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Abstracts

This research investigated the differential impact of country of origin on
product attributes evaluation when consumers have different levels of product
knowledge and involvement. In this paper, the Fuzzy DEMATEL method is used to
detect consumer buying-decision-factors and build a relative relationship of decision
factors for consumer buying behavior. The Fuzzy DEMATEL method provides a
useful way to obtain information of the relationships among consumer decision
criteria.  The results showed that: Firstly, when consumers had high level of
knowledge and involvement, country-of-origin would not affect subjects’ evaluation.
The central route would be adopted. Secondly, when consumers had low level of
knowledge and involvement, country-of-origin would affect subjects’ evaluation.
The peripheral route would be adopted. Thirdly, when consumers had low level of
knowledge and high level of involvement, country-of-origin would affect subjects’
evaluation. The peripheral route would be adopted. Finally, when consumers had
high level of knowledge and low level of involvement, country-of-origin would not
affect subjects’ evaluation. The central route will be adopted.

Keywords: Fuzzy DEMATEL ~ ELM theory ~ country-of-origin
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1. #%

FAEIH LS ﬁ §5nA &S KN FRTEP S fERSY S T
fle7% 3 (Chao, 1093) « F 75t » b0 T2 % kBB | R AL+ jL% 19 i*— e B
A &R RIRE F[”,E’w‘t”'ﬂ”i‘3__;&@15[4]3:’”5‘*m/ﬂF‘}‘ FELFE o

M /ﬂad"ﬂéf}&ﬁrrfj\/}flnmfﬁg l?}igﬁft L) 7 Fj L_Ei—%‘ i—‘ﬁiﬂ*’mﬁ
LR TR Y A R AR ANINBR O 5 HF FORRRE A2 A - Han®
% WEINHAESDEREETY DR - T RREH AR R R FHR
Jr B »2 i (country-of-origin eﬁect)mﬁg&: 1A A R E T AR A K uE S u—.i
KN 5 F Flp &3 L2 (bounded rationality) - %i’(ﬂﬁ7 A AR B F 3
EARIEAES ﬁ/ﬂw‘a’r é}mﬁ o EAEF LEPN A RFERTFRAS R A F %
AFDERRARNSEASAEREEHARERFEZEASST 0~ T*w‘i’ N30 B
Al :#‘a‘\@ﬁv‘ ’ f% WA REPAEE Y E L LI RBRE R T A
5 A hR 2] 4F & % (country stereotype) - # EHLE T S A Fenis A 0 { i B4
ik R BT Han(1989)42 & & #hvc % (halo effect) o Ap4ts > FH> 2
BRIRRS Y R AHEASOEART 2 X R RIFE PR mwuaaﬁﬁ
*%ﬁﬁulr’iﬁdﬁﬁwm?ﬁaﬁ Vi A S g R 0 REA A S
B0 A2 T3 b BaE % (summary construct ef‘fect)

AFEL Ty P e B0 ELM 3235 5 A # F\?'Bi;ﬂ%—,ﬂ J‘Zmrﬁ} ATERAR R | &
'—‘?*')‘)‘fifiJ> BRELEN TR R sy F oF e Svf&“*%"am?ﬁ*l F % I
FEFEE NYELR AR Sl U ’7&%’”%“ R ey R T e B
* - ﬁimﬂ‘—l% ’ lf%?* fuzzy DEMATEL 97 2 > E33EPB 02 b en® e 57¢ > 7R 3 5
Lﬁ\%lﬁ‘n&,ﬂ PRSP P RERGER S X JUE A AR B AL RS

TRz BRRRPOUERAS S TERRNAR S TEARAE | A BFE ’;ﬁuiﬁ
Fq‘ i\,)i-:ﬂ Pl IR R IR T FehpiE R AR € A4 BB Er o

i
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Jadi e
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2. ézﬁk\réﬁ
2.1 @t ¥ & HES (ELM)

