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SYNOPSIS : The facility diagnosis technique of past subjective judged the technical expert
and interpreted stably mainly. The facility the periodical civil official becomes indispensability
consequently with the law and the system and objectivity inspection which relates with a this
and development of diagnosis technique were necessary. Currently the evaluation elements
which relate with an inspection and diagnosis technique depended to the subjectivity of each
facility quality, data statistics, diagnosis know-how, various circumstance and the technical
expert and the evaluation item came to decide. But the evaluation score distribution of marks
of each item depended plentifully in data analysis result and experience. The past method is
weak in logically because the objection theoretical background and basis are insufficiency.
Consequently in order to apply a data analysis result and an experience logically, it used
AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process) method from this research. It is visible with the fact that the
application result reconfirmation and complement process will be necessary the technique
which is suitable in the multi facility management. Also it is expected with the fact that the
application characteristic from the next relation technique will be excellent.
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2. AISE2MH (Analytic Hierarchy Process)
2.1 ASEAMNHE0| I

AFE293 4 (Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP)& 9oJAlAA Ho‘?j‘ o] R 1970 el

Saaty(1980)e] 2Js AetE et AHPE 2343 A2 A A2 22 BAZ 5o ASsgezy o
TN A AHAAAATEIhe A AE EAR e atAH o) 7} A aes 52 AFE o
webA] ol &F317] o] HY oQAlAA FEAE AHPE o] $359 xﬂﬁWOE Aste] AT = Qlh. AHP
& o)l29 v W WE Heo 71HA 2 MexolEE Exoz wa|otol ofe] 2)ALA A Kokl A

ge) $850) g

AHP= oAHEA EAE ASser & 39 ATl ol H7F 849 AHAA a8 AT A= 848
o A FoEE Adui(Pairwise Comparison)oll 93] FAgtt, ojgig WA & Fa AHP= &=
Aoz Aoy Aol = ddE A Be SHAENE 72 F JEF @k webA] AHPE A FH
D 2@t opyet A QAE FAl HItE & glen, HriaR stolg Ain|aE FalA W
o =4 HusHA Fozn H7LE Fgat sk e Hriae] o B ddde A5E o Us

Ql 2=
=

HiHo] Qloja] HrtAMe] AlFAL =d £ 9}
AHPE thgol AHshe 471 $8)(Axioms)o] olstol A 4% A ol&4 WAL vdsta g

[52] 11 94 [Reciprocal) : AAMAARAE TULT AT ol A= 2749 296 FAf vlad 5 glof
Ok 8pal, 1 **14 FEE BT 4 qlofol Bk o]H @ M) AnE JF2UL WENA
ofgk @} ol & B9, A7} BRY x¥l FeAdd shd B AR 1/xl Fostes ot

2h=
[Fe 2] 534 (Homogeneity) : FREE A B9 Wold Al Hio| 23t RHAFT]
[Fg 3] &< q(Dependency) D3 AFY AL ARG AHAIS 2.4 4
2E AT BE a4l dale] AR SAAAS U BE 22E Dol 5Pl s
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[52 4] 7}l (Expectation) : 2JAMAA S ZAo} #g Algre AlFo] shdshAl st Avkar 7
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Adivla F A AA ALY =2)A RS AAGY] HeliA guivlawe] dHdE FEoF gttt 1
olfE HIMA = B9 FHo] o&Este] AunaE stuz o AAA dALE AL ThsAdol T
W F-o]t}, Saaty(1990)= <2 3.1>3} <2] 3.2>9F o] AHolgl AdBA x|<=(Consistency Index: C9}

AAA ¥ & (Consistency Ratio: CR)E oj&3le =3 AL AET £ Y= 3t

e

AAME #4 (CD = smax - n) / (n-1) ~————=—————————— e))

o)

AP M E (CR) = Cl / RI ——mmmmmmmmmm oo @)

o714, Amaxe AdiRinE Fd A& g AR F nHAolny, ne PHM 4 =
o9, RI& no} 158 107t%] Wgsk o] d4-x]4=(Random Index)©]T}.

daA & o] O.1¢lste]d walAQl d#Agol e ew H|Esti, 0.20]8teld Sud ¢
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e e eAAG BN AN A ok,
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