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Léﬁ;»_rﬁ = [ # % AMODP - AMODP 7 T EIAERFITEFF > FRETYE
MODEA #i=5% 2 o~ 38 &2 & 1138 37 iﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁ]‘ﬁlﬂ o &1 3 pxF e R f2 MODEA
B AT RNT - B PR RS APETRE 2 > L5 CNSPSO - H &
NSPSO & #iiAz ¥ 4r » # & ¢ H 412 BUFH414 50§ Rf22c5 - CNSPSO #
NSGA-II 2 NSPSO 1 = i |3 & fcie (7 R fRraF v 0 %% 87 CNSPSO + &
BB hREST o 154 AMODP methodology # » & B3 & 57 5% % b
¥ > %% k7 AMODP methodology ¥  #c+ & 17 B &7 :24E o
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Kokangul and Susuz(2009):}*ﬂ NERRTELL AP R - BER LS > T
BAFAL B S AKX AN R OME > B E %-@T‘:#’ﬁ&—ﬁ‘ﬁ%
1 60% kR P R T AR A gl 50% P BB A LB
80% - Florez Lopez(2007) 7 4 1! & 7 #%E 5 R ¢ B € & ehrd v 2 — » T
AFETHRBFE - ERFEEES LML L d ANP~MODEA 2 MOPSO ﬁ:’%\; °
Wavdhd AMODP 2585 § 83 243 i Gy v Mg A o

ERFER A - B 5 # R4 K (Multi Criteria Decision Making, MCDM) £
% - ANP 2 DEA 5 %47y &en MCDM = 2 - 28 7 #% 112 AMODP # & ANP
= MODEA » # 5% & CNSPSO it {7 - &3 20 ME MR L 7 ik BH o &
Pt BERALSTIEF G L F AT BEM G ANP T BB AL 4 2 4

i~ 4§ o MODEA H55% » ANP 7 {95 R % 2 i 47 i 2 3 - 2 o e 8
Bz LU R B G E R o gt b AT 3D - B2 NSPSO & A
2 AN F E 5 -CNSPSO » # & 2 H 412 P thd @ o 3057 1L Py 4 % J0F 5
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Wang and Che(2007)45 1 & if shisc g7 7 14 "% 173 23t 2 £ ¢ 0k & - Chenet
al.(2006) 7 4 1 ikt & § BT B LA R ¢ A ARk 0 H £ £ M AR
LR EABOPE T BRFFEES L b P yEFRY - B E
RanRM o A FBE- P A FEFERFIFEL M REM PR LERS

Dickson(1966) 5 & #& 7 5 B &7 8 «hER] o R R AT AR B v ¥ dp o
B REREEFEERE O #§£ 123 s ERFER m;f—sféa‘ﬁ’}?}— 98 2
MR A SIPEEFTLERFTEY AL L = 5 EA] - Weber et al.(1991)
Dickson 2 3= 45 1k & A # > 3 4% 1967 5] 1990 4 B & 7 3=F 4p e &7 I 2 fix
NS o R F A R A 0 BAFBAEGE T 0 L BER
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& ‘2% 472 (Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP)#_d Saaty ** 1971 # #7i& ) 53
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4% (Kokangul and Susuz, 2009; Ozgen et al., 2008; Kuei et al., 2008; Kinra and Kotzab,
2008; Xia and Wu, 2007) - AHP 53k % - FF i en~ 2358 4p5 b » ¥ AL & § 0%

2



fiﬁ#ﬁ?fj{é’?ﬁj’ﬁ?'r&—’ E;{E\-F %\f ik 'le‘.rr I-[’ of’kﬁ"y 9ﬁ?i/—éﬂ EL,’qFFB
EH G hAp S w AN G EFNEAS o MG g8FR MEEE Y D
B 0 R sb@}i&? LR E o

=

ANP . d AHP #72t @ @ %k » - AHP 4c } w AL fp R o] > L BTG5 5%
5AA /AT ERTFHFIFAT /Y ANPEF RRFT J 3% » 4o (Celebi et al.,

