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doeid] .1
Badaa julaa G g (L1AN i) LAY (e de gana (i (e S (Gl Sl dlag) dales ()
(Multi ¢a s<aidally (MCDM) Lglaall sf Cilal) amia AN &) auf 4de (glhy Gaa
g sl (B33l g MCDM <ilS ¢y pdiad) ¢y i) (e AU Cinalll JMA  Crriteria Decision Making)
(Simple ) ) A2 ¢35l e MCDM @k o yaad) ) 580 o5 A Aot g | gad i) ¥l
(Analytic Hierarchy Process (x4l Jdaill 4le « (SAW) Additive Weighting
(Technique for Ordering Preference Juad¥) Jall g 4liily Juadil) qih 4,38 ¢ (AHP))
1Y) andil Juadall il adal 48,k ¢ by Similarity to Ideal Solution (TOPSIS))
(Preference Ranking Organization Method for Enrichment Evaluation
(Complex Proportional Assessment eall i) aniill 44,k « (PROOMETHEE))
(visekriterijumska Optimizacija | dawsl Jalls Cila¥) ssia puadl) 480 « (COPRAS))
e Gueadl) ¢ (ARAS) 4dlaall 4udl) auli 48,0 « Kompromisno Resenje (VIKOR))
(Multi Objective Optimization by Ratio Analysis (el Jiaill s CilaaY)
a8 5,13 Gl de el (Stanujkié, Pordevi¢ and Pordevi¢, 2013))(MOORA))
1Y) Aaa g s Jaladl) Alas G O i mlsad sl aliw pIadl) A B Ll
WLAT a5 g bdial) (e 220 (e ABagianall ulaal) (oly 3 £ g pdial) JLid] G2 Al « (AHP-GP)
05S (C1) Js¥) slmal) 1AV 5 duadd) dugprall plaal) Slan) e (Asdall) Goagl) (B dsca gal)
Glia (5Sm (C2) AUl Jlmall g ¢ Badaall 480 aad) dad )l A £ g pdall (pa Cppdiiiceal) dany (3latia
Ll ¢ £ gdiall AN Cadisilly Lbaddll Gl £ gana Jadi Al £ g pdall Adlaay) ddISHl Aoy
il g £ g pdall (o ABBaal) Lo Y1 g <l YY) £ gana (ra g adgiall Alall dilad) g8 g (C3) Cllil) jlanal)
313 5 558 (C4) all Jlsal) ¢ ) Cibgay L sBlS g cilold Jlagly cligh g & Sl Jy Jads
Jlall A g8 9 diladl Jara & 98w (C5) ualdd) jlaall Lol ¢ (Jlafiia) Ao dilall 4 glhaal) 3 58 A
Loy 2ilad) Jama ¢ panil) 2y La Bale g ¢ B palienal) J)ga¥) dpaS I £ g pdial) B B2 ghdall gf ApuiiSal)
G A a g8 dalidng JiaY) JLady) AdCda Ja gedd Gigag Bas dllla ¢ 3AY) clgial) B sk
Gl b (s i)y ¢ Ay Y g Apalual®Y) JSLiall (e ) Jad (AHP-GP) sbes] (gl o ¢ Lgllaa
AHP-GP zisa) Ol iz 4wl )2 (Badri) &abd) a8 2001 ale b 1YW Gl £ gua oy Abal) il
(Claslsl Haal) an b gamda (AN A (53300 Baclua 7 ) Cua (Bagally aSal) Aaaly & i)
e ganall wanig ¢ 3))gall g8 A il Ligda &y egan B g g O B Al daadl) Baga
Obdy I8 AT AdS sopiiaga ¢pillane Al jall culglil Gua ¢ Aaadd) Baga B aSadl) il gal e il
Llae gaadail Lad) g Aa Ao ¢ gigalll A AHP &ipd) L85 ¢ claddl) B 3agal) 48) pa s
ki 2004 ol (Yurdakul) s .(Badri, 2001) (AHP GP) i) daa s el Jilail
A un ¢ igaaslly AlalSiall goalall) SLilS e JlaY) el LEAN g apdll & idall AHP-GP g
¢ ol dag b 3hah Lagd ALad) il ol i Al Apaal) cilasa 5 e Jgaall Y 5f AHP Jlaxio)
anill ddae (B 723 gall) Alalic ] 43lSa) ) Al Cliagi g (GP gigal 8 AHP cilags i alais) &l b
AHP- z¢ (Bevilacqua & Bertolini) Jaxil 2006 sl 4 .(Yurdakul, 2004)) ksl
Al ¢ Agduay) Jadi Blian B da a5 3S e b Alae JS AU dluall dulw 48 gl & jda) GP
Juad] 3,0330 GP gigad s ol ad elid dny ¢ e AUy (glaty Lagh Adlpuaall Jilay il 9 5] AHP a2l
&ald) 428 2007 alad) & . (Kruger and Hattingh, 2006)) 2\ sall 358 e sy A J<I Al
(e sl 2 st ASud aranaill CHlAAY) dava g (raugd) Jladll Llae G aanll) o) simy 4l 3 (HO)
Al e giaal) il glgl o Al Apaa¥) clags 5 3aail 9 5f e gd) Jalasll Adas aladiia ol dua
Al 358 ey A (GP) ciagdl Aoy glsal d8lua cudl dlll aay ¢ plaall (o (S (3lady Lad
