NIAFIAINTIuAmansLaruInnssy UM 18 atufl 4 Ussdifeu nanau - Suneu 2568 79

MIFNVAMNIINANFASUAZHIANTIN

Journal of Engineering and Innovation

UNAAIY
n1313zgn6 1535 AHP 390N Fuzzy-TOPSIS Tun1santd and Sumanzae nsskdnmsn
lassmsnadsenasy
Hybrid AHP and Fuzzy-TOPSIS methods in subcontractor selection: Case studies of

government construction projects

naun Jaun' BaSens narmgy” Aiyils Audles’ avgy Ysagng
! g1u13vINsIaNNuAeIns sy AnswAlulagenaInnssy tIne1dusvinensing eneliotansing Jamingasing 53000
7 aunivnienssuladadind ansnalulagenamnisy unTine1desvinensing eneliotgnsing Jamingasang 53000
? MATYNIAINTIUAAINNTT ANEIAINTIUAIENS UNINendesms snnailesiivaldan Ymiafivadan 65000

Kanop Wattana' Itsariyaporn Luanghan®  Kwanniti Kammuang® Panu Buranajarukorn®

! Program of Engineering Management, Faculty of Industrial Technology, Uttaradit Rajabhat University, Uttaradit 53000
Z Program of Logistics Engineering, Faculty of Industrial Technology, Uttaradit Rajabhat University, Uttaradit 53000
®> Department of Industrial Engineering, Faculty of Engineering, Naresuan University, Phitsanulok 65000

* Corresponding author.
E-mail: itsariyaporn6027@gmail.com; Telephone: 0 8825 21933
FunFuunanu 12 Swey 2568; Juiluiluunany Asa 1 23 liquieu 2568; Juiluilounany assi 2 20 #wneu 2568

o A

JunuAlounanu aSen 3 8 fugneu 2568; Tuiinausuunay 17 fueney 2568

v

UNANED

nsAnyiaeiifngusrasdifiofmunasivagmsdadendsumudadlasanisieatveraslameuiagasing Taons
‘Uizqﬂm‘i’fﬂszmumi%mem%qﬁwé’u%u (Analytic Hierarchy Process: AHP) $21AU35A15L38981AUAIINYD U
ImElmwﬂf’haﬂﬁdﬁuﬂmmiuqmuﬂﬁmwﬂquLﬂ% (Fuzzy-Technique for Order Preference by Similarity to Ideal Solution:
Fuzzy-TOPSIS) 938 AHP-FTOPSIS a]zﬁﬂﬁﬂ15ﬁwmﬂszEgﬂﬁﬁfﬂuﬂiﬂﬁﬂmﬁﬁ]mhaamﬂzymﬂﬁﬁ’mﬁaﬂﬁ%’ummmqé’wmﬁ
LU?EJULﬁ&JULLUUi’]EJ@jLLazﬁzhmﬁummmL%E]ﬁ@hmaéfmﬁu%ﬁ’m%’umﬁmﬁmauﬁa&ﬁ%’ﬁ aelddesrinuiiuiilunisieadis
34:&Lﬁumﬁdaa%ﬁqﬁhjdwamwu&iaqmmw Autaensouazdundey HANSHAUUAMINTAAGENETUMNITININNTNUNIY
253WATIN 910 35 Lnast RarsmaAnude 12 st 9 ndusiinsUssdiunisdadendSumuidas S1uau 3 91
Imsﬂ%’@f?}&laﬁu’]aﬁ'iLﬁmﬁﬁanﬁ’umidaa%ﬂmnmi U 3 $I8 NanISAALEDN ﬁ%umm%hwwﬁ 3 Wiy 0.6678 1Uuk1u
nsfALEeN 599891 FFULMNIT193107 1 1iAY 0.3620 wazfFulvunTaes1e7 2 Windu 0.3615 auddu eg1alsin
Fanandmeiivanuusiudlumsmdmey ewniinsmsadeunwaenndesesiviifedam uaznsedefidonaily
QUERIEETSTS §m%qﬁammmﬁﬁ%éﬁ’aﬂmﬂﬂﬁissgﬂGﬂ%ﬁuf]iymé’mimamsdaa%ﬁqLLasi‘]@ymé"u 9 19 wiu Jgmnsdmdendwnans