2010; Hsu and Hu, 2009; Tseng et al., 2009; Wu et al., 2009; Lin, 2009; Ustun and
Demirtas, 2008) -

5 PRTHRE B4

7k e %4 4772 (Data Envelopment Analysis, DEA) sk & gL & 7 i 7= 1 Farrell
1957 it A ameFgrE 2 AR I FE I RSB B I AN 2 RTH >
(Decision making unit, DMU)4p $#x 5 e—- §82 2 - DEA 7 e ic 45 1 & DMU e
FiEoRidp i DMU Jedefr b R P 0 2 2 NoF 2 20 &0 I FIRG e

MODEA &4 DEAzt ¥ @ k-H 1 & :z% DEA &2 3 »x5%% & 3 »25 2 DMU
eR* 48 - Li and Reeves(1999)# ! 22 MODEA J 4378 4o 2 38 (1) #77 °

Max  Z, = u, *y, (or Min d,)

r=1
Min M
Min d,
-1
St D Ug *Yy =D Vi *x; +d; =0, j=1..n
r=1 i=1
zvik X =1 (1)

U,=2e>0r=1.s; v, 2¢>0,i=1.m
M-d;>20,j=1.n; d;>0,j=1.n
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Chiang and Tzeng(2000)# 1 12 ficks % p #2432 £ f2DEA > 1* MaxMing 4 H
fi- 2H 73 DMUB G flefeE &> @ L PP F2ZENEZ &5 > ﬁﬁﬁizfﬁ A
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B *#"]‘ + lﬁ’w =
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Yoie E F PF an b IR 12T & 8 7 B e { #7(Coello and Lechunga, 2002;
Fieldsend and Singh, 2002; Parsopoulos and Vrahatis, 2002; Mostaghim and Teich,
2003) > Li(2003)7 * 2L fefayt A el A 3 Z fAE 7K TSl R B A2t
fie f2 ¥ Bk F ¥ & & i (Non-dominated sorting particle swarm optimization,
NSPSO) » i & imA2 ¢ 4c » 7 2 fe gt B - Rt g 4] 2 414 2 72 (Niching
Method) » & & # &7 48 & P~ i (Replacement)i >t f @ e+ o #7 7 45 INSPSO
RR BB IR T L D T RS B2 T R R
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% ~ AMODP methodology for supplier selection
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%“'J“,f ’ E’hﬂ'%p\/\l—*—}@ﬁs’f‘:ﬁ—%ﬂ [P o FERA BIERPIE > UANPR B 78
NERE TR L ER 2 L o ANPH 72 ;47 £ (Saaty, 1996) °
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Ramanathan(2006) 4% & “DEARC 303 » B &2 & 30 chiE £ 4 [f 7 X
o »“?Hr%’a»ﬁﬁﬁ»ﬁmm\;ﬁ fifﬁf:«yr‘w;vaojuzﬂfguANp
GE R RERRE - ERER Y ZTELRCAEAENA A
FrA»aX g A2 L 0 Flt B m#;»?‘ﬁ'}’ﬁ MR TR o ,_auw
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X..

X = ] Jd=1.m @)
Max{Xi,, X -, Xi }

y'rj _ Yy r=1.s

Max{y 1, Yezseos yrn}'

‘_}F’_t‘ ’XIJ yrJ J]L-%\/;):|II$;}';\)\IE&’ ﬁﬂ!? DMUJLL‘:%B‘JEI‘&%I/E_"
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ANP € iz 2 = 2 » T rifex B8R ] B L RIFER LFE RPN B E
-

fé—"}#_ MODEA &3¢

o b R@ L LR R B 0 48 0 2 MODEACS iF & € 4
"4 > #-Liand Reeves(1999)#% ! 2. 4o -5V s B 4o 2> 54 (3) 97 ¢

fl:MaX Zk =zurk*yrk
r=1
f,:Min M
f,:Min - > d,
j=1

st Zlu'k Yy —;vik *x; +d; =0, j=1..n

Zvik X =1 (3)
U ,>u, >L.,r=1.s; U,>v, >L,,i=1.m
M-d;20,j=1..n; d;>0,j=1.n
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z ~ CNSPSO computational procedure for solving MODEA model