2B g daliall 3 ganall 3l gall jlad (o Gled ghuall (e A gana Juadl Lastt AHP duglgly 3 galls
Aliiuall GP sl AHP bl (e JiS) (Gadaill SL g Ulas 01685 O g gl 138 0 () Al ) a8
Ol Aul 3 (Meethom) caldl aé 2009 ale \Ho, 2007)) sdieall Jsbiall B i &0 Ma5) b
(ZOGP 5 AHP) aladiuly JalSia gigai hilugl) saxia JAI) 3ok JLEAY ) 81 aea aUSS arawal)
ja (DSS 1A JA%) acd zigad yghi g8 Al all e Ciagd) OIS Eua ¢ (aliid — aBLU A A o
hilu gl gamia CplBllly sdlanl) (o 4 il Al il dgay (e Slugls¥) @hail AHP gisal
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Ul e AHP (e cilsls¥) s 4y 3l AU ddagd) daa sl allii ZOGP Wty « Jilall
Al culia gila ab) Ol g ¢ Al jrall g B gl paad die Jailu o) ddaia JA) A g3 AUl Bac B gadat 4l
G S (g slas) g JiaY) Jailugl aamia JAI) Gk baad asdieall (Say zdgadll () & Al
Ol st Al )3 95319 (Babu) &aldl s 2011 ae .Meethom and Kengpol, 2009)) daladl
ddigh baai LAY Ao Ao sl dwaid (puad! & Adal) AHP-GP ¢ JalSia qslal)
Salail) ddee CiaSinl dua ¢ il ) Ay Jaladl JLEAY Lagia Al all oda Cuadd dua (4 jlaral)
Cilia gi g oAy jlarall dcaigl) ladl LAY (ZOGP) (AU Cilaal) daa i zigal Craa (AHP) a8
Babu) Jbid) Juadl Juadl paait 314 85 AHP duagia ils ) GP 45 (gl ¢)) Ll ) Al )
sl LAl ASha) ¢l giny Al pa 090AT9 (HUi-Ping Ho) &aldl a8 2013 ale et al., 2011)
Oyl Ot a8 Gua | ¢ (LAY Badia CilaY) Ao g el ) Jededdll Ailes aladiuly
A Al culia g G ¢ ad gall LA AlSEal GP aladialy cisa JS o Wddiig AHP ¢ JLEAY) julea
JB B dald « Lutinl) gkl (e Juadl Alladg dpale A8k 4 GP g AHP 2 JalSiall gl of
Ay 9nd) okl (e Juadi Baga ) B i o 8,008 da jhal) 4By ) O ) ALYl < dpasg dpe 5 jnlas
Ol s Al )3 19 AT 5 (Patrick Lin) ¢aldl a8 2015 ale \Ho, Chang and Ku, 2013)) 4ualal)
O g Ly ) L gad Cial) 0 i (Ll g apanalll 2 gie i g JLEAY ¢ dial) AHP-GP g 3sad)
lady dad Juadl dn) ) Jiay o2 Jolial) JLSAY (GP) dingdl daasg (AHP) asgd Jolail) doles
Lin, Pourmohammadi ) daf Judils C g shal) jLid) ) da jal) culua g B g o g pial) iy ol Y
O &bl mgdll) o sing Al 3 09 ATy (Ozcan) caldl 288 2017 ale .and Sarfaraz, 2015)
ABlhl) cilbaa (8 Al da) fin) LAY TOPSIS qsbuls a5 da (oaugdl Jalaill g &8agd) daa )
Lgansll &yl dad o gay JiaY) A8l dhasa 338 TOPSIS gles) Jlarian) Cun ¢ (Azila g g
) Al Al clagi By ¢ CilaaY) Aga pigad B Lyl Ldertia) il g gl Jeladll Adae (33 5h o
Ozcan, Unliisoy and ) gasail) 13 Jlexin sie Jhall <y b (% 77) dpds Guad dlia o)) paas
lad) JA el Cpead) O gl Al GguAls (Cyril) caldl a8 2019 ae & .Eren, 2017)
SHEAY) el G15Y) Gamdl A g3l AWl £ a) 4 G ¢ (AlalSiall AHP-GP dsagia aladialy
da daY GP gisall ciagl Alal 03 5¥) 038 (il a3 el day ¢ i) 0 (0 AHP Gisieal (ubia (flo
Cpaildl) (il gall dae Sl () ) Al all a6l g ¢ ciagd) add (e Cild) e s jall £ ganall e Uiy
Clal Al d3a B oY) andll 3 galll Jleaiad Say lliSy ¢ Aladal) Aecdll Gpuad I ga
slal) Ol giny 4wl 3 (Behnam) bl as8 2020 als .Cyril, Mulangi and George, 2019))
s 4 g3 sda) i) obsall aladicd 3ule) yasaddl | eopold 4dsiuas A B PA e AHP-GP
daa g GSIE) Sa Ally (AHP) o) Jlatl) dilee Jlariaa) a3 G ¢ (Og) ¢ 34l i
VAN (53351 alriaes JS obsal) aladiiad Bale ) pamadil (EA) il Y andl 330 (GP) iy
Sy (il g oSl anBll) (1 e ga sshaall (el g gadl) O gliil) gl ¢ Al Ciad Aiaa A
dlaad) olsall Juadl (amads Jal ¢pe ) Al gddia cililliie CanSal Juad) cilald ) eLASY Allad 513 o jlic)
.(Dehaghi and Khoshfetrat, 2020)) W g