1085 InNgAULAYNIEUINTHARFUAT TOUTNT

v
o LY

ASumindie lasanisneainieniasy nisdndulanuunanendninuel nsEUINNITIATIEABEIRUTY T8N19I58eEdu
anuvaulnsanueseadsiudymlugauafiiuuaquiase



NINTIFINIIUAansuaruInnss U 18 adudl 4 Usednsieu nanaw - Sunau 2568 80

Abstract

This study aims to develop criteria and a selection framework for subcontractors in the construction project of
Uttaradit Hospital by applying the Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) in conjunction with the Fuzzy Technique for Order
Preference by Similarity to Ideal Solution (Fuzzy-TOPSIS), referred to as AHP-FTOPSIS. The application of this method in
the study helps mitigate issues in subcontractor selection through pairwise comparison and enhances the reliability of
decision-making under constraints related to limited construction space. The approach emphasizes minimizing adverse
impacts on health, safety, and the environment. The development of subcontractor selection criteria began with a
literature review, identifying an initial set of 35 criteria, which were then narrowed down to 12 criteria. Subsequently, the
evaluation process was conducted to assess three subcontractors, using input from three experts involved in the hospital
construction project. The results indicated that Subcontractor 3 had the highest score at 0.6678, followed by
Subcontractor 1 at 0.3620, and Subcontractor 2 at 0.3615, respectively. Moreover, this method enhances the accuracy of
results by ensuring consistency in the questionnaire index and leveraging expert judgment in the evaluation process. The
approach is not only applicable to subcontractor selection in construction projects but can also be adapted for other

decision-making problems, such as supplier selection for raw materials and production or service processes.

Keywords
sub-contractor, government construction project, multi-criteria decision making, AHP, Fuzzy-TOPSIS
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s
a a

dlo CC; WJumdulszansanulndlnvesdsumun
Fapudl i lnedsumngaidan CC; wnfignaslaidu

HlasuAniFen

3. a1 lun15399
¥ <

drililunisuansduneunsaniuuuasuanis
TasgideyavensAniengSumangnIaling fae
76 AHP-FTOPSIS s1awtdgausngeagun 1

ASNUNIUINUIIBTNYIUDY

nasin1sARdenfinILALARIuln LT gy

ANSNINTUIAIUINLN

A

VDILAALLNUN IS

ATIEUAYTIAIY
ADAAADY CR < 0.10

AT AU AU NVDILARLLN N MULLA

a¥NN4EaRNAI5 Fuzzy-TOPSIS

A4

Umaanslavedds e anUszendldsiuniv
38 Fuzzy-TOPSIS

WIAFLIFFUNMIARENGTUILNTI

v

Fasrzaiauln

(Sensitivitv Analvsis)

asuUnadad1duNanISARLADNE SULMUIYI

v
o

FUN 1 JureumsAiuanuliy
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1n3UT 1 @awnsnesuieiiisauladn Weg3dy
NUNIUITIUNTIUALITULNUIINSARLERNATUMIN viSe
Fumangislasinisieasne ndsandusidunis

ATUNAALADNLNUNLALDIAEAINUDUBILN NN

oe =) &

[ |

FrifuvsusarunANL faus 3 unaudull seanntiy
Yunaueiiildunsenuuuasuaiugieds AHP fivuaen
51%%1@EJQ’L%mmzyﬁﬁaiaué’wﬁzyﬁuimmﬁ uag
DONLUUADUNINAI8TD Fuzzy-TOPSIS d1%5UN1S
Fadendfuimuidas ndeanduiaiiunldis
AHP-FTOPSIS Tun1sfiansaunAntdongsuinung g
soarntutrluiinisiasiziaaulafienadaey
nsUdsuulasresdidinidn wé’amﬂﬁ?uaqﬂwa

MsARRENKS UYL

3.1 Wan1sWALLNMEinsAaEandSumMUIYgag

denumuanuddeiiieadesiumsdnidendFuwmn
PravegFumnlasansudy wui naeifiEunswL
AN 35 Lnust Aundelfies 12 Lnumfidanu
aonadoafunsdifing Usngfnmadl 4 ndsnduis
dhinasifiiaund ldndunsssdulaeidey
¢35 AHP-FTOPSIS sialy

