by MAUT

from various outlooks: economics, environment, and resource saving. MAUT is considered to be the proper

method for evaluating the next generation energy technology, since it can evaluate alternatives that comprise basic

criteria.

This paper analyzes a priority order of 13 new energy technologies selected by groups of energy technology ex-

perts through two steps. Converted utility technology shows the highest value in economics.
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S1 0.24 0.29 0.19 0.14 0.05 0.10 1.00
s2 0.24 0.14 0.29 0.10 0.05 0.19 1.00
S3 0.14 0.29 0.24 0.19 0.10 0.05 1.00
S4 0.14 0.29 0.24 0.10 0.05 0.19 1.00
S5 0.19 0.24 0.29 0.10 0.14 0.05 1.00
S6 0.29 0.14 0.24 0.10 0.05 0.09 1.00
S7 0.29 0.10 0.24 0.14 0.05 0.19 1.00
S8 0.24 0.29 014 0.19 0.10 0.05 1.00
39 0.24 0.05 0.29 0.19 0.14 0.10 1.00
S10 0.14 0.19 0.24 0.05 0.10 0.29 1.00
S 0.24 0.05 0.29 0.14 0.10 0.19 1.00
512 0.24 0.05 0.28 0.10 0.19 0.14 1.00
S13 0.19 0.10 0.28 0.24 0.14 0.05 1.00
S14 0.19 0.14 0.29 0.10 0.05 0.24 1.00
Av. 0.21 0.17 0.25 0.13 0.09 0.14 1.00
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=kjug () +kyu, () +hkyuy(eg)thkyuy(og)+ksus(xs)+kgug(xe)

=0.29(~ 1.06002 - 1.45838 ¢ ~ ***°%) + 0.14(~ 1.06002 - 1.45838 ¢ ~ **%1%y
+0.24(1.06002 - 1.45838 ¢ ~ *°*%) 1 0.10(1.00000 - 511.99805 ¢ ~ >y
+0.05(1.00000 — 511.99805 ¢ ~ ***™**) + 0.09(1.00000 - 3.99998 ¢ ~ *****%)
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8) Keeney, R., and H. Raiffa (1976), Dicision with Multiple Objectives, Wiley, New York.
9) A 3] (1991), "elALAH &), G A E3}AL, pp. 280 - 285.
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0.946

0.735

tech.5 | 0.674

0.705

0.319

0.467

0.770

0.876

0.278

0.288

0.566

0.858

0.730

0.536

0.485

0177

tech.6 | 0.860

0.713

0.316

0.577

0.751

0.912

0.446

0.683

0.710

0.834

0.729

0.366

0.913

0.294

tech.7 | 0.276

0.428

0.217

0.262

0.588

0.798

0.084

0.230

0.585

0.487

0.728

0.647

0.508

0.067

tech.8 { 0.478

0.785

0.328

0.610

0.627

0.721

0.623

0.508

0.645

0.826

0.730

0.356

0.714

0.283

tech.9 | 0.488

0.381

0.230

0.542

0.350

0.872

0.556

0.349

0.849

0.818

0.598

0.430

0.514

0.434

tech. 10{ 0.707

0.823

0.685

0.800

0.648

0.727

0.702

0.538

0.725

0.854

0.730

0.839

0.685

0.689

tech. 11 0.793

0.703

0.518

0.754

0.619

0.589

0.568

0.280

0.910

0.822

0.730

0.450

0.580

0.772

tech. 121 0.612

0.335

0.651

0.394

0.426

0.873

0.325

0.798

0.832

0.850

0.574

0.5638

0.661

0.292

tech. 131 0. 566

0.693

0.480

0.484

0.590

0.425

0.400

0.267

0.650

0.848

0.730

0.652

0.644

0.185

total | 8.021

8.445

6.114

7.700

7.830

10.208

6.180

6.016

9.468

10.561

9175

7.796

8.703

5.629

530t ol g i met HA & AMdsta ol F
Z AE7H Z 71go) i BEXNE 49 g
S E &Y B8 AT e P&
oz} AEITE] 71E] did BEXY FAe AR
tE2A vebd & ded ole 4 AEvke 43S
o] -2 AT 718 Aot} (<E 4> FXx). u}etA
BRo gistd 2& HFoz qE5str] d8 4 7
& AEX 9 Po| ZZE T F, 0|8 A W3l
Af 2 velhd e <F 5> 2

2t AE7HE Bt A ZA8X)9 Aol 4 AE
7Hee] Hrt Aoz Yetd & ded 54X
A7t BE BSE 997198 A&7l §A 7}t
e A dgMdzg Az B4 ok &, B
FollMe 14919 FFE AWERE HEI}F 100]
105612 714 98718 FSrt 2 Aoz EMFHY
o] RN Y FEVIEE AL} 147} 5.6299] &

£ E Hol1 Yt Aoz EXNFHY oo & A}
o) 4.9322 et}

7. ti_ke] H7t gl 24

FH WA me AEHos AHY BEAT
9 A A 1E9E 71849 VGG oA 2
583 71%°2 Yehgor tgoz "Adu AP
8 AER 71472 uehged ok 2 et 4
QR S5 Bope] oix] 4M] HFEo]
g0 A1 NS 1T o ©FYol Yx A
g3 NP} 169 7143} 269 712 5L
9104 A9) FAME o2 Uehsteh,

