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A B C D4 Table 1 Objective eigenvalues for different schemes
2 3 1 K
2 " 3
" w= 0.4 A 492.6 32900 1138
03037 B 501.4 28700 1080
I C 574.5 34500 1048
D 489.2 27170 1135
R
0.040 0.143 1.000 0.0000
R = [P.218 0.791 0.000 1.000
[0.000 0.644 1.000 0.0335
g=111"T b=000".
8 p=1 u.
1 C 574.5 34500 u= 0.008 0.422 0.845 0.168 CBDA
C
C 2
- 2 574.5 50500
C 2
u = 0.093 0.562 0.845 0.168 CBDA
C 1
3 520 50500
C 1
u = 0.121 0.747 0.845 0.168 CBDA
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Fig.1 Comparison of relative grades of membership for two improved models
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Superior weight-based multi-objective fuzzy optimal-selection model

WANG Bo YUAN Ru-hua
Business School Hohai Univ.  Nanjing 210098  China

Abstract After introduction of the conventional multi-objective fuzzy optimal-selection model and the improved model
based on the effective coefficient the concept of superior weight was put forward and a corresponding model was
developed. The comparison and analysis of three kinds of models in a case study show that the present model is of high

stability high discrimination and high value of application.
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