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A Study on Interactive Multiobjective Programming
—Development and Demonstration of |

Interactive € —Constraint Method —
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3k ARAEY SEBRMEC o] BEREE(decision maker :DM)E =
5 sl HE¥ 3 7sld o RERF o g 4FsiAl Ao o
714 ol REEES A4 AL, o E A%l AWSS 1 —&Y
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1) E#t(efficiency )8 &2 ##E@(nondominated ) &3 =% -S4l3pd 3k
#fr#E( noninferiority ) =+ stal 2 & E#( Pareto optimality )elelns Baj$c}
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shvie] BEEBMEE MN4AA717] 98 Ao E g L v BGEMES %
LAl A obul =l ALE 22 & mHAHE(efficient alternatives)
olek o& REFH A Fsta] % RBEFE ¢k ol uwisl o2 KL
of xui sl REEXS EHBENRBR(inefficient alternatives )ole} £ &
el DML FHEBAREERES 31 o1& Hsisted B @asids e A
olth KR, HEBHRBEREMEE AAdseid 4 —%kwoz HHMEA(eff-
icient set)Z Talof ot HAMEEE Tshv FHkodls MEMEMEE, —
ok, CEERES 77 At

2dd 1Al A AEE HARESS —RBeE W 34 =3 o R
F7b okl Tyg&ste2(incomplete orderings )3 1ztgHAlulo g Folxl
RRREMEY 7t vhdA &S Tel7le] £3E80hY adely o miEe
ShERRE old FEERES Tsld DM BHFES /A3 =0 BiFME(pre-
ferred solution)E Ztohlelof ek olejqt BEFME & HEkozde A
A, ZAERE TUstd EEHoR REFME Tihe HEv B4, MEmo=
S AEBE ol-&3te Hk 5, DM #ARRU BRGoR ZAgdn 738}
i DM gBEZHE T8 BEMES Tilv Hol ok 21 F AA Hre
DMe] #AmmHEEel %e olel-go] w=2A Ak a:lsld AN HFatt
I RiEkd AT w WR/E AT A REMEA 24L& AL
—#mpos oy wixid DM #ARKE HRIESHA Tk AL A
o Erbsshehd B4 A DMt SHEMK T A2 udg 128 F8 71
U BHE FozH MEE HAsle HEoR ol HEMBEBIHRo el &

2) L.E. Johnson and D.P. Loucks, "Interactive Muitiobjective Plann-
ing Using Computer Graphics," Comput. & Ops Res., Vol.7,
No.1-2, 1980, p.89.

3) J.L. Cohon and D.H. Marks, "A Review and Evaluation of
Multiobjective Programming Techniques," Water Resources
Research, Vol.11, No.2, 1975, p.210.

4) P. Nijkamp and ]J. Spronk, "Interactive Multidimensional Progra-
mming Models for Locational Decisions," European Journal
of Operational Research, Vol.6, No.2, 1981, p.221.

5) J.S.H. Kornbluth, "Duality, Indifference and Sensitivity Analysis
in Multiple Objective Linear Programming," Operational Resear-
ch Quarterly, Vol.25, No.4, 1974, p.599.
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Eok et BEREIHRE DM BiFEBC HustAl AAd"A gAd,
HE = Bmlel HRER FEMoR HEs Jehx ¢ Az &
Aol sbsslet Bl thS) B, HEREEA IT BEFEEAE A=/t Y
€ i AKFAAdE 4 olE Bk ksl X o=A STEP B(step meth-
od), SWT#(surrogate worth trade-off method) %4 %iE& SME(inter-
active subgradient method ) #Eel RIEEE 71=ts] AR %, olo4
ol & HkI 1 #HE&ET dElsle MEF HWERGSBE 5 HER . -0
BEste ol & AAstaAt ek

o] HEL  —HPH¥ Y HENSEFRS =2 LAGRKRIHBMEY BEF
e Tt BkoezA AL o] HEE . —HEY dneEFe A4 st
Zbeket BESTEAS E8 o] Hxkel HAWNERT Asstax dn

