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Abstract

Taiwan has launched various government-sponsored technology development
programs since 1979 and has provided funding for firms to do R&D. The decision of
government-sponsored technology development projects is normally made by a review
committee with experts from academia, industry, and the government. It is important for
project selection decision to analyze different expert judgments. In this study, we applied a
fuzzy analytic hierarchy process approach to comparing judgments of experts from four
committees and completed a simulation to analyze changes of criteria weights under
different degree of uncertainty. Our results indicated that: (1) the ranking of evaluated
criteria in this study shows different among four technical committees; and (2) the relative
importance of evaluated criteria is changed when experts of technical committees face
different degree of uncertainty. Based on results of this study, we suggest an approach to

solve conflict of expert judgments in government-sponsored R&D project selection.

Keywords: government-sponsored technology project, fuzzy analytic hierarchy process,

simulation
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ISCJRT S B 28 1% S 45 B Y 5 B (rationale) £ FH B B 7€ T 44 B 12 $R 5
(Arrow, 1962) - Salmenkaita & Salo (2002)#5 H! EURFfHBIFAAAS ZEWT RS 15 -
SEEHIELER © (DR ZEVIRESRE A S s Sy g 5 QBUN-T-FHT
BB A A ORI RERFAE 5 DU (3) BRI A sl Rk 15 B 2 a7 DR HL I
WSChTF288 Pl 7 AR A, o T8 K SRR A WS TS A AN S S B ORA A4 B
B 2 AR R 1 I R P52 AR TS B AL A B R AR S e Zk
#E(Klette, Jarle, & Zvi, 2000) - [ BT B A SE S ER R ST B PEAE IR P e 2F
HYTE ISR BRI AR AR (Baron, 1998) - Wallsten (200032 £ 8¢
A Bl 2 SRR A 5 B AR P R 288 7 A P ek o o = A L A S -

FEENE SRR IE BT A A A T 5 K BB 5 B T ER A [FIRY BT BRI
JfE(Martin & Scott, 2000) » Rothwell & Zegveld (1981)f5HEFFHEFIBIFTEER T
EAMHG ~ 77 K LA I =20 - AR 200w ~ Al -~ A Ee s
20 X > BURFEMIFEE TSI A Bh DU R H BRI T8l AT B R RS B A
B &I DL S e A 2R BT TS B (Garcia-Quevedo, 2004) » Audretsch, Link, &
Scott (2002) S5 HI K 35K 88 - BURTR T AEEERIITIIES - ERewliBh A 2 uiEd
e {2 RHEC AR AL BB TR — - HIRITT S (Levy &
Terleckyi, 1983; Lerner, 1999)JRNEUREUR il Bl B 7E SEM A AL 1 E A B -

T 5 B 2 DABCR T HHEBAHRE T = - LB BRI GE
Z BH B Z<ET # (Wallsten, 2000) < FiI401 » SEEIBURRY /M ZERIFTIFTEET
(Small Business Innovation Research, SBIR) B Fij g Bl £ i & (Advanced
Technology Program, ATP) » J&&] LINK X:[A[#f2§51 3 (LINK Collaborative
Research Scheme) » 2711 Tekes £H% 2155 (Tekes Technology Programmes) » Fg
HERIN AU AT B 3¢ 5155 (The Highly Advanced National Project, HANP)Z - fH%
BZET R Ol R g2 A S5 J iy - B R 1. H(Sakakibara, 1997) -

" RLRERHDD - RN - AR - B0 - AR B - AJLIRREAR - RIS -
BRI - SRR - BaiTiRne « BB - AIIRES - RS - A - HEE
R HIBOR ~ BAEHIBOR ~ B AEHBOR RN EEHRIBOR -
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HEACHEERE 1979 FRHED) " BB 52 %% e H 5G] 3 (Technology
Development Program) | » BRI ZETEH] > CATIE AR ~ SEFUBL BB
FHE =R GBI TTDP #4h > 2005a) » FEIRH H A
L LU 2,400 (T » £ S AT AE A SOR | BGHERE TR 2 BREE DY GRSos
Sl ITDP 855 - 2006) - DL " 35BS A S Bla 2 ) Tl > HAlBIRS
LRGN > 7€ 1999 FJE/RS ] 12.2 {EoCH] 2004 LRS! 29.24 foT (R
Bifips ITDP {4 » 2005b) - wAIBUR AR S0 bl H 234 - 2] 2005
8 Ayl "SSP A SRR ) A 662 IHHIGERTE - FWAKLE 289
MEHETEE > $k 328 SERG L - FR ATENRY 186.38 (R0 H LIRS R AL
BEE SGERIEATIESE 15,000 AZdh » S3As TR - Z51E
2004 FFFERIBIETEE R A T FHEG SR 562 {4 ~ JE1S SR 300 {4 ~ £iis 1€ 75
7 ~ BZRRE 295 1 GRSPRIREcTE ITDP gk - 2005b) ©