FoH 7 &t 12 H-57¢ (Elaboration Likelihood Model; ELM)-Z_d Petty & Cacioppo (1981) #+
ﬁmmgﬁ’ﬁw%m;@@i@ﬂﬁﬁﬁa%?u@$ﬁﬁﬁam&u- b - JEAL S
¢ oL & J2 (the central route) ot » ¥ — fEfE 5 ¥ FIE /2 (the peripheral route) -3¢ > % %?g
BTN - AR TN 0 SHAR B 88 chds 8 (motivation) €2 & 4 (ability)m <> T R AT 5
%ﬁﬁ%xagﬁwamo*w%ﬁ%ﬁ&’&wﬁgm¢K@Wm%»ﬁa
(involvement) ; & #73f it 4 > & ¥ HFE HE_B M HA Ko a 42 A (knowledge)  Petty &
Cacioppo (1986) 14 =+ ¥ 'ﬂ% (antecedents) k = £ B2 i 4 > F ¢ 7 & T EH ri
% (situational factors) » ¥ — &= p| g 4% % 4 F]Z (individual factors) Py gk
E R BTN if AT > H AR L R BL Y 7w o

EME S OEIRT > BAE E A DR DY 4 R RGBT T e LS feh
W KRR E R RN 157‘ + i A L= a4 # (Maheswaran, 1994; Girhan-Canli &
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Maheswaran, 2000) - 4p %t - & $24H BRI T § 5 e fiannio k2, 8 K 2 g B
AR RN TR A SRR OFIETE R LR AL & T F
o B REFIRE S TR O RIRZAE AL s ErF o o gt B
o~ fE et {5 R RFER A& A M S F R R 22V
¥ ;- %2 ) (Schiffman and Kanuk, 2007) -

BAETIET PA SR B § BRI TSI R Y o f A SRR R
M B EEE A lf’a/TJLn g i i i H s % (Burke etal., 1988) - & ¥ #% [ Ry Y e 2
FRT 0 R Rt R A SR E Gk AR RN L LR G AR TA S
FIF e L pF > & Zardie b it L o € F IR &2 L (Maheswaran and Sternthal,
1990) -

KFARGEBERY ASTARZ L -7 FTARZHEE ’—,ﬂ.“ ¢ I ERE
(intrinsic) £z *t &g 4 % (extrinsic) > & — Iﬁ%ﬁ{;ﬁz PERENFE IR AL SAH P
R dp G MY A S MR ot R A R E 5?“5‘\7 IR Ry
MR AT M Ao s B Mﬁﬂ&i(OIson&Jacoby 1972; Bilkey & Nes,1982) o #
o L RE R F 0 §FELRBASDBI 1R A S iR Bk T - 2
BT BRI RIR S 7 K ’i}b% gzr,\,&’tlﬁz FJ‘—lpﬁ} Sooom BF b RRA &R

Mok (T2 %7 o d 32 ELM 32 FW'?EF% ’ﬁ F'~ 4 B 5 (% ’q)_)\)‘:'ki’;‘l: (B A SR
oo g P kR 43_7\/%@“' %,\,,Fﬁfﬁf%é‘é%’ /ﬁg F OB EIEA L s 4 (I
/\)£ o4 (KA S i R gﬁéﬁ’»ﬂiﬁvuiw WA e Fp Ay LT A B

fiﬁiJ—*’E’r*};)‘fiﬁiJ'Fm Svflﬁl-m‘ %gi’*‘n\@fj‘r A A B oo~ AR R I E
)3« AR R 2R T M A BB AER/B N RAE | ME T ME Tariiir R
AL w AR e g d SR 2 T RS e R -