1. SEHEL 3 E0ERIES —Ke FR

1. HEREEFA B

S REE AL B shel o] DMel RBiFBpreference function)
7b s A =] A e AdE @Al sbedt Hkelwh 4 FoiAa
BEEpERES RE Tl ¥ «dls DMel s KREggnic BFEd S6d
@t A" BEsE ok asd o] HWEMELIRAAE A A8l B
Aein) Qe FRERAKRES] BEMmOD HEHE AR FHHHD o=l
DMzl SHEMFE AR BEs) 74 DM BiFES #igmos 38 7t
= BRE wA He, AEE BE wEstel A & REERC BE ME
ez Z#H4( trade-off rate)olv}t BEFtEH] il DMe BRE ALY

Z, o] HitolAE shiel Aum(efficient solution)eld DMol RER
E oohE AR olsdtdd REMREERES WA ok oAl oz DM
o] BfEQ] fEol nEaAV MEmEiX L ol Mk RES 3T 4+ dE 4 BB

6) P. Nijkamp, Multidimensional Spatial Data and Decision Anal-
ysis, John Wiley & Sons, 1979, p.198.

7) Ibid., pp.198-199.

8) J.L. Ringuest and T.R. Gulledge, Jr., "Interactive multiobjective
complex search," FEuropean Journal of Operationl Research,
Vol.19, 1985, p.362.
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B} odoiz e 9)

T, o] HRL DMozde o s a7s sl =et 2A FrAx=2
+rEed, 1 v & KEBRUY BHY ERKEACl TRE A5
Hulgk HHRE LEE e Afolx oE shie DMo| BEY ERKES
olEd AU B|EE A4sE s A-rF 2R k10 zdl §iEY #
MEHRE —BHoR #HEd s WHRBHEEHANA DMA o 2 ARE FA
el FiEo | Fsle Hikolv Geoffrion gk, WHERAE#%k, SWIk,
Zionts —Wallenius & &o] 3, ##%9 Hikol= SEMOPS #(sequential
raultiobjective problem solving technique), STEP#%, Zeleny ik, #®
FERSME&o] U=

o7lel e 4 olE FHE+t REBHU Aoz d#Ass STEPHEs SWT
¥ 22l HERMSMikd dd o] & Hko BE ¥ RMERS v 2uA ¢
28

2. BEFEE W MK

2.1 STEP%

STEP (step method )¢ % B®HRMBMEY BIFRS Toled 85
T RRMS BWEMNHMEe 2 JHyI BN REERE Al #hel BFMH
o] ReslE BES Ut 404 fE REBEL BERKS BREREHHKE
EomRAc ERREBEMEs DM3 4HEMFEIY BELHS Ze BEEA
o] Babgeld] DML HEEMAA AHEd &KEES vl 2stAl s o]& 58 A
2 WHE AAYE 5 YA Rk dr14 o] HEY HEBRE 49 usl2 §
=} 12)

24 |EE] HEEW fi, k=1,2, --- , pd dis],

9) J.L. Cohon, Multiobjective Programming and Planning,Academic
Press, New York, 1978, »p.190.

10) J.L. Ringuest and T.R. Gulledge, Jr., op. cit., p.362.

11) J.L. Cohon and D.H. Marks, op. cit., p.217.

12) R. Benayoun, ]. de Montgolfier, J. Tergny and O. Larichev,
"Linear Programming with multiple objective functions: Step
method(STEM)," Mathematical Programming, Vol.1,No.3, 1971,
pp.368-369.
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f.(x)zéc}‘ Ky teeeeeeeeeeeeneeesessesirestiesiiees ettt (1)
fil 2 )= fn——'i’ngfn(x) ................................................ (2)
ﬁ:,’fl.-z {fb(xi)} e et edaeeieacsenereraniresiatnrsetreeantitniataenaan (3)
g} 3k} 13)
A7 A, gHiA REBRBRAAY BHME AE37 A8 ol mM@EES Foh
min A
§.t. xeX’?
22[f,~}‘;:c:.x,.]-n,,, B=1,2, < b
120 )

