‘FARAAT,
A21A ANZ: 5-33

7VEA = 71 HlaL

AHP, JA, Swing7| & SAoE

5
A 7HEAE FEehel 23] wFojzlen, wlg dAH THEA FE 7
o] Ag Hick B A7 TS FA4L A BAVIEE 7 7
A FEBY AolE st Zojdk & ATE S ot A F
Z7ME § FHA AdER glow, 58S IATIL Y= AHP(Analytical

Hierarchy Process)$} JA(Judgement Analysis), Swing(Swing weight method)7]™
& o o W dgleh # ATAAE A NS o4 Zuist g
Zul, 489 Zulold Ak AT A% 4 AYE A9 Al
EARFE el A e AT G B4, o, mE by
S aEste] Gl 7Hg A3 A FE 7ol AdEE ook & Zo]
o 2 e doRY A FE 71 vla sk AdE 24 2
2 ke 7FA FE e AEdTE At 99

m\m
L
e
B

FAlol: 7, AHP, JA, Swing, EAHAISS, A4, 29714,
T EE, FXF 7t




6 AEF - AEA

1. FAA7

oA A ] od4rolgHammond, Keeny, & Raiffa, 1999) & ApxA o
=3 :LEM Ql7ke «Algtsl <elA)”(Simon, 1982)RH AU 7] uwjol <A
U agAelx el JAEA S sl Hebe, A" 9A ZEad

(cognitive program)oll whg} A A JAAA S Wlel7] 4t
npghA sk AR o] TS ZrzE e AARAEE FHA R &
s

e 9, a2la AR QA ZEadel| o ARA e ofHE
J

A £ AAYIATE A4 A FANE, e ARGS9
ALE Aolel 4311 A% 1% folsbAu 99 4549 45 44

o,
ofN
o
ot
of
2
i)
AU
2
_>.:
ru1m
-+
o
=)
[
&,
ok
rr
2
A
Ho

% o477 mao] opd AAA oz AR ES) 7H°L Ady 20

e FARokst B 7)ES AR AFE FE ALY 5 A
e 24 TR o] A FEellA AR oR VA FEsked 2
Aol wpojx gt ol 2A oy AR AAIS} ZE el it Aol
Ae, AdH o 7HEAE Folste ol vS elH(rational)o] 3L 44
(analytic)o]2k {71 7] wiEoleh o|HH 7|E A5 A AT FFol
Aol kA el HEA ATHAL, A F= 71 AAY B
G4 wAe SAEAY el AdrEelA TEAE Folste 4



VX FZ 7199 vl AHP, JA, SwingZ| W& FAHLOE

-

W te el ALY Ak AR s AT Y
Soll i3k A=7t edk Aol
gk, AP It gAY A S FAHE
Adtsted A& 7hsdt W 01‘5 Azol She7h old w2 i
Auk ofe] Fokell A F QA AGEW, dAAQ HETbsAe
oAure i Wog EXFAIZ3 wH I Analytic Hierarchy Process:
AHP) THHEA(Judgment Analysis: JA), 2~ 7]®H(Swing weight method; SW)
5ol Stk ofu] eFollA e o]dl A JEo] A9 thekdt fokd 7
oo FElEka dicks FAs] S13 AAAEAR HzTAE QAo wh
AT A7t o] FolA gkeh 2yt el &= AHPRRe] thekdl fofol
A AGEH S Foln ZEAQY Aol digt =9 Hehe AAH
A EFRAL et AFEH e AAolvth I AR qAEA 7
2 AR Hig Fule] Tl 2% (AEA. 2004 AHL, 1999) AT
A £l sk ’B""’PG] njujgk Aol 53] JAAA ATl glo] tEA
N AA A ZHH (idiographic approach)@l AHP, JA, Swing 7]®H7+e] A|A|

=
>
O,
fr
N
i)

