BT
2265 %1%
20095 37 53

R e

DelphiE A-8-3H AHPHI ol 3t A+

+ ol % ® % koo k
FABDAE T F47

r_{

Application of the Delphi Technigue in Modifying AHP Method
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—m Abstract ®

AHP is widely used in various fields owing to its simplicity and clarity. However, it has the problems of reliahility
of panel's judgement and the assumption that each panelist’s ability is equal. In this paper, we propose & reliable
AHP method using Delphi technique, which aims to incorporate the relative expertise of panel and to increase their
consensus. The method is called the Modified Delphi-AHP. We apply the method to analyzing the demand for lectures
of Management of Technology,
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