0:1711_] T, =a, /Z\d
ala—‘[(fh fk)/fb][L(c )? j :

a2el3, x'v gWA REBEAAY 33 THRMEAKST X

2, ox'=x={x|Ax< b, xz0}°|¥, x'v DMoR{e (¢g— 1)~ RE
BEAA AR Hart hSLe Y Afd A REE ' #d AEA
el olw] HHWBES 7HEu] DMeo] HEAEM( ideal solution )} ¥ ws}
o EutE2ydy Ay AHEREE HE2doa E o BEEEES 9t
Frows ofg BEA HFEAESHA Aok meld x7 v oldZE DM K
& kst ATk

Fh3r EikE wboF DMo] BEpe] H#fe] 53AV, REEEK ¢7F H
BHEHS B pol L2 edlE DMo] tFsh= BiFRE A XYL & T4
Al = c} 15)

a2y STEP Bl A= utF2gx 2%
= <bEldt HeEBEE 7é% 1 S R

i

W AWEEES Mdsts] H o
of DMe] #F(Eoll 73t —E#o] =

13) V. Chankong, "Multiobjective Decision Making Analysis: The
Interactive Surrogate Worth Trade-off Method," Ph. D. Disserta-
tion, Systems Engineering Department, Case Western Reserve
University, Cleveland, Ohio, 1977, p.65.

14 ) B ideal solution)z ZE& BMEHES EHHoR FAd AH35s AL
B 2l o] v Bl Mol &4 ske At BEAARESIS skl

15) R. Benayoun, et al.,, op. cit., p.373.
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&5lejol ke BES WMRE st k%) =3} STEP A+ DMe| p@
o] REBRE A #ox dolxl Mol =tFslx] %sld, 5 HE 7Hed o=
T 237175 €A gevid o] A% FoIx MEY BESS FEsHA
3t Aoz B zzu ol: BEMolskn & 4 ¢tk siuvstd DMol &&
g Egd 4 gcdz A Folal RMEY BHFMIF FESR Yedie
4 Q7] dFolek17) o 3ld ok e R|e STEP ke odxelE(algorithm)
o4 olw JiEed THE 4 Y& ubFY FIF HHoT DMeA AMFHA E3
7] dlFo WPF Aoz ¥ F£E A

2.2 SWT%

SWT #( surrogate worth trade-off method )& ¢ - ###%(e - const-
raint method )& EdZ HEM 7Hu REFME T3 ko2 ZHE
HAHMES 283 —BH FRUFHMENT #HMol 7Hsslek o F
B BAMOT ZHA(tradeoff rate)dl FHHEE e DMol ATk LHE
< HAFozHd old -3t REFME FAohli= Hikoloh ol FHkd BIFME
#FBXE LI Foh®

24, SAHHELMES okl Aotz shAt.

Maximize (fi(x), fa(x), -+, fo(x)) - U (4)

x €X
74, reR"¢ BRERESEYE, X+ WESBHERK, f, 1=1, , P
B Az Mol ok

SWTdl AL EAmMmOD Sl MES «—#HomE: dastd ek 5,
pE Bh EEE oL shHdE B4 f1)E HEAS(primary object-
ive)oz 4w VoA B®EL FolA MEY Hiok#oR Fsd HFER
A, ®(4)9 MEE &(5)9 RES 2ol fi shiute] B—AMHMES A5

16)B. Roy and P. Vincke, "Multicriteria analysis: survey and new
directions," European Journal of Operational Research, Vol.§,
No.3, 1981, p.213.

17) J.L. Cohon and D.H. Marks, op. cit., p.217.

18) Y.Y. Haimes and W.A. Hall, "Multiobjectives in water resources
syatems analysis: the surrogate worth trade-off method," Water
Resources Research, Vol.10, No.4, 1974, pp.618-621.
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Maximize fi(x)
XEX et ieiereenaecaeean (5)
s.t. f;(x)Ze‘, i=2,'-‘.P
A7l e, o KL EEY B Hi BLBRES WEKES Jehe, o
9 e BEFMES TSI BEhd A3 2A=c}
& (5)9 #=H" Lagrange&®+= R (6)3 ok

L(,Z):f,(x)——é,{”(f‘(x)_ei) ................................. (6)
o714 Ay, i=2, .-+, pi Lagrange o] =t