(I r
r-1m

ot oE

Al ulat ARG it
A

. 7452 $o] 7ol v ol £ =9

Jo
o

1. IFS X 29 JHedut
1

AAAA BAHE o deast o ube} 7}%2] Bl uhlo)
2ol Holr}h Keeney(1992)= QAAARAT} AAH 23 712X S o

WA Foid AA ol et Aol Al FE2LF AHAQL 7HEAE AT



g AEF - AEA

of 3heh I #giek AR A AR s tiqke] At A E
ulalr| = s, o] tijhE 7He Al T E GulE]E gk

theket A FE7IME ofd Tl wel BwE g ded, e
Aol dagt FA4 EA utg} thekdt i VI AASL vk WA,
AAA AZE B3l 75 Hrkske WHa SA4el g A 7k
£ Frlsle e g 2 4 vk Srivastava & Connolly & Beach, 1995).
o|f3t L AghEe] oW dijtel] tiall 7HX|¢F AT E A= Aol oy
sk 71 el XpoloA] ZHbgkchFischhoff, 1992). TEdk AFEZAL ZAHH (direct),
733 (indirect) o2 U 7] % shch(Keeny, Winterfeldt & Eppel, 1990). L
g3 AEAE sl AAHY NS dedseA, B AuE AEE
utedsl=2dl| whel, 7}x¢] Unk A (general description of value)dH3} 23}
A AH(description of tradeoffs) W o2& vl th(Stewart, 1984). AAZ
Zb 2 B 2l o 3G A E ] Abolrt EAfzivha KUl of
2w, ok Aol A Sl w}a]— el v elth

B 7= Srivastava £](1995)2] EF5 EWE AHP, JA, 9 Swing A 7}
A 7]“&01 25 A 7k <5348 71 ¥ (overall evaluation method)Zh

7V &2 v (value elicitation method)’ &2 H-rabo] v]arslgic),

=

314 H7l wbHS A 25 W (policy capturing method) ©]ZtLE &
glvd, dighel] oigk AAAzLe] F3HH AXE FHE ke WHeE,
GAARAEE 7HEe] AdlAVEI )R o] FolR LA Q] Aol U3

ax)e] HAE Tdfof gk o] WX digke] oY
A5 g 7}2 A5 FEoH7] Al EAHEA(ANOVA) e kg 34
EA(multiple regression)d 2 FAA 71HS A&3kckBrehmer & Joyce,
1998; Dougherty, Ebert, & Callender, 1986).) <34 H7HhH e o AZAA =}
7 ofel §AZl 2A%el RAMLE HAE BT S dort, AAE



7}Ex] 2% 7|99 H]AL: AHP, JA, SwingZ]'S FAoE 9

Rk wEbA AR S ofdliaty] Al e AATE JAEA A A
Az (Al HhE sl WA=l Je 7HAE AR FAwopt

A% AR FHo2 AYeag ek

of Fhe 4% A4S BEZ b gdek oA FUA F7h Peld
G e 4R FAE FAAE AU AR e Bl Sue
Qdoful7] ofgitha 1] WEeleh & A ARFozE AA 444
4 974 TANE olsirhe Zolth

BRRAL 2 FHA F7h Pt d2A 9 BARE Bl

1) E59 Ave| ool tizk /iRl AebARE dibeg A 317134 (idiographic

regression) & €17] ol 1] A2to] Tie Fo e doldl HlolES WAk

+ AEHQ 3T 4] il dhad

kLAl gk A AEA2006)9] “FAIA A tEE LA (Judgment

Analysis) 7]He] F-goll W3t A A3 H. Vol.10. Nod. 345-376)%

FAoRE A3 Aol

3) 2 dAsHAl FE 7 wlet T RS W AFder A4 o Sl
oA A9 o|BH ZAE ZlEeAR AT ol A AeldelAE 22
T glon, bl A&sAT 2 el Moz RE AFtw]7] wiolrk

