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Abstract — Quality assurance (QA) for nuclear R&D project is very concerned about the poor economy due
to the improper selection of QA requirements. This paper proposes a new methodology for determining the
relative importance weights of QA requirements considering the attributes of nuclear R&D project. QFD
(Quality Function Deployment) is used as a conceptual framework and fuzzy number is introduced to cap-
ture the vagueness uncertainty existing in human judgement. Also we use a confidence attitude of decision-
maker in order to improve the reliability of extracted attribute level of R&D project. Case study on a nuclear
R&D project and scenario analysis are carried out to verify the usefulness and effectiveness of proposed
methodology.

Key words : [importance weights of QA requirements, QFD, Fuzzy AHP

*To whom correspondence should be addressed.
Korea Atomic Energy Research Institute

Tel: 042-868-2213

E-mail: cgpark@kaeri.re.kr

128



A4 QEDE ol8% UAY BT axle) Faw A4 129
Table 1. Nuclear quality assurance requirements.

R, : &4 R, : FA R 243 R, : A A #e]

R, : o4 5 %) Ro: A4, 234 9 = R, : A 7%l

R,: TRES 9 goe] %) R E59 A4 2 %) R, : 5574 %Y

Ry, : A} R, : Al g 2] R, : 53 2 AdA 9] e

Rls:‘ﬂ%, Z‘l%‘;‘l %'{'g" RM:/‘]%J,@}\}"%! Z'“i%d% R]sz%aﬂ%%ﬂ S’d‘a}

R, 1 Al 23 R, : EARZ/NH Ry @ ZFAF

LN B g

AR 7, o] 2 AT SN E dRE
ol oA AAE FARE] Ago| a7Er. YA}
3 FA4E2(Quality Assurance)e]=t “YUAHA| e =
€, A% == 71717 7Fs Sl 53 7158 43
& Aot & 7] flsl] ez AP o1 A
AHQ] BE F522 Asnl o}F 98] Table 1
I 2o 19 FARZeA] F4E)

Z el AN A A#A Al okdlg o
T A8 AR Aopalel tigk FAES A
4 297} S71skar Alvk A, AR ATopgAke
$ AR s FRANEL A SN 2 H4)
o] mlaEEo] 9)A] oko} AR Aol L= Table
18] FARZQ7e] T F45T 9l PHol
o =3, 471 APAkgell A4EE RS
A50] AA ] We] obd T ARIES] A
gl o) AAFI glek. o2 Qls) A& A}
2 dNde 98] wk=A] Fesk 8xe] A=A,
EL 08 97150 A4 A7) A= A3
A Al E 2T sheAd o] A gt v
A A o| I ke AR QTve] et A}
A E UREY] SlEME s QIdae] &
AL ietele] de3t FARE A AAE £ 9)
= AAAL o] 27

w= FA B3] (American  Society for Quality
Controlye 7 S AfrANdT, 71297, $
SATE FHI, A¥AEE 2 A, B¢ 9,
w2 3oz Esled A7 2 A= wet
ASQCH 17 FARZe7S AH #HEsl7] 9% 7}
o] =5 AAFIL YL ole} FALSHA ul= 7)A|EE]
(American Society of Mechanical Engineersy= A%
L] FeE V1A, $59T, T, |97
A AT ESI, olF HHE YA FHRF
187 87 F #4713 AL A gH o
52 AN HuE 28xow BRdle] Harbs
g FAEZ S AABL glont, ATEArd e A

Wad S ejEA] e AAS 7R glen, £

5 @A o] EFEAY Dedt 870¢] wiHE 715
o] oJH3] EAg
off b, AAHAE-E FAAN A8 7VEs F
ARZ87 S AR Sl ub AL AR
o} FAA Q) HiehEe] AAlEe} olet. vt 533
(Canadian Standards AssociationpllA= Al 2 4372
EAE aBEle] Avle] 4l FAES Ze a9 VE
Q) CAN3-Z299.1~CAN3-7299.4 % sh 15 Agisl) $)
3 % 7R S AAES o= A W mkRiel
Factor Rating Method= 6712 B4.8Q (A A 2] &
A, A Asx, Qi B3, F5e] B4, A
A, AR HFE Fo3l o]o] FAIE o83t
of A7) 4 FARG T2 F e AP F
W= el Program Element Methody E2-$-X[EA}
ALEl= AR R WA 4 SRS
239 & shil AYHES sl upgelt}. A1k
7| Fell M= Fg G @A, 7o, A=k, A, Al
2 A F8E, AsE, B 599 A
Hofdlir, ol 5] FAZ FASE L L, 1 5 3h5
ARl 7 FALEER vE A FARFLAS
Aeel== s uhlE AldSiE e, =15k DOE
(Department of Energy)ll M 4, <A, 224 2 &
Aza9] 167) 93880E Frishar ol we} 4714 §)
F4EL AR, e vE] 2R FHEF
8718 25 ALshs WS Ak, HT =H
2187 (International Atomic Energy Agency)ellAl:=
ATFEAAR] Al A QA6 disted 1A
A, AlFA, B3, AARSE, A8 S99 AeE
Fojalal, AR A FATEORE LRl 7
FEEE v)E AdY EFAREe gt gFE F
=S sh= S A5 v A
99 WPpRES BEE 2 /A $8IES VIS
2 QA=A A aglelu} FALAT HrsLAL o]
FAASRE FASH F= ARFES AAs ol uf
2} nje] A" FAESRN S AEI)EF 3k Ao
b o] E W A} ARl WAL F
Eo) 44 BE gt 8o gEAY dest 84
o] wiAlE 7iAde] Ftalet. =3k, oj2fdt WSS 5