A er, oty gl AT IAE FHdld KX (5)F %‘?]—.19) olaf , =mkeof
#Howsgx fi(x)> 7 SXEH9EH#R(equality constraints )o] opid &,
< fi(x)d 33t ASHAF =2 olodRe] HAY BEBERE AAH HE
EARS ozl SRR whoF HOEER(Sfi(1)= e )] EXk=] Jn. =
g Jk@ft(nondegenerate )zl o|= #fatk#FR ol 3=+ Lagrange F,
A, -y Ape EY ZE Z2A A9 474 EY e e Aw. =2,
e, pE KA i3 HORGRA 2D BM MY LHFE Jehdick
B4 EHR(duality theory)ol 3l ztsle] Lagrange ®E A & WOKRERS .
7t g By 74 o, £, 9 B#EEN duhvd FUBlestE Jeldg F, A4
< A B (s B TE®Fo] Bk olE k&Y UL DM
Al BB R 83 HHE BE&xd

S Aol W33l RAFEEB(surrogate worth function) W, (4, )
€ okt d74 Wit THRE x99 oA BES Bish] 98 mH
gt & 4 Ak B4 Wi 9 32 DMue] daieo HREES S ddald
Z, e H#aMol AHx AmmEs(efficient set )9 THES BHH
BuEet &7 DMolAl A Eted o] HFo] F i W= HfEo] whabd AQ
o BES HAsHA el oA FEEY —XEEE TAIAY ERSHS
g5l Wi (Au)=07F S& B £49 &£3%K( indifference band )& F
b oldl Wi fi(x)Y BEUF H22 28 (=2, ---, po dlslo,

19) SHHBRREMEESE X (5)MEY B 22 ¢ —HOHEe 1333ty o) &
RESS Tile HES e —#Hliokelel goh old W A4 RALS BEYER
Cohon [1978,pp.115 — 127 ] ¢]x} Cohon —Marks( 1975, pp.211 —212]& #=z3}
7} wpaieh
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Wn’(fl*- f:, et fp*)ZO

7t AEste REFES T Ak G704 L (x)e D(ff(x)—e)=0
o] M ERHFGBEER [ (x)—e, =02 wZdE fi (1) #oz HOEK
¢ REFM7E "ot

a2#d SWTgdA = @l M ulsld RA®EM(surrogate worth )&
AMsol stre BEREEMUT golAw REFESKS] W Edsle  fF¥Eol
HAskAl b 53 EmEEY Bob B2 Afos o] Aol MER.R AT
ol A7} @bz B3k Cohon —Marks )9 WERE 2stad ol 2E3t 5
HEES BEHEME B pot 57Kt wHel putEY Srkdsn g FoR
o] FHdAde HHEMEY EXtE FiRZ &7 A Fd LPE o|4¥ AL %
el HoEeES aaste MES ohRolsh BEsitie #iRo) wHEc

2.3 HERSME
M SME:( interactive subgradient method )dlA el &E 73l& BRE
£ A7k BRgE o] Axrslz §Ap2)
O #HBEBREMEY BRL
5 HOREREMES 33 Fo] HYsirl2 ek

Maximize U[fl(x)' e, fﬁ(\f)j ........................ (7)

x e X

o714 Uxs DMY peaAE®(ordinal utility function)®2 Us DM
oAl Hudle duA A delm s Eek

24 A RS Yo H EE BHEEY KELEET Hd3lEts M
EES R(8)3 o] vehd + Ut}

Maximize fo (%) & Af(x) oo (8)

A7 1202 (p—1)d8eln, f& (p— 1)« EmEolch
S e, & DMo] HEMO® BEMaly A% oo BORBE /o

20)J.L. Cohon and D.H. Marks, op. cit., p.2186,
21)J. Walker, "An interactive method as an aid in solving multiobj-

ective mathematical programming problems," European Journal
of Operational Research, Vol.2, 1978, pp.341-347.
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gtz Ak F,
ei=fi(x*), i=1, ---, p
gh st R (9)9) o] H—HHEKE Z+ «—HOMES 438 + A+

Maximize fo(x)
s t. FUE) 2 & v s (9)
xr € X

s, & (8)9 REANA dolx BEHEBMET DMel & 72450z ¢
HAg AzE Hagezd R (7)Y MEE R (8)Y ME=z & 5+ U+
& (7)9 MEe X (8)Y &z ol=id WMk ¥ AT KW 19 HHKE
B2 oy 2 A (9)RES Lagrange #%i(Lagrange dual )€ ZL3te
24 Mol gusact

