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Deriving Weights in The Multiattribute Decision Making

with Imprecise Pairwise Comparison

Jeong, Byung Ho*

Abstract

- Cho, Kwon Ik**

The uncertainty in the relative weights of a jairwise comparison matrix in Multiattribute De-

cision Making(MADM) is caused by imprecise preference information of decision maker. In this

paper, it is shown how weight of attributes ca:

be derived from the pairwise comparision matrix

with interval pairwise comparison. The prefererce information of each pair of attributes with a

point pairwise comparison is combined with an

‘nterval pairwise comparison in order to estimate

a point peairwise comparison for a pair of atirioutes with the imprecise preference information. A

numerical example shows the suggested procedur: for deriving
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