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Abstract

Multi-Criteria Decision Making (MCDM) is to find a way to find alternatives of decision.
The best alternative is acquired by multiplying weighted values and chosen criteria. The
alternative with the highest values of the sums of the multiplying results of both values is the
best one. Thus, beginners or decision makers need to understand about the acquisition of
these two parts. This article studies four different methods of weighting: a ranking method, a
rating method, a pairwise comparison method and a trade-off method. The study found that
the ranking method was the simplest method and the pairwise comparison method was highly
accurate and most popular. In addition, it was found that determining the weights of the four
criteria were similar: comparing each criterion and then determining levels of liking or

satisfaction by the decision makers.
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Famnuntdn (Weight) inaiaistmtinfdianlelunsimsznlaunainisnmsivnanuuieie

waansindulaasaunluenvtuduisninuiismsilaninlnintnainauyeu (Preference) oy

v a

andulanseainyidervgiiiesauifgivsewvuratsyanadzgnianlyiiensuseiiunuansds
AuduusvamannamAuLUIvEng (Goal) fimeanistunisivuaa i mdniieyseiiiuniugden
(Alternatives) 819f1a1salaNd1RuTRIAUTEUTRMAndUls Madenluuluanuddgyuinie

gniveadsiminun wag lunsnduiumadeniluanudidguegazgninanlsiminues waly
AMuduassalsyRuALAnNA1BInNd At naziinuladalunisuvannuningninlg

v
v o v A vV a

Pudnanundnludusyiuaisuresniadenaatunanauladanaadinnuwilalundninam i

farsundussnsd snianesdneiznistuaiarsimdnlunlessredaauunaiuissieaus
LnAaLarisnsimunaiaasirtnvemdninami ot lUlsludiessunisdedulanuunane
wdnnae (MCDA : Multi-Criteria Decision Analysis) 4 3alaun [1] 3an59nasu (Ranking) 35013
$n3eiu (Rating) 331UTsuiTisuiTiun (Painvise Comparison Method) wazn1siiasiznuuulagens

\Fuee19 (Trade-off Analysis) @99z vielng iFunuAnwiiganunisdndulanuunatenaninumle
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2. mMsandulawuunanenaninael : NFaUKUIANTIUNNTIATIZR
nssadulanvunarendninamsuduisnsmi dumsunledymi denillsd e3inszn
madenfimnzanlaoidunisimnadeniinssmundninne (Criteria) uidosddudieluyfndula
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‘mffﬂmmsﬁﬁiéﬁumﬁmmzﬁwé’wwmfu?jqﬁﬁaaﬂam 7 Wasumsumingvesnsinaula [21-05]
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3. mMsUszanaAaUIrtnvasanina (Criteria Weighting)
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3.1 3511399816 u (Ranking Method)
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(@ fun = 1 d1Aga1RUNEDs = 2 wazdu*) WIaNIINGNULUUNAUTN (Inverse Ranking) (d1Agy
oy = 1 d1Ayuesatu = 2 wagdue) 15 deulvduuinlawn Rank Sum, Rank Reciprocal, uay
Rank Exponent@siiianisauiadlasail

1) Rank Sum AndmtnanuisaAwialaainaunis (1)

l’l—I‘j+1

R re——— W

gl w, = AUININT Normalized WAIUBILABZUSNLNUNTINAITEUN |

n AN MANIS (k = 1, 2,...,n)

s = JUAUANUENAYVBIVANLALN |

2) Rank Reciprocal 2g#ia15auna1nAsusundninandsanalaainaunis (2)

1/1']'
W =0 (2)
- X(1/rR)

3) Rank Exponent gt uA1Ai p Tun1swansanielasal p agvinluiinauuannig
SYMINRNNUNTTANUFIAYLINLazUS ALnam AN Ay Ueslas Nnd ninawdinud1AgNIn
dsdAnunTuamunaninundmINd R uesnaziinudAyanasazmuialaaingunis (3)

B (n—r]-+1)p

i _Z(n—rk+1)p ©)

o ' Y & ¥y o ¥ ad v o w = = Y og Yo A
(N“lflﬂa’nll']LLa’Ju‘Uﬂ’]ﬂﬂﬂ’m’}%‘Uﬂﬂ’lEJ’Jﬁﬂ’]i%ﬂaﬁﬂUaﬁJ’ﬁm‘UiEJ‘ULVIEJUI“VIWMI@@WH?NV] 1

a = = aa v 5 o Y aa v o w
199N 1 LUTEJ‘UW]EJ‘U'J5ﬂq31WﬂqﬂjﬂquUﬂ@'JEJ'Jﬁﬂ']iﬁ]@a'W]‘U

Rank Sum Rank Reciprocal Rank Exponent
Exponent
Reciprocal Weight
Straight | Weight | Normalized Weight Normalized | (n-r1j+ 1) | Normalized