3.2 NANISAUAAILIMUNNMG AT AHP

1% v
° [ =]

dmfutuneud (ITulamvualriidusviliunia

dardgyAulasinisandunslvAiaziuuYesAazLn U
9119U 3 AU [8] UTENaUAIY JUTMITUTEN (§5Uimin
waNlATINTg) 91U 1 AU §IAn15lATen1s S1uau 1 Ay
waziminglasenis §uau 1 au 3aduyanaid
Uszaunisallunisineu egredes 5 U wazddiuig
dndulavaslasenis fadu dogaanuuvasuaudsd
ATMIINEaNLaEATURIL T NafiuIndels AHP
A3delaldlusunsunieadif R studio Version 4.2.1 Tu

nsmA1neu laglusunsusananiiyaau fe dau

s lumsmmnoy wazlimpouiuiudiuazgnies
Walsudunisaruaaiaeld Spreadsheet §1019
AelsiAnAImAanaInanmsidestinirdoyalunss
wn3ng 3nitadafulusunsy Opensource fiyanavily
annsafnnauazldonuls diugades fe Wawnsud
ansofwnmiaeuls dus 3 madentuld

M990 4 NN IARLERNETUMINY

SV Lt ()

C ST uaue

C AN

Cs AIINES

Ca UszTin1svinenu

Cs ANENSaAUIALLlaE

Cs Fodeuazaniunmnedany

Cr ANSIANITUATDIANS

Cs qunn auUaenfouazdwandey
Co AMUEILNTONIAIUNITIRIU

Cio Uszaumsaiilinuanvesiumangas
Ci wWnnssuildlulasenis

Crz Usinanuiisteglutiagiiu

lpgfinsananingusyasAvainsanieng sumn
434 (S) Usenausie 12 inual UsIngaem1sned 5-6 anu

JUABUNITMIAINBUVBILUTHNTY R studio MIUE1AU

98 aru1saendleg1an1susesiuLn e (C) Uaa

See

Wewgy 5187 1 (DM,) 6iadl

e

\levuiindeyaasly Spreadsheet 138u5o8udn
fAtelstddeyasiumdimsiinamdneuis AHP
Usingseguil 2 daduiedensussidiuvestidonvy
5107 1
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M990 5 fegramansussiuAmumiinusasinaueivesitiedviysen 1 (OMy)

\neual G C G @ Cs Ce Cr Cs Co Cio Cit Cip | et
G 1.000 1.000 6.000 6.000 5.000 5.000 5.000 1.000 2.000 5.000 6.000 4.000 0.2001
@) 1.000 1.000 4.000 4.000 4.000 5.000 3.000 1.000 2.000 4.000 3.000 3.000 0.1591
G 0.167 0.250 1.000 5.000 3.000 4.000 3.000 0.200 3.000 2.000 3.000 2.000 0.0875
Cq 0.167 0.250 0.200 1.000 2.000 3.000 2.000 0.200 1.000 2.000 2.000 1.000 0.0509
Gs 0.200 0.250 0.333 0.500 1.000 0.500 0.333 0.143 0.333 0.333 0.500 0.200 0.0212
Ce 0.200 0.200 0.250 0.333 2.000 1.000 0.333 0.200 0.333 0.250 0.200 0.200 0.0205
G 0.200 0.333 0.333 0.500 3.000 3.000 1.000 0.250 0.333 3.000 3.000 2.000 0.0537
Cs 1.000 1.000 5.000 5.000 7.000 5.000 4.000 1.000 4.000 3.000 7.000 4.000 0.2015
Co 0.500 0.500 0.333 1.000 3.000 3.000 3.000 0.250 1.000 3.000 2.000 2.000 0.0737
Cio 0.200 0.250 0.500 0.500 3.000 4.000 0.333 0.333 0.333 1.000 2.000 2.000 0.0458
Cu 0.167 0.333 0.333 0.500 2.000 5.000 0.333 0.143 0.500 0.500 1.000 0.143 0.0303
Ci2 0.250 0.333 0.250 1.000 5.000 5.000 0.500 0.250 0.500 0.500 7.000 1.000 0.0556

@ RStudio @ Rstudio
File Edit Code View Plots Session Buid Debug Profile Tools Help File Edit Code View Plots Session Build Debug Profile Tools Help
o - 235 ~ Addins ~ o - 2~ | ~ Addins ~