i) g LaBY) B il A a jldia das (e JiaY) £ g pdiall LA ASdia Ja Al Cuad) 13 B
(AHP-GP) & jidiall g3 gail) Jlaninidy

el i el pdad| .2

(The Analytic Hierarchy Process) g sl Juskul| dutk 2- 1

50 do¥ e 53 MCDM ok s3s) ( (AHP) W S (A5 s deladl) e )
DAY Ui it o3y 48y jhal) o34 & (Cheng and li, 2001) (1980) aladl 2 (T.Saaty) bl
Siay olé 53’4“%‘“\@35)\)3\@&@\ Al QQJME%LA&QAJAM@
:(Cheng and li, 2001)) stiai (1) ad, JS&) (A Las Jihagl) Jiay Gl (g giasa g (iIRY 5l) nslaal)
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YN
/o \

Jall

(AHP) Alesd (oased) bl Jing (1) JS

il gl oY1 padlAtial g ¢ Baleal) ACdall il ga JS Ao SN Cha ) AN s34 (Ray i AN 138 )
YA o peabind) andly AN 3A0a gl ¢ gisalll sl sy ¢ JLEAY) julaa G AU U la (e
Saadil) gl Appuil) Apanl) 40 jlha Anlae & ALY AR ¢ palaall (Al Gl B 48 ghuaa £LES)
Q\Jigjéw‘f\mw ¢ QUJM‘ @A@C}A}L@-ﬁy‘&h.ﬂ; ¢ L;Ji‘f\ );\:\U-A-“ @Jgﬂ-ﬁdﬂ
: oU.\igéLASJc g )
Kolios ) 4% ddalaall LS ¢ (Amax) A6 dedll .l aallg (A,;) S 4adal) qilua 2l Yl
:et al., 2016)

2 1 Zn: AxW 1
max = —
n LW 1
l;: - - N £ .
el el Jiad (W) 403 dad bl & (Amax) ¢ () S 4adall ad Jidi (A« W) O &
bl
Ay Aslaal) BA G LaS g (C.1) Eedy) pdipe loa Gl
I = Amax —n 9
=T o1 (2)
SR alas 2o 02 (0)
A5 Aslaad) (e (C.R.) Gy dpesd la Bl
CR = ¢l 3

cY) gl LSy pulaall 35 o dad (585 (M1 g A gidind) el Sy (R.1)