3]
—

o



oA A #AS ob-2a ek ARhEA Brunswik(1952, 1956)
(e}

9] Ql17ke] IR Z}(cognitive process)ol] T3k =2]ol|A] AJZ =] )=, Brunswik

lo
>
fitny
o
)
o,
ro,
X
X
lo
>
fitny
o
A
o
o
Mo
)
o
=
o>
o
fru
o
32
iu)
I {
2V
S
4
rlo

Brunswik®] #1= 58 (Lens Model)@} o] A& &4 - A7 A3]ZH 3iclo]

E(Social Judgment Theory)oll T/ E F2 AUt}

2) ANYMIITiO| 2 0t AR L E(Lens Model)
Az Aol 2 Qe gela AR S A 3

) 3+
ol B4, BY5 o1t wroleh. A Aol £ Brunswike] 3
X

o, B 3EA A Al (representative

A A]

lo

44
24
71552 (probabilistic functionalism), #H=
design)®] ¥4 5 EdIZ 19701 d] Hammond®} Stewarts FAoZ A==
o|ELoE I AA} SHH o] Eelety| Kt I7ke] et oAl
gk Aol wWgke AAdTFE wEko] E(meta—theory) 224, 7HQIFo] A3
A 3 SollAl JAAAG dely] Slate] ARE FA SdEe A
A= At skl Qlzlo] 2olthAFAL, 2006).

A8 Ao 22 AYES A=EYES BHALD BT

g5l



7}Ex] 2% 7|99 H]AL: AHP, JA, SwingZ]'S FAoE 11

<% 1> dZ 2¥(lens model)

THcue)

7
(ecology)

3

(achievement)

<ad 1>9 A=RFelA 2 qAARATL ofe] THA] BEAR FE
A == A (ecology)3H& Uk, F(eue)E A ZAAE 2
el o] &Ee AE, Wy T2 Iulsht Fe E5uU=d 22 9
sto] 3HAollA] olojAl= W ARES FIwte] AR A AR
gtk o] ulf, $H7o] ol FatEE “AEF

SIS PAIE om|gitt. a#d sHAA LR Qe o] FHell 01“4
A Foe Al gt b SHS 5 3] wiitell 2724 (deterministic)
o] ol #-EZH (probabilistic)HAIZ FHETHAFA, 2006). JAAAA]
Ay} 5 Aolol] EAlste “FF o] & EFZE(cue utilization validities)” = 2] A
AR st RS Uehlle Zo®, 72 qAEAAL aefste Fo A
T, A Tk, 2A3} 9% Fo| BF tERE F of BHE 4=
2 M AAARS] b M (udgment policy)®] EAS EE oAAA
P2 kAol vzt Thssieh ARbEA L Ao B4 sl A

A FAT g2l e ARtk AH E(achievement)

wet  pSL s
wo o

Of

jg

>

N, o

o



12 AEF - ATA

S ol§ HFEA Yok AES guidnh. olEd A=EPE o
GAEAAL EARE AR DA 48 & gl

3) pEEAY Mgy

HLEAG Hgs7] SAE DA, Akl judgment task) S Belsha
3} 3ol 72 sl 31, o1 w =
olUg} FoiA 317 Lol|A 1o} st

JX‘@-
<

of

2 solelof e PS¢

F9% AREE AYAL FoF B AA4AY FEol Bk e
F9% FF At BAAR, FF AU A GAARAE 29l na
QsER), E AT AR, ARA, QB P Fol AR

B0z A SARRRE WIOE o] B Hushol it Bk
BAL 71%e AT $3T A e £TAEH WS vsiel, B
Sl judgment task) A%l Qo] ARG AT Bl e AA B

