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Outsourcing Supplier Selection by Interval
2-tuple Linguistic VIKOR Method
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Abstract;

asymmetry and control reduction are inclined to bring about a

An increase in indirect costs, information
difficult selection for suppliers in outsourcing strategy. Based
on a literature review, supplier selection criteria were
recommended to be divided into four categories, namely,
service quality, price & cost, communication & coordination,
and R & D and innovation by taking into consideration of the
And the

alternative suppliers evaluation were ranked by the extended

outsourcing strategy advantages and its risks.
VIseKriterijumska Optimizacija I Kompromisno Resenje
(VIKOR) method with interval 2-tuple linguistic information.
An empirical case study shows the feasibility and practicability
of the proposed interval 2-tuple linguistic VIKOR (ITL-
VIKOR) method based on a comparison with three other
approaches. Results show that by the proposed approach
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quantitative and qualitative data can be processed at the same

time without information distortion, ranking results

repetition, which also involves the subjective and objective

weight and decision-makers’ preference.

Key words: outsourcing; supplier selection;

ViIseKriterijumska Optimizacija I Kompromisno Resenje
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AL I8 B AR AL AL LR 5T SRTT, AR B Y
DR 3 AT /N 451t 2 78 43 V58 7 AR I E B
X Xl 45 IR 4 A A ST B A B
R EEEART & 5. It b X A= i s R 55
FA D 46 5 et B DA AN o AR 2K B0 B 030 SR P AN L
NS, B, Sl 55 2 75 BEAES L 2D 06 25 I
10 5 BTG B BT R T AR 0K TR 2. it Ab,
MV BCRHESMI A VR RI B 23 55 AL 7T 7 M TR B
KFR, N EZS BT IRBHL G i
Ul RIS AL B I KIS ER R B
AR T RS 2RAE ST P BUGE KR
.
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MIFATIEHY , IF HL R B4 55 8 P A0 B B AL 0T v
VEBET] L — I A2 4% (1 25 o DU B e 3 ) AL, A S
FHM K B PR T 3 A A R R PR A o £
XoF 2 I FE AT 3 2 WL A, 3T SR A X 1A Z O iE X
VIKOR ( VlIseKriterijumska Optimizacija 1
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1 FEMAENS VIKOR #8225k

BEE T 50 4 B R BRAL AN ROk BB R, 7= 5 Y
Az i FE 0T R A A, VAL 0 T A A ) A PR — ) K
AHENNEE T LABR B IR 55 R S8 R B RS
AT 1) 3 R R PR SRR Bt A B — B SR O TR AR
R 2 1) SE S2 U A EL O AR AL, Ak SN R 2
ARG —BAERLR TR KB fE
B RS SR AR AR R B, X
LR P A DA TN ) s S BRI BT A A 1 TR 3
BRI —.
1.1 R4 I STk 4R ik

1966 4%, DICKSONP! 7 ] 25 T 3¢ [E 3% i) 45 B
BRI 273 (i AV A B BUS , R R
T 23 TR RGOS HE RS T R W R R
TR B, RO AN AT A B A . 1991 4F,
WEBER) 40 #7 T M 1967 4E 5| 1990 4B/ 74 55 3¢
R X U e BB T T BRI (R D). AiAh,
Mg . X R MEE RSN FEFETREEN
HEREE,

%= 1 Dickson 1 Weber Btz g2 EN
Tab.1 Supplier selection criteria from

Dickson and Weber
WEBER WEBER

DICKSON DICKSON

HE /Y W WY
3 53 B 1 A s
2 58 HERT AR 2 MY EE
10 9 ik 38 3 M EE
23 0 HE 4 MY EE
4 30 PR/ BT 5 MY EE
1 80 Hr#s 6 MY EE
6 20 HAREES 7 M EE
9 9 I 2P 8 YT
16 3 RN 9 — R E
18 3 WERY 10 —REE
8 11 APl A S A 11 —RERE
21 3 A - i A 12 —REE
7 13 BISHH 13 — R EE
14 4 BV 14 —fREE
11 9 H#iERSE 15 — R E
12 8 SE 16 —REE
20 3 i3 17 — M EE
13 4 WERET 18 — R EE
17 3 FLRRICHE 19 —REE
5 21 HhHEA 20 —REE
22 1 Lk 58 21 — M EE
15 3 I 22 — R EE
19 3 HRHRHE 23 HIEE

