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Review of process organizing research of group decision making

LIWu, XI Youmin, CHENG Si-wei
M anagement School, X i’ an Jiaotong U niversity, Xi' an 710049, China

Abstract:  The research of group decision making is a fast-developing branch of decision theory, and
attracting increasing attention from abroad and home Complete theory system of group decision
making, how ever, hasn’t come into being On the basis of our previous research work, this paper
review s the development of group decision making research mainly from the vievpoint of process
organizing The influence of GDSS on performance of group decision making is discussed from the
viewpoint of decision process aswell A nd through the comparison betw een social choice theory and
oollective decision making theory, a research frane of group decision making is alo explored
tentatively in thispaper.
Key words group decision making; oollective decision making; social choice decision-making
process