FollAe A%, g, A 5o dEAS Z=3eK(Cooksey, 1996). webA]

o
>
o
X
[
o
>
2
o
ript
oxl
=2
Y
oxl
n%t
N
N
ofr
et
=
2
it
o
44
oX,
ok,
rir
=
N.
et
o

ek o] tidkES 4 #Fo 2F e R o] FolAH ]OV‘ (case) & ‘]‘/}
2] L (scenario)Z EEIth AZEE AURles TEIA &7 A8 4] o
759 vt 2do g o]Folx ok 3, i AUl s dA
olA Ad 7bs3k Aolojof g}

npReto 2 AR MY ke Ao R dF3AEA s
P S FASY AEH AEAH ol gAARA ke diA
o7 tF3|H|EAlo] o]FolA = A el ArkLAdA] o] FojA = v}
F3FEA L g dAEAA el A A ALe] e B
e olEA EYo g Yehld g3} 3

N

Y=BXi+B:Xo+ - +BXk te
Febx] =139 &% + 24}



NeA #%

Xk:ZJI— 'ﬁ'
S e L C

B, = %793 Al9(standardize regression coefficient) E4] & < Al
A 7+5A

Y, =3kekz]

Aol r? 7k Auk of|Zx)9} AA| Fekx) Aol ARBAE AXtst
o] AlFet Aoz AT A% (goodness —of —fit) 5 ZHsh= Aok
upgbA] o] gro| 1ol 7WHE F & JAAAARY kg ol digt A2 Ay
o] 7hs#llAlek <& 1> AEAQY OLS 3|AEA ActEAE v 2gt Holct

71l

il AHP, JA, Swing7|

He TR 13

<¥ 1> OLSE|HA&A 3} #Achiale] v
2 s OLS3[#EAM mHeohEN
y N = o o
By | FARY Ak AL gk
Ztke- ak o 3} o]-2 jjalo s
U S R S oy oy e s
22 | waxalA N A A
R o) upge A gslo] pekg 24
(nomothetic) 3T- (idiographic) A<
, | ARAE QA BAY A5 | JAEAR] AAH FAE m=
R
(F-3%) F-7%) ko] o3 (o< RP< 1)
el e A2 ghe BA A
Wi A s s | e T g R
bho| e ool kAl b @ ekl W
e 5 o sk whee] AR A%
8, | EFS AMAS | ZEE AT (kA o] A Few
Y, | S5 BEA | AA g 9]4@?3%}‘41 )3} kx|
Y, |55 ol5A] | ghe] o5 23ol] o3k o 54|
Fduyge] & | % 53'9] &l Al A
e Zkx}
2} *}0191 2jo]

* Z: A1E4(2006)
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A5 7R Q7] vl £42H4

il
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oxX
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gsd

E Pele, SAARA AN A B
A3k ¥ 4 g/l Wrh e B2 METE Austsle] QAAYR
AAH Hol2 G ol 4 YA dhFvl, ofel 2ol Holz o
A AEt wheba Ao
) ek ohue R e, et Hof, F
A Aed & 9 9AAA
Bz7Aeleh ae “@4d] ke 4PAR S BEL o] uo]
w3ha) Aol ghre] Avelest AgAolm, B slHel ulke] o142
Ao B sk Bl 44 g

1o to {o to
>
(2 n‘&
£ o
of fo -
of
N
4z Sy
rMd <
N
s
ox
32
e
N
1
ot
5
Q_\-‘
>
30,
ro, oX,
:oé

1%
Mo
o
o
olrt
=
_
o
ot
o
5 do

rok
M
o
3
=2
e
N _llﬂ
)
2
N

3. IKK|EE ¥H(value elicitation method)

7hX 2% whol2k 447 AAEo] 7 &4 wl Y et As S A
Aoz s ke BHe duldich o7 MY THE Bl
+ A (value elicitation process)” 22 oA Frhvon Winterfeldt & Edwards,
1986; Keeny, 1992). wtehAl JAAARAES] Adabg S ol#lfstr] SleiAl+=

