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Table 1 The evaluation scores of the MBA programs
No. 81 82 &3 No. &1 8 83
1 LBS 68.78 | 62.03 | 59.87 16 Insead 56.59 | 70.74 | 65.45
2 MIT: Sloan 60.01 24.1 85.81 17 NYU: Stern 68.24 | 26.74 80.5
3 YSM 79.01 | 25.98 | 51.84 18 NUK 68.68 | 24.52 | 72.43
4 UNC: KFlagler 67.8 22.45 62.4 19 RSM 51.2 52.91 | 42.98
5 UT: Rotman 59.34 | 36.68 | 60.79 20 SU GSB 76.77 | 28.52 | 81.8
6 UCLA: Anderson | 55.46 | 21.52 | 74.54 21 UCB: Haas 61.26 | 31.04 | 73.69
7 UO0: Said 57.04 | 43.49 | 47.12 22 UC GSB 75.64 | 25.37 | 77.73
8 UM: Smith 55.33 | 25.28 | 64.13 23 UI: Tippie 58.25 | 26.74 80.5
9 CM: Tepper 54.02 | 18.69 | 71.93 24 UM: Ross 63.23 | 28.36 | 69.61
10 CBS 83.44 | 32.94 | 71.63 25 UP: Wharton 77.11 32.51 91.59
11 CU: Johnson 60.54 | 30.31 | 55.99 26 UR: Simon 60.25 29.6 49.25
12 DU: Fuqua 64.05 | 27.25 | 64.68 27 UV: Darden 76.49 | 19.05 | 37.68
13 EBS 54.61 | 60.15 14.45 28 UWO: Ivey 50.04 | 40.55 | 53.55
14 HBS 77.84 | 29.05 | 93.91 29 VU: Owen 64.67 | 26.33 | 35.14
15 1BS 61.99 | 54.61 | 49.04 30 YU: Schulich 57.03 | 50.73 | 47.55
10 .
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Table 2 The assignment examples given by the DMs
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Multi-criteria sorting method based on assignment examples in the group de-
cision context

CAl Fu-ing LIAO Xiu-wu YANG Na

School of Management The Key Lab of Education for Process Control & Efficiency Xi’ an Jiaotong Universi—
ty Xi’an 710049 China

Abstract: In the multi-eriteria group sorting decision-making problems the decision makers are often reluc—
tant to provide parameter values of the group sorting model and the decision complexity increases as multiple
decision makers are involved. In this paper a group sorting method based on assignment examples is pro—
posed. Firstly the definition of consistency among assignment examples is given according to the property of
the utility{function-based sorting methods and the definition of belief degree on assignment examples is given
to reflect the different decision priorities of the decision makers. Then a mixed integer linear programming
model is built to find the consistent assignment example set with the biggest belief degree. Based on the chosen
example set and the definition of consistency all alternatives are assorted through solving another mixed inte—
ger linear programming model. During the sorting process the assignment examples are directly utilized for
sorting so sorting boundaries are no longer needed. At last a sorting example on MBA program is provided to
demonstrate the feasibility and rationality of the proposed method.

Key words: multi-eriteria sorting; group decision-making; assignment examples; decision priority; consistency



