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method) % BT, 4 ADEBRESEDEIFM
PEOBBROVWTRNS. i, BRREEN
b U= ok 7 iR R BB Lis HERFR Y IRE
THRBCOWTCH A THRETS. REK,
R.L. Keeney bz k%, £@EEx AR [4]
(multiattribute utility function method) %
HAL, SWTHEOHABE L OMBRH T/
5.

2. Mmoo

COWMLTHRHOWR LT3 HEHL, —BOK
ETbHAWSLRIBAEELFEbRELDT, 6
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ik, EREORARY 2 (i=1,2,,6) £T5
&, RO X5 EEDLIND.
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F- 2 REBEEROFZZEC LEEREORD
DTH5.
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(1) f1=(0.231-10'21+0. 5832, +0. 813+ 10'zs
+0.67124+0.24025+0.10x6) « 10%/(0.696 1
+0.620x2+0. 29923+0. 102101z,
+0. 60x5+0.561xs),

(b) HeHERE : f2 (C°)

(2) f2=0.140x:2+0. 26322 +0. | 14x125
—0. 105z124+0. 768+ 10 z1z6
—0. 148+ 10tz —0. 112+ 10%2,—0.167+ 10%x3
+0. 30710 24— 0. 444+ 10z +0. 540~ 103,

(c) BuketEfE : f3 (107%/°C)

(3) f3=0.153¢10'21+0. 106+ 10'x3—0. 227 x4
+0. 35124 —0. 206+ 10%,

) WHERFEPEME : fo (%)

@) f1=0.11710*x6—0. 160z1x4—0. 881 x2x3s
—0. 830+ 10 ' x224— 0. 990x226 —0.218x4.x5
+0. 33621+0. 177+ 10222+0. 11510225
+0. 986+ 10'24+0. 505+ 10* 25 —0.174 10225
—0. 189. 10,

(e) Wit7 A h Y EEE: f5 (%)
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(6) f5=0.230-10"1£,2—0.735+107 2.
+0. 4454107 z125—0. 915+ 107 225
—0. 124x224+0. 25510 txsxs—0. 10z425
—0. 164+107 21 +0. 366+ 10' x>
—0. 146+10'z3+0. 543+ 10' 24 +0.259+ 10 5
+0. 114+10*26—0. 728+ 10%,
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(6) fo=0.148x6*+0. 28510 'z 22
—0.70+10" z125—0. 765+ 10 526
+0. 189+ 10'z1—0. 8302 —0. 7523
+0. 714z5+0. 314+ 10' 26 +0. 839+ 102
¥, BALKBEIERD L SEDLINS.
® a;aé%ftl:
i iZ=11 £:=100,
(8) 0<x:<100, £=1,2,-,6.
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BMERIEcER LI h 5.

@ Min{fi(x), fo(x), fs(x), fa(x), f5(x),
fe{x)}, subject to

(10) ii:}l x:;=100,

1) 0<%<100, i=1,2,,6.
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1 Rank of the objectives.
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4. 3 BROM/)ERIERLOL, (15]

BEEOVRRL S LHFIR L FRETR
SR, BENBEROEERIL f1, fo fs DI
—FE fufo fe DIN—TRKELGRBZ &
Biotrot. £IT, EFROX 5% 3 BRRA
fEREL ERL L.

12 Min{fi(x), fax), fa(x)},
subject to

13 0Lfi(x)<5, j=4,5,6
and (10), (11).

4.1 SWTEORER (£01)

SWTEBIRESNRBEDOF T, BiFFLHER
THARCACORD. BRRELIME A OIS
ROFELEY, FORTOL V- VA 7%
B UCHRET % (2] AR 35 3R{fss
Ro—fAxR1CRT.

2T, FEHMML e-HIRER X hRD, + v
~ FA 7 A X REECRTEI ISV R
B & LORD. BIFEHRE, ABMEBIHIE Wi
BIVO WA 58 E LTRDS
LRTED., SWTHRILFMOBRERBS K
4 NOBBRESOBIFFIRY N2 RT.
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R 1 Non-inferior points and the responses

of a decision maker

Se Js fi A2 413 Wy Wi
310 45 1590 20 96 +10 + 5
300 45 1720 21 97 + 6 +5
300 50 1410 i3 60 + 5 0
290 50 1550 14 62 + 3 0
280 50 1680 16 70 0 -1
270 50 1860 19 85 -2 -3
260 50 2060 20 108 — 5 -5
280 55 1400 9 42 +1 0
270 55 1530 11 44 0 0
260 55 1650 12 48 0 -1
250 55 1800 14 66 0 -3
240 55 1960 19 83 -3 -5

2 p bRl s BFERIFEELRY
S ENbhS. FIT, SA—-THBERT R
R, BT 5 FFIR & LTA=1500, f2=270,
Si=55 FENBE S hi=DT, HDT,
14 Min{fi(x)},
subject to
0 fa(x) €270, 0L fi(x)<55,
0<f2(x)<5, j=4,5,6
and (10), (11).
Bz Y,
166 £:=20.0, zz=18.8, x3=3.2,
24=19.8, x5=19.5, z6=18.7,

{15)

fs=55

200 .
1,000 / , 2,000
1

2 Preference bands of the decision makers(1).
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45 +10 | preference band
50 +7
55 0
200 A
1,000 2,000
’ fi

B 3 Tradeoff curves and response of a

decision maker.

f1=1500, f2=270, fs=55,
fi=5, fs=5, fe=5,

LI AESHVRETE .
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300+

fe

200
1,000

I 2,000
B 4 Preference bands of the decision

makers (2).