AAARAES Bk Sold AXNE mEARE AEA AFH BT
of Washh of WS FAPPAE drder JAUYAT %

SAoll gk AAEY] 7HEAE G glov, wF FdE  glon, o5

PSS A Belsl AT ALIAL e AL,
o A B
|

A SR A5G AFAES Aol AARA FAE THRD A9
£ AL ATAEE Folth 7} £ el Sl A 294 3
bAoA e BARA, AR 2E BAPHe] AFHAL %
oW 7 A e AEAE FEGE Sl Wiel B % ME
F e vokel AAHY HAhe SRR AR AT ) F



7VEA 3Z 7199 WA AHP, JA, SwingZ|W& FAoR 15

z3} "ot ANE 7M. o]# ¥ X EE W dEAQ JHeEs
AHP$} Swing 71®¥eo] U}

1) BM™ HZE3 8 (Analytic Hierarchy Process: AHP)

(1) AHPS] €43
FAAAISS W2 Saaty(1994)0ll oJsff AL s AR
(multi criteria decision making) Z2] 3PUE ZZ £ (operations research)
rofell A 5 AlAE| ek FAH Al 53 S8 A glo] AR

3 AAelE, A4, dlF 5o Fokell £ YA HEEo] gt
718A 0 F AHPE Ao tiet “E8let A % (divide and conquer*e] Uz
E &3 MR gAAARAE sldg dAAA ZﬂE dH 9| A"
ASoE Hall(decompose) ALt F23l= A &
Alell el 2K Pk & 5 3

./;:
o 718 IARR BYeE A% 914 . .

—_

2>
ae)
o
m\m

Y
rlo
Sl

F

(2) AHPY] 7}4

BAA AlZst e o 4712 FQ MRS 7)1 Zxeta 9k ﬂﬂﬁ o
g Al Yol 9= 219 Q018 #Ax
o] H]Sl% T Qolok ’6]-51, 1 A% zg_t,:_% T8 2= glojof dh}. o]aﬂ
S WEA Aok 3t of|E Bof, A7} BRE} xilf £
AT 1/x] FQ3ltte 9urt =k B4, 224
(homogeneity) &2 F Q=+ A|3ke W] WollA] Bal% H E(bounded scale)oll
ol £ Hojof 3irh AlA|, F5A4 (dependency) 3 AlFe] 25 A



o Z
16 A&F - AFA

rO

3 A9 Al Qolel] tielo] E&Folojol st AL ouldh} Y
FAAS B 2l thelo] AR a1AS e ZE 25 2l =
HAol gislojof st A ohrh ] MAZ 7]t (expectations) e Al
of AAAA EHell At A4S S Eebar glrka PPt

[o}

(3) AHP9] #8374

AHPE B8sl= A WA Ax= B335 gAZA A9 B, S A +
Z3Kdecision hierarchies)th. AlEH F29Z Fa JAAAR A= 3 = e
TN ol AFFzE Hede) ATz W §] Zole AR A
9l E-F(overall goal)7} HX|ska, ui o}l 2ol 9447 2 \3H°]'(alternatives) oA

Ael A8l choices) So] X3k} o] & AlE Aol v AR
o o] Fat Ao B LAlS H3 EA(attributes) EE—‘,:— 7)< (criteria)
3 3917155 (sub —criteria)50] X3 AT e wAY HA FAAS
ofl sk AR AL 233t v} chEc),

<a¥ 2> AHPY] EF AT

A% 1 AAH 4

e 58
AT | gz ANAR7) F2 | | AAAY]E
A% 3 AR71E AR71E A7)

A
H gely | | ol

2
ol)l
~
=2 g




VX FZ 7199 vl AHP, JA, SwingZ| W& FAHLOE 17

ojAY ATH F=o FEE ol AHPE FiE, VI, A, Wt 5
o thet ¢S AEdt) Saaty(1994)0ll w2, sh}e] AEFzE %A
A, ARE] A7 719 So 7)xsle] FAE F 9ok wd AlZF=z
o Egtslojof & AT U, o]F EFety] A% T
314 okt) Zahedi(1986)ol whEMW AlZe FzE A EAo
of #Hglon, AFY & TAHY HFAIL TAY AFA(detail)ol
ZepAlvke Aol