Console  Terminal Background Jobs =L Console  Terminal Background Jobs =0

R R441. ~ R R441 .~/

B;:% :: l;\g 23};;2;;; [ili "innovation™ “current.workload" =

: g:pairwisecomparisor\watr“ix(ﬂ) 2

>
> ##Computation of weight
[,10] [,11] [,12] > calculateweights(d)

An object of class "PairwiseComparisomnmatrix”
Slot "valuesChar™:

(.11 [,21 [,31 [,41 [,5]1 [,6] [,7]
il o . 3

[ 0 e 1 4 An object of class "weights"”
2.1 "1" g 3 slot "weights":
3,1 "1/6" w55 w_cost w_quality
[a.3 "1/6" e 0.20005760 0.15909995
5,31 "1/5" w_delivery w_performance. history
6,1 "1/5" = 0.08764676 0.05092846
7.1l “1/5" » g w_technical.capability w_reputation. and. position
[s,] "1" 7 5% 4" 0.02123148 0.02053972
9.1 172" = 3¢ Mge van w_management. and. organization W_HSE
[10;] “1/5" " 3" et 2" 0.05366741 0.20148235
[11,] "1/6" ™ 2% "5 "1/3" a7 w_financial w_subcontractor. past
[12,] "1/4" “1/3" "1/2" "1" 5° st t1/2 S 0.07370185 0.04577222

. . w_innovation w_current.workload
slot "values”: 0.03030188 0.05557031

[,1] [,2] [,3] [.4] [,5] [,6] [,7]1 [.8]
[1,] 1.0000000 1.0000000 6.0000000 6.0000000 5 5.0 5.0000000 1.0000000 =
[2,] 1.0000000 1.0000000 4.0000000 4.0000000 4 5.0 3.0000000 1.0000000 -
[3,] 0.1666667 O0.2500000 1.0000000 5.0000000 3 4.0 3.0000000 O.2000000 % Z;E:f;:egg;x;fz?;;’
[4,] 0.1666667 0.2500000 0.2000000 1.0000000 2 3.0 2.0000000 0.2000000 b i B T . . T em
[5,] 0.2000000 0.2500000 O.3333333 0.5000000 1 0.5 0.3333333 0.1428571 ofsistency Tatio 9s: 0. « The pairwise icomparison matrix: is consis
[6,] 0.2000000 0.2000000 0.2500000 0.3333333 2 1.0 0.3333333 0.2000000 entfor calculatdons:
[7,]1 0.2000000 0.3333333 0.3333333 0. 5000000 3 3.0 1.0000000 0.2500000 [1] ©0.0961262
[8,] 1.0000000 1.0000000 5.0000000 5.0000000 7 5.0 4.0000000 1.0000000 i
.1 0.5000000 0.5000000 0.3333333 1.0000000 3 3.0 3.0000000 0.2500000 > ### The End #44¢

>

History  C i Tutorial =

JUN 2 MegIMIANINMAMBUTRNETEINYTIeT 1 melusunsy R studio

INHANITIATIEIRNINAITIN 6 A1T08NAIBENS n1sUsziliunudin1sAnLEo NS uwangIe 91U 12
neuet wudn inausindiandmidngsan laun C; SAnviiu

0.1995, C, fAwinnu 0.1614 way Cg UAwinnu 0.1493

NFAUIUNMTNANBUYD LN 1 INELTEIY Y9 3
YU §98 A1suIA1UINT NV IwAaT LN U

(0.2001 + 0.1970+ 0.2015) AIUAINU

= 0.1995 ag1alsAnIY wa
3
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M990 6 wan1sUsEEuAUmTnUARsInUeIve TNy 3 518

Lnaudn DM, DM DM Aminiade
(@ 0.2001 0.1970 0.2015 0.1995
C 0.1591 0.1841 0.1409 0.1614
Cs 0.0875 0.1308 0.0230 0.0804
Ca 0.0509 0.0995 0.0353 0.0619
Cs 0.0212 0.0770 0.0685 0.0556
Cs 0.0205 0.0642 0.0444 0.0430
Cr 0.0537 0.0617 0.1201 0.0785
Cs 0.2015 0.0563 0.1900 0.1493
Co 0.0737 0.0443 0.0721 0.0634
Cio 0.0458 0.0315 0.0468 0.0413
Cut 0.0303 0.0253 0.0291 0.0282
Ci2 0.0556 0.0286 0.0282 0.0375
CR 0.0961 0.0946 0.0947