2.1.1 & Brdin & o g
Alab and Hutchinson (1987) 7%= 3 45 &1 7 4 ehivgai(knowledge) 7 & i 1 & i
= & 2 5 TR E A (familiarity) e & ;i'ri(expertlse) ift. ER A § Ao A san M
R Esk e b EPhE g L) -?F'.‘g dﬂr Paa¥ a3 T A AR T ik 4 oo B v‘)l?e
JEFIFHTASORDTY > AR KA SR F A L L B 3 (objective
knowledge)¥= - gz (subjective knowledge or self-assessed knowledge) > 4 B 47 3 2_fL %
B hfg BT LG P A A B (Rundell, 1979;Brucks, 1985) - # ¢ £ v A4y
Ha ]%1 SR 7 BT A & a0 3 (what is actually stored in memory); @ E‘Jﬁrﬁ“#ﬁ ef |
FEEA ¥ B 20 f2eh A S-Aoik(what individuals perceive that they know) - Rundell(1979)
mmﬁﬂ”“ LE - S B R o li'ln\(qmz score) k * & ERLATEOER o kR )R ﬂ
AL T 5% BATEE G L o @ 2 p iP(self-rating) s 34k R £ O gL E R
B RIE QL 4eBugah e sl o s gl Birabaniird Bl e W#ETE A
Behp GAAR > AN ERTBOFERN T ABYE L o b o A 7 /- g
f\-“*fa’f‘ BERNHEFALRETEF M o
LR P A SR A ST REOF O R €S TG b ¢ B R M

2



AP o 4 rﬁ{;ﬁ, » B ORIRU R EE R RN ETE S AP 0 SERRCD Rt Rk
Zghendrat o 4 LR T R T 0 4 R B RS P R4 chds 3% (Alab and
Hutchinson, 1987) - & ELM 323 ¢ » #-4 5ol 5 AJL A& 5 F 1 it 4 (Petty &
Cacioppo, 1981) o Fp* A F 7 s BB TEH T A FF A GEF B AILE § B4 0 T
G = fEa A F1E o B F BB AR g e R TR i 4 2 )
ENiE AR o

212 H» ez BB HE
B >> i ~ (involvement) 7 3% % % Fe dhfo B REL 1 2 3% > F U M AR G - BT

e 2 A B AT~ 0T 5 G o Zaichkowsky (1985) #tA & ~ ch & 5 R H A
Hpoehg & ~ B2 B oo T A S5 i AR R (relevance) o B o~ ihiiE

EHRRAFTOLRT RA SR LG AEH A HRFERY > FFEEL b
< )I%_F ¢ 373 - Zaichkowsky(1985): Personal Involvement Inventory(PIl) ~ Laurent and
Kapferer(1985) 2 Consumer Involvement Profile Inventory 12 2 Mittal(1988) < Involvment
Scale» A wApMAm L = BE 43 3 R - REEFEN Rk (L. S. Lockshin et al.,
1997) - Laurent and Kapferer(1985)4& ' r2 i) §  suivihd & & & 2 ~ Suiva bbb &
FRLOT G AR R BRI A SR ET Ba e REFE N B 5
# ° Mittal(1988) 81 £t & & f BL 1 5~ & P BLL I~ A Jehif 16 - S el
B ESFWRG U E R &SR A BEE G TR TR e R o Zaichkowsky(1985) 1 2 58
R E W~ AR HF K 4o L A F] % (personal) ~ 4 F] % (phsical) 14 2 8L Fl &
(situational) » # & 21 - 25 20 BF & £ £ (semantic differential)4g p 0 4 o » £ £
Pll» % ugr@ i » cndo i fh > 21821994 & pF > 1430 BAH» 84 > BidFoD
EERCRELYPREFHASDTE ~BAEIRP X 10 BILP FL AW DR
AFTE e RS R A S gtk