BHCEZIMSR TR RN » BUNZE SR SR - B RS i 2E Akl
By » il HECRA B B ZrY B AR DA U B A PR AR E » A 122K
JIAWIFEEE BT o AR5 Sk (Hsu, Tzeng & Shyu, 2003; Meade &
Presley, 2002; Wang, Wang, & Hu, 2005)DL 5 2k MY S a5 2% = Fil
B BERH SRR A B AT E 2 B = BRI S R SRR TR Y
R > U -

R B RIS RN A e P LB B B e
CUIENRE T SRS S

2 P LB RH SR PTRENS SR REE E BRI » LB ZPRAIE -
B HESE P AT R B A T R S TR 5

3 AR E B A S A TR B A AE A RIRUE TR - TRORIEZE -

Huang, Chu, & Chiang (2008)° L T 3 57 BH %% 7 2 £ fir 51 2 (Industrial
Technology Development Program, ITDP) | Fufl] » ISR & $ o3 M1 (Fuzzy
Analytic Hierarchy Process, Fuzzy AHP; Saaty, 1980)%E 17 24t n] A LAYFLfliaE
TR « AFFELILIR A R 280 - o fedtEatanatdh - A
R AT 22 B A B A DR SR HE RN 72 5 - DURCIRIE 72 52 i 5 (e Ay PR SR iy

' BRI
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28 DA BIANRIEIAVRTRE 22 B LIATSE - [FIRF > PRETIMERREIN A HEE T
SERNET AR FUSET R T RUOR TR -

B\ - SES A e R

IR " S S A SR T 2 ) YBGR H AR SEh A SE 0 SH Rl 1T &
JEFIWISE » ZE W RE BB RS - Sl B A a4 DU s - B Bl EHE
TR~ BB ~ MORHEL L T DL e A= B Bl B 8ESE - BINEA T At - &
W B M AA R ZEE v i E - 1E TS AR Bl e e E 50%LL

(RSB iz TTDP #4155 > 2005a) < £ 2005 4F 8 H Ryl » T ZE 5 BaRs AE 2EHL
firatss ) HEEt 662 HHIEEGTE - FARLE 289 Bt o ot 328 FgpH2El - I
HE AR B EE 2EE 127 {4 BEhk BT ZER 55 1 - A RhERA L T 288K 68 14 LI
AR BB ELEEGEER, 39 4 o FLrhE R TG S M A EIhlEAL 30.79% - T L
15 16.77% > BRI AL 22.26% » iy 11.89% » FEsihlEfy 18.29%

(RSP EiTpE 1TDP gk » 2006 )

"SRR A SRR T R ) AR G TR M ~ S BT Rl B A
BRYBIE - K > ZE 7 A BAELEVLRYRER BT E HE T 2 - FRBEE AR
B G —E el > T SRR A SRl TR A S TR
ZEw (HFEEREDEE ~ SEMRELTA ~ AOBHEb TR AR B SRS DY {8 e
ZEE) KA - H AR @ A TR SR - 1S FE AT Bl &
EZaw (e ) - WEEFEZES (HRlEe) DIkEEZRad (ff
MRS ) (RPESEuE ITDP #8ih > 2005b ) « Heffuds Auts 32/ N
=Py NEsE N I R E ENE NS = R RN R S TN & 3
TR A RSB RS E AL (25 1) -