o

Journal of Energy Engineering, Vol. 16, No. 3 (2007)



130 e - 279

A FARZAE Agsiojete 1 AFLAES] 58
3} At 9A4 58 AT & e, 5, FR
REaze A4 5L AAY 5 Qe oW AR
@, EARZE 9 Fe e\ AFSR X3k ot o
24 921 AR et AxFAALY] FEEE
FARE A 48908 vl 7 FAEF819
g7l 2 F9EE AAA o= o 5 Qe v
wel At Baxde o333 dolgle

QFD(Quality Function Deploymenty= A1E<] 7 &
AAMA AN 249 87 AET V5L E
AEA)7)7] 43 s AT BHEE AMEE 9
AR EFot, A QFARRFE FEA717] A3 Al
F716EA) FREE Hrls] i QFDel st
FA7HES AEs e T80l DA o] FIRITL 9l
o Lu et ol Aswad®, Ammacost et al"”, Chuang"
59 Aol M= wie} o] Al aANEke] TR
AA-E ¢]8|A AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process) 7|®
o] F9lsAl F4ET Qleh. FTell: A4 274}
gro] maslal WER on|7} Gekspe, Az A
o UAle =34 EFAAL efste] Kwong and
Bai™ Giilgin Biiyiikdzkan et all'"! S} 7ro] AHP
o] HAJe| 2L 7|13}t #x| AHPE 431 A7t +
L LA

3, QFDY A} FAdwRe] AEAsel] 2
A 2oFsk= AN QFDel AN o] EjiFvekE
AA3F) AN AR} dolglet. &, 2+ sdEARe] A
o] Fds HAET, g FAER] o AR
FELo APEE FA| Rl glvhe AHelw. FAER
W2 AP el M2 27] wjiel zHe] A
Aol o2 7EXE Folof Pell= Bt 137
Sk giv. w3}, 3 sAEAe] At sieje=
Eo wet 1 AF=r} dF 4 dxd 71E2] QFD
FAFAAANNE o]F wEsA Eslar sl

olgyt IAEZ FEs] AN Aed T
45 A HEE Aol o] HEE o]83le]
222 HAFLS AZ 3 Concentration) == 3}
(Dilation)3r2- 24 A& F= WS AR =
Tl ) AdERbe) A Aol Hal BrReES A
Aale] o) 2 7|Fo3 HATA MR Aot 7IFAE
FJ = QI=E AHP 719e] AP AREKAE 2
AR FIe o) X|Qt AAAR-E o] B3l IAHFAL
£ AEA A= wel 555 AT IHE
24 272 AFAE wola ARA A= AR AT
ol Ax gl 1 o] 8MPHS A AsE T
T S 7 S AdEAp) SE AR RS o
g3to} 7zt HAEAF Qb ez Aol wis] U=t

olixI=2t H16 M3S 2007

~

AT QlE7hE veplie A= HA) ASASE A
Abstedr}. sAlRE oj2igh WSS A EAPEE AEA
Aol Pk AT AAtsle] e SRk A
EAo] 4T F43he FAZ 7T 9len], 3] &
s AEAte] 7 ARgEde pasE TS st
A F3kat glet