FREFEHY P OE SRR AL i AR R §F TER 0 R BT

I ASHT R Fa T SFAHPERME S wRRGRT  §31FR LLandng s
B m M B DA S R TR R R R R T D U RE R
24 § *2(Schiffman and Kanuk, 2007) = % 3 2 > % '} % § £ A SR IRIFHE B LG F
)T,}c,g A 4 ®F iy ~ 42 & (Blackwell, Miniard and Engel, 2001) - ¢+ *F 7 » 42 B« 22 B 4 p
BAR v MR FFE G M o Westbrook and Fornell(1979)4p 1 = & #% » 4 ¢ fi &1 &
PAHETA O RBIROEY 0 TR EAASBE 0 E AR Ok R AP
2R E W STAR T T ek o B Swinyard(1993) i » s T P B D 3 R
o ARR I R HN AR AR Y Sk P - R R F g M
LERRY SR RIFNER - ME P § AR F SR FAL {75 B
KRB c BRI F L AT L E RREAL R R A SR
- o o@ 3 A S F ARG P Er i B (Gurhan-Canli & Maheswaran , 2000) -

22 Ri A2 &8 RBRE



FEKREED2FCSEHI P et Afema R o F Kyl 7] % i (Terpstra,
1983) o izt FH ¢ B B - B :s;—&% i} A A 4 93] (iR i & &(hybrid products)*f]u.
» B % & &-(bi-national products) » & 4p A &7 & & %k /& ®(Han & Terpstra, 1988) -

2 BB D Pk 3 e Flnit gl - B SRR il i A
Hped w7 Fmﬂﬁf’ Ft 2 IREF R BBt P RRBEFET - {0 F B F
fenpize 24 F - B TIR% o AT 4 4’:11;3(‘1.&& IR S S Wl N
P hEAK AT f,]mzk% T B RN RR R L 40 N ARA Sk R B
EPHER EHROBETHBI S PAFRDOIIR IR G > T B BEEEET AL
(Chao, 1993) - Johannson & Nebenzahl(1986) % § 4 1 @ ¥ & HAp b hAd & i § %+
EREFF PR 0 5 - RARVTRE X o W AL RRRREDOURE A
BT ERRAER S TARUER ) S BAESBES B AT o

Erickson, Johansson and Chao(1984) %7 7 45 i : A & it enit & ¢ B EH A &k
B s ¢ASNERMES 8 KRR BT FE s L HEE AFEL B
VP FHASDER 5 F &P ?Liﬁﬁﬁ’ﬁ*W%*mé%’ﬂéiﬁﬁé
S b G S 2 #?%ﬁij' Jﬁz[‘]fl VAETES B A NIk TR
o2 ERFIHASORL > (8- HEFHASDRA > SAF R Han(1989) 42
B TAEE o AR > FHOTA %V"&H&ﬁh PRI R E A SRR

PRIFFIIFEE PP T R E #&ﬁﬁ S e R ’%ﬁﬁ A SR RS R
FOEZASORE > BEAIHAETDER » SRFRfL 2 TRAEHEE o

FHBREEB LY R Hehdegpdad > NREFEE SAPH DL T RIEIR T AL
ST RE AP o FHBT RS RME S TR R TR BE F ARIR
s HERAREAALF R D20 ﬁ»{:}i‘%{ e rr(moderate)” N Ffbﬁl?im&x
J& o A7 % 11 Petty & Cacioppo (1981) s it 7 i 2838 (ELM) 18 5 5235 ik gy > 2 21 F

m}.ﬂ IE\PLF :

”"’IF}»@L— PR RPHOAEERRRF D H MRS R Y SR RIS
HARF S o KRBT § R FX P F DA Y Y ER= T

FLERD Dy X OE SRR R U AR M R RIR O U S
AL F S o KRB eH-g B X2 F A Y Y e
FEBRz Dy XA SR M A 2R R ¥ BRSO U S
AR o RIRBEDPCEHR-¢ B X F i SRR o
FEERe Dy X A SRR M AR R MR R IR O U S
AL F S o KRB eH-g B X2 F A Y Y e
KR g I
31 REFREEFTHALE