AW TE o Tl AR B - (DA (A s 22 5B HGRE R T HEY H
7 > eIt NS T R A 2 KPR B2 E AN R > S
HEREEERANE] - AEFE A FEERE R FAZE 5 nIRe e g B GG Y
FIET » OAERFE ARG T - A RIGURARTEZ B Z s Bl i
BRI FR T T EE RS > SRAE I Bl G s R - AN [ SRR
Z B GER HEE R T B AN R R L SRR iR rh g ok IO A
HorRtE AT RE R AR R - [RIL » AN[F] SR RFARE 2 B AT RS A EAS D
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Ghasemzadeh & Archer (2000)Ed Meade & Presley (2002)f5 H i/f 2 25T
IV SRR - (DB ZOEENMEAITE A HAR RIS FHE 5 Q7725 mEE
AR AR 5 (3)FE RGN EIFIEH R CR AT KAITEIY 5 DU (4)ZE S HrE
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SR F B2 /i - Henriksen & Traynor (1999 S 4 i A ik 5
R/ - (DIEMERE A 5 (21707 - Q)EERNE] 5 (DFSTERE 5 (ST 5
(O) B 5 (DA TSRS () st LSS © 3 LERE (AT FLIR » [A]FFi
DUIHERIAE ERRAEF R AR (Meade & Presley, 2002) - Chien (2002)f5H! A
IR UHPYRIRE - (DA G SR E S ARGHEHER] » ()M KR IE
A LAIREALHERI - (3) MM RE B SR T AR B RIS, - DUR (4T
B FE P H e P B U IR EE R AR Bl Y] © L41 - Henriksen & Traynor (1999)
FA4 AR V2 A 2 HE RI P 55 = (multi-criteria decision making, MCDM) 1743
D AETH R A E N PRI RE - H 55 Sere NI AR A R 2R MRS -
MCDM A H3E 1% (Lee, 1995) » MCDM {885 F A EZ et
(Greiner, et. al., 2003; Liberatore, 1987; Meade & Presley, 2002; Stewart, 1991;
Van Dyk & Smith, 1990)

2 WA 3% SR F A AR LA SE L 26 » PR BURF A BT B 5
T Ry D8 o BORF BRI R ZI R 2 AR FAGHER]  EIAREBLE M LU
MR SR Z: B MY REHIER » Hsu, Tzeng & Shyu (2003)Z R HBIHY
BHCE O W KA E MBS S & B2 B T Z AR A E TERYER
BRSO AT R S A DAY e S Eim Bl - (Rt B EGTR R A
R ZGET SR FIET T RESR & A A SO < Huang, Chu, & Chiang (2008)/9fJf
FERURAG G BRI A 5 Bl G (Fuzzy set theory, Zadeh, 1965) DL g i 70 #r ik
(Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP; Saaty, 1980) %) ¥ ¥l &g #% 53 #T 1% (Fuzzy
Analytic Hierarchy Process, Fuzzy AHP)n] o BB AL RHS S SR D SR T
WS ZHER ~ RS DR BN i P S T -

4 2 2 R R = AH R SO SRS Baker, 1974; Baker & Freeland, 1975; Cetron,
Martino, & Roepcke, 1967; Chien, 2002; Hall & Nauda, 1990; Henriksen & Traynor,
1999; Hsu, Tzeng & Shyu, 2003; Linto, Walsh, Kirchhoff, Morabito, & Merges, 2000;
Liberatore & Titus, 1983; Meade & Presley, 2002; Oral, Kettani, & Lang, 1991; Schmidt
& Freeland, 1992; Sounder & Mandakovic, 1986

> MCDM .25 = (1)% 8@ M58 ¥ 3fi(multiple attribute utility theory, MAUT) » MAUT 3
IR R AN E SR BB AYERET RGeS %E - BN @R g k% 18
HRFALJE I - fe MAUT B RIAE R E T SRR B 5 (2) 2% H AR K #1372 (multiple
objective linear programming, MOLP)> MOLP H [ RE AL 2 2 AH H fE 22 H A fEF R E
AT AR - 3 B B A i PR R SR R DU E AR B g 1 o IR R A% - MOLP
T A R 1 Bl s B (Zeleny, 1982) -
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Timmermans & Vlek (1996)3%8 5y HFFHe BT T IRTR T ZAF I AL A F G T RE
EEBEZIIRIEE  DHESUEE - ZHE]Z PRURHIRAGRAR T > AMfEE T B
FH A (B2 HE RIS S g R IR R R T 2R (Sage, 1981) « FRASULIR AIi
Fole TR GG IR BB 5 SR EE A B Gt R - SE (R ] DAk A s A H]
[TIRF AT 2R PR IR (Libby, Trotman, & Zimmer, 1987) » BH AR E
FEFPP A H AN A SRR 58 AR R BIPRARHE R N 2 A A S e Y
W BN 2N R G > HEAREAEA RSN MR S
LUR AT 8 5 {18 5 B S T B DR I e R B B SR o B AR -