QFDY| A7AHE AlwlEm, 34 8 FARE- A1E7]
£E4 FoEES Frlsy] g 7|18 JERRE
492 98 & S ek wekd QFDe] A 8TAR
e dAlsle] A AFPDAS) 482 9
sz olgslil, FoES BN AFIEENE
Halste] A EARZ QAL o83, IS8T
Abtg wleddt AE71EEAS) e HriEd el
A8 AP S48 Wdd FARTL
Ae] ARELE HrlHAcs Ak 5 Y& Ao
ek}

olo] £ dAFelME WA AT E &
AL mEsls FARZ LA s 7L E
Alkstara s, ol & $13k 718 EHEEA QFD
o]4-3}314} ghe}. 531, QFD ¥AHFAe A d=
Eqste] Qzkel FHAQ) wds Ruge <l =
Fax e TslaL, 7 ARGHEE SRR
aledd 4= gl HhHE Aldtsld QFD ¥AAT ] A
AEE AT} get &, 7 AR AR
< 5l 7Pl SAEAPE 7R s o
712 g} =3, B4 dAEAT IR e R
s ATk Beka AdEle B8 Fste] Al
B o] 849 FEAS BET

2. O|EX d{&

2-1. QFD

HOQ(House of Quality)= QFD™IS- &ju]sl= -Go]=
2897 % 3= QFDY HEHe] FEA 24 2
FAVS AIEL] 7)EEACE HMENTE 715 3
A7 EFe|tt. Fig, 1ol Fo13l HOQ TE& i}
Zro] T7He] FA QAT o] FoiR|H, FE-EA o) wpet A
gyog FES szksle] of&Hrt

3, 374 8 FAFSH(Customer Requirement)e F2of|
v T @FARtele}, iR T o] ARGSE o
o2 FHH| ofFe] FAA )5 REd AU B
o, AEEAL g, AY 52 58 ARE d& 4+ 9
o}, QFDY] 8ol 3lo) ¢ F83t ARE AF3)e,
Qups ez A :e] Aubrieke] A QTS
233 TALTAE) 8w AR AR

E4, 33HEA] (Engineering Characteristicsy A EAY




Hx QFDE o437 WxE FARF 9719 £8% AA 131

o ®
2l g ® DY QAT 2
® |3 ZaSy7E )| %
2 | A 9l
¥z "
4l
2 i}

<

Fig. 1. Structure of HOQ.
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Table 2. Linguistic terms and triangular fuzzy numbers for pairwise comparison.
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Table 3. Questionnaire answered fuzzy numbers and
confidence attitudes (example).

A FA AEAH LR E
® (&, m;, w) (a, b, ¢)
A2 1 4,5, 6) (0.7, 0.8, 0.9)
A2 1,2, 3) (03, 0.4, 0.5)
A EA} 3 5,6, 7) (0.6, 0.7, 0.8)
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Fig. 2. Methodology for determining the importance
weights of the QA requirements.
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Fig. 3. Calculation flow in the 2-stage QFD.
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Table 4. Attributes of nuclear R&D project.
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Table 5. Questionnaire form for attribute F,’s level and confidence attitude.
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Table 6. Linguistic terms and triangular fuzzy num-
ber for evaluating the attributes.
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Table 8. Questionnaire form for the pairwise comparison of R, with respect to F,.
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Table 9. Questionnaire answered fuzzy numbers and importance weights of R; with respect to F..
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ol Akel AxAE AN, HZo| Hrd 9
A77pable] $489 FEel S FARF8719

WJ

-

ofN fo b o ﬂ%ﬂ

r

oL
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Zawo] WedE T, 44 FANFLAY FLEA DB
FARFEA) Fo%el WJPoRH B oRE 4
A48 QPR Sdo) wedd FARF A F
8%} doie & 4 ek

4. NI W 7EY 4

o

4-1. Alflgd+

Ex] 921 Aol & Ak Atd whEE
2 o] gal U FARF ALY AYFLEE =&
3712 g} B A7l AR A Ak
2 A PAAAE AAELE F8 FAES ARF E st
of AL Axsh, A= Felle Al AEE 5
Pl TS F UGB I gle], ARkR WhHE
9] 1A 4 ey FF 25T gict. =3 AAlE «
A FARE 9] 8L EF AL gle], B o
TFollr =29 FARE A AF8® ou|E Hel
g 4 e AoVl 3.

A 1A M= QA Apdak] ezl 39S

Aon 54898 % 2 SR HT HES

Table 10. Importance weights of attribute F,.

