IRRAoI S
A i i Jou

cademic Scientific rnals —d T
d enlallag Slld 19 1an
ISSN (E): 2616 - 7808 1l  ISSN (P): 2414 - 7419
www.kutcoll j C edu.iq
KUu.CJ bl hd

2022 JIai 27-26 goajiall "paell aalgy alnidl cliy L4 &)ghin d)lalg dijaa alalail gai* aplniallg ajlaul pglell lgall yunlall Lolell paid ol dgay yala ac

o) Jalail) ddee o glaad Jlantiaay i jgamal) Juad LAY Jhay) i il MAs)

SAY gga @iyl 2 el aSaaal o) L i5iakas) A

-

Ofiall) i) LoDl

Aaln LB 5 8 LYI RIS 32| 1) e gl lad o Lag |50 25 M 5 (o demall il SLaRY JiaY) 1 jal Sl ) ) jall Cangs
BA00L 1 (53 Bl e s |4 S Sl (0S5 25 (ra s cisns pall 028 Clninal il 5 33 gadl s ) o JLEAYI 38 figes dsed Sl
(Bsml) (8 Apudlin 5 jae iS5 Alie 48K 5 3 sal) Alle 3 Sise Cilatie gaiual

Jalrs Janins LaS (g jgma 3e (o e (L3815 a5 ) gae Jual HLaaY e i) 5 A peSl) Cadlul) axiius
Coreaal o ALl jlea (e ST e Aaie ) a% Euaall 138 8 o0 Heaall (o Alialiall Aaliag 5 3anat
saall awial) ol )l 3Las) 35y aal L oS e ed) Jalail) Aulee o ghasd Jlamindy

Aaie Y s (o el Jaail HLiia) e Apadall s i) il pall 3 ) ) sdaie dile ) ) Candl 138 Cang,
Jua ) Ciligall 1| o el iy G Alaliall dlee ) Ailly dfipan] Sy (31 g Galad) 4355 e JS g 220 jles o
(AHP) (el Jiaill dulee Jlaxinily
il Glaghia | xanidla ja b A5V A el da) e EO i e el) Jalaill dlae Jlaninls (3 eaall Juzmdl Ll o

2022 <z A E | 5y ) ulaall dasil) FaaY) aas e Al Al el Lol g Alialiall dglee 8 baainall ylaall 3ps 5 L
il Jgial Ala ye g8 5 a5 AN U yall Lol ¢ plaad) ¢y 40080 4 J8all 3y yha e Alaliall dlee 3
eV 8 D) A e (e Apaa V) s agadi 55 0 seaall Aabiall Jilad) o A5 a) 3y yha (e (el

1 Zahraa.my1998@gmail.com
2 ahkreem2020@ gmail.com
3watheqlaith1979@uos.edu.iq

ool Jilal) Alae (e s el ) Al Aasl A alial) cilal))

Optimal Decision Making to Select the Best Suppliers Using Analytic Hierarchy
Process
Zahra Maytham Nizar ', Prof. Dr. Ahmed Karim Al-Najjar 2,
Assist. Prof. Dr. Watheq Hayawi Laith 3

Affiliation of Authors Abstract ] . o . ] .
123 College of Administration | 1Ne study aims to optimal decision-making process for selecting the best suppliers where

and Economics, University of | Will plays an important role in the success any productive or service organization, affects
Sumer, Irag, Thi Qar, 64001 this choice on the price, quality and delivery time of the products of this organization, thus
enabling companies to manufacture innovative, high-quality products at an appropriate
cost and gain a competitive advantage in the market.

Quantitative and qualitative methods used to select the best supplier (one or more) from
among several suppliers, and multiple and different criteria are used to compare between
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suppliers.

In this paper, depend on more than one criterion n for the comparison between suppliers
1 Corresponding Author using the analysis hierarchy process, as it consider one from multi-criteria decision-

making methods.
Paper Info. This paper aims to help decision-makers in production and service organization to select
Published: Aug. 2022 the best suppliers and based on multi-criteria. Each criterion has its assign weight, which

reflects its importance for the process of comparison between alternatives to suppliers
using analysis hierarchy process (AHP). The selection of the best suppliers using analysis
hierarchy process through three stages. The first stage is the stage of data collection and
identification of the preference criteria in the comparison process.

The second stage is the determination of the relative importance of the preference criteria
depend on binary comparison between the criterions. The third and final stage is the
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selection the best suppliers by comparing the alternatives available to suppliers and
arranging them in order of importance from highest importance to least important.