CNSPSO computational procedure 48] 1 #7 :
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E Lk F 2 PHRE(2NEQ) EF
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Fa CE Y o O@I_Zkﬂ—r HER Y R R 3 AR
HipF ipaicd > FpF ot fedic: 00 PIRT P T H 5 5% 20 4ot &

FIAZZLER LA BIG P AER PR o PR RS 350 1 2
HF 3 O BERE N (& F RS B0 o, 9 B 4o 2 58 (4) (L, 2003) o E ok ey
z$§9:4 SRR ‘Fxf“‘*#ﬁéﬂﬁ'*m'?gﬁi” VR E Y BRI K2 BT e
ﬂi’x@:\%"\ AT R AR EO B > Bk BRRE -

§ max f min
O share = Z ( ) (4)
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e P L L RS 2 %> :‘E&»&J—g LoiE ?i.fkﬁxﬁﬁif-ﬁﬂ‘lﬁﬁ-ﬂ D=
ﬁ?‘ﬁﬁ'{‘%ﬁ-i‘lf HET o PEFRIERR R L F S
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AT+ @ R ez 2 % Clerc(1999)# M e0/& &5 ¥]+ i (Constriction factor
method, CFM) - i * f&‘fﬁrﬂ—? NP e F TR AN R AR F AR
FHFFEY L FRMUAE AL F U2 By > B E S e (6) ) ik

FrosNde(7)97F o REEPF {RTLENRAEFERLL LH Y chfdipk >
.
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BELLHY i PRk EATEFERE R AT
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Vit = K(vig + ¢y xrand () x (pig = xiy) + ¢, xrand () x (9, = %)) (6)
- 2 , p=¢+¢,, $>4
-9 -0 - 4]

B vl AT INRRDLE JRERE S py R T I BMEEENRR
R E G Oy B EEAMER R B ER d TR R (9 TR T A E k]
PR B fIARZ R F) S KA REFF S 4,4, 5 F 4k R ¥ Hc(Acceleration
constant) ; rand() % 7 5 353 & >0 [0,1]2 B b2 ag s Sl o

i+l i j+1
Xid - Xid +Vid (7)
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(=) REEBH]
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# ~ CNSPSO 2. Rz »x3™ i

& 3 AR R S0l o R K Bk 4k 0 5 CNSPSO G B 2 2 44

- Rl S o

hFF Y SR % enz (Bl Sl 0 SCH(Schaffer, 1985) + KUR(Kursawe, 1991)
2 ZDT2(Zitzler et al., 2000) o i3t Sofic ¥ 40 * M B2 iw 82 2 ff2 % 5 ScRp
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B B (x)

fils] sicry ety E Y Etminimize) GYIRg=
f.(x) = X2 (Tsai et al., 2010;
SCH 1 [-10°10°] ! ) Gong et al., 2010;
f() =(x=2) Rodriguez et al., 2009)
n-1
f,(x) = > (-10exp(-0.2y/x’ + X7.,)) (Gong et al., 2010;
KUR 3 [-55] i1 Wang et al., 2009;
' £ 00 = S (1 1 Bsin s Salazar-Lechuga and Rowe,
(%) —;(\xi\ +5sinx’) 2005)
L0 =X (Tsai et al., 2010:
— _ 2 B} )
DT 30 (0] f,(x) = Q(X)[ln (x/9(x)7] Gong et al., 2010-
g(x) =1+90>_x)/(n-1) Tripathi, 2007)
i=2

Zitzler et al.(2000)4p 1 % B R i B 2 Hocdp ik & 3 = B R0 ()
GRCTEARS N S LY ER ’lim‘(’“%ﬂ#“ ﬂwf: el A S ) VT A
AR & L REERMIDg o Fe s QR 2L e fE B £ SrE E g R
B oo ﬂxﬁﬂﬂxé’#@—ip 6'$?m;fp$$—j\“$k1}b AR R S STET R BOSNA

Bl A 4o ol

® i

1. 2t fef2#(The number of non-dominated solutions, NNS) : Rahimi-Vahed et
al.(2007)45 &1 d NNS 7 5 215 - j B i B {8 #7it 45 Dlenzh X fejddic -