Ik AR EAL] AFTTFEIF e AW, F A A Ve dikE
o] vlazell o3t vlolElE AEele WARA F2IE AEE T3l A
AAARAZEE tete] 4 e 2459 AUH 43R F A E
AL iAok A9lake] ZwofA] 7 2&50] $AF9 wE
Akske Aotk ol & &l AAAA AT 4 gl 3} 4T SH7

A=
A eas 7o) WA ARaE Tl 2450 JPH7F A3 ulaE,

9 easoll ol mbEAQl ’%LH]-U— 5@*&‘4. 7—} HliE W 9tk
TAE Aol Ee A HE AollA] vlasw, o|f3t AR EEFHE
b5 APL o] s (transitive)o| L & (complete)St Hel7l =}

<¥E 9> /V\Hﬂ]—!_/] 7] 214

25 8 9 -

e T Tl et %] &
(equal importance) gk FHEE rRicky geky

| emeza gt ol Slsje] & 5]
(morderate importance) & d5Rr ot Asy

R g3k 9ol Slaje] & W5o)
(strong importance) o dpnc FAsH) Asd

RS a5k et ofsfod 3 o]
(very strong importance) 2 5ur) e Asg




Q% Y 9 R
o Fog 7457t Ao efste] 3 Egol
7 ,
(very strong importance) 2 g5uc) e Asd
3] FL% g3t Aol flsjo] kol
9 .
(extreme importance) o SpRc 9] Adsg
73t kel gk w|aL glo]
2,4,6 8 | 9 =] T 9] #ES Sl dgivia %
ok ¢
&5 7t &% jel EHS]"”] f1e] 54 g
O DA e o | 7h vl Sk, sy, 2l
At | & Zetha 3w, &% je &% i s
L y=X
thate] 2 54 el °—3|—/F%}% Zhett

*Z2]: Saaty(1994)

oleld Aulne] +ue e % e BlaY 5 4
(pairwise comparison matrices))2] FAo] A azjry AZFze RE F
Al vt2 AS1e] el TR 249 sl BE 94 E
A A HoFe de nlasiee] vbFolx{of Hrt o] & Fafl /™

"

59 oz Aem Sdess of Aol

n:

I

lo, fd
0.?.'. F'{N o
£ 2 R

)

it
N

(]

4ol HnARE g

—

iy

A el Sk 7 ol T 0459 ol wel el
Ao R, BE 4wl el %@ﬂuﬂ ol 4R ool

(eigenvector)$} ofo] Algk4=9]
27} A A AT =

T AR el £33} (synthesize)H ot AT ES £deto] AAZF ¢
AEHE EFste Aol 7HeAHES &

A
FAE WA A9 AA2%9 AFAS T F AL AZN 4 2

nE
fo ok
P
lo
N
ofN
2
N
2
e
)
=
%
lo
>
2
2

N

4) Al gl A, Y3t A AR AT HellA U3 A9 esFol Sl

L&EE etk Afles FHolA j WA e4e vlagk i WA a9 7}

FAE Saaty®] 1~9% HEE A3l AR, Aula P (i, j) 23kl
Sl H ch(Saaty, 1980).
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Mz Aoz 43R olHe o)

uhe} W] aLE AL

#9017k s

)

o

=

N

2} 7]

T

o7 v

3 "z =

A

o= =115

Cl Kl A A Al

il
o

M
!

—_—

=

b oiqhe] sgtkel] lojA o] wigtel o

EY
(s}
o

J=ol

et o]k Al Auls

7bst7) S8l BRI AL

3

=2 =
=

e

) ofo]Al g ZHE] g

A}l

2=
th(Saaty, 1994).