Zaala, Aol FARE AR} 39S Yo R &
Aaclel] g 3 S FARZeAY] FREE
7R sden, A3AcE Ut FERE A
Fl 3gE WAke R £ FARZeA g ik F
AREQA 85T PYrBIeF st A
7} WelAd o8 AErLe) &g 7 wedd 4 9l
& Alolo}. A, 94 FARS 9 APEAR] A
ulol) that B elslar Fabeel ARl A AEvt
= gax oz A glon, 1A AETle 2
3 AE-L 9 3]e] BAAT] AL A 5 9l
7] WEo] B oAM= Aol A3t AEvt 374
< AAse] AFE A BN

A 1AL $A 8 3 F Sl Et AE
A4k A3E Table 109 YRGS ZF £43.2904
2 AxAe] Fdsteg, B iME A #A%
%429 Fol dig AxAd#1E 53172 g

FL,w& EFWAE ol83lo] 7} Alf4Ad 2l x4
Z& AAkst Ao, o]F Center of Area WHoE
v x| g3k 7ol FL,o veht gich. Table 4914 =
AEl 4 89ld g ARS8 FREF o] 45}

Fm J QFL}, CQFLY, FLg FL.., W(F, Fon) FL,
(3, 4,5) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)
Fu , 5, 6) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)  (3.33, 4.57,5.75) 45516 0.3
4, 5, 6) (0.00, 0.25, 0.50)
2,3, 4) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)
Fi, (3,4,5) (0.25, 0.50, 0.75)  (2.88, 4.11, 5.29)  4.0906 0.2
4,5, 6) (0.75, 1.00, 1.00)
2,3, 4) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)
Fi (3, 4,5) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)  (2.57, 3.88, 5.14)  3.8631 0.2
F52 (4, 5, 6) (0.25, 0.50, 0.75)
A 41542
(F) (1, 2,3) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)
Fu 2,3, 4) (0.25, 0.50, 0.75)  (1.88, 3.11, 4.29)  3.0906 0.1
(3, 4,5) (0.75, 1.00, 1.00)
(3, 4,5) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)
Fis 4,5, 6) (0.00, 0.25, 0.50)  (3.86, 5.13, 5.75)  4.9107 0.1
(5, 6, 6) (0.75, 1.00, 1.00)
(2,3, 4) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)
Fie 2,3,4) (0.25, 0.50, 0.75) (267, 4.13,5.14) 39782 0.1
(5, 6, 6) (0.50, 0.75, 1.00)

F, : Az dpidaiele] £4841

Fo. @ 2 £48918 A&

QFL., : AR o] N¥EALel 560 et AEA
CQFL!, :

SRR o] ARl FE el Hd =

FL, - AR ERWAR] Sj3 AR A3ERae]
FL,, : Center of Area BPdel] 2js) w[H |35l Al¥&Ad 992 &5

Wy, Fu) : $4290 Foll digh AF5489 F,2 $2%

FL, : $48< Fo +F
w(F) : F, 2 AEQ =(FL S ATsh
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Table 11. Importance weights of attribute F,. of FEEFEL Fat £4.9919) 50| FL,ovh Table
P £4 90 223 999 1ol A 1A AAER 2 4 8919] $E(FL,)TH
e FEEFL,) AT LEWE,) o] & AFERt 7 £4 2909 AHFLE(wE)E

F,: EE A4 41542 0.2455 et

F: 59 7o 3.8969 0.2303 Az FARE AE7E 3] 24 A9l

F,: ZE9 A ¥ 3.3834 0.2000 o - = -

F3 . g;; ZJ{Z_]- 24751 0.1463 gt s 4 BRRF FLEE AL s}

4 = « . =1 3

Fyo: 59 AXA4 30103 01779 sick. ol5e) AeAA=RE 4 AR A Ay

Table 12. Importance weights of the QA requirements R,.

£ 2. 1(F,) £ FARZE QAR
A Faw

7z A R, R R R R R, R, Rs Ry R, R
F, 0.2455 1.0000
F, 0.2303 0.2308 0.7692
F; 0.2000 0.7359 0.1944 0.0698
F, 0.1463 0.0983 0.0532 0.3156 0.1131 0.0983 0.0444 0.2771
F; 0.1779 02177 02177 0.2437 0.0608 0.1115 0.0458 0.2668

A F L5 w(Fy, R) 02455 0.0531 0.1772 0.0531 0.0174 0.0895 0.1471 0.0662 0.0342 0.0286 0.0880

Table 13. Questionnaire answered fuzzy numbers and importance weights of R, with respect to R,