2. 1p £ B ##3#(The number of pareto solutions, NPS) : Schaffer(1985)4p 1 + 7 #&
G F i NPS KPR 5 P i B2 2 ok o & - 58 2 ord Tl e 2R iRk
{;ﬁ!—*"‘r}) ,gi_:/z- ezt Dﬁ”‘i{g:‘f‘ XE]':I-Li &#Eﬁ-m 2 o

3. 4% (Error ratio, ER) * Rahimi-Vahed et al.(2007)4p #1 $_ER + {7 4 & /% 47
Bl G AR AR R o H 2 K Ao 38 (9) AT -

ER=1= (9)

B AR ARl ke e b o ARE FAARMBI L L
Wiz Rle =0 FRl> e =1 ER §8i5 1 4 7 feact &2 M 550 oozt £ e
fREcE g0 o
[ J AT ']“i-_—% 3 .

4. £ B 1+ Ep|(Diversity metric, DM) : Deb et al.(2002)3:* & 2L & g2 A eni B
PR W PN (0) EE
10



d, +d, +nz_l
i=1

¢4‘

DM = (10)

d, +d, +(n-1)d

v

He od, &2d S HERTHRY B A Rar 2 pefaapedt o d 52
A pefid g MRiT A2 B enped o d 5 d ehT 5 .

® UEM-G

5 &+ z B B (Maximum Spread, MS) : Zitzler et al.(2000, Rahimi-Vahed et
al.(2007) & iRl 2L 2 fe i § & & i Bendy o MS 2k 4v 2 38 (1) 77

M n i n i 2
MS = \/;(YT?EX fa—min f.) (11)

He onitipefaagc o M 5P HRadchBlce d AT i MS 52t
ApefRRk &Y A BEGR R B 0 5 MS g % o WL ATEE P2 2t e
fRenut B R g4

EENFY S5 3

FIEBRAFTEERFFEZ P RAE AT B E AN PRI HE
PSfce 7R FEN 2 A EG  Rig BEA
SBcg, B ERVmMAX o 520 R AR AE R R Earin 0 AT LR LHcen

BErpkat, UREERGFNARELETRFAR FIFE 22 ot o

Li(2003) #-NSPSO 57 N £ G 4 %3k % & 2007 100 £2 NSGA-11 & 7 v+ fi -
Rahimi-Vahed et al.(2007)f]#- % p & A& %17 & 2 59N £ G X <% 5050 % & f%-]
#° [ A=t B 20 BAE - Tripathi et al. (2007) &vt $2 7 2% ¢ #-NSPSO£2 NSGA-II:
N & G $t 4 %]3% 25 100£ 250 - Clerc(1999) £ Clerc and Kennedy (2000) &= 3 * 4p
N g2 fod F A4 A R N REFF]F 203 F ol Sfeenb i A
Ao T AP it flchbk el WK FHEKLES
¢, =¢,=2.05 - Zhang et al. (2005)ie— # 45 31§ ¢ =2.8 2 ¢, =1.3p% » 7 e Pk
Hotac#E B A L FEE a4 o AV max ik 72 &  Clerc and Kennedy
(2000)4p 11 # % ¥V max K 'L > TF 5 F & jcacic 4 o Eberhart and Shi (2000)4r
AR T RFFF 2 FEEGEF FREYEE AU BT IR
G e B L I R g AL R SRR L T T BRI R R 2
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F 2 WRREEFT [N S

P - evEs s
] FrgG 50 100 250
F 3 grN 50 100 200
%ﬁ'éﬁ“ﬂ’?‘@?ﬁ?l’%ﬂ?‘% (2.05,2.05) (2.8,1.3) —
H-EEV max TR 1 -

AR F ¢ B % 22 Visual Basic 20054258 3% 2 £ 8 fAccess 2003 (7 F
FLE s sz 2% > 1 flntel Core 2 Duo CPU E7400 2.8 GHz, 2GB RAM ik 5 & 3
7o bt Sl £ 105 K EFERL T RiE T RA T FHRKR LS
4ok 3977 o ST o FCNSPSO 4%k & (G,N 4,6 ,Vmax ) i
(250,200 ,2.05,2.05, +1)p¥F » B 7 (7 ehzb £ fef2 B £ § Btk cPH AT o F A