Je SRR R VR BB ST 2 T ATl R B A St

hit - HEAT 4 fb sk k. B4, DWEIRIT 452 76 0 Hr 2
FHT I R AR R B PR AE N A A AP E
R s R it BETTRD R R R
IRR A E S P, 6 Gt . .
B s AR AR 55 GIT WA BE B L AR iE L Hb B A ). [RI#F
GALANKASHI, HELMI f1 HASHEMZAHI' jj
R TREMNFEMNIZE /RS RE P R AE
= QT E I RS RED 8 N - N B 3 D -
BRI 5RO

FERAT s T 78 WHZEF TR P T 7= 5
' ISR 2R P2 A L AR PRI R BB RN St
TR AR D PR B A A B 0] B T Ay e A 3 o AL
I B R BB HE AT T WE . KR BRI R T e
BRI T — AP TR 1R R B IR 55
HER BB T, B TR RE T EE R AR B RE T L&
AR5 58 77 RN 2 BB 7 A A A4t bz i B 2R o

T RS o 3t I 7 485 07 1, 0 43 4t I T T o i
T VE TR ) S B ) SR L A PR B, BRAZ R 4%
Fa A5 R RS, B o H R IR B D R I 4R 6
FH st gt BRI D™ R EE
41 (environmental competencies)™ Al ¥t 23K
R b & {8 B 4t (green image )N 4,
GOVINDAN 500 et X g (e At 7 i PR A 5 1
FRP R BTG R ST, i FRAS BN W HE 1 T 43
2, TE ML R BL T B B R AR B ).

ALY A 35 5 R) 00 B A i 2, R DR R
T AR VAR UL R I A1 G0l 55 BT 8 S B A7 ol T 2
5, W, UYGUN, KACAMAK H
KAHRAMANS 2R 5% 38 15 2> 7 36 B A MI AL b 7
B A T A 44 SE LI H BB ST Ak 25 41
URE ) W55 T SRR RN A iR G ). WAN 20
#£ SINK 1 LANGLEY ™ ) 25l b MR & L AR
5 FASAT BB A1 VO 75 1 VRAL M0 TR AME AR N R R
ANt 4% 33 32 B 2 K 43 #1: (analytic hierarchy
processs AHP) ¥R % 4N Ak B 7 S R0F 0 35 Fr 43
REAE RS BT A 7= A AR DY A AR L 5 A L
TR G 4 04 43 15 br 09 AR R &R A TE Y
KAHRAMAN,OZTAYSI 1 ONARZVFE 43 # Ve £
SMaBIRERTIN, L LIOU 1 CHUANG™ f b 44t
DL PEM I A Al MR T X R 5 B L ZE A
AR B EE AT A WS RE S R E
BRI ER R % L ERN T RS E S TEHL NI R
HIARAE.

5547\ AR =AML 55 B 8 B B PEAY
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HEN AU R T 4olh A B B Ak B AT, 36 255 SR 3
2 AR #) 55 J T RE T I 9 4% o IR AL LR TR
B 1R s 2 BE B 78 U7 SR 5L B R ik 55
HREEAERRT ISR ANT A, TEE
A BETE S A il 3 B S AR A P AT S
P BB St L, b Z A 15 BOR 3 B &
YRR AL CANBIBAI 72 BE 244 I T JU o S H
1.2 ShEUtR R

AR SCARYE 28 4% 100 A3 57 7T I A AN TR B L T
ELZRAF B VA MU LA b 324 5 7 - T RE L A
AR AEI U9 0 2 DU 7 B BRI SS L A
55 A VAE L B PR A A S