P
R, R, R, R R, Ry Ry, R v&fi)
(U6, 15,114y (118,177, 16y (M6, 15, 1idy (1, 1,2y (146, 1/5, 1/4) (144,173, 1/2)
R, (1/4, 173, 12) (156, 1/5, 1/4) (156, 1/5, /4y (1,2,3) (14,13, 12) (1/4,1/3, 1/2)
(174, 13, 112) (1/6, 1/5, 1/4) (114, 173, 1/2) (1/4,1/3,12) (18, 1/7,1/6) (1, 1,2) 0.0409
(A2 (0.2,03,04) (02,02,02) (02,02,03) (04,08 1.0) (02,0203) (03,04, 08)
(U4, 13,12y (144,153, 112y (&, 5,6) (16, 1/514) (2,3, 4)
R, (4,13, 12y (U6, 1/5, 1/4)  (2,3,4 (I8, /7 1/6) (1,12
(U6, 15, 14y (156, 1/5, 1/4)  (4,5,6)  (1/4,13,12)  (4,56) 0.0738
(&3 02,03,04) (02,02,03) (33,43,53) (02,02,03) (20,3.0,4.0)
@, 5, 6) 6,7,8) (1/4,13,12)  (4,5,6)
R; 2,3, 4) (5,67 (1, 1,2) (4,5, 6)
(6,7, 8) (6,7, 8) (2,3, 4) 23,4 0.3941
REFT) (4.0,50,60) (57,67,7.7) (1.0,1.0,20) (33,43,53)
(2,3, 4) (1, 1,2 (2,3,49
Rq 6,17, 8) 1,1,2) 6,7, 8)
4,5, 6) (1,2,3) (@, 5, 6) 0.1752
R i) (490,50,60) (1.0,13,23) (40,50, 60)
(1/4,13,12)  1,1,2)
Ry (1/6, 175, 1/4) (2,3, 4)
(1/6, 1/5, 1/8) (13,172, 1)  0.0419
(A5 02,02,03) (1.0,13,23)
@, 3, 6)
R, 3, 4,5
7 Es, 6, 73 0.2186
AEFHET) (40,50, 6.0)
R,
- 0.0556
(At
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ol oJs A¥ FAXE T35, ol7lel vIAY FPPE A
L3le] A8 & £A FARF AL FoES
AArstadc). ellA] dAE ALHE Table 9ol $48
Q Foll digt s 4 $AEZF a2 Fax A9
2 AEAAe} AEPAR), 223 9iAE FPRE A&
g &4 FARZa9] FREWE;, Ry AAEZATL
et 9loh Jux] £4 a¢lel gk 4 FARSFS
72 o % A AL FUsIEE A}

Table 120015 A 25HA AZ 8ofg o= 7F $4
Qole) izt 4 FARZQAY] FAE(W(F,, Ryt
7} £4 2919 AE L E(W(F.)V} Bl R A AR
Z28719] AIF2 S (W(Ey, R)) A A} vt 3t

Table 14, Importance weights of R, with respect to R,

714

A 3= A 2A ) FARE AARAE AR, &
A EARZ97 Rel digk dut FARZe70] F8
ol g3t An| AEA} f v|AdE FPP 443
= Table 133 %t} Umx] $4 FARZ 70 g
ol FARZ g7 AATAL FUstE2 A

Table 1493 A|35tAl2] AE QoRt Aoz 7+ &
2] EARZQA gt Jdut FARFQ710] FRE(WR,
RS} 7 44 FARF AL ANFewr} e o
v ZARZEgAL] ARFLE(WR, Ry) A4 A7t
el glet.

Table 150 A2AlAA AArE £4 FHARFR.
o) AFEQ = (W(Fy, RY), A 3A A Ak

&4 FARZQAR)

gut FRARF AR

4 F L%

?_ —5_!__ W(FM, R{) Rl R-2 R5 R6 R16 R17 ng
R, 0.2455 0.0409 00738 03941 01752 00419 02186  0.0556
R, 0.0531 0.1600 03168 00482 02230 00810  0.0810  0.0810
R, 0.1772 0.1145  0.1145 01145 03327  0.0900  0.1780  0.0559
R, 0.0531 0.0133 00380 02574  0.0380 02574 01386 02574
R, 0.0174 0.0395 03053 02883 01619 00742 00565  0.0742
Ry 0.0985 0.1398 03329  0.077 00874 00367 02081  0.0874
R, 0.1471 0.0563 02495 03691 00546 00578  0.1549  0.0578
R, 0.0662 0.0207 04990  0.0637  0.0544 00507 01353  0.1762
R, 0.0342 0.0367 03125 02810 01391 00423  0.0721 0.1163
R, 0.0286 0.0553 03504 02756 01071 00842  0.0435  0.0840
R,s 0.0880 002879 02879 00487 00364 00397 02025  0.0969
A ELE wRs R 00910 02082 02282 01491 00680  0.1698  0.0857