Random Index (R.1.) Jia (1) Jds>

Matrix |1/2| 3 | 4 | 5 6| 7 8 9 | 10 | 11
ordern
Rﬁ]”d%‘)’(m 0(0/058 | 09| 112|124 | 132|141 | 145 | 1.49 | 1.51
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.(Ho, 2007)) (%10) 51 0.10 Ca & Bl Jama (158 ¢ i ale JSa
LaS g ¢ Lgin Loneadl) dsadl) Aoy (adAiul g2 ulaal) w@u‘:%&&ém“ ;gﬁgw ua?m
:(Payam et al., 2013)) oL (4) a2 ) Az (2 7uila g4

dq9 412 ... Adqn
dpq d22 ... d2p 1
A=1 0  F a=1, ay=— C))
aii
dnp1 dp1 -+ dpp

Jea g.°| Casa lasy ¢ laad) u'.y;galaﬂ\ ;\JJM é..'éé ﬁgﬁ éﬁaﬂw‘i\ bl aladdiu) aly
:(Payam et al., 2013)) sLai (2) ad,
(Sl a5 Juuall ulila Jiag (2) Jo2
ALl ) e anal) Jualil) aSa £ 63
Lalal Juada
Lalal Juaba ) By Juada
30y Juada
3l Judda ) 1an Juada
Jaa Juada
laa Juada ) Jas gl JSdiy Juaila
dos gl JSy Junda
da gia Sy Juada () (g gl JSdiy Juaia
§ Shudia JSdiy Juada

=]

—N W AN Q|0

(Goal Programming) dusiaedl] o sl 2-2

ai 3y (1961) ale (Charnes and Cooper) babdl g cpa iyl A 48yl ) 38 a
(Ignizio) Galdls (1972) padl B (Lee) Caldls (1965) aladl 2 (1iri) Gabd) Jd (o W gl
Basiall q\w\f\.g;_,amm@i &ﬁy&.}wt aa,.w,:x\ o sl Ay Calids ¢ (1976) o=
sl B e Adllall Ja o dngd) A Jaad ¢ ) gilal (o pase Jlra ) Aglalall g
A4y phat) bt ¢ A8l il glgl pLAS) IR (4 e JSd ) 38Y) G A Ay (o) e ) (el
Sy 3 Jad) 4 o Juabal) Jadl iy ol Al g ¢ Lgiilad 8 o e S Gilaa aaad ) A8 adla (1
(Kim, Lee and Lee, 1999)) s3:aal) Cilaa¥) ¢e cildl a2y ¢
(5) pbu Aalea B Ao g LaS & iy ol WL il Y] Ay 4By ol Lo g ASY 4ialy ) Aiseal)
:(Kim, Lee and Lee, 1999))

min[ p1(p1,01), P2(P2,02), -, Pi(Pi, 0:)]
S.to:
gix)+n;— p;=b; (5)
pi=0 foralli
n; =0 foralli ‘ ‘

(8al e ;\..\SL.JU 4a gall Q@bﬁ}’\ Jiad (pism;) ¢ (J#h.d\) d‘-\?m KX d:-\.ﬁ.-j gi(x) O dua
(R.H.S) 38U () Gkl dad Jiay (b)) ¢ ingd)
The combined model (AHP-GP) &l b | 2 guguid| 2-3

Laulial) L ol 3l apaat ga I8N i gal (e a2 (Decision Variables) )l & iia 1
358 1) @ g (X;) Aabiall g ldial) ciadija o Aluall cild ) AN @l pita o8 il g ¢ Aima Llaal
.(Kim, Lee and Lee, 1999)) W= 4k sl (slack)
(not selected) g gdall LA oy 1131 X = 0 &)

