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1-Multi-Criteria Decision Making
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1.0Objectives

2. Decision Maker
3. Attributes

4. Criteria

5. Decision variables
6 . Constraints

7. Optimal Solution
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8. Preferred Solution

2. Icon Models , Physical Models
3. Anagog Models

4. Conceptual Models

5. Mathematical Models

6.Multi Attribute Decision Making
7. Multi Objective Decision Making
8.Explicit

9.Implicit
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1. Zimmermann (1996)

2. Goal Programming

3. Mini Max solution

f. Weighted Distance Solution

5. Least Squares Solution
6.Compromise Programming
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1 - Technique for Order-Preference by Similarity to Ideal Solution
2.Analytical Hierarchy Process
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1. Local Priority
2. Overal Priority
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