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1

Tab.1 Criteria used and associated

criteria weights and performance values

1 2 3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
C: 0.100 0.060 0.060 80 100 80 80 90 60 90
C 0.100 0.060 0.060 100 90 70 70 50 50 60
Cz3 0.200 0.100 0.100 210 210 190 170 160 160 140
Cs 0.100 0.030 0.030 120 110 120 120 100 90 30
Cs 0.100 0.100 0.100 110 90 110 130 130 150 160
Cs 0.060 0.100 0.060 90 90 90 90 70 100 100
C; 0.060 0.200 0.060 60 50 60 60 80 80 30
Ce 0.030 0.100 0.030 140 120 140 140 100 140 100
Cy 0.125 0.125 0.250 180 180 170 160 140 120 110
Cwo 0.125 0.125 0.250 160 170 150 140 100 110 80
100
80 |
j: 1 ek
vz
F“; ™ deialy’ Sl
20 F
0 j/ 5

1

1
90

A
100
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l | 1 1
110 120 130 140 150
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Fig.1 Cumulative frequency distribution for

2

Tab.2 Values of stochastic alternatives obtained

results of alternatives(PV uniformity distribute)

123.
125.
125.
127.
127.
130.
130.
131.
132.
132.
133.
133.
133.
136.
136.
136.
137.
138.
139.
146.

76
34
68
34
59
15
59
%6
02
04
17
26
69
12
58
99
59
25
33
98

125.
127.
127.
127.
128.
128.
128.
129.
130.
130.
131.
132.
134.
135.
135.
135.
136.
137.
137.
147.

63
23
47
57
50
86
86
49
83
98
87
29

48
49
65
53
74
94
61

116.25
117.53
117.96
119.59
123.11
123.77
125.18
125.57
125.65
126.08
126.61
126.64
126.72
126.75
127.22
127.64
129.23
129.32
132.26
138.75

117.19 99.43 103.15 81
117.24 100.02 104.95 84.
118.94 102.55 105.27 85.
118.94 102.55 105.63 88.
119.43 104.39 106.17 89.
119.91 104.83 106.26 90.
119.95 105.31 106.96 90.
120.50 105.82 107.49 90.
121.58 105.85 108.18 90.
121.62 105.96 108.48 92.
122.44 106.46 108.64 93.
122.62 106.55 111.43 93.
123.03 107.79 113.00 94.
123.63 108.42 113.58 96.
124.13 108.55 113.79 97.
124.35 108.61 114.98 97.
124.48 109.66 115.13 97.
125.06 110.54 118.98 99.
127.11 113.19 119.08 100.
137.54 117.56 121.02 106.

44
00
44
83
59
46
47
96
97
78
73
88
20
43
09
22
85
26
32
15

3 m r

Tab.3 Probability matrix that aternative m obtains rank r

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

1 60 35 0 0 0 0
2 35 65 0 0 0 0
3 5 0 50 25 0 0 0
4 0 0 45 75 0 0 0
5 0 0 0 20 80 0
6 0 0 0 80 20 0
7 0 0 0 0 0 0 100

1()4)1

801
5 60 ™
= 401
B

80 100 120 140

€x
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Fig.2 Cumulative frequency distribution for

results of alternatives( PV normal distribute)
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