Table 15. Normalized relative importance weights of 18 QA requirements.
T + R, R, R, R, R; R¢ R, Rg R,
A Tz HZ =
54 F4RT el Fa= 02455  0.0531 0.1772  0.0531 0.0174
(w(Fy, Rp)
oul TANZQA FLE
i d 0.0910  0.2082 02282  0.1491
(W(Ry, Ry))
ZxlYEQ =
FRET J{Vdv )/;} WELE (0455 01041 01228 0.0266 0.1141 0.0746 0.0886 0.0266 0.0087
R.
9 A1z 0) 8 3 1 14 2 6 4 15 18
+ ¥
22 ZAHZQ A =
5 FARTAA TRE (0395 01471 00662 0.0342 0.0286 0.0880
(W(Fu, Ry)
AT EANELA FRE
U A 0.0680 0.1698 0.0857
(W(RFS Rg))
3= ) PN =
TRRD JL(?V )*om* FTRE (0448 00736 00331 00171 00143 0.0440 0.0340 0.0849 0.0429
R.
229 9 7 13 16 17 10 12 5 T
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7 QFDE 83 YA

mN

182879 AJNF A E(WR, Ry), 1L o]EF A
318t A FARZ Q700 ANFAE (w)e} A
£ e

FARZ e AEs T BF ANE Alvine, 5
N &89 F AA T S840 el I =
Om (w(F,)=0.2455), AA H& &4 FARZT Q| 3
A ubel gle} 1 o3k % W= RO £8.50% 7}
A e Aes HYriEge vk, R,
Sqle] fFo] 7P e B, Fol Y &4 EAR
Za7eln, o] &3}t AW &4 FARZRA 7 F
AA F, Foll oigt 8=} 7B w2 AAZ 71 3
T AR P B AeE veRdd

21e] Al Ao w2, A% R, Ry, Ry 5
o} FARZ2NL 1 FQ %) ofF w7 wfFel 7}
W AR APLAR el H-E31A golx FHlE F
AR Zg Az}l & 4 Qlu}, six|ut, A7 M= o]
23 AAAQ 7} glo) FARZF LA A8 A
A= 97 Wgel, F8wrF B2 o]EF FIARF LA
R A U U S R o g e B B e
o} g}, ufebr AFPEARIY £ 8QlE S F
ARz a0 AFa T FARS AL ST
H2)57] 93 S8 AAA AR dEEe A 5 gl
£ 7HoR =

=X

4-2. YYEe| rEY HE

Jubdoz AHPYH QFDS] A= vehle dte]
U 5] Faw e & S ol wiebr AHPY
QFD] W24 sl ohE Atelle] oA E3E &
Ao W ofelie] mET ¥ dATelME 718
Uy 2ol F{A)o]Eolit SHIEE =81Te =N A
BollM A" dAA FAE S5 5 dHeE T
gwe] el F vl 2AY o gleke) s, A
obgl yRlRel ojgt A AE 7)E W ES AL
e} uiwale] Alkd WL fEAS PHoE &
starat et ik, 74 MRS 8Ee) bt
FARFR7Y] Foxol Ad2 DFHALAE S}
a7} gie}, o] Sl8 v Ze] A AR e E A

FA8Z a7le $o% AA 143

=1

Aalar, zzke] Aol wlsle] £A4a<le] pF o
ARZgA) AYFQEZ nlws7| 2. e}

Avle 1 ARG ol & vs crispF ol
Al e 2 ;AT Hld vs SEERIE Rl
AdE e 3 AlREAeqle] et

m AJE)L 1 : ARG o4 vs crispF ol

o] Aele HANES Bl =83k 7-5ek 2
) oke A90) AL vwgozy HXEA] &
IS BR1E) $13E Ade]eelr). AR whES A
1, 2, 354 Y& AEHE oz vl o F
ojx o} aln], HR|4F o83 A= AT At
(Table 11, Table 15)9} Z2c}.

HAPE o] 2314 o= Aol A 1AM A
G0 71 WL ol8sle] AlNEAd asle] e
AR $2. AXE T, Center of Area Holl 43 ¥]HA|
35 AR o] crisp] AR o2 A H o}
g}, o) 2 $i8) 74 MHE 8l ER SEEEY
AR AR p] Falghd 7PEAdsle 7 A
A galel 58 crisprE AAEIN WekA Center of
Area BPHS- o]-8she HwA| 3} 2 B4 a3 "ot

wal A2gHA), A3sbAlell A Al AHPel| o) 2R
= 7k FARZ 0] Fawl HFR] AHP 23|
AR E ook B}, o]F Y3 Saatye] LHHAE|HE o
s, AR AR FARE o] 83T £
HHo) HAPE Bk A9k 23R &2 A5
7} 44 g.010] AMFE QT Table 60, FARF8A
A Ea T $45HE Table 170 wlazaisdvt.