Maximize L(A)=max(fro(x)+A(f(x)—e): x€X) )

- (10)
s.t. A =20

HERSM#EL R (7)Y MES R (10)9 ME Y o9 33 R (8)Y
MEE ok dukstd R (8)FIEY MIGERAAE e 3ol EFsH FiH=
golx Sv, wh=x Jlzs HHM o el BMEBMES HAdtd DM W
RAEFLE 41 =7 = Fol=

@ SMzxe] #A
R & (9)Y RIES o9 #HmMEY KX (10)ME= &7 98 SMx
(subgradient method )2 & o3 ZL EHikE gl
(1) £8&s =y ' 20€ 4%
(i) X (8)% MEE £+
(iii ) AM=2*—t(f(x*)—e)o2 FE} 74 BY g 7 ™
L 0o FT EE E+ 12 AT #%, BE (i)E 7ot
@ HFEMSME] #HHA
DMo| REMo e HEMety 428 o AMEBE Adste 7 T

22)M, Held, P. Wolfe and H.D. Crowder," Validation of subgradient
optimization," Mathematical Programming, Vol.6, 1974, pp.62-
88
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T A= HHE (4L, w Rl 8. Em&EME olY FuMEs 2A U & 3o
2 E3% + 3

olAl X (9)RIEY H8H ¢ g=(/+wu)/ 22 gL 28z BE B
HEMol s ez DMolA #istid STEP#3 418 Hkozw e g
HEEL HF2e A AEE Tt olod o] FES EdE st EuE
2¥cn Y248 s AMENEE $E52Yo Yol AGERES S3igon
# og BRgdlA A4ArbssiAl ek 5, DMae] RES 58 Aoz RS
Ed2 [,u 2 g3&T AL ol¥A 84 g, i=1, -+, p—1 9
g HEE e sl MBS o ulEd o)A BEY RBd e E wmiiE
2 4bo} SMEE AMEgeozy Mz B-EHMEY £#HES T

28U HEMSMEAALE Folxl $AMBERTMEY] DHEERES A2l
£ FEE Heldor 98 A4 A Rsln glow, 3 d4EHe RESRE
dlA AHEE HHMS AHESteE B B e E 2d2 SMEkg A £3ld
A2d B—HBRESY FYUE THoF =lv i 233 BE2S Aok =
- RIS Ad=

. HER . —sipExe MR A BARS

1. ZR® wR

1.1 HE&HKBHERBY B

SEMHEMES FamaEa(efficient set )& Tahid o] Folx AM
ERU) w5 of BERY REE AST LB} A9 webd olu  B@EK
} EHmEae S45ted Uasidu ol HBEME AdAAT Tu
ghe}29)

d2A (E- 1)) oH B BBEBCF Fold Qux st d74 HHE
#5e E=7(x', 2*)Uyr(x*, x° )|} wx BEHEH f.. fo. fi & A
S Ae Azts ¥ old (H- 1dlA Mol & & SFo] HAMEEL

23)T. Gal, Postoptimal Analyses, Parametric Programming , and
Related Topics, McGraw-Hill, Inc., 1979. pp.283-284.
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X2

fl(x)

@ 1>

#eRE vtk 2 wgte] glek whAMAR f., fi, i B AYT AL e
Ex Wde] g% & + Aot =24 oA A Polx 2l HamEs E
of BB "R Y14 fish fi & ARl AAAY + 98 ¢ F e
28y fo ok fo v R AAAR ¢ g o] A HHEHAA A AAA
= Eo F43 f9 fi & TLEY BHEY = F4BoEeln £2c
2y fi, fi ok Fol ol % sHEH o shviubg AAAR S Eo ¥BS
vz ¢+ BHEEE HE® FeEOREEIT 2

olAl (E- 2>% ¥a, T4 KB e BAME(linear vector maximum
problem ; LVMP)¢9 —#H#o =2+ E#(cone) C(c', ¢*) =& C
(¢, ¢ )t BEMES ES BREE & + A9 ol dgs:s H#EES

ct c?