(D 7=k %5 B 248 1 = A R g i
REIRAL™ Sl iR 55 ML %5 . RAMIT B L. T
Al 3R B AMD L P B BB AR A (UG 7 A
A B B L B R R A 5 R L B R B DR
K R A TR X R R S R RS
TR R E R, R, X 3t i B Y 2=
PPN o B A 5 7R P SR T M T B A B 8
R 35 JH M, BUn A 1 IR B A W 55 A
5 U ARG R L EAF SRR T AR AR5
B R B SR TE AT B AT R P R AT
T 308 0 R AT IR 52 30 ) SR R B R S X I
HEEESR, SRR RE RS RARRE S

(2) %5 A2 All SR B M N B T B2 %
JRR R Z —. WZ Al A R UM b g ik — 2 B
BERARAS IR RS, BAAE SN BB T
TR R ARG — U R @ e R %
7 R AR AR 32 B BAS » (BB O B0 RS 4%
R BURCPEHY LLB 2 1 A5 TR U 4 5 208 42 A
FHE. WK A EORE B i B H A i Bt
R B AR T e A, PR, PR SME I B R A
A5 AR ATS SR a4 A i B A 5 8 ) .

(3) Y4 -5 DI X — o U ) B 44 S R T4
G BhA 5 7 AR B X FRIARE, Foig 2 WA Al
MR E SR R HARCR EHLRE S I 5RO
R B e &85 77 W T E T HEAT S W38 » A
REARAS LS AT R 5 R AR, Tk ol
55 W S AEAA T R o 1 — 20 ¥ S IR 95 S I it
B AL B IS B SN A R SR BT
HER. o BEAE Bt TS5 BRBH. 1k 35 R 2K (7= A, d ol
IO 4 B 2 5 1 4 (L T R B 51808 » TR 5 AR O
Kbt X w2 AT UL Ah . FE A AR B A L R

A R R L 0 R SO B BR T, R4 T AR T

() W5 8% RE F1 75 3 i = R R I & R 23
], BEE SRR IR & 2, Bt R B L& I RE 1
AU BB 58 BT BT 2R AL 55 e JEA T
BT B A 2L R R AR RE 1. kA
VPG IE AN BT, R TE SRR K EEN
RS EK A B L E R IR M HE A B WL KBS
AN H SR L e E AR T B4R B, MR
R EAREZ T EAATEIR X EHEH T RN R 2
HREKIEGIERRAEET.
1.3 XEAZTiEX VIKOR &2

ALt I A 1L 2R — b 2 ME N P 3 (multiple
criteria decision-making, MCDM)P? 5t #2. 7E % FH
ZuE N e % 77 15 9, TOPSIS (technique for order
preference by similarity to an ideal solution)
VIKOR 245 11 38 48 ## 1) Ir Z % 1. OPRICOVIC
F TZENGP VB B3 BEAT T AL, #5 i TOPSIS ¥
A5 BRI AR IR T 5 5 1F 57 BEAR A BE S AL
HRKENEABARALOESBZELIMEESNRB 5
TOPSIS A5 Lk, VIKOR fii ] T A [5] ) & 45 R £ 1 IH
— A58, HofR 2 VIKOR AU % & T K% A
BB R AL AR s i B /b 3B % BB T R
B WL 4 » AT A5 2 S TR R

PR WAL AR B S & K% VIKOR §
FofhTr vk 456 76— & AT 447, 1 AWASTHI #
KANNANPLE S 1 DA ¢ 66 44 57 7 & R 300 H A
P42 XA (nominal group technique, NGT)
5 VIKOR 54, i EE B E LA RB =
HPRAS T AR BB A BOEAL T H B 5 . Kiff
TR ARV DA B4 1) S0 SR P | i e 2 L L
TR L BB A SR P O HE DU o X 45 i ABC
I, MR T B A E B E /7 (vendor managed
inventory, VMD &4t Rz i B IFAN FEARIA 2R . i
FEECERE T BN FEAR I ACE . JF iz ] VIKOR
XA HE R R HEA T T IR RIS, AP IR B iR T R
TR VIKOR (9 2 NP7 R 577 35 1 £ & WA
LA WA E B, USRS ME AN B R 5 0] .