ATy A E e A R g (NoteBook) 1T 5 IR 4F 3 T 7 iR 0 IR zgh Fode

Dahlquist and Giusto(1997) ~ Rhinelander, Deutsch and Edward(1997) % 3 B ** 3341 % &
MR R R AR A B Bt 12 R (pre-test) e N F R A S B s A S
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ARG PRI BRI R R AR TR E TR RAR B TARUER
B RRRATE A2 ¢ d 0 CLU(&EFTRTUE)  C2(Riepe @) ~ C3(*Hg 4]) ~ CA(R &
it B) >~ Ch(FM KR R) ~ CO(A & @ty ) C7(d= 1) ~ C8( & 18 PRFx) ~ CI(4 & 14) ~
CLlO(fp #)= + B - & 7 *&éaﬁmﬁV%MQVMUZ% it e
F'Zjﬁﬂ\”’ H o0 AT L @ % NoteBook sugig 3+ Huw & 5§ 4 (T4 |
ERALDOEFE o ZHRAS R dFd A8 PR s g i T ARGk g LE ]
W TR "MFJ"?”]{F A 216 o AL HESZ OB REF TASTR 2 TAR
W FeR 0 50 BREFFOL M BN LY TR 10487 MR e 2 4E ) 2
XPFRAEE S 75925 R BB /M A SR e o £ 12 Zaichkowsky(1994) i it e
BAH BRITLGE I BT HRA NP ER G5E 41960 % 4 5 F /M~ e o
Zfp TA&EE B T R | ARSI RHEARLS S T F A SBT3
W AR 3 T2 A T B AR M~ 2R | F 56 4 T MA Bk 3~ A2 R
A0 Az DA At ME r 2R | F 48 A R BEE AUFF L FEL E
Y Y A= RN LR S

32 &2

FrUT Ao Sk AT ,—Lﬁ\ i AF P 0 b R Y A BB E S B
AR (MADM) = j# ek & B3k o ’*\rﬁ AEFE R ot g ATt T A e
AMBK TR I o F R ER(B)F oS- 2§ ARDE R %ﬁ
U AP O 4 1 105 (Structural Model)m B5% KLz § O MADM 2 2 T Y
BE ikt A LR LT URE R LRI B i1 * DEMATEL = /2 %
TR BEaRLAT s AN E BRI e NE DT s & oo
3.2.1 B> fuzzy DEMATEL & 453 2

AR R B 9 % 2 (Decision Making Trial and Evaluation Laboratory, DEMATEL)
H.d p p 3 Battelle & £+ ¢ (Battelle Memorial Institate of Geneva) 7 1972~1976 # fF %
T E & A g F 333+ % (Science and Human Affairs Program) =73 & &) ke 2 > % %k
ﬁzwﬂﬁ W AL 0 d 3% DEMATEL £ § 3448 fe00 5 B0 KL chws 50 0 FPU T & kR4
A LA T 7 cDEMATEL 4387 7 % cn 2 48 4F %‘r“’ VIRERL R B B e
AR 3 RAE Mo o A8 kN enBE T B 48B4 (Hori and Shimizu 1999). 22§ & A ¢ >

F MY AP iR R X8 ¥ 2 EFaren LB AR > )t R0 (fuzzy logic)

ﬁﬂ%’i,{:} YRR LRS-l AR e T Fed B % & % o DEMATEL 3 & &0 chTh i @ JedR 5 A G
Plerid- K RP 48> AF7 % 38 F%;m\gﬁi:(lmgmstlc variables) k =& =% 2* i LT S
i P o £ %4 DEMATEL #4722 » "EF|FHE S

3.2.2 Fuzzy DEMATEL = & eha 47 % 3¢

(R R Gk i e e S (Fuzzy Decision Making Trial and Evaluation Laboratory,
Fuzzy DEMATEL) =% 154 B A W) 2 D) E A e T degEE s (2)3EE B AR REE - (3)
FEREREEL (43S ﬁ%%%‘i‘ A 22 (5)8 (T HEM B A 4T o