Criterion | Rank (rj) | (n-rj+1) Weight (1 /r) Weight p,p=2 Weight
1 a4 2 0.133 0.250 0.109 a4 0.073
2 2 4 0.267 0.500 0.219 16 0.291
3 5 1 0.067 0.200 0.088 1 0.018
4 1 5 0.333 1.000 0.438 25 0.455
5 3 3 0.200 0.333 0.146 9 0.164
15 1.000 2.283 1.000 55 1.000
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3.2 25n159n32AU (Rating Method)

WBnsdasgd 1uisfydaaulavsediuannimiinaenstmueainaliamnainaea
oglurae 0 79 10 w0 0 A 100 Bsdasedvannsaviila 2 338

1) 33n13rmunga (Point allocation) 33nsiinesnslundadulatmungalaednszduan o
59 100 43 0 wansdandninaumitluaule uar 100 wansdwmdninamiideuaulageaniinesnis
fin1san vieudninanlasugaunasfiennudidguindes e un1sRansandiuiifalseud
Rermestu 3 udninam Aenainndslanevesssuurudanununsnesilssu wagaalnadaiy
wiashlneginaularmuslvazuuy 30 dufunisanddlaneesszuuauas 50 dusuaununis
nefslssauuay 20 dmduanulnadaiuunasinasuianuanfy 100 faduanihuinias
S LAREMENNMMAD 0.3, 0.5 LA 0.2 AU TuUsIuanslunng e 2

2) 33n15UsEanaidnanu (Ratio estimation procedure) Tnnisimuaaiiminaiua

[

woladmsundninaumndanudidyuniiaalagivue 100 Azwuudmsundninaumndanuddgy

<

=

nuagnuAAIATLULA YasasdnTUndnnN T S A ud Ay uesatnzLuunA NN
AudRuesiigaazgninuidu Anchor Point dmultlunisduiadaauainiuii1 Anchor
Point U1YNIANASLLLTDILABE NS NN AN NS AL UL W, /w* Tned W, AOANATILLLTIDS
nENN | waz w* Aemazuuuiiesiignintuieadmidniilavhng Normalize aglapminiing

PlUlrlunsiwsznealy danandlunisned 2

a a = aa v 5 o Y aa v o w
A199N 2 LUTEJ‘UW]EJ‘U'J5ﬂq31WﬂqﬂjﬂquUﬂ@'JEJ'Jﬁﬂ']iﬁ]@a'W]‘U

Point allocation Ratio estimation procedure
Normalized Straight Ratio Original Normalized
Criterion | Weight Weight Rank Scale Weight Weight
1 30 0.300 2 75 1.5 0.333
2 50 0.500 1 100 2 0.444
3 20 0.200 3 50 1 0.222
100 1.000 a.5 1.000

3.3 3%LU§EJUL‘1WEJU@; (Pairwise Comparison Method)

aaa o

FBnsFeuiiteudug duisiiamunlag Thomas L. Saaty Tud 1980 [315] 1duiilenves

nsIas1gnnsruIunsandulassnaduaiautdu (Analytic Hierarchy Process : AHP) 380151l

'
a

Wervesiunmaeuiisuidueiioasimisednaiulaslyanaiimualy 1-9 Feasduiusiu

v aAa
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AsfuInAL T YN N (Computation of the Criterion Weights) ftevan 3
Fumeuie

1) ﬂﬁiﬁmuﬂmﬂiﬁqLﬂ%‘&JULﬁEJUL‘Iju@; (Development of the Pairwise Comparison Matrix)
duasemslunsfeuisundninanueazadnnuedu aglaainaidmuela 19 Feaz
fuiusuaureusEnae 2 ndninamalunsed 4 szuandmiiunmsiisudieu veanamany
mmﬁmmﬁwﬁmiﬁﬁaizﬁu 5 (ﬁwé’@ﬂdwéawg’mmm) e T1AndAudFNINAINEIBLTERU
2 (@ deuini)

M15°99 3 dnadmsunsiieudisudue

Intensity of Importance Definition

1 Equal importance ddaynni

2 Equal to moderate importance ddufudauiunans

3 Moderate importance drAgUrunans

4 Moderate to strong importance # “ﬁuyﬂmﬂa’mﬁwiau%’mm’m
5 Strong importance # “ﬁuﬁau%’mm’m

6 strong to very strong importance d Uzgﬁau%wmnﬁamﬂﬂﬁﬂ
7 Very strong importance ddyunn

