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Abstract

The bidding of project is based on opening, fair, honesty, and the one which is best win the bid, so
evaluating bids is the key problem. This thesis introduces the advantage and disadvantage of inte-
grated fuzzy evaluation methods, and brings in integrated fuzzy evaluation methods with changing
weight.
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Figure 1. Fuzzy analytic hierarchy process
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Figure 2. Integrated fuzzy evaluation methods with changing weight
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Table 1. Weight of evaluation figures
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0.4000 84.3200 0.38 0.7000
0.2000 83.4500 0.21 0.3000
0.1500 90.2100 0.15 0.4000
0.1500 90.0300 0.15 0.6000
0.1000 87.1800 0.11 0.2000

AR5 86.1919
JEgs B 86.1720

Figure 3. Scores of Jia
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Figure 4. Scores of Yi
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Figure 5. Scores of Bing
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Figure 6. Scores of Ding
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