(selected) & gl JLEA) &30 X =11
i 48 aie gy (slack) 2ssM <) ad) 2 p;
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i 2 s bl (slack) g8 A Gl ad) i
a8 Qi) 8 ¢ Apulial) Jilad) aas ga Caagd) oY 13 (Strict Constraint) 4 ball 3 g8l 2
(6) a2y Malaa B LaS Y1 Al Jilad) avand Adaliiall dua guadd) il (Sang ¢ B 8LIGa (G eSi AT
:Kim, Lee and Lee, 1999))
X1+X2+,...,+Xm+p0+l]0:1 (6)
A ¢ Awlial) Gl aaea G B8 o Bl Ja) e 1 (Normalization) <l 4y eud 3
:(Kim, Lee and Lee, 1999)) (7) a8, slaa (b LS (Y saill Ao Al aidl) oda 4 gus

1
1 )
511 (a,)
Losaall 3 98 N Ol j-th Gl Aaldd) j-th Jbaall dad (A& q;; o) da
: (8) eﬁJz\Jéla.AgéLAS\gng\ il e dnasl) julaal) &M

a; = (i=1,2,..,n) (7)

m

z a;X; +1; - p; = CF,, (i=12.,n) (8)
j=1

Jiladl e 98 1 O S
 daall j-th sl e : g
(=1,2,...,m) & slisll Jilad) 4o sana 58 : X
i Jrall (RHS) ¥l ikl 4ad < CF;
A el pmlaall 230 98 1
iy oty Cua ¢ dala JISYI (B godall) Jaad) JLR) ga zigadll 13 e ciagdl ; Ciagh A 4
Lguaal) ()39 Qand (Saa byl ASlida) CilaY) by 53 £ g pdal) A Lo Mquadl) £ g pdali"
Cua ¢ A aal) ) Cilaadd Ay gllaall cild) ey e gana JulES & Ciagh s o) ¢ AHP 4k (e
U A g mal) cisgd) A3 A lua aly ¢ ddpma 4 B CEIAY) (e de gana JS Ja1S 0 J6Y) aladiad (Say
Cranas Al aUAH 358 aua g g ¢ ) AN adlia Judall o el (L) cisa S8l 5 aY) sl DA e
LS AUl gail) o ciaghl Aa oo juatl) oSay ¢ Ao gl (s sin o Jaldal) g panll LEAY)
£ (9) by il
min(no + po, Xi=1 bi(Mi +pi)) ‘ ) ‘
A 4919l Gand N Gl Jalaa 32 (b;) O) S
C i JS G5y aat oSay ¢ A glgl (s giusa Add JSI (i g A3d JS Craa CEIAAY) (p Ciagd) Ad1a pan
Kim, Lee and Uiy ddes A dluad] o sls g2 8 JSd ¢ W) (ol Al dddl) o B (i
.Lee, 1999)

Colbintd 19 il | .3

abda oo A all plagdd) dasa ) Al laiiu¥ly SLaly) Byl A plgalll (gudai A
Cgia pale gy Leilaty Lgda 3o sall CHIAY) G g L 3D duscu3al) a9 5 (Al AAUEL 381 jal)
Ga AN ghiie 0 (e Aagiual) sulaal) Gada JuadY) (Jaaall) g9 pdial) JLEAT AlSdia Jal jghilag
Agall Opaliiall Cpusigall pa Gl ULl pen ¢ quulial) godall JLod) AlSha o Jal
La Lle Jguaad) a3 1) laa) cllad) ¢yl dwad g o jliia das (e (58 i gadll Saiional)
1 (3) pudonr
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MAX MIN MAX MIN MAX
(C1) 2=
Gt (C2)4dsh 4dlsl) | (C3) Jall ilad) | (C4)Na i) b 5 | (C5)dilad) Jira
(X1) gAY Al < 30263 5550223175 | 532000000 16.74 5.97244
(X2) siuall A 5K 5a 29304 5274928400 | 759000000 12.19 8.2
(X3) Jawl g (A 38 6698 7600900000 | 865000000 9.83 10.165
(X4) 3 rasll A& S 10 17487 7730000000 | 700000000 15 6.6
43 gaal) A 3 ja
(X5) 6663 7600900000 | 865000000 9.83 10.165
(X6) el (A& S pa 4533 4311350000 | 455000000 12 8.3
(XT7) S8 (53 A 38 11500 5158750000 | 450000000 15 6.4

JAN dbshias 3 Jgaal

1(4) 6B o B LaS Ay gudl) ay ol 0585 (4) B Aalas PAA (e
(Normalization) 4 sl aay ) All 49 siuaa 4 Jgaad)