8 Very to extremely strong importance d Uzgmnm'ﬁﬂmﬂ‘ﬁlzj@

9 Extremely importance G Uigmﬂﬁl’sj@

A15°9% 4 nsilSeuidisudue

781 | 899 | @eay

371A" 1 5 2

gve | 1/5 | 1 6

d@weu | 1/2 | 1/6 1

2) nsAruIMAIIdNYeInannuy (Computation of the Criterion Weights) @131150
AnauAInandnlamuaisulagisuannsuinas ItluknazeeduUINTUNITANlUA1S19928
NASIUVBILAAEARA NN (Normalized Matrix) haZAIUINNIALAR 8UDILABLLAIUDI Normalized

Matrix #9915199 5
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A15199 5 NSAMRUAAILILN

Fumoudl 1 Fumoudl 2 s 4
v v Junaun 3
Criterion | 591 | 8ve | w91y | 59A1 | 8ve | @1e91y Weight
1A 1 5 2 0.588 | 0.811 | 0.222 | (0.588+0.811+0.222)/3 | 0.540
?leg{a 1/5 1 6 0.118 | 0.162 | 0.667 | (0.118+0.162+0.667)/3 | 0.316
RSN 172 1/6 1 0.294 | 0.027 | 0.111 | (0.294+0.027+0.111)/3 | 0.144
1.70 | 6.17 9.00 1.000 | 1.000 | 1.000 1.000

915199 5 wandlniuisnisnismantmidn Taeduanduneud 1 winasiuluunas
AedNLTURDUT 2 msAluns1IneNaTINYBILAAZABANY (Normalized Matrix) wazduneuil 3
AUIIMANLRABTBILAAYLA2YDS Normalized Matrix Gapntimiiniila de 0.540, 0.316, way 0.144
szsauiulamniu 1

3) nsUsznaANAILdenAaed (Estimation of the Consistency Ratio) Fansdnauleine
psthminfilaannsiieudisvvesiiruaennassfusazilUlslunsimswivioluasaesende
1591501910 AIAINNEBAAABY Consistency Ratio (CR) 4A1 CR aguanfandnduaIng
aennasiureInsivasuuuNSIUSEUTiBU winen CR < 0.10 Tutannniimdnaiuiinuaonnans
filusesufivensulaunan CR> 0.10 uanddsadnauiilaluaenaasstudmendulufinnsanunty
snadidiannsadunalnanaunsit @) Taewaan Cl (Consistency Index) 115028 A1 Rl (Random

Index)

Cl=—— (5)

Tag A1 n Ao SurundninueAtianfiansan uag A AeAladsres91nn1siATEnaIn
AnARBY B991NA91971 7 ansnsaduandlam U A = (4.459+4.076+3.243)/3 = 3.926 uawilouny
a1 & adluaunsii (5) aglann Cl i 0.463 wagganmeasiuanan CR Loy 0.463/0.58 =
0.798 Gdluiituanslmiiurnuluaonaassiuresnnuioudioun

RI fia A1 Random Index Yusgivinuinveadninaumilulsuiisuiiansantafwmisni 6
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mi’Nﬁ 6 Random Inconsistency Indices (Rl) forn =1, 2, ..., 15

n RI n RI n RI

1 0.00 6 1.24 11 1.51
2 0.00 7 1.32 12 1.48
3 0.58 8 1.41 13 1.56
4 0.90 9 1.45 14 1.57
5 1.12 10 1.49 15 1.59

A151991 7 MINMuUAgaaIuALEenAass (Consistency Ratio)

Criterion %umauﬁ 1 “ﬁyjumauﬁ 2
1A (0.540)*%(1)+(0.316)*(5)+(0.144)%(2) = | 2.408 2.408/0.540 = | 4.459
?jﬂ;a (0.540)%(1/5)+(0.316)*(1)+(0.144)*(6) = | 1.288 1.288/0.316 = | 4.076
GRINGEY (0.540)%(1/2)+(0.316)*(1/6)+(0.144)%(1) = | 0.467 0.467/0.144 = | 3.243

3.4 m%’imwsﬁuwlﬁaéwLﬁaa*&m (Trade-off Analysis)
BrsienemuuulaesadsesugniulslunisUssiiulaeassesnislaogadses ety

FomsrmuadnuasameostimiiniiosBusorlvuemdninumitinisudieuiimsinesns
TydndulauSeudisussmadninamiinvuaaiingsy i lumsdnauladenteduaiussam
sils fimstmualy 9101 AEsw uay n13U3Ms Wwnaslunisinula vnsisudieulag
vualvmdninam siadaezuuudu 100 aesngiadulaazgnoiuifienisuifisulnsansyduany
muruaiesaundndulasryeuddymumsfiazuuy 60 Swienauanusaanimniisa
7l 100 szuaumeluaTiingi 60 Kaduanimidndaglnfundninasaruaisazsnify 60
poRntuimdninaunsanTeudisufundninanmsuinmngdadulassyanuddyiinsuu
30 Gemunea1agioniisianduan 100 sEdunsUINTlAIIHINGT 30 eits 3 Artnutinatunen
Normalize i