1E 2 MERIRI R AR DR R e A v 2K F R AN (R e 1 2 A 7 28 1 AR 4
(preference) DA e 2K H ATl HE R AE EE - i R P D SRAR EEIETG A Y AR
(Wei, Yan, Ma, & Fan, 2000) o #ftrpyapiEpk &30 5 a4 AN R fiT » Castore &
Murnighan (1978)1)L 5z Hackman & Morris (1975)Z ~EtHak 21072 BRI 2
SRRSO A A R RIS « RS B AR B rT RE TSGR
(outcomes) Bl e FE X {H (performance values)Z [BIHYE L7 LLlE » 1 A] GETEHAIEE
B BRI E I R v 1 T a1 HE IR A S P IS T RE B A B S sl
5 (BRI - 2002) o PeRHIRLAAE 2 HERI 2 HAA E{EAE R EUERITEE
FHA TR R HHHE AR A AN » [RIBE » AR SR R S L — R A EE AN
A BPHRIE(2002) 2R AN [FIME R A ER AR n] REXE BN [FIRYFEAL RS R -

Sevastjanov & Figat (2007)4277: MCDM S8 1 B R SRS - -2 Hep
#1453 (rating) - BIATEAAERIRERRVEES > 53— & T ZIHE 7 (ranking) » 0502
EHRFEAL TSR o ARIFSCEH BRI A T SR A S B T YR
AE R AE E A LR DL S AT 5 e B SR R SRHE LR M o - S8 i e e v
DIRHAG S T S SRS e e e tfnat &5 | FEERIIRLT -

(—MCDM ERIREFREEER SRS E

SHRBFRIUIT &+ E ORI A B AR+ YTy
PR DIBEEREAL Y 5 S B A B R 5 2 e e
HO R Hhs R A RS B ~ TR BRI (S & LA BB (Chu,
1996) - Keeney & Raiffa (1976) ¢ H AT (supra decision maker)fy /5
HEREGRHEAE R - IR R A SOEAE h » B RE AR
RAAEAFINPRIRHER AT E RS SR SRAHIR » ARSI TR
BRI ARR - BRI SRE E HL L GE AR i A I TRSR -
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Sevastjanov & Figat (2007)f5H4F MCDM HEHIFES 3 (rating) 7R
il R E = - (DYMERIRERE A » i RS 2 IRER A
(weighted sum) » $41 AHP DL Fz MAUT LUIIFERN R S HE IR AE SR 5
Q)EZEEE AR H AR MCDM [ - Afr=ekEE
FERL R4 5 (compromise) & — il B ZEANRRE - U HOESe B R RUE DAGE
Y AR EGERy Bl IR RS T T O TR A EEE e
M SE SR R 2 B — e AEHR R 7] B A AR B A i el B S s DA L
o A BRI SRR FRES BRI 8 B S R 10 EE R B (linguistic
variables)fl4] " IR EHEL |~ T EHE | 802 TIFEAEE | FEE LI
P A 25 B AR 2% SR ZSHURTEAL « 5 v S i MCDM [IRIl411
MAUT - AHP Eil TOPSIS SE{ERFRERIRAYIE] - 3526 7 15 K o F 2
SEEg(geometric mean method) il 2 H Al 575 (arithmetic mean method)
ARAEG TG RIREE - MAUT 85 39— 7N AMER] ERYATERS
o Ay SRS T —8UE - AREAITIRERRR e RN [RIHE R 85
DO R A IR R DORERR Sk (B > 2002 )