H TR S B R P (s A ASOR 2 8 o Ak 3
SLYHE B A E M IRl 2 B R A AT S A 1 B A
F AR 7 AR A5 R B 2R O3 SO 5 45 SROKG R 1 I
IR Ak i X S ), WU S50 R 5 A%
B AMIAER B IEZ 48 VIKOR #8515 515 B A0
458 T BARE B EUE R TR R %
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A E AR B O 5 REALME. 2505, YOU
SOV A RO A N R B A, W XA = O iR X
VIKOR (interval 2-tuple linguistic VIKOR, ITL-
VIKOR) 81 ji; FF = A~7R A7 Ml 418 R 7 328 48 5
PR H, IF5E i H 6% VIKOR, TOPSIS K ¥ &
TOPSIS (M Z R AR TR B L. A3
3 2o 0 ELA A R € AR B R R 2R ME T L of TTL-
VIKOR & Wiz F 2SN M rys Fd B b, LURI
BBRITE S SR AT AT R S

2 REE

B FE M AN B B R P HA T H
PitRsEE To(h=1,2, , FDX P FMLR T A, (p=
1,2y, PY#ATIEMY, HP S Q &KVEMUEN C,
(q=1,2,+,Q). A WL S AR rh /N AR B3 9 A
WM, AREHE T PR TREL >0(r=1,2,
e DL EWRR D00 A = 1 A D= (dl) o Rk
K T WiE SRR, o i FOoRRE T 12
FEMLRI T A, BHEN C, BTAHBIE UER. 2
=(th,thyeee s vl) T HPRE T SER SN C, 4
35 SO [ . LA, SRS B B A p il LA R (38
T ANRSSR R IMA1E B RITE.

FT LR B, ITL-VIKOR W4 @& LUF
ZLE"%%:

(DWE LYK H I Dy = (d)y) e Fe e R X [
ZIniE LR R, = (V) pea = (L, 00, (2
O)])PXQ’ H o, Tj;yq’ t/;l; €S, S= {5155,
HA <,

FHIRAS MR EMETARESL S={s=
BE =2,5=m,ss =4, s, =THLF ) X HE W
FTPE, WIE PR D, ATARE DA Uik
AHRE B DX ) 038 SO © BRI A e S,
BN 2=, M A [ (51500, (1,001 @ FPEAHT
R AR I AT s TR TE I UE T X
HER T B P A F 227 R A8 ], ) R
[Cs150), (52500 ] 3) A PEM s B, EIR S A B T
Bogh HFIET, WA PR A F AR 227 2 “IR 147 Z 4]
AR A (1,005 (si s O 1.

(M UAE R & v = (Wb, o, oon s vl T iR
RO XA E ' ow,=[(wl, 0), (wf,0), -,
Culy, ) T o, wh €S, 8= {51,555, ).

OELEB IR ENE I MR ERX E ZITE
X&%%ﬁﬁi R= (rpq)PXQ’ﬁx:EP’

°s sg}’

Fpg = I:(qu 9(7(111)’ (qu 96111)] = A[EleAhAil(T’j;;;a

0 201 AT (00T,
p=1,2,,P,gq=1,2,,Q (D
(DEFHENAE I E RE Z 0l XAFE N
% w:[(w1 sar) s Cwzsaz) s s (‘LUQ ,aQ)]T 9;5\:* ’
(wpra) = ALY Al (a0 ],
g=1,2,-,Q @
(5) W EHAH f# (positive ideal solution, PIS)
11 HAE ## (negative ideal solution, NIS), 0 H
=G arf e rd) (3
o= {(r1 1z s°0*s7q) €y
max, { (tp se) ) » SUEEHEN }
min, { (ryg sazg) ) > JRAHER] |
q=1,2,-,Q &)
min, { (7 sa) ) - AR HEN }
max, { (¢ &) 1 » BASHEN ’
qg=1,2,,Q (6)
B PIS 2484 53 I RAEA VRN HEI A 1 B
FEME, T NIS $54 77 70 VAN MR o 1) B 22 (.
(O) T =TT LI (d g ) » T
4 N
) — A(%—(g”%ﬁ),
P P.g=1.2,+.Q %)

g =0t e )=

rq_:(f"q_ 9(111_):{

p:1,2,"