(Normalization) 43 sedll 22y ) &) 48 siae

Xjj C1 C2 C3 C4 C5

X1 0.045 0.152 0.165 0.106 0.183
X2 0.047 0.16 0.116 0.146 0.133
X3 0.204 0.111 0.102 0.181 0.108
X4 0.078 0.109 0.126 0.119 0.166
X5 0.205 0.111 0.102 0.181 0.108
X6 0.302 0.195 0.194 0.148 0.132
X7 0.119 0.163 0.196 0.119 0.171

1AV Jilall Aaliial) Ay guadll (Strict Constraint) L&) 0sSs (6) ady Ualea DA e
Xl+X2+X3+X4+X5+X6+X7+I]0—p0=1 (10)

3393 gall Ay gl day Jady IS5 Aualdl) julaall 4pacl) clilll 3 9,81 £LES) Ay (8) aBy Adalee DA (e
SR ) Talia) e JS8 S0 oY) aal) (RHS) 258N cpe Crad) iphall Jiag (4) aBy Join B
;aUJ\@byLASJchAS‘gé;\)#\@QA

0.045X; + 0.047X, + 0.204X3 + 0.078X, + 0.205X5 + 0.302X¢ + 0.119X,
+191—p1 = 0.25

0.152X; + 0.160X, + 0.111X3 + 0.109X, + 0.111X5 + 0. 195X, + 0.163X,
+1n, —p,=0.16

0.165X; + 0.116X, + 0.102X3 + 0.126X, + 0.102X5 + 0.194X, + 0.196X,
+1n3—p3=0.14 (11)

0.106X; + 0.146X, + 0.181X3 + 0.119X, + 0.181X5 + 0.148X, + 0.119X,
+ 14— ps =0.119
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0.183X, + 0.133X, + 0.108X5 + 0. 166X, + 0.108X; + 0.132X, + 0. 171X,
+105—p5=0.1

QU TONTERIIT TR UF IO
gl Aada cils jLaiul g SLaiBy) 5ia B (4) adaxe g o) pddl o)) Lo sdeY) DA
ol 5) ¢§J Jgaadl gé LaS ¢ )
£ Al i, Aadd 5 Jgaa

Pairwise comparison matrix
C1 C2 C3 C4 C5
Cl 1 7 3 7 5
C2 17 1 1/5 1/3 1
C3 1/3 5 1 4 4
C4 17 3 1/4 1 3
C5 1/5 1 1/4 1/3 1
sum 1.81905 17 4.7 12.6667 14

el a9 30 A5 Jlaally Al (Normalization) 4w s dsles 6 Jsan

normalized pairwise comparison matrix
C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 Ave(W)
0.549738 | 0.411765| 0.638298 | 0.552632 | 0.357143 | 0.502
0.078534 | 0.058824 | 0.042553 | 0.026316 | 0.071429 | 0.056
0.183246 | 0.294118 | 0.212766 | 0.315789 | 0.285714 0.258
0.078534 | 0.176471 | 0.053191 | 0.078947 | 0.214286 0.120
0.109948 | 0.058824 | 0.053191 | 0.026316 | 0.071429 | 0.064

Ju Laa ¢ (C.R.= 0.066) Yin Leid (Consistency Ratio) s il s @ludy) 4w cuilsg
OV Ot B Lgle alaie ) (Say g Ldablita y& LAY pnlaa o Al il jial) 4 ghuas o)) o
1Y) (7) o Jta b e JS daadall o) 36Y) 259 L smlaall Al
el Ol g1 7 Jgad)

Qs

Jaad) (Wj)

(C1) Cpiienal) 230 0.502
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Abstract

The aim of this research is to solve a realistic problem in the Department
of Economy and Investment in the Martyrs establishment, which is the selection
of the optimal project through specific criteria by experts in the same department
using a combined mathematical model for the two methods of analytic hierarchy
process and goal programming, where a mathematical model for goal
programming was built that takes into consideration the priorities of the goal
criteria by the decision-maker to reach the best solution that meets all the
objectives, whose importance was determined by the hierarchical analysis
process. The most important result of this research is the selection of the second
project (constructing a cultural center in Sadr City) as the best alternative out of
seven projects. Also, the possibility of applying this model to solve multi-criteria
decision-making problems in many institutions and companies was reached.

Key Words: Multi Criteria Decision Making, Project Selection, Goal
Programming, combined model, Analytic Hierarchy Process.
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