Chen (2000)#2 i F] TOPSIS PuEfEde igHir 2 ni - fe sk
o FH 8 L (pairwise  comparisons) il DURLfliy 22232 SR EEE e 8 5 520
PP BHERIAORE SR - (298 - JTRERE D Bl i A Bl i 2 7 2 R DA e
HIJTZEHEFT - Shih, Shyur, & Lee (2007)tj# TOPSIS J3Afr /3 B SMEHE
5 (external aggregation)Eil [N {E %815 (internal aggregation) o H 1 A/NFEL A fifi
F- 28535000 AHP S3 B e SRETR S5 2k P AT HE R AE EE - PR
Bl f BRAE B i 22 7 G LR AR SE R T 2098y - eSS 2
AR R E I RE B 5 E TOPSIS 343t - o P B~V 2ok mafmr 24
BRSP4 T3 » 2R FRUE R T A HE T -

Saaty (1980)LLJ% Buckley (1984)F2H7E AHP Hhds S En P iy
a] DU FH B3 0 4] Csutora & Buckley (2001)2Lk Hsu, Tzeng,&
Shyu (2003)f USRI PR EE SR A AIPROR - g 2% ik - fl
41 Kwong & Bai (2002)LL 5z Yeh, Deng, & Chang (2000) {5 FH 2&fr]SE-E514%
GRS E SRR - Forman & Peniwati (1998) & REIRS IRH 2T
INAGERERF - AIRZBEEEN TR DA ) - Forp s S A A B
(aggregating individual judgments, ALJ) DL 5 %% & i A K 5 (aggregating
individual priorities, AIP){F AHP 5k i i A% 0E ] o ALY {5 FIRpAsAE 5 ok
nortErh > AT ECEEE CRLr - DUFS R R 1 o RAN A ans
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IR TR TE HERZ RN AL > 3G L 5 (o S P B SRR A -
AIP ffi FIIRFBEAE E P o - B A LLE CRURaE B EASHIET - LEanAR
UIFNESTESE ST SIS e L PR b S DA S RN E S
HIGHAIRE SRS E U FIET © Forman & Peniwati (1998)thZ/RHift AHP
{56 Y e RUSE 1 5 2 i ] U iy S BRI - ST P ekl S R S
FRFIET - BESh - BRIRIE(2002)F8 5 B FHFRTHE & (ool first)fiFfie B IR
IRINF > MERZ DL IR PRI R - BB ISR IS (pool last)FFHE SR
IRINF > MERZ B SR PRt - KL - SRR s 2 S EiAAE
MCDM ‘i sl FHARBE AR R IUR

Hrp AHP fEREHEsRryER] i 5572 » Ramanathan & Ganesh
(1994) 2% 7 i FH Y %8 25 {18 A1 B 5% 1 1 388 4 B (pairwise  comparison
matrices) DU B I S AR I AY 7 iR 2 S 2k DU R 2% -
Lootsma (1993)R R ~EEE A% AHP rhiyHE e i (ranking
reversal)1J[i& » Lootsma (1996) 28 Ry 2 {nf S22k FL B A~V Ea ik @ F
FER REERH] 4 75 - Aull-Hyde, Erdogan, & Duke (2006)th 2~ E il R
JEAERRIE REERE > Sefr SEEoie i FH AR R S R RE B A AT - [RDRe 2%
Al SRR R COAE IS AT AR A DR R oA AR B A/ | ME SR S R e Y
s R A ] S LE TR B A & S bl (B Y 52288 - SRSt
Aull-Hyde, Erdogan, & Duke (2006 )t FE5E S5 =000 it i S RE Yy
— 3 o G HERIGR AR B SR e B R A MRS SR
B R i (dimension) DI » FE B9 I HE A/ [N (group size) 4 REIREE
FEREICAT R — 2 - 10 G AR RS I 2 15F /N R g T i A N
R mlfREE R A ARy — B - B U E RS AR/ MY ZIRF - P
Eop i e P B s T AN A e B B i MELZ RT3 B - (AT - S~
PG TR SRR RIR « i LallAaTim - AWFZe6E 2 gy
AR LSRR SEE SIVRE Sl e E A = N S

= ~ I R Bk
(—)E#B 4 *r7%E(Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP)

R AHP {525 i IAH A 37 SR Ee ok s el i LR
(pairwise comparisons)y 7 =0k & #EHIFYME R - Saaty (1980)FI FHHISRIL