;H\:Eijad(r;977pq>:A|:%(|Ail (7’;9(1¢j>_A71 (qua

a) | 187 (e ) = A7 Cs e D
dCry 7 )=AAT GF vad )= AT Gy sy ) D).

(7) _H‘%::ﬁéﬂ (Sp9 ap) %ﬂ (Rp9 (11;)9
P:192’"'9P’Jn\u

e Al (wq 9(Xq)A71 (gm 9(qu)
(Spsay) = A{Eq—l EqulAﬂ (wy»ay) } 8

A_l (wq’aq)A_l (gm 9{1111) 9
S A e ||
(8)i+%::ﬁgﬂ(Qp ’Otp) ,p=1,2,"' 9P’Jn\u

—1 —1 * *

Qe = 8 I = (s T
AT(S,5a,) — AR 5a") )
AR ,a) — AR ,a")

He, (57, 0¢") =min, (S,, 2,0, (S, a ) =
max,(Sysa,) s (R* 5o ) =min, (Rysa,)s (R™sa™)
=max, (R, sa,) s M g 378 FERCH S50 R AL i R A
H, 1 —p N RRA N BRI AL . A< 3C o UE R 0. 5.

(Rp 9(11;) = A{maxq{

1—w am
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(D ZITCH (S, 00,0 (Rpsap) FI(Q, 5 ) 7 R
BT R X R TR Gisa) R Gt ae)
fﬁgﬂﬂg%1¢_Fa® %k<l,ﬂﬂ(sk s )< (s;saz) ?@ %
k:lalﬂﬂ% a1 —az ,ﬂﬂ(sk ,0(1):(519012>;%‘ ar<<az ,mu
Cspran ) <<Csisan) 347 a1 >az s W Csp 0@ ) > (s ).

CLO) 32t 37 . 4 TRY st ¥ AL B B BT IR A% 1 I
PERTFY AY EARYE (Qp ) RITR/IMETT H A B2 -

M LA RS AT QAP 0 (AP)) —
ATHQAD) ,a (AP ) Z1/(P—1), Hirp A® &R
(Qpsap) HEFH LR T A HIHLRL 7.

ZMF 2 PRI R v B T 3 SZ R0 R . AR T
AV IR (S, 5, ) FI/BU(R,, 0, ) HEFF BRI
Jr g, h AR BT E AR A R T B AR AR
SEPE. 2 20, 5 I, IR E B I8 RS BRI 35 5
& 0. 5 B, R E BL 25 BRI 25 SCEESR B
AL M <0, 5 B, W) R 45 SR Bk 1 /20

A LIRS BE R A 3 L, U5 B84 1 — 2 47
FA OO AR 1 TS 454 2 I, U] A
AP NI LM BN 1 AL, AR A7 (Q
(AY),a(AY)) —=ATH(QIAD) ,a(AP ) <1/ (P—
DA KA M T SRR A 0 300 BARSR.