M50 7 Wan1SHAZRLUNINIYIVBIUARZIN TGS UL

FUAALIY
- DM, DM, DM,

g S, S, |'Ss [Si S, |'Ss [Si |S, |Ss
C G G VG | G G G VG | VG | VG
G, G MG | MG | G MG | G VG | G VG
Cs G |G |MG|MG|F |G |G |vG|VG
. |MG|F |F |[MG|F |G |G |G |G
Cs MG | MG | MG | MG | MG | G MG | G G
Ce F |G |[MG|F |G |G |F |G |G
C, MG | MG | MG | MG |F | MG |MG |G |G
Ce F MG | MG | MP | MG | MG | G VG | G
Co MG | MG | MG | MG | MG | MG | G G G
Co |MG|G [MG|F |G |G |G |G |VG
Cu |MG|G |F |F |MG|MG|MG|G |G
b, |F |F |MG|MG|G |MG|MG|VG|G

3.3 wan1sAnideangsuinunyaslaenisuszyndlyd
A5 AHP-FTOPSIS

lagia1saunninguseasAvanIsAndanySumn
439 UsENaunie 12 1nael wag 3 naden Usinges
P19797 7-8 Tl anansaendreE1enIAIALNNA (C,)
vosFumintased 1 (maden) dail

91919197 7 wandliifiuAinwivesnisdnduls
WengSuwmndisluudazinaminiuden endegiugu
Cy, S1, DMy, DMy, DM5 #@101%91 Aa G, G, VG HANG3LaY
AruuuLuuiled Ao (57,9)(57,9) (7,9,9) a1ntuis
sufunmsimuasnneulagldaunisi (5) - (9)

nans197 8 Taumsdl (10) - (13) Tumsmdmen
HANTSIARIAUAIIUEIAYVOIH TULMUNIYIT WUdn
FFumundaesei 3 feduuszansanalndlngeqn

e

' (%

Winfu 0.6678 5098911 §IUMU1YI95187 1 HAn
duuszdnsainulna¥acvindu 0.3620 wazgnvineg
AYUmunYes1e 2 denduuszansanulnadavindu

0.3615 ANUAIGU
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AN5199 8 NANITAIUIMNT UL NTINTEWINANAL LU LT BT I

) s, S, s,
LNEUN
dy (B B7 ) | 4y(BiseB5) | dp(BoeB) | do(BueB) | dp(ByeBr) | ol B)
Cy 0.0303 09707 0.0303 0.9698 0.0418 0.9996
C 0.8710 0.1329 0.8955 0.1220 0.9070 0.6430
G 0.0179 0.9839 0.0472 0.9669 0.0001 0.9999
Ce 0.9596 0.0439 0.9628 0.0439 0.5795 0.7687
Cs 0.9604 0.0418 0.9624 0.0407 0.5797 0.7656
Cs 0.0267 0.9781 0.0069 0.9933 0.0001 0.9999
G 0.9441 0.0590 0.9489 0.0557 0.5820 0.7452
Ce 0.9261 0.0936 0.9032 0.1058 0.5817 0.7557
Co 0.0144 0.9869 0.0144 0.9869 0.0001 0.9999
Cio 0.9771 0.0274 0.9710 0.0313 0.5780 0.7943
Cut 0.9835 0.0193 0.9844 0.0187 0.5777 0.7991
Ciz 0.9781 0.0256 0.9755 0.0266 0.5780 0.7936
d’ 7.6820 7.7025 5.0057
d; 4.3630 4.3616 10.0646
CC, 0.3620 0.3615 0.6678
NANITINAIRU 2 3 1

3.4 n5AT12%AU12 (Sensitivity Analysis)
iTended 1eTinnstaszdauladiedunis
fsamanssnuresnasiaimiinsig 9 fidamasianis
fadrdunisdadond Suimungas [12] uenainiinig
isrzranulilunszuaunis MCOM detduuuinied