=T TR S S N R SR RCALE LR T SR CUAR L

#. 3 CNSPSO ifgm&%?&%ﬁ%%ﬂ

50 100 250

50 100 200 50 100 200 50 100 200
_T‘F%'BE‘L 0.307 0.348 0.335 0.397 0347 0301 0.347 0319 0.282
0416 0.381 0.283 0.381 0.413 0.297 0.388 0.317 0.231
_‘[‘?'Bfi 0.298 0.311 0.343 0459 0.357 0.355 0.329 0.339 0.301
0.385 0372 0.364 0429 0346 0.349 0.440 0.347 0.309

(2.05,2.05)

(2.8,1.3)

ERNETS WS

CNSPSO £ NSGA-Il 2 NSPSO f-fz 4 st s $7.8 % (F %3 7 =< #itn =30,
a=005)4r% 4 #777 o d ANOVA A 17857 Favs = Biw 82 b Pl Sndkr
29T Rty EE DL o £HT RO A REE T R x
F T o g A SCH R 4E¢ » 4 NNS & NPS ;47 4 3 CNSPSO £ NSPSO
TR RIS A ) b A e Bl B F BT NSGA-Il e @ E = BR
PO ER gy RT3 00 A= BiFE 2 & SCH R AEY »rRIF2 2L ez y
R zmﬂ(rz{’“%p#?}w’iﬁF C PG R e B A Hfﬁ%ﬁ»iﬁﬂ >4 DM
¥ g i CNSPSO ¢ >+ NSGA-Il - @ NSPSO :#DM 4pfig <+ 1> £ 7 H £ R ¢

L PEF L o md MS #F,’F%—t‘ ‘F%:' CNSPSO & NSGA-Il #75 ks chut B {2
NSPSO # £ - KUR R 42 ¢ »CNSPSO v j& 17 2 5 2t 2 fie 2 i3 > NSGA-II =t 2
NSPSO # 4 ; #2728 CNSPSO { ER 4p %1 o2 53 NSGA-II » & H “7j% 7 2 4 3 ]
f2B#Ecm i NSGA-Il X# % - L8425 > & DM a1 > CNSPSO % g ig>t
NSGA-Il & NSPSO - £ B 4= & » CNSPSO # i » NSGA-Il =z 2. » NSPSO # % -

-
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B.i4 > ZDT2 K37 » st & > CNSPSO 7 v £ 160 B 24 fiefz » fzt
ApefEEE Y BT SRR A NNSSNPS 2 ERJpiRt v B2t i 4 5 o
He 2 2 NSGA-Il 554 o x> 5 > CNSPSO #£ s 5 i £ » NSPSO &
NSGA-Il & DM dp ikt chZ B3 < = @ d MS 354+ ’F] ! CNSPSO £ NSGA-II #
F B it B 120 NSPSO #c 4 o SFBLE A »cdp 550 i ¥ 10 4f IR CNSPSO At Fz
Mo o e B iRt NSPSO &2 NSGA-IL - @ NSPSO 2 NSGA-II f &7 F=
RAEY AIEGFRY o

F BT A B e - R

SCH

s ANOVA 5} ..
CNSPSO NSPSO NSGA-II Himr i

A Figk p-value

NNS 197.867 197.467 82.333 2170.81  4.07E-43  CNSPSO, NSPSO > NSGA-II
NPS 197.733 197.467 81.533 2110579 7.31E-43  CNSPSO, NSPSO > NSGA-II

ER 0.001 0.000 0.009 11.335  1.16E-04  NSPSO, CNSPSO < NSGA-II
DM 0.948 1.071 0.978 29.493  9.97E-09 CNSPSO < NSGA-II < NSPSO
MS 5.465 1.031 5.628 582.145  2.39E-31 NSGA-Il > CNSPSO > NSPSO