3 BHIRA

FEAMI LR 7 S B R v, VA o I A A [ B
EEMSEERE, GRS & bRk E kX
TS TS, S E00R R R T R 4 5 1 A ) AT
HER AW S H sk &, 0 B AL E R i AR 38
IR A BE R RS BRI » A5 G o 340K TTL-VIKOR
FAFAMB LR R B2 15, I8 45 5 5 oAt DL ARk 7
PR BRI T LA

WA 3 MER T, (h=1,2,3) HRIF/INAXT 6
FAMIBERI T A, (p=1,2, -+, 6) HEATIEM, =F W
K500 A= (0. 3,0. 45,0. 25) . SMIHER B 19T
PN C,(q=1,2,3, )53 HAH#E SHE CO M
S5 EAC) R 560 (C) LUK IRSS & (C))
Hoiirs 5584 (C) BER R B E, 08 5 i
(Co) FFRS 13 (C) DL R IRSS F & (Co) AR &
FVEMRAE. bR C AR &5 B85 L i h A
Sylah , HABAENISR 5 & B ERRT 45 v W AT R4
Eﬂ S= {So :1E{E§(VL) s S1 :{E&(L) 0 Sz — EP%(M) ,
ss=1a (HD 5, = 1R & (VHD ). BARPEARIC B L 2
nk 3.

WG, ERTIR &M, SM Bt i S FE M B
mnT .

(DB BHENFTHY Ci.Cs T Cy 1B LR R
TOGIE S, F AT M FEEIAE G WE
WE I — el . 2 4 MR T, 2
TOIE PR I, Ho A B DA IRy AL 2.

®2 HEHNSEE

Tab.2 Assessments of suppliers provided by the

three decision makers

YW

RFE HLVE C ) Cs G
Ay M 55 H H

As L 60 M L
As H 95 H VH

i Ay M 45 M H
As H 50 L M

As M 70 M H

A H 55 M M

As M 60 L M

As H 95 VH H

Iz A VL 45 M L
As M 50 H M

As M 70 L H

A M 55 H M

As L 60 L M

As M 95 M H

Is A VL 45 L M
As M 50 M VH

Ag L 70 M M

*3 ANNETERG
Tab.3 Weights of criteria

T DA B YA X[
il o} Cs Cs Ci
Ji 0.3 0.4 04 05 02 03 03 04
T2 0.2 0.3 0.3 0.4 01 03 04 06
Ts 0.3 0.4 05 0.6 04 04 05 05

R4 J ZBEBNREER
Tab.4 2-Tuple linguistic decision matrix of J;

#EN
PR ) G G )
Ay A0, 667) AC0.579) (s3,0) (53,00
A; AC0. 333) AC0. 632) (s2,0) (51,0
Az A(1. 000> A(1. 000> (s350) (5450)
Ay A0, 667D A0, 474) (52,00 (53,00
As A1, 000) A0, 526) (51,00 (52,00
Ag A0, 667) A0, 737) (s2,0) (s53,0)

OBFER 3 HAEBHSENHEZENE SR
wy =0. 210, w; =0. 296 ,w; =0. 182,70, =0. 313.

ORI (DM EARX N —oiE LR
Ré, JL3R 5.

(O HfaE PIS F1 NIS,
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7= (A€0.917),A0. 474), A(0. 800) , A0, 825)),
r~= (A€0. 200, A(1. 000) , ACO. 325) , AC0. 425)).