(1)?L N AR = E A
B R TR EE Y G (R S RS kR R B R *%:!u» G
IR zém,fg_ﬁ;m;gfr’ Aot ;; T ESE A IR R %\m’fg,‘fﬂﬁ_ » B BT 3 %&j\g_fﬁg zqgii
B (Li, 1999) # g {fx*,~ /], ], &}X§E ¥ 2T er= & {58 He(triangular fuzzy
numbers)(l;,my,r;) % & 7% 4ok - #7528 2 Opricovic and Tzeng(2003): CFCS -
i BRI e ol 1 S 4 G - P e (orisp value) Z; 0 3 R 4n B (A)

- WREFcA

2z 2 = &P ik
% S (VH) (0.75,1.0,1.0)
L g (H) (0.5,0.75,1.0)
TR (L) (0.25,0.5,0.75)
o] g R (VL) (0,0.25,0.5)
¥ &% (No) (0.002)

BB (A)E B A2 (L)~ (v D E BB SELD) -
D=sxA, s>0 (1)
s:;n, i,j=12,..,n 2
fpﬁXZZu
<i<n =

O RES E-

FREPEL(ID)T 15> £15Q)h> NiFH #5 .

ID:iDi:DZ(I—D)’l (3)

i=2

R
BEPFELM7y N EEE HPFELp ﬁ\#ﬁia(wifﬁ S B Pd F O S 4R N(4) R (B)
3 NEREI 0 2 ARN6)E T RPPEL(T)ED %5 2L 0 SRR e
7 (~F )R A T R s ehfee £(d) 0 @ BLR *QK-FF-"E_mf—?( Z)Ap 4 T LB F) 7 D
e B2 @B (r) 2 8 E #5dfen £(d)2 Fehfos B2 8% (r)ip4e 7 1L F 577
fed B (der) @ (77 e & AR PEL(T)? B M o F 7 olifee B(d,+1)
RO R E AR A ERTEE TG AR RN R F RS hfes §
B Fafer 228 NAARPT LERFHDLs R A-r) @ 7L 8L LPE
FBHE S

'ﬁgﬁﬁ%gwﬁ’?ﬁmhﬁfﬂ‘W%d4>®ﬁ&%%Mﬁﬂﬂgﬁﬁ
(RN erfz & % @3 m AR H B 45 & (1) hepAz & 5 T7cause group” o K 2
FF L L 0(d, - <0)Rl LA F i iE (ER)EBI © 45 (R R ok



B G B (R R R, f[‘ "effect group” SR rk B S AR
_ o
T=D+ID 4
T=) D' =D(l-D) (5)
i=1
T=[t] i,j=12,...n (6)
= dnxl = [Ztij]nxl (7)
j=1
n 0
r= rnxl = [Ztij ]lxn (8)
i=1
- BEPFeL
B B o W % B o W 6. B 5 o S 6. B 5 o ST
o BELB RS BB EY BELEES BELBES
E+C+ R-C+ E+C+ R-C+ E+C+ R-C+ B+ RE-C+
Cl ZEEa s 5307202 1197977 5350644 0844244 06228206 -0.25224 T.5440F  -0.2TF355)
C2 4R 45 A+ AETS119) 0523759 4631993 0425689 2 476068 -0.43508| 6.44a061] -0.125351
O3 R sk B 4. 409973 -0.Ea¥5a| 39742221 04681991 F.2534311 0.312674) 5355073 0D.0625EE
C4 & A A 5012905 07823421 49853390 0330281 9.2527a3] 0037833 7433384 -0.34071f
C5 e ff B+l 4179495 140461 3622664 075154 923338l 1.2E322a] T.411235 0281356
Cé & L uliE e 4253775 -1.32930 3923027 050831 E977a21{ 1.103418] 7072732 0.2014114
CTF A s 4381989 058111 Z.20Z67a -0.413% 6.9517a8| 092424 S001268( -0.23317
CE B RS 4. 774249 0. 5FF57F5 43081 0.36028 B.351a49) 073805 5420058 -0.14415)
CO g Ehs 5212781 1.092469) 4 a3E0E4H 0096924 ETTALE -0.4612 A SETITE -0.0306)
C10 842 5059429 0008357 4384587 00163131 9114823 0075152 T 906294 D.ﬁDElF?-
(5)i& {7 S He Bl P54 47
GATY Y R A0S - ERISY B BB SRR B Pl e b

