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OIIHKA PU3UKIB Y CUCTEMI OXOPOHM IIPALII TA
HABKOJIMIIHBOI'O CEPEJOBHUIIA 3A JOITIOMOI'OIO
BAI'ATOKPUTEPIAJIBHOT'O METOZA TOPSIS

Kpacrsko B.B., HYLI3Y
HK —I'oponeckyns M.M., HYILI3Y

B ocTanHi poku 3pocTae iHTEpec 0 TOCTIAHUIBKOT Tany3i OLiHKK HeOe3neK A 370-
poB’st Ta Oe3reku mparti [1]. s po3B’si3aHHs OaraTokpuTepialbHUX 3a7a4 po3poOJIeHO Be-
JUKY KUIBKICTH MeToMiB. OHUM i3 MOIMIMPEHUX METOJIB OI[IHKU DPIBHS PH3UKY, 30KpeMa y
cdepi ynpasiiHHsA OXOPOHH Mpaili, ctaB baratokputepiansuuii merox TOPSIS (Technique for
Order of Preference by Similarity to Ideal Solution) mst panxupyBaHHS aabTepHATUB 3a 00-
panuMu kputepismu. Jlanuii meton O0yB pospobonenuit C.-L. Hwang ta K. Yoon y 1981 Ta
HaOyB cBoro noganeinoro po3sutky K. Yoony 1987 1 C. L. Hwang, Y.J. Laita T. Y. Liu y
1993 [2].

TOPSIS mae mmpokwmii crieKTp 3acTocyBaHHS. Y po0oTi [3] manuii METOa BUKOPUCTO-
BYBAJIM JJIsl BUSIBJICHHS] PU3UKIB BiJl 3a0pyIHIOIOUMX PEUYOBUH Y MpoLieci BUPOOHUIITBA CTAJIi.
VY po6oti [4] — anst OLIHKK PiBHS PO3BUTKY IMOBOKCHHS 3 TBEPIAUMH OOYTOBUMH BiJIX0aMHU
SK CTaJIOro pecypcy AJisi BUPOOHUIITBA €HEPTii.

Lle#t MeTox € OCHOBOIO JIJIS MiITOTOBKU Ta 1HTEPIIpETallii peUTHHTY PU3HKIB, 30KpeMa
y JOCHIDKEHHSIX 100 HAaBKOJUIIHBOTO cepeaoBumia [5]. OCHOBHUN NPHUHIMII METOa
TOPSIS nosnsirae B TOMY, 10 paHXKUPYBaHHS MOXKIMBUX HA0OPIB PIillICHb 3aJICKHUTh SIK BiJ| iX
OJIM3BKOCTI 70 TO3UTUBHOTO ifeanpHOro pimenHs (PIS), Tak i 10 HeraTUBHOIO i7caJbHOTO
pimenns (NIS) [4].

OcHOBHa KOHIIEIIIIIS IbOTO METOTy 0a3yeThcsi HA MOHOTOHHOCTI (3pocTaHHs abo cra-
JTAHHS) KOKHOTO KPUTEPIiIo, IO mependadae JerKicTh BUSHAYEHHS MO3UTUBHOTO i1€aTbHOTO
pIlIEHHS Ta HEraTUBHOTO 17€albHOr0 pilleHHS. TakuM YUHOM, PEHTHHT aJbTEpHATUB 3aJie-
JKUTH BIJ X BiJICTaHI BiJl HAWKpaIIMX 1 HAUTIPIIMX TOYOK aHami3y. YuM MeHIIa BiJCTaHb BiJl
ONTUMAJILHOTO PILICHHS 1 UMM Jajii BIJICTaHb BiJ] HAWTIPIIOTO PIlIEHHS, TUM Kpallla ajlbTep-
HATHBA.
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