KUR

o=ta )

ikid CNSPSO NSPSO  NSGA-II ANOVA 17 Hiige

AL F AR p-value

NNS 80.000 27.733 42.333 30.408 6.84E-09 CNSPSO > NSGA-II > NSPSO
NPS 61.800 19.667 36.933 21.189 4.34E-07 CNSPSO > NSGA-1I > NSPSO

ER 0.237 0.333 0.136 3.929 0027  NSGA-Il < CNSPSO, NSPSO
DM 0.911 0.972 0.918 16.479  521E-06 CNSPSO, NSGA-II < NSPSO
MS 12.783 4.071 8.922 99533  1.16E-16 CNSPSO>NSGA-II > NSPSO

ZDT2

ot -

AP CNSPSO NSPSO  NSGAI ANOVA 7337 HiE

}JF'I’E?? F e p-value

NNS 159.267 49.267 29.200 54.952 1.88E-12 CNSPSO > NSPSO > NSGA-II
NPS 151.267 21.267 1.333 72.603 2.34E-14 CNSPSO > NSPSO > NSGA-II

ER 0.065 0.582 0.954 53.409 6.78E-12 CNSPSO < NSPSO < NSGA-II
DM 0.816 0.918 0.949 34.121 1.58E-09 CNSPSO < NSPSO < NSGA-II
MS 1.329 0.898 1.321 28.278 1.66E-08  CNSPSO, NSGA-II > NSPSO

iZ ~ Implementation of AMODP methodology in = BR3-2
supplier selection

% 4 &2 % CNSPSO 7 5 »oAJL 5 p MRS 8177 Sdck 2L 57 { i
- W B e iét;mié‘»iﬁ,'l;’ Mg BRVEERE RHY AP
R2ALRVAS BEBAST HORFLILG 16 Fo fIF AT o2
TR E AR E L g xS g R 6
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Hh o AT MY FTELE g,ﬁgﬂ%%%%ﬁﬁﬁmwﬁéf
BR o LR L N B L RPGEA PR E %% ayg)%wﬁ«
U;aﬂ;zzm IEEL o x%@ﬂ 23 S N Likert (1932) 97 4% 01 P sEA 2 o B

B RE RGEA L R ER 0 RS B4 X8R RN - K
&L%,‘ B IRRF R Egﬁrs FEA B RSk B Fh 7B % 5 B BANPH N
HERFFEENEFLON LT RIS RS B R EAT FEL R
ERPRE  ASEETERRIAAEEL T ERNIELL 0 W
Sarkis(1999) #t#% d1 2. ANPs2 = f £ 1= j2 » BoH 4R+ B4R | 17 5 5 P EDEAK
P REOE R o BRF 2 E R R B R Ae & 5007

35

?1“:&!

£ o

i
ﬁa ¢+:

5 (TR g
Ei b 3ok

W R g, METIH MEESE M0
(i fREE A ropl 0.108 0.314 0.032
SERS R 2 0.068 0.245 0.01
Ryl Vs R o AR 0.241 0.369 0.096
AT fi' fult LI 2 0.235 0.257 0.037
s e 7 op 3 0.145 0.256 0.047
R W A HCE 3 0.077 0.235 0.017
F i i E 4 0.064 0.132 0.008
A SR ] 4 0.062 0.128 0.008

= - #1 MODEA #5

BN EEA SRR > PRI GHTE ’ﬁj{—’:ﬁﬁl];;g_ﬂziﬁo

TR B A NG E 23 b ERFEA S AL R L

PorTBB A NI 2 AR T IR o B S N T
Bedp AR 18 {7 %~ MODEA 558 i& 7 42 o
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206 BRI A T T AL