Keywords: Decision-making, supplier selection, hierarchical analysis process.
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a5 LS A i) ylaall Apuasill Zran V1 Jiay o301 55 plaall (N) 3_saall i st me o) Ay glladl) Al wall il leall
(4) dsal B O s JS (8 il s (e (555 Normalized Matrix

oaall L) Apaal) s 1(4) Jandl

532l sl asleal) cid g Aty Slaall
83l 0.3636 0.3896 0.3051 0.3200 0.3333 0.342
2l 0.3636 0.3896 0.5085 0.4000 0.3333 0.399
palucil) i g 0.1212 0.0779 0.1017 0.1600 0.1667 0.125
Ay 0.0909 0.0779 0.0508 0.0800 0.1111 0.082
Olanal) 0.0606 0.0649 0.0339 0.0400 0.0556 0.052

ULl Jisg e o sialll - jaiaal) *

(W)ssil) A sad V1 48 gian of ey (4) Jsaall JA (e
;‘;:'LLQSJM\ a3 gee JolEi

[W1 [0.342]
w; 0.399
w=|W3|=10.125]|
wy lo.osz
Ws 0.052

S dgaiall sl ks Eigen value 4513 dadll alay) )
AV Aaladdl A (e a3
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1 1 3 4 6] 0. 342 1.75
1 1 5 5 6 [o 399 [2 082]
Aw=1|1/3 1/5 1 2 3llo.125|=10.633]
l1/4 15 172 1 2| [o 082J [0.411J
lie 176 173 172 1lloos2) lo2s7
A 1.756/0.342 5.119]
[/12] [2.088/0.399] [5.227]
A =|23]=10.633/0.125| = [5.074
0.468/0.082J 5.018
Ll lo252/0.052] ls.048
AV Lopall Coa 3ludY) Jame Clusa o &5 O Ladla) S maxA el Ll e ) AgiAll il ¢
0. 0.0243 ) Al M
CR=—= =0.0217
R 112 M+ 4 A3+ Ay + As
S 43 <1 (10%) G—e 2 2 ¥ G—d¥) Jaaa ) Amax = 5 = 5.0972
a0 3 5h (5 AlSaY) Gl iay Lae (CR=0.0217) 2 llaty (Consistency Ratio ) @lea¥) Jass syl )
Asmaa e Aaie Vi (2) Jsaall o (RI) G siall LN 55
Hise Qs XS ((RI=1.12 ) st ) (n=5) n 4ad
20 el o Al A ) < IS s e sy 531 (Consistency  Index ) Gl
alaall e slaie WU g Jreaall ¢y Al A5 il o) yal o AV Al
(5) shaall b mam e LSy el (elie Jleninly Losadl) . Amax —n 50972 -5 0.0243
9)5(8)5(7)3(6): n-1 4 '

Bagadl Juma o AaiS WL (i jgaal) G Al & Ball Gy 2(5) Jgaad

1 ¢ 1 1/3 2 2
2 el 3 1 2 5
3 4 1/2 1/2 1 2
4 gl 1/2 1/5 1/2 1

ULl Jidsg e o sialall - jaiaal) *

el ot e SE YL (el O it S il (s 2(6) Jsand

1 gl 1 1/3 1/2 1/5
2 44l 3 1 2 4
3 el 2 1/2 1 5
4 el 5 1/4 1/5 1

ULl Jidsg e o sialall 1 jaiaal) *
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Jsaall b zuan go LeS il il 5 e JSI LG 355 583411
(10) KX

paledill cBg jlaa o AW ¢ dgaall (e Al A5 JEall Ca 1(7) Jgad)

1 el 2 enal 3 el 4 Sexdl
1 2 4 2
2 Sl 1/2 1 1/2 1
3 jgaal 1/4 2 1 1
4 3eaal) 1/2 1 1 1

ULl Jidsg e o sialall - jaiaal) *

Bl g 1o A3 C Sl ot Aosll) A58l s 2(8) Jea)

1 el 2 el 3 el 4 el
1l 1 4 3 5

2 ) 1/4 1 1/2 1

3 el 1/3 2 1 1/2

4 sl 1/5 1 2 1

ULl Jidsg e o sialll - jaiaal) *

Gladall Jlaa o AoVl cp gl On ALY A5 8l :(9) Jyaadl

1 eaal 2 el 3 el 4 Senal
1 jeaal 1 172 1/3 2
2 el 2 1 1 1
3 el 3 1 1 5
4 542 1/2 1/3 1/5 1