BHe)| HAXANPE QT AeF 2384 > AF
o] AXAANS AHEE, £4899 FaE h> Hd
5% o] Wiyl Azlom, Wyl FARZFeze] 94
£97F WEE S & ¢ Ut HARE o] &3 A
o= Ry} 7B S8 B AR, HASE o]
4317 k= ASelE R7F 7P 8 FAEFeA
o2 HriEget. =3, HAA A A3 g HHAA AT
Aste] Wakes ARy ol FHEFLA FoE

Table 16. Change of importance weights of attributes (scenario 1).

s 7 Az S EEER e ax
T aea aE S48 38F S4e $FE S4ed Fas  NAEGY
F, 4.1542 0.2455 4.2048 0.2455 0.0
F, 3.8969 0.2303 4.0626 0.2372 3.0
¥ 3.3834 0.2000 3.3885 0.1978 -1.1
F, 2.4751 0.1463 2.3839 0.1392 -4.8
F;s 3.0103 0.1779 3.0877 0.1803 1.3
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Table 17. Change of importance weights of the QA requirements (sCtnario 1).

e R, R, R, R, R, R, R, R, R,

- ZTawzaA AgEas 00455 01041 01228 00266 0.1141 00746 00886 0.0266 0.0087
7 S A28 8 3 1 14 2 6 4 15 18
o1 FARZgA Y ZaE 00523 01276 01227 00274 01082 00703 00912 0.0242 0.0090
2 %9 8 1 2 13 3 7 4 15 18

HA) fu] v Ao ZoE WHs 15 0 26 00 30 52 57 30 87 37
L R« R, R, R, R, Rs R¢ Ry, Ry

4 EanzgoA AEes 0048 00736 00331 00171 00143 00440 00340 0.0849 0.0429
©149] 9 7 13 16 17 10 12 5 11

TanzoA AgEes 00501 00742 00334 00171 00124 00381 00242 0.0777 0039

M1 ©3429] 9 6 12 16 17 11 14 5 10

7] ju] vE R F9%= W% 120 09 0.9 02 -~13.6 -134 -287 -84 -6

7} 10% olel W3S wegom, o] F RS RS A4 & UIYHE & 4 8l
Z} 22.6%, 28.7%% 8% ¥3p} Yehl= Ao A

AT ol QFD 4o SIS EUge=H nAEle 2 : SREHIE W vs SRS vy
Z33) gelulg 279 FOE WS AL 4 S ArfEle 2 $REMIES $40 WegFo s

Table 18. Change of importance weights of attributes (scemario 2).

el SR E el SR vuke) P
T sdeQ sE 4489 3R £499 £F  H48qd Fax  WIHE
F, 4.1542 0.2455 4.1778 0.2425 -1.2
F, 3.8969 0.2303 3.4000 0.1974 —-14.3
F; 3.3834 0.2000 3.5222 0.2045 22
F, 2.4751 0.1463 2.7389 0.1390 8.7
F; 3.0103 0.1779 3.3889 0.1967 10.6

Table 19. Change of importance weights of the QA requirements (scenario 2).

FE RR2. R R R R R R R R
eqggay FUEZLA AHFTAE 00455 01041 01228 00266 01141 00746 00886 00266 0.0087
Hked 249 8 3 1 14 2 6 4 15 18
sqgar FAEFLA AHFLE 00455 01064 01213 00228 01149 00705 00759 00292 00095
] ke EWIE 10 3 1 15 2 7 5 14 18
e
Sl = Hhed dju] mjuked & 0
. 0 23 -12 -143 07 -S54 -143 101 97
F8= W (%)
:?— % RIU Rll R]Z Rl3 I{]4 RIS Rl6 Rl7 R]B
cggar FARFLA AUFRE 0048 00736 00331 00171 00143 0.0440 00340 00849 00429
uked 249 9 7 13 16 17 10 12 5 11
sgsy FARZLA AUFLE 00490 00752 00348 00188 00152 00483 00339 00848 0.0440
] gked %9 8 6 12 16 17 9 13 4 1
S A= ke i e]bed e 96 22 52 98 61 97 -03 01 26

F8 5 HIE(%)
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Table 20. Change of importance weights of attributes (scenario 3).
7]% F, F, F; F, Fs
@H 4 x % 4 F 3% 4 F o 4 T & A F &
F, 02455 03074 0.1903 00254 02223 02593 03110 02163 02512 02995 02066 0.238! 02811 02122 02457 02917