GYHHIT— = oniE LB (d. @) SR INE

#=5 EERTITIENRFERE
Tab.5 Aggregated 2-tuple linguistic decision matrix

6 B,
(Rp 9ap>ﬁ(Qp ﬂlp) 9?“%% 7 E?%-

*6 HW—-TiEXER
Tab.6 Normalized 2-tuple linguistic distances

#EN TN
BLLF Ci C Cs Cy (et C C; Cs Cy
Ay A0, 817) A0, 579) A0, 638) A0, 575) A A0, 140) A0, 200) A0, 342) A0, 625)
Aj A(0. 483) A(0. 632) AC0. 325) A0, 425) Az A0, 605) A0, 300) A(1. 000) A(1. 000)
As AC0.917) A(1. 000) AC0. 800) AC0. 825) Az A0, 000) A(1. 000) A0, 000) A0, 000)
Ay A0, 200) A0, 474) A0, 438) A0, 463) Ay A(1, 000) A0, 000) A0, 763) AC0. 906)
As AC0. 767) AC0. 526) A(0. 538) AC0. 625) As A0, 209) A(1. 000> A0, 553) A0, 500)
As AC0. 583) AC0. 737) A(0. 388) A(0. 688) As A(0. 465) A(0. 500) AC0. 868) AC0. 344)
x®T ZrxA(S;,0),(R;,0,)(Qp,05)
Tab.7 The 2-tuples (S, ,a,),(R,,a,) and (@, ,a,)
e | Ar Az As Ay As As
(Sprap) A0, 346) A0, 710) A0, 296) A(0. 632) A(0. 330) A0, 511)
(52,0, 013) (52,0, 044) (s9,—0.038) (54,—0.035) (59,—0.003) (s3,—0.01D)
(Ryrap) A0, 195) A0, 313) A0, 296) A(0, 283) A0, 156) A0, 158)
(51,0.029) (s2,—0,021) (s2,—0,038) (s2,—0.050) (s1,—0.010) (s1,—0,009)
(Qprap) A0, 186) A, 000) AC0. 445) AC0. 812) A0, 042) A0, 265)
(51,0.019) (s6,0. 000) (s3,—0.055) (s5,—0.021) (s0,0.042) (s25,—0.068)

(DR IO S, vap) « (R » ) FIQ, s ) HEF
FESUHATHET. (Qpsap) AT ZI04H (565, 0. 042) < (51
0. 19) < (555, — 0. 068) << (55, — 0. 068) <C
(5550, 021)<(s5 ,0. 000) , MR B 1826 BE HEI P 45
B As>A >ATATAC A, B, ARG R
FERIHER B2 As.

it — AR T ITL-VIKOR J5 ¥ B A 3L,
F 8 R T A SCAR B W HEY 5 508 TOPSIS™ [ X
6] ELECTRE™) R iE 4 2 6 MCDMS! 57 |
HIHEP 45 R

*8 HFAERILER

Tab.8 Ranking comparison

PR ITL- R leEﬂ P Qempster
VIKOR TOPSIS ELECTRE MCDM
Al 2 3 4 2
A, 6 6 6 6
A; 4 4 5 3
Ay 5 5 3 5
As 1 2 1 1
As 3 1 2 3

FE 4 FHERF A, As JAs Ay FELFUERIZE R
dr ¥R R B, H At A 5 R 0 A b 1) X, T IR
ITL-VIKOR BRI T iy HE 7 25 Rk b 5 H A gAY
2oL, HA TS SR, AR 4B E X PTR AR  &F 1
FFWABEWL, B AT (QUAP),a(A®) —A™!
(QAD) ,oa(AP ) =—0.1<1/(6— 1), B M EARE

Bl I AT ME— A, A A5 YT BE Sk BAR Y A
AR .

# ITL-VIKOR WHEF . As HEF A Z B, 1M
FEASE TOPSIS A5 7 i 1 2 14 515 S5 44 75 40 L.
YRR 6 MEE, BIR As 78 Co F1 Cs HEN B PRI
FAGHEC MC EHEET A H3X W&
FIALEE Lt Co F0 Cs 55, AATTBT LAMEH As BOHERE B 24
JeT As. [FIFEM, 5 X (8] ELECTRE 2% th4ghT, A,
FERBEEN C; 1 C, LT A HBLEE S HET
Ay FE Ay ZHG. AN, ITL-VIKOR #58  ff g 7
B! Dempster MCDM £  o Hi J3 81 &2 1) [R) B 5 3%
B As T Ag FEZSFBER BT IR0 55 =, SO Al
FEYL R o AR o L X 43, i ITL-VIKOR M 7R £ Hb
WA T X — AL 45 b, 54 TOPSIS, X [A]
ELECTRE HI#H Dempster MCDM # R AH L, 4=
CiE AR ITL-VIKOR 7 58 BA R H .
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(2) PSRF NG BB SRR € TR AR
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A A RIACE A N /M. R, Zond
(Spsa,)+(Rysa) F(Q, s0,) = F HHEF 5455 K
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4 it
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