~438~



LB

RS A A R I E N B HE IS T R W R - eSS RR
Saaty (1980){i/1] 1-9 [Fyffly 5 RS LIty S i AIEEEE - HEt Bk
SRR BCA LERR 53 F A S (eigenvector) BLRF I {E (eigenvalue)ITy
TR DR T S I I B 7 S v e B e A B P

s R A TP AT n ERFAEHERIAN C, G, C, > HATEAURE R K
FFlyw w, w, 853 Aw = Aw BURH w2 BAARHEE A rINCEERL 4 7Y

TR wow, w, | BB A YR A R L
FIF IR IR < Ao B AP T SR A LA B K B
Ao WRTES I w0 + DUIE Aw = A ow 36 FLRUFH A, AR5

A —n
MEFERE C.1. (consistency index) » C.1. :% » R CL.<0.1 > BIIFF
n —
Er AT S EREE -

(Z)IEHIEE S IBER (Fuzzy Set Theory)

FHES YRR TR IR Ryl i (linguistio) BB i3S i F IR EryA
FatfelE - IXIBE > S OFSOMIEE S B n] DUG B ieE (E AT (Lee, 1995) -
Zadeh (1965)F2 BB RIEE S i(fuzzy set theory) » - EUETRETANAGRH 7 AL
FLE SR A BRI SOE R AR A ZO R T B R AR 1R
PR —ANEHEAEL - 87 B AR B0k R KSR B 20k LSRR B 5
A o BRI o0 R MRS R B B = P - PRI ORI L
A0 2 Firzis o & b = o IpEITR = FBOMIE - BEIBORIE DA iR UFoR
AR PR

M4(x) A

v

0 a b c d

2 BARR
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x€ (e,d) s M) g wiamm i - 2 DR () FT BT B
R E sk

x<a
g a<x<b
o (x)= 1 b<x<c (1)
% c<x<d
| 0 d<x

FEE A ORISR SR G B AHP » 508 AHP w] D125 SR SR P iRy
FlEr ARG &8 (Buckley, 1985; Csutora & Buckley, 2001) » FI|FEEEEF
PRSI BEE] » RAOR 85T A SCE PRl RE i rh - DU B A HI
i~ AR T A A BOITERTRE o PRTR R A Py i =k
EHMERRORE SR - ARG e R A R P S H R AHERT
HETTEER - AE3EET Saaty (1980) T 1-9 Ay R LAl S oY H)
BTOREE o [KIEL - M) AHP @A HANHEENER T 2ESRHRE S ) F1eF
PR -

5 - DRt

— T SESBH A SE BRI

"SRR S S 4 BB  BEEA - PPRSUL T LA
B BB S D R A » AT SR T SR A e
) ORI A P S B DA A S AU AT - A2
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Huang, Chu, & Chiang (2008)/451Y " ZEFLrla s S Hflunt & | Bl #i
(A=A 3 > s ARt B T B SRR AT - 5% A =0 — g H A (goal)
o T 28 e ZE Rl R a2 AN > 28 g A (aspect)53 Ry Bl (B {E 17 ~ YEAE
ERIEATIETIN=- 5 KRNIy a -t/ 0L TR A o = R 1T = B Lo e = R [ E
HY(objective) » 2 =& i H AV SZIHCEEPY g 1y 30 flEHEHT(criteria) ©

(1) BfrfEfem - ISR S A & A EA R A - faE
Pl s JIBNANBAT HNE PR B R AT - DU Bt AR PR B4
lir—fise 'k B EAS 1 o

(2) VEAERIRRI © BTSSR A AR R RIS 2 S » FIBTRHE S B T
I REAE L EORTEAERIRGS » A B MR RS BRI S RE S f2 T T
BAT G TEAE RIS - DURE & PE RS BIANAT S BB B A S A 5
7 o

(3) HZETIH * IR SR RS S o DI T  WEat i e
T B4 SRR A A G ER BT e Bk RE ST » DURAHIBH By mI A
BUANSMEphrE i n A M B A AT BR Sl =3 -

(4) HZmb i © FIETHH BB S S e IR - A SRl s B4
BRI ERE 3 > 28 R BIAN S SIRTE: - DUR S IR A5 iy
i bkt -
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