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The Optimal Preferred Alternatives for MLDM Problems
using the Taguch’s Signal-to-Noise Ratio
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Abstract

.M 8

gurdo g YH(risk)S FHstA Ze dEHA  JAFE A (Multi-Attribute  Decision—-Making :
MADM) 5= Ad - H7k(selection/evaluation) FAo] HEA1L AL Foizl g8 719 digts 5
ol (1) 3hhe] HF HIgge HesAY, ) m < mol hal mHe At Fm AE HE 5L (3)
BE me] tigte A Z A 3Hpreference ordering)st=d] 348 4 rh[59]

o]2]3k MADM EAelA &AL FoiX dIUE 19 Huu|ne oA AdHd dFE nxe
RAo.2 o7H W(Taguchi method)[4,6,78]N4 ¢ 54J(characteristics)oll Tt o] g oju]dj
A MADM £Alo) tlg A3 Ao o4& v)d 5 A FAEAXE 432 (upper specification)
£ 71X HAE A (the-Smaller-the-better : S type), 3313 (lower specification)S 7K+ B &
A (the-Larger-the-better : L type)@} & - 818+ 1A (lower and upper specification)< 74+ B&E
A (the-Nominal-the-best : N type) 2.2 T+&#& + 9t}

B AdFdAe AddA dFs FdERAS te A 2Fstn de HTHEA AR (Multi-L
type Decision-Making : MLDM) Ao tiste] tigte] M@ . Frte] UM o759 SN H|
(Signal-to-Noise ratio) 7H'dol o8] HxH o2 v F&A A tit(inferior alternatives)E A AAZ 2.
2N JAEAAENA EFE F F JES sttt ol EAE AFY €&, AR, A=@F, &
Z A HEY, B), 7% 28, W74 55 7HAE JAEARY FA digtd A4 A8t E A
o2 Aztdd.

2 AFdAE 99 2& Adte] MLDM ZAd thale] ¢4 Fo1R AA 9 &
Aol gl 29 9 aFEPez BH[1,234]F F o)lES dAZH LR 13}
A2t ZaAA drraA FFY A3dtE Take AR Ay A8 X A8 &
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2. SNHl2| 7H
durd oz oA YoM ALget: SNule) A% o Feulge thed Zo AL & Ju

SN = EHo] AEE AFd o= AL WP HYE7}?
Aol 7L AEEe] AFe] of= AR UE JFg FeIR

Al

A

o [x2,

Hol M=ol A 3 _ A5 3 (power of signal)
o] &8 Hgd ¥ &<l 8 (power of noise)

L o

714 FAEHe B4l SNl SN=—10logl L 3 )}2 JolT, olm B¢ YA (db)e ol
d

<& 12341 JAEARS] AFAA Herbed 15719 st AEY €%, AR, 7
E 7% 59 I £4€ 2= MLDM 24 4%S e Zojth |74 o= AAAAZRE @
A p=1,2,,58 ANAN &8 Fagd {FAHA 98 Gi={cl, ci, e}, G={c},

Gy={ci, 3}, Gy={cl, 3}, Gs={c} & QA A&7z S

<E 1> MLDM ZH|&tgte] (o]

2% Gl G2 G3 G4 G5

A

ot O ci s c c a cy c ch c
al 113,270,000 60.4 8 7 285 1 2498 | 251,000 1
a2 111,130,000 37.2 6 10 234 9 2997 | 260,000 6
a3 117,050,000 60.8 8 6 24.8 3 1970 | 283,000 5
ad 114,470,000 104 8 5 26.0 7 2050 | 226,000 4
ab 111,350,000 40.6 1 3 26.1 9 2498 | 274,000 10
ab 113,990,000 90.3 9 2 234 4 2450 | 283,000 2
ar 112,310,000 52.3 5 7 30.1 2 2450 | 253,000 2
a8 115,080,000 66.8 1 3 22.6 5 2968 | 301,000 1
a9 110,990,000 104 10 5 209 6 2493 | 281,000 4
al0 111,070,000 32.3 9 9 24.8 1 29.79 | 265,000 9
all 111,190,000 10.8 7 6 274 8 2396 | 225000 1
al2 113,710,000 204 6 1 21.8 2 24.99 | 200,000 4
al3 119,990,000 51.4 4 4 27.0 9 2491 | 224,000 4
al4 119,440,000 70.2 3 5 200 10 29022 | 246,000 7
alb 116,230,000 438 8 8 237 1 24.39 | 238,000 4

A9 <F 1> disty @A pE AXYAM 3§ 2FE5AAY SNHl9 Hdt= o9 <& 2> e
U ok A7 G p=57A AAEAM PR HF HHMHZE dH(final optimal preferred

alternative) & ;¢S & & 3t

- 44 -



(E 2> BAIEZE 5T SNu|e st

o =1 p=2 =3 p=4 . p=5
by % 2] Z =] Z3 ' rps) 2] A
SNi(a) | Jad| She(a) | B3| SNyad | B3| svia) | 33| Svi(an | 3
al | 102.268969 106293246 | @? | 110.449945 123.397119 123.397119
a2 | 98993480 103.757385 110.395838 123.522809 124.263906
a3 | 102432047 106.137529 111.484880 124.334885 125000571 | a3
ad | %0333 98364761 104822108 117820071 118393462
a5 | 91.954440 94.226446 101.00039 114.020098 114.972479
26 | 104445685 | ol | 106879162 111511378 | b | 124541784 | o | 124828459
a7 | 99694101 103718468 108.803029 121740718 122027413
a8 | 94150250 96422256 102.2881% 115528252 116528252
a9 | 95831592 99.160020 105.599513 118638425 119.211815
al0 | 100.086112 104.630124 108.614272 121.752017 122.660819
all | 94519881 98.225363 104.913479 117.735706 117.735706
al2 | 96.605524 96.605524 101.289771 114.049383 114.622774
ald | 98973030 | 101.839982 108.656000 121.506708 122.080098
al4 | 99.053411 102.381839 108.956211 122.016430 122.821285
al5 | 101.046498 105.346926 109.274779 122.158186 122.731576

H =2

4. 2 £
2 dFdME q2 Y £48E /HRe 9E54 AR A (Multi-Attribute Decision-Making) &4

o QoA o]E9] Fold £A(attributes)e] A WA ANA AF 8= EAJ(characteristics)ol %

73-%- SN(Signal-to-Noise ratio)®]] ¢Js} HF HZ ¢S AHEY 5+ YEF 4t

& A7A AAlE MLDMEA 9] HIWHL S5 ¥ E A, H7), EAdvd g2

H§ 53 APH oz AZAAAA JAHAAAE ] H|ZA o]8)3ly] 4 SNH]o] 28 AL 3}

Aoke FellA 997t Ag RezE AZH

o0 gd
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