E 2) <#E 3>

24)].L. Cohon, op. cit., pp.64-67.
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¢, ¢t Ex o, ¢t RE FAY KEESoR AR £4q soigio
5. C(c', ¢ )={ceR | c=a,c' +a,c*, a, 20, a, 20}o]x C(c',c*)
={ceR* | c=a,¢c' +a,c*, @, 20, a, 20} 0]t}

T B 3> dodde Clc', ¢ )& XEE#(basic cone)z o4
¢t 9 cF I Y RAKACE BHE 5 Ao AL Clc', ¢f)
of HAE wpazbAleld) o]z Re ¢ ¥ ¢ EE AAsed EUasy
22 e, ¢t =g oo, ccol YAAnl FHEMRES EF Ao e o
T U

R FMREHEME 27 YA T2 BHEEE o g 49 &
ZH#(convex cones)®] #Ho BE@EE Fol, HREEH#E a5 5& »},
ol HMEBEARBYEYE 7Y 75 C={c* | ¢* eR 2% BXY H
W el7} deld w7t Gauss - Jordan BE%S REFAsIE ot

1.2 EEAmENe] BE

sl EEEMG] EAE 49 LPdd+s olF BHE 71d or s
EEsld BmENE A4 3o Halter —Dean®) o] ¢5ld EEBE =8
% By HEEEC B 32 Bfe] s v BME, 5 EHEERE =
7] oo BHAMES LPBAY HioEed 483 AT $HoEsR
Mol AY AMEL HUERE Idd Bedd el 2 BEFE@A BHM
FERIEME YA uA =y og A EY A daelde o HeKseS 53
R JFed Tl BMENME UE47s REMES 4As 34

AT, BERY T3 TE o4k 9dd 3494 F= #S Zale
2 old) LPHEAY #iuEgRos HFEY & AMEe EEE/ $Usid
t A& g BASD T o]E HEEL EMEREZ T4l M
HE BEe BEFES Fdth

1.3 AHMELE3 WRLRE
Simon?) 2 HEBHMS A XA BERERETAA KX BIERE

25 ) A.N. Halter and G.W. Dean, Decisions under Uncertainty, Cinc-
innati, Ohio: South-Western Publishing Co., 1971, pp.54-57.

26 ) H. Moskowitz and G.P. Wright, Operations Research Techniques
for Management, Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1979, p.517.
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olgk L& Higol WHdld BRABESY WEKES FFA7= reEelstxr R
ab gleh bt 20 E AAYE, & WMEKES Jebic desn g
DM f(x°)z ¢ & FFA7I« WEMRE A 2k 474, f(x°)z e 5
FA7le x° €XFE el AT UFY U Welx FEH

=3 Simon & WEKEHE s BolAY EEMHA Al okx, HEHER
Ao = o A2E FHE drey deld T v S HESlT
Ak el REWMEKE o AL WRM v €XE F2 #Kele Bu E
& WRAEL ¢ 26 dAAE 17t WEMZ HeAE AEd & LB
eh &, abeF AR WREKE o AU FWMEML 10 eXUF AR Yt
| o] A9, DML WERKES ARt 2% ¢ <eod WRMEE FHotof §
et

oloizy MixE uHEF2 24 DMo| wolsolrd $43 WMER 5 REW
of =@g + gtk

1.4 AZBEMY —BEH Bt
—#oz FEMHRELMES R vhel Fo] oiat L Bz Fd
-t

Maxxierr}(iZe (filx), f.(x), -+~ Fa (X)) ermmenmriennns (11)
oldl KX (11)ME7 vh&3t ZL 2z BBELME JF Ut sl

Maximize gl f(x))
s.t. X EX e (12)
f(x)=e

714 geGold, G R’ LolA BHEHEMA Zd ok piEm(st-
rictly increasing)ql =& FHZS #£&L Wik F,

Z={z <R’ | z=f(x), x<=X}

27 ) H.A. Simon, "On the Concept of Origanizational Goal," Adminis-
trative Science Quarterly, Vol.9, 1964, pp.1-12,

28) R.M. Soland, "Multicriteria Qptimization: A General Characteriz-
ation of Efficient Solutions," Decision Sciences, Vol.10, No.l,
1979, p.36.
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olAl HHME tEH A oo wEE 4w