AW, ST DAY 716 BAYES BA o] B
W39 A 7143 A L B4 AFshe 7]
$o 27t VA, A9 Ak 71%o) 1) 7]

e 27}



ofeiy|, ui

12
N
N

o
2

O
Jul

—

o

w

(E 5) 2t 7l=0

rot

b EEX(9] MEuigof] WE Za

spe.

tech S1 |82 ([ S3 |84 |S5|S6|S7 |88 |89 [S10]811]812|814|S14 |total | rank

tech. 10.0778 [ 0.0592 | 0.0912 | 0.0817 [ 0.0825 | 0.0835 | 0.0618 { 0 1041 ] 0.0814 | 0.0816 | 0.0782 | 0.0855 | 0.0744 | 0.0831 | 1.1361

tech.2 0.0837|0.1035 | 0.0698 | 0.1020 | 0.0863 | 0.0778 1 0.0990 | 0 0690 | 0.0768 | 0.0794 | 0.0796 | 0.1053 | 0.0877 { 0.0799 | 1.1998

P~ w o

tech. 3 |0.0787 [ 0.0773]0.1236 [ 0.0865 | 0.0654 | 0.0871)0.0714 1 0 0854 | 0.0783 | 0.0786 | 0.07680 | 0.0842 { 0.0738 | 0.1302 | 1.1987

tech.4 |0.0798 | 0.1045 | 0.1029 | 0.0849 | 0.0799 { 0.0862 | 0.1235 [ 0 0871} 0.0840 | 0.0797 | 0.0796 | 0.1210 | 0.1087 | 0. 1306 | 1.3624

J—

tech.5 | 0.0841(0.0835 | 0.0522 | 0.0806 | 0.0983 | 0.0859 | 0.0450 | 0.0479 | 0.0587 | 0.0812 | 0.0796 | 0.0688 | 0.0558 | 0.0305(0.9320 | 10

tech.6 |0.1072 | 0.0845 | 0.0517 | 0.0749 1 0.0959 | 0.0894 { 0.0722  0.1136 [ 0.0750 | 0.0790 | 0.0794 1 0.0469 | 0.1049 | 0.0522 [ 1.1268| 7

tech. 7 | 0.0345 | 0.0506 | 0.0354 | 0.03410.0761 0.0762 { 0.0136 | 0.0383 | 0.0587 } 0.0455| 0.0794 [ 0.0822 | 0.0584 { 0.0119 | 0.6953 | 13

tech.8 |0.0596 | 0.0894 | 0.0536 | 0.0792 1 0.0801 0.0706 | 0.1007 | 0.0836 | 0.0681 | 0.0782 | 0.0796 | 0.0456 [ 0.0821 | 0.0503 [ 1.0207| 9

tech. 9 (00609 {0.0451)0.0377 [ 0.0704 | 0 0447 | 0.0855 | 0.0900 | 0.0580 { 0.0897 [ 0.0774 | 0.0851 | 0.0552 | 0.0590 | 0.0771]0.9158 | 12

tech. 10{0.0881 00974 0.11210.10390.0828 | 0.0712 | 0.1135 | 0.0894 | 0.0766 | 0.0809 { 0.0796 | 0. 1076 { 0.0787 | 0.1225| 13043 2

tech. 11]0.0988 | 0.0832 | 0.0847 | 0.0078 } 0.0791 | 0.0577 | 0.0919 | 0.0485 | 0.0962 | 0.0778 | 0.0796 | 0.0578 | 0.0667 | 0.1371| 1.1550| &

tech. 12(0.0763 | 0.0397 | 0.1065 | 0.0511 0.0544 | 0.0856 | 0.0526 | 0.1327 | 0.0878 | 0.0805 | 0.0625 | 0.0690 [ 0.0759 | 0.0518 | 1.0265| 8

tech. 13{0.07050.0820 | 0.0784 | 0.0628 | 0.0753 | 0.0416 | 0.0648 | 0.0443 | 0.0687 | 0.0801 [ 0.0796 | 0.0709 { 0.0740{ 0.0328 | 0.9260 | 11

total | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 { 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 { 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 1.0000 | 14.000
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= 9 2 ES g et 28X thi%y 21X
1= AU HAMH| I8 83 7|5 1.362 aHY
&2 XNHH| M S gt 7 |& 1.304 &4y
3T=? e JHHA 35 718 1.200 aHd
42| ABMA| UM 7]& 1.199 ArEd
5% MEZtAS SREHMIGCO) 2|& 1.186 g3y
67 FA0HX| 018 7|5 1.136 Y
&2 HZ[=Z0HX| 0| 871& 1.127 g8y
8=% AUE EHUSAILE WL 7|5 1.027 b
9=2| Igs ST o J|& 1.021 gad
102 HIO|ROHA OB 7|& 0.932 Y
= OlHAl Hotd HEAAE 7|& 0.926 SHY
12=% AR d= Rt HE7 s 0.916 a8y
132 VOC H7H7 & 0.696 ay
2 Al 14.000
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