F, 02303 02114 02472 02975 03032 0.1872 0.0250 02029
F, 02000 0.1836 02146 02583 0.1810 02112 02533 0.2951
F, 01463 0.1343 01570 0.1890 0.1324 0.1545 0.1853 0.1289
F;, 01779 0.1633 0.1909 02298 0.1611 0.1879 0.2254 0.1568

02357 02810 0.1938 02234 02637 0.1991 02305 02736
0.1814 00240 0.1682 0.1939 02289 0.1728 02001 0.2375
0.1497 0.1785 02818 0.1720 0.0226 0.1264 0.1464 01738
0.1820 02170 0.1497 0.1726 02037 02895 0.1774 0.0234

this &3 Abino] 913 Aleleold o2

sl

AN SRFENEE Tejehs et 1384 o
2 Ao S400 S Y BT, FARFLS F
8= AAERE v wget

LS vEEkA] g AL, ARS8l
F2 o)d] Bl 3] HEX) ANHAPE G F)
o] o]Z Center of Area WY .22 nlu|x|slsle] ARG
o, S EE aEsie A9, AFEA L e
AR Al Tl A AR ule) ghe] StEhalee] A
E ANSHALE AR sk ARS8 AT A
2R 0] HA| 7453 vl EFWA AlAPE Al 2]
& A=} Table 182 SHEMIEE Tejsl= 749}
23R k2 49 $48¢) 5 4 F8we A4 A
Flol | Table 193 FARZQ7] AT ® ol A1
4919 Ao}, S T whedslA] g2 A+
o] ARATE AHMA, 48919 Fa%E HY 15%
Az W3S Hgow, 7 FARZFee) Fowst
10% A=e] W3E ¥gich

A2 e 16l B3] SA2clelM W HIlE HalH
o Bk EAREQAY Fowrl e WIE W
Q AL, Aule 12 w2 AHP WAl ¥Eix] AHPE
o- 83k o 8] Aot A 3tA M 2 FAR 7
F9 el W3lE Rl ubd, Ak e 20x= A 1A
Ae] &4 29l o wnt WIsLAL A 29, A 35HA o
x| Axkdel= Wste 1] dsgkel eele= syt
o}, AR, A s oA SRS aledshe A
9} mlHledsls Ao FARZ Q7] 8 o n|X|=
oJgre. golghiiel £EolEin I 4 olnh

m AyEle 3 ARy eqe) $EH%

Al e 3& Al gele] el wiEiel et
£A0019] 8= 9 FARF QA Fo = vjAE
S AR $Igk ALt o5 B Al
el s FARFeAe) Skl AHZ
uledge FIgremH W e FEAS Halsp) 4
Frole}.

oF 13 7 492U 4R AVEYR2)

2239 Zbzt AR ELE WA 4 2

Az} RS A2 (5, 6, 6)/(2, 3, 40, 0, D2 AR
3pe ) S E e F7EEQL (0.25, 0.50, 0.75)
2 s Hesid B4 £48¢19 MRS eal
Zo] ApzskE. Wl d, veiz] $4.830E2 Al
Sz Al AEARE R FA)
£ gQ19] MHEA Q) $F2] Wl ot
Qle] 8% W= Table 203 2o, &
Za% 9 4599 W Table 21
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B gole] A SRFE A3e] 9 S48
W 3H(Table 20)2 A RE, AF&HQ
5ol AoFsE W w3
Fzovrt A4S £ 5 9lom, o
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ol
ko o
e, le

H oo e
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Do
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=

¥4 nele) SN HE FANFAY £
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= 1
o HoFosz Walgel e ¥ $4 FANER
ae} %917k Rl

o 4 FARFeA] Tt AdHoR
ARZQAE(R,, Ry, Ry, Ry, Ry, RS 5ol
QEo] W3} AH o A Jelyict 3, H4
&9l F, FoF Halg FARZ27ER,, Ry, R, Ri,
Ro, Rio RS F85 #oph 4922 3 vk
o, ol 4484 F, F, B9 44 FA8FLAS)
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Table 21. Change of importance weights of the QA requirements (scenario 3).

:‘LH 7]% F, F, F; F, F,
Tah Ty x4 4 7 % 4 F & 4 % 4 F @

0.0455 0.0435 0.0474 0.0528 0.0472 0.0445 0.0407 0.0430 0.0460 0.0501 0.0491 0.0462 0.0423 0.0477 0.0455 0.0424
® ® © © @ (W a ©® ® O @ [ ©® 1 6 6
0.1041 0.0986 0.1090 0.1237 0.1019 0.1045 0.1103 0.1098 0.1030 0.0934 0.1120 0.1056 0.0969 0.4079 0.1041 0.0988
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