]
THeRREoTERET R AT I E

pFpen é%mﬂ%@%ﬁ%ﬁ—
P T, T A
*Cl
1.? i 3 = C2
4 C3
05 | @ 4
Z 0(5) y 1 2 3 4 5 6 | O
Tl & . C6
15 F L v C
) - C8
R+C ©
C10




T R, [ A

* Cl
=C2
C3
< C4
x CS5
* C6
+C7
- C8
-9
C10

(5% e, e 7

+Cl
= C2
C3
“ C4
x CS5
* Co
+C7
- C8
-9
C10

(7% T, (51 7 oo

=C2
C3
< C4
x C5
* (6
+C7
- C8
- C9
C10

W-  F15%HEE

4 FRBEFRHE
B AP EEFR ARSI R PP - KR RE
M ET R T D RSk ELM i 2 dhe B Y BOREE WRFE L L 0
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41 ARARFFHER

LB T A S F)E chd B pE s Ay g ?’sfgfif’a,? % &L (Table total-relation matrix
of criteria) ¥ % & &KX 1 R+C iF 42 &

FALTRASTRIFH R FeY AER DA SA LB S AP g o
A3 0 CL(&FAE ) ~ CI(% = 1) ~ C1O(f #2) ~ CA(A &t * &)~ C2(RFEF &)
C8(& fsPRix) % A S hitenp stk © Ap¥s > CO(A & Wig#) ~ C5(54 & ik F) T 7
MEFEDL P E I L ER DA AR

B TR ASTB 2R FEDL P E R AL R DR S NBE R AL
ClUFFf ) ~CA(A &mt* B)~CI(% = 12)~ C2(Rt+pe i) ~ C10(7% #) ~ C8(& t5 IR
%) 5 ApgtE o CO(A & Wi )~ CO(&F M KR E)» 2 R HEemt 2 Fis L& i &
e ST

BREFLTHASCRFHRE | Heht P Xl ket i S RBLRA
T CLU(&F 8 2 2) ~ CA(A Sat* A )~ CLO(H +4) ~ C5(& 1 kR M) ~ CO(A &g ) s
fogez. T o CT(dE 1) ~ C3(* g Al)ie s B¢t A sk A& & Eim A > R
A Tef-\‘é °

i ﬂgrm/ﬂ%»ﬁajﬁga%sgmkﬁﬁimé%#ﬁiﬁw@i:
MM%ﬁ%CMw?%aM%C«é%M%E)ca§ﬁ%w@ycag )
~»Cw@@w)CM+ﬁﬁﬂwéﬁ%ﬂfmw%ié%%ﬁfﬂwﬁﬁﬂi%%wiwriﬁ
:]‘::!‘_o

bt CL(&FAET) ~ CA(R Sat* B)izA BT M3 A STk I“H W t+_ R
- IL%%:,E_*WMK,; EE TR M il MA i/ » 28 | Hie %
P Rt R (R S AR B R 4 (R Re) o ST ik R b
Ar A RCIO(H 1) R AREI L ELPELAR BN &0 )3 1A &
B o

3\

s

42 & 5§ F1% B R

BT A AR TR R R o 2 8 B2 SRR % 48 L (Table total-relation matrix
of criteria)? 2 & SR B R-C 5 A% o e R-C>0 Blie— #H #3% 4 SR B
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