LT, BEFEAYFI00EETHFEERTS S
DTH5b.

Kic, We=0 L7c5 fe DEBEZL, fe DK
REEEOH BT HD T ik LT ERD
T 5. B EOFEEREREOCEH
HIBIR E R I D ¥ T DB LU CBRIFM 2 M
+3% [9],[15]. )
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X3 wRT. ZOBITIE f3=55 DL E Ws=0
L, FOLED N L— Vi 7 iR ECBRITE
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Sf3=55 DL & Ws=0 tth, ThZhoRF
FHELAR 4 & S REShic.

R4 M2 0RHETS L, RN40BFH
B> neiehlt-THh, BELVA
EES Tl bHEDERPTHBRE LD 2 L2
Mmh. L, V= P47 gy R CRFR
BAERETHE 52, 4O EMMOFML D
D NCHE LT VRS T 5.

6 HER/MERIEIC oW T b A A S EY &
RBLCHER, HERVERCERRIRES O BEEY
Bz EenTER [91,[15].
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% 2 Allowable ranges of f;

fi JFi* fi°
fi (yen) 1000 3000
S (°C) 150 300
fs (1073/°C) 50 56

5. 3IRMUEYHEREAMEL SWT iZ0#ER
#E K101, [15]

Z 2T, 3 BMRMEMBRoWT, fi~fs
TEMSETHEENSABEREERL, ToMR
BohsEEMKRE, SWTEOHERACIVE
b BRI - A BT 5.

8.1 ZMEMABKOMER (2D 1)

B FABEMT, 19741 R. L. Keeney I©
IhRRINE 4] Thi XL, mEDE
# GRMRE) BT 5 BIFEM (Bsvitth
CroThieb3hafROEM) X, i=1, 2,
vm, DHEBEEZEY X L, X BT ERY
z=[z1, zo v xm]TE Lo L &, BERREBOHE
R, BRI, HRAMIEOEEDD LT
( Ule)=5 ka2,

BB\,

b9 Ule)={f] [1+kba(z)1-1)/4,

DO S ERIED BN L L CHRERTE S,
22T UBIWu i3 +XC [0,1] ofix &5
L5, 0<k<l 18599 2 — Rk LO%> —1
%k THREAEIRS. 1R INEH (additive)
3 EBIS, 19FIZFHEH (multiplicative) 5 B
B EmEns (41,061

AT TR, SRR OERFR [5],07]
CdEoE, FRECHT L SRELRHBER L
RUERE W TR S.

% 3 Values of %; and %

ky, R A B C D

ky 0.35 0.50 0.10 0.25
ky 0.35 0.60 0.80 0.90
ks 0.25 0.20 0.10 0.1*10-4
E 0.165 —0.621 0 —0.667
1982 #£ 6 A% 0

1.0

0.5F
"ll(fx)

0.0 .
1,000 2,000 3,000
f1 (yen)

5 Utility function for f;.

BithE L DHRBOMKR, BRBEK (UTREHEL
) fi RH LT, BB UVASAE (f* LT5)
ERBUSAME(fi°LT5) 2K20 X5 BE
Uiz, fi¥k fi° OFOZHABEKMEL 1< UL Tk
b, “the 50-50 lottery technique” [16]i X
WYERREZL 7 v — P RTRVRELE. %
DRERO—WEM S5 iwmd. Ay —VEBELIIR
6 R [ Ul Z2RAVCTERREEZECT v 7 —
FERITIGRETS.

Tichb, B Sfi vBRWicB OB fi-k
KbTLE, ki, K6k T [{U] LCE
(Certainty Equivalent) #MEZB] & /e BEFD
BRp*ELTRDBIS. KR, A7 —LERE
12, BREP*BITEERALTELRLHE
ADOBELTRES (BLE>—1 LT3). R
DOoNTc b BIOEEEICRT.

SWTEDHKR T, fi—f FH_LT =51
BT Db v— P 7lRR - TERREE SR
DOEFFIENKREF ST B. T2 T, f1=55LH
E LT fi—foFH L% B2 AR o &£ 5 il
BMEME, SWTHEORRE L OLKLTr-Tk.

f'l* fz* f3*
P/
1#»\————f°.ﬁ 5

1,

Lottery

A AR

Certainty equivalent

8 Evaluating the scaling constants.
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o tradeoff curve
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& 4 Probability corresponding
f2=55 to the utility

? A B C D

u=0.3 p* 10.35 0.60 0.80 0.90
2% [ 0.25 0.30 0.70 0.15

ke DREBEHEDO T T T U
YAVBOTIRE S, BERES
K EOREFNMBLHV-THS
v, Rk BWT BRI RREK
BERTHZ ERAE L.
Thbdb, BRLEEEORVR

~

150 1
1,000 2,000
filyen)

7 Indifference curves of the utility function and preference

bands on the tradeoff curve (by Mr. A).
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REZHELT [{U] 2E), TOBRREZH
LHERY pOLEBHEL TP OE L DB R T >
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2T, BBBAR ()R ITRr - AERK
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BRI 2E KT H5RER B
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