wl= 100/(100+60+30) = 0.526

w2= 60/(100+60+30) = 0.316

w3= 30/(100+60+30) = 0.158

4. N15USIUMIEULUIAALAZISNITANEI

9INN1TBFUILRLIANTURDULAZITNISAIINAIN U IMENT 4 35 anunseaguladulsziiuniag
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4.1 FBmsfieiian fe Bmsdaddu undvessdasy TWumslsaufondninasuisessdissdiu
mmﬁwﬁzglmﬂ@hqﬁ’umﬂﬁjaahiwﬁﬁ’uhiawmaaﬁwm%’mL%'mﬁﬂé’uﬁ'ulﬁmué’mwﬁmﬁu U N9
Faduladoduafiondevdninum 3 o8sfie 91A1 ATNAIBINL LagN1TUINT HARAulaenln
AUEFE N UM NN TNNSUI NS Imlﬁmmmmﬁwﬁ’mﬁ’uswmﬁaaﬁqm mnle3ansfvuaan
2 mInLUUNIT AU Aaasiviinrean1susntsezden 0.5 uazndnnamsIAazdnIeag
duein 0.167 uaaaasinuindlaonalalaninemuaniiaudfgunnaetusedull faduens
Fonleisnisuuumsdnseiuwmuitelulamaraimindianm

4.2 nsfvuaAasnvemdniname 4 335 fdnvarratetufen1simaninaman
Wisuiisuiu uazivuassduanuseunienumelalaeydndula d93snsdadduandunis

[ o w

FasduauraulasimunimdninanlafinuesreuidusufuniwFesdrsuluauieiagane
FBnsinszduasdunisimunsediuamureuiensinaruuun e ULAAEMANATILAIYNIS
Normalized apzuuuitluiundninum Fsussuiieudugdunstmuaanussiuauseudad 9
seiu TnoysnAulanestmuassduaurouremdninmumuilnininmivieussBnudninmum
seule uagnistieszuuvlnesnadsesradunisluaiszduanureuremdninam it
WivuiflsuamefuTimaisuifiouguaasdinisisuaassduaumeulamamumsngan 1wy -
100 w30 0-10 1usy

4.3 Fdsuiisuidugiduisnmsiilnanugnaegs esndnsdmdnnumundisuiey
a%j’mﬂ'g'mLLG]ﬂGﬁWE]\‘méjﬂLﬂmsVTﬂﬂ‘]G;jﬁu yhlmduiivensuuazihlulvessunsvany [11-[3], [5]-[6],
(71-[9]

4.4 msiensiBiisuiiougaenuindiessilelion CR=0.798 Fuuansnuluaenaaesiures
maiFeuiisy iumstudunisnisiamiudismss asnsonmadeunuasnnaosiule deasiiu
ArufiaUnAfilnainAnsUisuiiisuressadduaudidauinnindvossdu 5 uazaruais
seu 2 Foilimslarmdninaminewnssinuddymmdnnamaruasenlinn Swilaen

CR 7lalueglunamiivausula

5. asunanisAne

msfadulauvunaevdninamdunadend signinlelunsunladymlunaisannd s
Uszneumiednuasdymusinisinduls 2 Uizmmﬁaﬂzymt,wuﬁ'ﬁsjﬁmﬁuimulﬁm (Single
decision maker Problem) LLazﬁQJmﬁﬁﬂ’liﬁﬂﬁﬂ%LLUUﬂﬁjm (Group decision maker problem) 113
Ussifiummaiminudninuniwesinsaluasssuuuuiadunsdnisindulanuietaansovila
dissyanaiien wamnaeshmsiadulauuunauiiivainuaisyeeaiiievesfasnudgmddni
wnesiimstanislumsthaudndiuurazaunndamsslumsdadulanisfmuaaiasimn

(% (% '

LAAZITANNVDR VBABULANANNAUNISLIEBNIY19RBIRATND 9N INeTun1sU U TR
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gnaesszavmutluaiuveindulavasng el iugrundusundnvaglvnunewasiinauia
Weatunauazauuuesinlsidenlyn1sdnaisu (Ranking) W30n153052AU (Rating) 01999N13
Anugnaemgud ugrudundnlunisiiansanaisidentlydBilseuiieuidug (Pairwise Comparison)

W siAszruuulneenadenens (Trade-off Analysis) eenslsiniulunnagdinsienaieisnisinga

v v
°o w N

dAgfendninaumnioveyaniulylunsussilundussdnsamdununilvaznesaennasiu

TN 991n1580aulalage19u191NNISANBILALIIVTINVOU AT LA 87U DINT DINNAULTAUVD

v U
¥ o

WIS oM TATIZIN AR AL IeTigafanisinansAnwiilaluasadeuivanmaudy

e
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