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Abstract: A method was presented to deal with the interval multiple atribute decision making problem with
preference values on alternatives, in which the atiribute weights were completely unknown and the attribute
values were given in the foms of interval numbers. A quadratic programming model was constructed to deter-
mine the attribute weights. On the basis of addifive weighting and ranking the alternatives by using the

method of ranking interval numbers, the fuzzy utility values of alternative is obtained.
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