[¢)

I Ae

Z o
1w

AHPE

(4) AHPS] B4

3} wl skl AHPE)

g e A3 7iE

s

olet. &
2% £45E vas

2
=

ek

izt

dl glor, ARHAR slof

L=
| .

A

3k o

ol o

=0

A3t

oA wlsgte] A7|F 3L giet. $4 o] &

e

4

Fot

ol 4] Hd A4

>z
EE=l

q

gl o]24, Mdd Err}

>z
Zn
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A

Aolth 1 AI} AHPE
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H43 AHPE Fa] ofA Azl vkl v

i
4|t
)
o
-z
4y
o
b
o

HEAQ vl AR AHPY 7187183 si=ch A, EEl7beA
(separability) 7F8 22 ¢la] AHPE A3 o]EH el 7|FE50| el Fgo] o
dck AHPY 73 A7 FAREE AHP 2L FrMIEE 7He AR

Fo
“

A Ee AWAIE AAs] gRa 9A Fsltke AHoldh A, Ik
(weighted sum)” 7FH 2 & <Qld]l AHP+ o™ JAIX(threshold)E A 715
ol A= Ago] ofgict AA, vl5 A2l S50 AHP Wiell o]
A3t d g QA Al wiel oEFde s L7 Aol
kol A gloke Aolrh npARte 2 s 1-99] X =l bl ol A

% A9e AA Foha g
2) AYTH(Swing weighting method: SW)

(1) Swing 7' 9] 42

Swing7]H= 19801t Winterfeldt®} Edwardsoll &l 7Nutd 7jHeoz
T oEA A L3l 719 (simple multiattribute rating technique: SMART)I} A}
shel. swing /M 54 G40l Hok FEAA A4S FELL olF
(wingshE A% Bkl AEEA old 9% wALAE BAYL

Swing 71He] 715X LTS Q7] ATz} FAHA AA A3l

A Aol AYF Ao YA gov, HeA% I F ol 32
AgH 1 QRHIHS 9, 2005). 5ol o] AW A £49) 4oH FoE
2 Aeld golelh

Swing 714 AHP 71H3he BEH O v AZH RS Aol 2
G71gelA e A4 9l EAE BES} SHES BE BES) £450]
i A Aol N BES SAT] Aoz YRS u) A
Q) 4B oduit AL A i SIAARAE Aol vt 2

o
Eu
L
1o
>
it
Y
Y
i
rlo
e
12
1o
oy
ot
o
oy
o
rot
ot
=
o
ofl
4
oX,
rtl
o
b
oy
1o
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i
T

4r
oy
oF
A

bol ohe

o) M55 HolaAl He}. ol

A Aol 1]

Labd aredihes

3]
A5

Bolel Agjele], AnH oz 7} &4 o)
A 4o 7o 5 ebiA Dok oA Swing 7]
o There 71RoE so] hakEe ulwrt Ahse

=
=

ﬂmo

oo
G

9
Swing 719 H&= A

TR
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Abstract 157

A Comparison of Weight Elicitation Techniques:
Focusing on AHP, JA, and SW

Yoon-ju, Kim / Jun-Seop, Shim

It has long been discussed how to make a rational decision with uncertainty
and various information. This study aims to compare methods of decision
making process focusing on the weight elicitation. To accomplish the research
goal, we compared three methods: Analytical Hierarchy Process(AHP), Judgment
Analysis(JA), and Swing weigh method(SW). Those methods have been widely
used and showed their practical applicability. This paper starts with a
comparison of theoretical facetsof each methodology. It also considers both
methodological standpoint and practical application of each method. From this
study, these three methods show somehowdifferences which stem from
theoretical and technological diversity of the weight elicitation. Therefore, this
study concludes that every weight extracting methods should be accurately used

with moreconsideration about subject, object, and method of study.

Key word : AHP, Analytic Hierarchy Process, JA, Judgment Analysis, Swing
weight method, weight, overall evaluation method, value elicitation

method