Ce® 0. 1)%

g% G &% & xmXKet shah. ol= x07t HEM e 24 1t
| e €R% o st R (12)RIES EEMY =1 Bao

o] BHel =z} el AHMA s b3 FE B KBS FKY 5
et F. kR A (12)ME RERE Zedkd old 2 RERE F £HM
BosfLRifBe] HaM@rt fd #os 2E AHM 106 distd x07F R (12)
MBS R#EM7E Slv Aox shvd Lk eo] EAEHA A gRHoz DM
< &3 9 T W=y #EMOT HHME HHE F YA Ao

2, ¥ne|E(algorithm)

MY HRe FRST Ed= & HEM . 465 interactive ¢ —const-
raint method )¢ MEFBEL che3 2o |

BRE ]l FsREOERES 8E

Folzl m{E] BHEE /v AHBEES F45lcrl TLEL HMEEHE
BE BaHB&AA AT Uz pEY BHEEEEE HHEow Aer)

B2 EREHEEY BE

FepHBES A vz pEY BMHS Ty EEEREMCE S48 &
EEIES WRAEG S FASHEE(ranking ), F&¥E(leveling), BB
#:(successive comparisons method), # % &r¥(paired comparis-
ons method )% o & 71=7F gl=} 30

o BER e —fEdA s 2€ B0l A 2
o0, Wz XEAHEEE A4S BN 445
2 BHBE At Aow F3in

weld  Ld itk e Bl 54 AR ik ¥& Y
§ SHELEESDE A4

EEES 748 LEBx o
Aok &, HEEZ B

29) Ibid., p.34.

30) R.T. Eckenrode, "Weighting Multiple Criteria," Management
Science, vol.12, No.3, 1965, pp.181-182.

31 ) olo] gk A E REL 2EYMW Ignizio (1976. pp.183-18518 iz 3}
ulghct
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Ma)iig}(ize fr(x)
s L. filx)ze, i=1, --., p—1

A7AA fo(x)e ERAGEMEA BEEEC b3 3o BOEK o

BH4 e o) AT 4 AE 8y (L w)S AR

4 BE BOEWR fi(x), i=1, ..., pol Ua) A7 BEES T
o olw] Aol BREEES x, &, ---, xfEE Teoh

ad e, 8 BRKEA wie fi ()7 Sn BAMEQ L& min( £ (x),
filxt), oo, fulx?)7h Rk o]E Bol folzhAl Falrl dAE REE

(payoff table)®& o]4% 4% sick A, RE f,, i=1, --., pol ol
3 2 &Es A9
l,-gf;Su;,i=l,---,p ....................................... (14)
7F Hep
BYRES [ e, 9 TEAME )2 AAFY
. WHE ;. 1=1, ---, p—1L EEEHH f, 2 HHEo 2 3o
Maximize fr(x)
X = X

A e BRBME x* % fi, i=1, ---, p—1ol RASS T f.(x*),
t=1, -+, p—1=2 Fr}

BbE6 I DMt HBEEES 58 802 o, -.., 6, & Fam R
(13)o sk HHBM x°/ o} olof -gatE Mot ALY fi, i=1, ..., p
e e,

olzfel AR fi. i=1, .-, pol HEM 1 & 1 DM BHE
€ A=Y o] HRL oL 2o |

(i) fi, i=1, -+, pa 7Fd] DMo] =Zslro] UF Acim  eiat
ez = HE filk=1, ..., p, k#i)% sl f, e AMAd7T
A ghobd, ol=lel BMEM fiE A' B siustt Aoz wHrlslw, o] AL
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BEEBES S7H77] H8 o] BEMEY e FEAAE Foa (AT A
HEE fic A B ddste Aoz HEta, old o v MEE BAME
=min(u,, fi(x'))s} %R0 RNME [ FHER ¢ F,

¢ :If‘zf’ut

O

(iii) DMe] oh-g3t e B, & “H4AL [ 7t FAle] wolEY £ 3l
E BAOWRKEN st Pstest? Vo dls) el -EHded, o] 7
20 BEMEE fiv A° B £33 Aoz Irsla, olde BHEY fiEE 2
HZ oS REBRY ¢ 2 4eth qbeF EEo] ‘ohereld, Bt #iRE:
SEEBOEBUT AL A% A" B o= dhvid 3 =712 oh4] abEsiE D5

