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- A Case Study of MADM
Using Taguchi Techniques and LAM
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[ 31] FXAHE 9% dHolg
EA | azae) EAAEE) | BAHEGCH | 22@) 2)4(B)
A c AE(nE) C2 | AE(AHL) C3 Cy Cs Cq ¢y
al -45 3.0 0.0 12.0 0.9 1115 54.40
a2 02 0.3 -2.0 11.0 0.9 1119 54.10
a3 -1.0 0.0 -3.0 12.2 12 1119 54.00
ad 05 0.2 -40 128 13 1120 54.48
a5 0.3 03 -2.0 11.7 1.0 1122 54.10
a6 0.2 0.4 -1.0 114 14 112.0 54.42
a7 0.1 0.2 -2.0 116 0.9 112.0 54.30
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