EET B Fragl FrE2 #~53 F 384
A A &y A S BYFEPER
(dollars) (dollars) (%) (days)
1 0.750 0.800 0.600 1.000
2 0.600 0.600 0.800 0.500
3 0.500 0.400 0.400 0.500
4 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000
5 0.550 0.200 0.600 0.500
6 0.550 0.200 0.400 1.000
7 1.000 0.800 0.800 1.000
8 0.500 0.200 0.400 1.000
9 0.600 0.400 0.600 1.000
10 0.750 0.400 0.600 0.500
11 0.500 0.200 0.600 0.500
12 0.500 0.200 0.400 0.500
13 0.750 0.400 0.600 1.000
14 0.750 0.400 1.000 0.500
15 1.000 0.800 1.000 1.000
16 1.000 0.800 0.800 0.500
A Mgl A dIE 2 A D3 A M4
EY A T PR Bpizid
(%) (units) (months) (%)
1 0.947 1.000 0.667 0.909
2 0.895 1.000 0.667 1.000
3 0.737 0.800 0.333 0.889
4 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.909
5 0.632 0.800 0.333 0.808
6 0.684 0.800 0.333 0.909
7 0.947 0.900 0.667 0.909
8 0.684 0.800 0.333 0.859
9 0.684 0.800 0.333 0.859
10 0.737 1.000 1.000 0.909
11 0.632 0.900 0.667 0.859
12 0.632 0.800 0.333 0.808
13 0.737 0.800 0.333 0.859
14 0.737 0.800 0.333 0.808
15 0.842 1.000 0.667 0.909
16 0.789 0.900 0.333 0.808
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= v ERH E % by CNSPSO

&d CNSPSO & T b Ff2» B B RBITERF4wd 7577 c BRFE 14
2102 AR as 1o FPr L BEEF L F - BE A BRF 5L RK
2 b A AR b FH A A RSP RER .

7 H Ry RSN -MODEA

MODEA
ﬁi P;é\ H] El ol

i f1 f2 f3 = P
;’FrT}?ﬁf RS

1 0.855 0.618 3.944 1 1
2 0.982 0.690 4.662 4
3 0.995 0.914 5.843 8
4 0.665 0.426 2.931 1
5 0.886 1.067 6.881 16
6 8
7 4
8 0.982 0.954 5.912 13
9

2
3
1
5
0.952 0.932 5.781 3
2
4
0.743 0.719 4.778 3 8
1
2
4
3
4
2
3

0.639 0.513 3.372

10 0.999 0.652 4.452 1
11 0.995 0.783 5.366 4
12 0.995 0.999 6.539 13
13 0.689 0.724 4.663 8
14 0.716 0.721 4.794 13
15 0.568 0.432 3.003 4
16 0.603 0.572 4.151 8

= ~ Comparisons of different algorithms in = B3t 2 & & 378 & &

CNSPSO £ NSGA-Il 2 NSPSO %5 st s 47 5% % (§ %4 7 = #en = 30,
@=005)4-% 8 77 o d ANOVA A 47 % v @4 = Biwd 22 15 ik
v FRFSNLE bt dpik Y  CNSPSO 7 0+ R 17 g 5 ch2b i fe g i
B AR £ > T35 26 B A p o BWfE 0 A NNS NPS 2 ER 4kt ¥ igat
Hisd 4 ¢ 2 W NSPSO 4 &£t ffEAR L -d DM 41,7 5 &) CNSPSO
v > NSGA-Il 2 NSPSO - @ ¢ MS 434+ 4 1 CNSPSO ##} #dF it B |2
NSPSO = 2. » NSGA-Il #. £ o 5 & 8.5 »cdy 524 9 7 124 7 CNSPSO feif /i~
A g g B 8 R3S NSPSO #2 NSGA-II » @ NSGA-I1 #2 NSPSO 7] &7 e I 4
PAMET BT
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T A B A )

=4l

AP CNSPSO  NSPSO  NSGAI ANOVA 7337 Hissei

AL FE  pvale
NNS  26.758 5.200 11092 1354592  0.000  CNSPSO > NSGA-Il > NSPSO
NPS  26.058 0.000 1767 4596573 652E-50 CNSPSO > NSGA-II > NSPSO
ER 0.115 1.000 0885 3572505 1.26E-47 CNSPSO < NSGA-II < NSPSO
DM 0.857 0.909 0.872 49309  9.53E-12 CNSPSO < NSGA-II < NSPSO
MS 1.105 0.735 0585 105531 4.17E-17 CNSPSO > NSPSO > NSGA-II