B 7 : DMY #FM —Kito]l d=#9 AREFEE Uy

B8 [ RE fi, =1, - , pfE7} DM BAHE K% 7H7E AL
2 Hrsgod olwle] BEMIT $Elvt A BESCL B4 2¥x god ¢
A 602 7HA b4l HHEEREEL

o

3. ARMN

3.1 BEHAESA

BEERoE o ERl %A GREHEEEL thest ol Fold glukm shh
Maximize fi=—x + 2x, — 4%,
Maximize f1=— % — X2 — X3 — X4
Maximize f1=2x — 2%, — % — 3%,
Maximize fi=5.5% —6x, — 2%; — 11x,
Maximize fs =—3.5%1 — 2% + %X, — 8x,
subject to — X1 + X2 <4

X + X <8
X, <3
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X+ 2x, £6
X1, Xa, X, X 20
(1) FMBEEHEEE 24¢rl Gauss — Jordan BE kS A &3] By g
7t AR BAET 49 BHEBEHEGTHE Tihd &—1)3 2o
HAZ, ¢*=0.5¢c"+3¢', ¢*=1.5¢c'+2c*7t sHe] fuo} fi& FHEEH
EHEOE =9, o] & AANE AHMEESS Ul A At
(i1) SHELEE o) f, 9 f, & A4 BHRAVEYR 5 LASHER
(essential objective function)l fi, f:., fiol EBEEEME Jd47
HR, AEAHEECL foelx sk
(iii) e, al Y + Jde @@ E- 2> RERE &2 o434 2
o] AR

(F-2)
'f1 f: f:
xl
(0,0,3,0) 6 -3 -3
x2
(0,0,0,0) 0 0 0
xl
(8,0,0,0) -8 -8 16
u; 6 0 16
li _8 _8 "“3
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1 [(-8,-8,-3)(6,0,16) ((8,0,0,0) |(—8,~8)| 16 (—8,~8)| f1,fz fa —
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(#E-4
k a ! “ Fs f f st sTs'ler e d r
1 [¢0,0) |(~50,~50,—50)(50,50,50)](0,0) - - o o afo o - -
(-20, —50, —50) (50,50,25)| (15, =11} |25 (—20, —11)[1 3 2|0 -11[(-1,0)  o.625
2 |co.725, |(—20, —50, —~50)(50,50,25)| (15, —11) |- - o 0 olo —It _
0)
(—8,—-2—25-. -50) (50,505 ) (21, -2 ( -8, 2)i1,23 0o -1 (-0.9987, g.0247
a-0517)
3 [(0.8495, (-8, -2, ~50) (50,503 )| (21, -11) |- - o o0 oo -1 _ -
0.0064)
13 (-2 —~11) |0

Z 3 shab, 2l ol @l T eVl e BEMUT At

3.2 BANZENHMEESY HER
(1) BERMSMzste] i

BER « —HoEdA £ BfEfs UL MBS HERSMikd o3 T Wa-
lker o] BRMER ) & (k- 4)3 2oH 74 REFME f,=13, fi=—
2, fo=—110lck o] KBS HNEM . —Homa s 2w E- 5> 2
o .

olole XRE HEMSMEALE & REEEr R (8)ME mEEY
8] A5 Lagrange®%HME X (10)F o] &3l MAds] Uzt e RFME
e S aiAu A2o] Muy HWEM . —HEdAds DM BEE weidt e,
i=1, = , p— 1% AMHAHoR . —HOMEY A8FoE 4ol o] RIEAEY
BEAME Teozd BEBERS 248 Jrte g4 d82 ol

=Y HEE . —HOEAAE LEAMERE A4S [ BEEES ARG 2

(&-5)
BER e —Hik HER SME = -3
s 8 13 -5
fs -7 —11 + 4

32) J. Walker, op. cit., p.348,
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(F-6)>
z, X, %, X, fs fi S A Az
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HER A SAEEA WY W 77

X3 X2 X3 X4 S h fz A Az
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