ULl Jidsg e o sialall 2 jaiaal) *

1aal) sal

¢l yal 3835 U e (Microsoft Excel ) el plasind o3

c\} ‘2

3 stlaall 4

ouadd) el e Slaie Wl ¢ Sgaal) G A el il G 1(10) Jgaad)

4 424 03
32 gad) 0.232 0.489 0.182 0.097 0.042
o) 0.154 0.454 0.309 0.084 0.027
paledil) i g 0.448 0.166 0.200 0.186 0.069
Ay 0.547 0.119 0.164 0.170 0.087
Slakal) 0.161 0.332 0.416 0.091 0.013
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JS53 5l s J¥1 Slamall ¢35 omens Sish Lsnal 124 i Lo bl gsea] (1096) 06 230 Y LY Jana o
ol LS e Aaania cpeall sl Ofs PSSV cls
0.232 0.079 sCmogaall Juadl LAY JiaY) LI AN A5 slag)
0.342 [0-489] - 10.167 sam ¥ 5 e ST Seadll (s inaa 3 AaL 5 pldll o)
%2 10.182] = |0.062 0¥ )= 005 Aol ©
0.0970  10.033 el o3 3 e alaie YU fsed)l baall eme JS 038
Joant e IS Q55 o2a goand o oplnall B o 13505 e saainall (p enall 0l sk Sl JS 055w DA e

(11) dsand) (8 mm e LS 5 eae IS Sl )l e

ouadd) el Jo alais Wl G jgaall (Al GO Gmm 1(11) Jsd)

S G S 85y S B3 S Gl S Gl
3asal) ) aslol) i g Al Slaal)
1 el 0.079 0.061 0.056 0.045 0.008 0.250
2 0.167 0.181 0.021 0.010 0.017 0.396
3 el 0.062 0.123 0.025 0.013 0.022 0.246
4 el 0.033 0.034 0.023 0.014 0.005 0.109

Ul Jidsg e g giabll 2 juaall *

A as s oS Ay BN jeaall o) iy (11) Jsasd) (e

& Juadl) O el Jaadl sa
Cilua gill g lalisiu)
claliiugy) Yyl selil) LBl g Julad Ll
(V) i) (e o Leall ailall e ¢ MUY 2y (oY) pealy peill) AdaaMa aay
20l (e ed) Jalail) o sLul€) el Culla¥) alasiad o)1 JEY) A Aaal Y (g G denall SR Jlme i 0l L1
eyl 8 3a) e Ape Sall Ciluss sall 6 )l s34 (el ¢ At ¢l i g B gall ¢ el )
Adle dyiga s 483y 4y Y Aaie Wl JEY) (N el LAY (e enall i) 2
Jomdl L) o dpall Lgsanl s Al julaall 203 2 e 3 ena ¢l e 2 rene ) Bagall Jlaa o
i) Ll (anmy Soatie jue 5 Bl (S5 O el (4
el Gn Jaladl le Aie VL JBY) ) dpaal SISV e G jenall i) 3
O L nS) iy 40 S0 0 Seaal) Juad) 8 SE Sganall 0)-3 (4 360 <1 360 3 e 2 e ) pd) Jlna
Al julad) e alaieWhg o el Ay e dlaie YU J8Y) I Aeal S8V e el i i o) L4
De ol pulaall 48 (e L5 SSY) 8 el Jlra o) -4 (2 See 4 e 3 e el ene ) paldll G5 lna
Ls d8Y) sa placall jlaa S Laiw ¢ Jali (3 5l g 53 5al) e e YU J8Y) ) Al SV e cpeaall i i) 5
Bagals pad) (5 jlama (L3 LDy SV IS S el o) -5 (2 5622 3 e 4 Jeae el ene ) Llaiu¥) Jlns
V) €I iy e Laa ubaal) A58 e U3y SV Lad e Alaie YU J8Y) I Aeal S8V e el i 5 o) L6
Asadll el Je alaie YL (8 S3e <1 360 <2 363 3 e ) laall Jlne
Slaie V) (Say 5 daaaa CailS (G jeaall 5 el Ol 55Y1 ) -6 e AoVl JBY) ) dpeal SV G el i) 7
0.1 (e 8l 4iad L) Jama o oS0 Leile (4 D30 3 Jene 1 Jema 2 Jene) Gl Jladl

e
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