T ~ Discussions on MODEA and classical DEA

d i g Hocdp T 08 R CNSPSO @36 22t 5 Jéﬁiﬁ‘l?ﬁ&ﬁt?*ﬁ %4 eh
ot oo Fh g 1 CNSPSO »t MODEA #55¢ ¥ #730& 3 & B 2 244 fefid

ERFEFETEFALRPEERPER U DL kg 2 DMU > #3845
(2 )2 G DEA 2. 5% (% 97 e X DEAZ % - PHERET L H»FE
Foe Rz pHRT A L B E A o & MODEA fiist 7 > FJH - B iR E preg
TR EDMUZ s Fh A v T DMU s i@ B A BB Tt A
Pt LR o kd BEVUFR o J B DEA RE2 ExF @i DMU > &
MODEA #58 f # 217 % 5 5 f »cF 2 DMU > 4o 57 2 fid 3t DEA 5 4z
Btxil> @t MODEA #58¢ 2 5 L% 40 F vt DMU 2z 2 & 3
g MODEA HER BT 2 RELH7 BT RLE SR 2t £
£ 7% d MODEA #t st Rz » R EL A NAR LT DMU T4 3
7w e @i DEA R gt p B JIeniE F R TR Ak B o gt b o T
MODEA £ 1% ANP % £ & & Li&a sm LWL R > &7 :‘%ﬂﬁi@i‘—lj’
FENERRZ EH AR EENARLERE -

-
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Z 9 Ry AN - Classical DEA

Classical DEA
BB 1 f2 f3 PHE
1 0.976 1.001 5.151 9
2 1.000 0975  7.887 1
3 1.000 1.088  6.539 1
4 0.825 0442  2.306 12
5 0.995 3.167 18.263 8
6 1.000 1.517 8.369 1
7 0.732 0.474 2471 14
8 1.000 1.413 7.601 1
9 0.814 0.919 5.589 13
10 1.000 1.001 6.739 1
11 1.000 1.249 8.467 1
12 1.000 1.238 7.482 1
13 0.718 0.616  3.668 15
14 0.965 0.897 6.321 10
15 0.633 0599  4.949 16
16 0.899 1199  9.899 1

ERFFEAF P SELEFEA B B RAP TR i g

chigd Al - BE R EE 0 T BB ITES
PERMAE - TE AT R AEZERE Eﬂlsasé%*x%ﬂ?%a‘% £ EAR T
AR % E R RLAR A A 4502 (Analytic network process, ANP) ~ 5 B R TR ¢ %02
(Multi-objective data envelopment analysis, MODEA) ¥ % p & =+ 3 % & 2

L

&

(Multi-objective particle swarm optimization, MOPSO) » 2 B &g F 375 > 2 3 ©

o AR REE o AT RN - B P RS EL A DITRY 2

CNSPSO - m iz BB A F AP M & &F-ob B3 175 F 0IIFH 8 = BRIE S B U 2R

HEEZ LR B S o B ERARRGBRRIFE I RFL LG S

ml%}@ra BL o mIBBUDEAZEEEL RN BREIRTE 5w B4
K RN T BB R

«

1. AR N2 FERS N ATE R R & P TR lfﬁ’f%ﬂm“%"fﬁ Y
ERAALGAREEERAPEHB LS (FLEE 2 FFH] 0 2 MODEA
A Wi kg 2 DMU 2 xF g4 b A -H s DMU ;@P\,\»gg s H o

Bhol B Al bt LB R % A7 MODEA 3 & i % DEA Ho3t
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REOREAS GAPRZ T o PR R L REARF AP PE R R R

Yoy L L
= & 2 £33 oo

BEAERT o B RRF MG 2 LR BRI EHAL
wEP ORGS0 ERFAEEERNED TR - BRE L2 R
AEIPY S TRZERET RAE - FF C BRIRDES ERA N E o T
FIEERER TRl dd  EFY AR CERERFR  wER Y
ERASHDERE > MHKHHD A STEL 4 o

AP G A CCR I s 5 p B Gt TRk
JR1% 5 DEAE P4 & DMU p £ 55 i £ 3
o ARNPr- w2 FEr -
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