A1519% 9 wansIATIEYIALla

AISUN U wmszanuLAnAaisdntes vt min
Tuusazinausienadmaseamininlnesi (29] Tnefite
LanAraauly Usenaunae 10%, 20%, 40%, 60%,
80% waw 90% sUSuAthvInvesusazINaTidsHaste
M d uaz d; Usngdsnsisil 9

1

di d;
% anula NANTLIUNAIAUY
Sy Sz Ss S Sz Ss
10% 8.4581 8.4727 5.5063 4.7992 47978 11.0711 S3>51> S,
20% 9.2270 9.2430 6.0069 5.2354 5.2339 12.0775 S3> 51> S
40% 10.7648 10.7835 7.0080 6.1077 6.1062 14.0905 S3> 51> S
60% 12.3027 12.3240 8.0091 6.9800 6.9786 16.1034 S3> 51> S
80% 13.8405 13.8645 9.0103 7.8523 7.8509 18.1163 S3>S51> S
90% 14.6094 14.6347 9.5109 8.2885 8.2870 19.1228 S3>51> S,
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PnNamMIagianuleraauafduln (d;)
wazARAuARTIaY (d; ) wudt lddwadenisdndnu
msfndend sumuntnsdifine ieannesidusdinns

WiguwUasasmnnubinlaliinasedfugSuimngis

4. ayunauazdaiauauuy

nsaadengSumandlunuandnenssuinig
fiarsunaeiinainuaslulasinisneaine Tned
ToguszasadiAglunisfiansauninasiaiuguan
Anudasnfouazdauinden tileannanssnuiions
Aetuluszninnmssiiulasenisneadne wedl §3ded
Iiinausuuuitassnsinduls MCOM tilelvguims
lasenrsarursadndulafonysumunyisluanu
andnenssuliegrefivsednsaim lnensussyndldis
AHP-FTOPSIS sngaglunisdndulafniiondsuimanyas
WU 3 Maden

NANNIANYINUIT FFUImENTed 3 dunnsAniden
FrpAniinin 0.6678 Suduil 2 f3umunsed 1 e
thnifn 0.3620 uardudugaiing fiummsed 2 a1
thwiin 03615 muddy aenndesiuvaudfoves [10] 4
WUl Ui Fuzzy-AHP wawds Fuzzy-TOPSIS Tagli
WigHadn Tadanaddenaliiniazuuegandnis AHP way
38 TOPSIS Gsdanalidnsudl 1 aseru og1dlsfinu 1
naniinlesnd 33UnATldfinsfiuds Fuzzy Wiy
Jndudedliinsausuanuilunisusziiivegadaiau
Ty iz Fuzzy-TOPSIS 1usauussunieiidile
e Beldsndudosevsugusedu fadenaduandey
dmsugiseifinlunsfinwadeilfoilinadwsiinn
waneinaiy diugunadlunismdiney wuil 35 AHP i
nsewaiidudeutoaninis Fuzzy-TOPSIS donndes
Auauideves [11]

oeslsfinnu iefinnsanaimdninasinsdaidon
duimnntng gagn 3 Sudunsn 91nienun 12 inasi
WU et G, SiandmTnivinfu 0.1995 1naudt C, e
thifsinfu 0.1614 uay st Gy Sandimdniviafy

0.1493 AUAIAU ASITINAUINUITEVDT [7] NEANN

auAN ANuUasAABuAzAINdeY INUsIAMANLAE
LNU9IS1AT TAUEIAYSUAU 1, 2, 3 ATUAIAU wail
Aidpuesindinsaennfesiuinguszadveenisinm
adsil Mjadumsdmienifumntismelddediindu
fiufl quain arudaondouazAuandon iesaniu
nsneaeoastulsametuia assiudmiunisAnden
f¥uimineaa Tuvue il dod Weuddyfuinasi

AN LazNINEUAIN ANUUaoRfELasdwInd oY

=

Fansetudufunuideres [21] Aldanuddaiunes
ANAINITaMIUNATA 1Y 0.2267 naUaIAMAIN
WU 0.1547 waztnuauseIRnisvingu wiiiu 0.1262
ANEIRY LufUASaves [25] TildAtniTnun e
gunuayeLUaBnsY maawiidy 0.1310 Tuvas il
ﬁﬂfmﬂfﬂLﬂmszflﬂ’gmamﬁaéhumﬂﬁﬂqnqmwhﬁ"u
0.2430

Wil nsEnwiinandastoulifiuin nsusms
Tasenisneadedifivszdnsainaisfiansandaden
Fumuntedilimnudrdyfudszifuguain any
Uaondowazduindoudig ieuanatnnusuinveuse
Fpuusa 8nes AHP-FTOPSIS Sauansliifiudanis
fiansauuvatuayunisdndulaididglulasinig
Aoad1e lunaiziinanishasigsiaanula lawuinaanu
AaALAAUYRIAN TN idenansynudenadns Lile

Y VU !

Wiufuinueiau q nanmslRETUmINYTE vinl
TnssmsnsdiAnwldsuuslevdsed (1) lasanmsudaade
AunadifIvue (2) HasuYesFuinunglsdanali
lassnstasamsindamnin uag (3) lasan1saendin
annsaduiumimeldauyszanaissyld
nsAnwadsdiunsdifinulassnsnoatisennis
19471733 JeflgULuU waznszuIuMsELauueld
sudouromneussns Snsdadulasinseats
UBNIANTINN wazUTuana vilinsAndenysuLman
Pasnoluiosduiifediin vadguinislasanisds
milsdansduaSuodnwazselaliturodududfy
fosfnvesmsfinunadsiiiulassnsnoatnaniady &
wu Fumnasiilonadmdunmadeniidiuy

o = v 2 v Aa o %
Uy Luﬁ)\ﬁﬂﬂma\‘iLUuQ‘U’isﬂaUﬂWSVINaﬂwmﬂﬂi&a’ﬁN
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gsnandaaunaziiusvaunisallunisaniuausiuiu
1A59N1501A5T BN1IaTBN1SMAIMBUYRY AHP-FTOPSIS

= =i

219111935150 ud U wnfin1sulasuiISnnsnsedl

o 1

$runufiderviglunisussidudndu egrslsfnunis
Jpseitdadesananendldiedesiiody 4 du MCOM i
f&nwurnisiasiziuagysuinisnanuulsde
(Subjective Rating) warwuuingUsvasd (Objective
Rating) 1¢ #n@1881991udd8ves [30] launala
Bayesian Best-Worst Method (BWM), Fuzzy- Analytic
Hierarchy Process (FAHP), Entropy Weight Method
(EWM), Game Theory uUSautigusiniu uideves
[31] launaiia BWM wag FTOPSIS undantdennasly

wALlaE N8 UlUNTHARLUULRLWA

[

5. YoLAULULNIIVYASI

drulnasinisAntiendenaladeaiuisataly
Uszgndldlufanssudu enfiviu eufindsssuuyszd
wazguime uszuuliin wazarussuuvienig
Mg suisnudentigasng 9 Afldnvazlndifes
fu Snnadailuldfuenansaisisazang q 18 1
91A5A0UANYY 15aNe1U1a 91AN15EUNUBINIATY
s1udse1asfivnende Taun Tsausy enasmadudi was
Aouladifdon Wudu lus1uiSnismiAimeuaiuisa
WaAusewaunasinsdnidendFusanlasing wie
{Suimundasudavianssulvaenndesiuingussase
MsAne e eradimsimunaling 9 tusnluel aneld
vunilmnganfunsdAne Wy wuifadu sauds
nsdlAnwlunugpavnssudy o loun gnanvnssunis
EIUBUA RAAIMNTTUNITHENDINNT GAAINNTIUUTNT
duladadnd WWudu Sniaasifiuds TOPSIS, Ranking
of Alternatives with Weights of Criterion (RAWEC),
Particle Image Velocimetry (PIV), and Root
Assessment Method (RAM) [32] wa 35 PROMETHEE
133] wielildnanisdmdeniinnudanumuizaudu

lassMsnAnwiu 9 sely

AnAnssuUszna

YBUVRUNTEAN HUIUIT hagdminslasanisneasna
91A1533deuasSne lsane1utagnsand 391in
gnsing Alalileniagidelidilufidusulunsfinm

Ty wazuanideunuinianisuinau naenau

1 [y

< <o a0 &
Poyaduiluusgleviiuanuidel
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