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On a maximum eigenvalue of third-order pairwise comparison matrix in AHP
and Newton’s method
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§1. (FL®IC

AHP (Analytic Hierarchy Process, FEE{LEEEER) TlX, n [l LB GICOWTOERREE D TH
HEIR %, Saaty DBER 7 — L ZHWTEEEZBUEL T 5. ZDOBICHN 2 DB —XHEITAITH S, \Wo
72, —NEBATH] A 5 2 s iR, HHENGRo Y = 4 MIEHEE

Aw = Apaxw
TROLND. TIT, Anax BT A DRKEEMETH 2. KiFTlE, n=3 DL X2, HmAEEM \nax 25
Newton IETRE 2 Z L B/RT. HHET, Newton EE, 0%, th > MEOIHME 2 Higd 5.
§2. —¥J LTS

n HOLENGE KiiiTdn=3), Ci,i=1,...,n KX LT, AHP KBWTE—xt#Kx175. C; & C;
DHEE Saaty DEE A7 —L (1) BZHW3.
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Remark 1 ¥ 5 (SIS T 3 EEH (525120 &, @HED AHP OoBRZF AWV, 2 2137
MR [18] 2\ - EH [19] T, Buc MHE) Y LTWws. BMXOKREFTH S, Saaty[ll] Tl ‘strongly more
important’, Burunelli[2] TI& ‘strong preference’, Kulakowski[5] Tl ‘essential or strong importance’

EIFIFELRIE LTS, [520512) BHIEOHAESTREEIB R EWLTHS.

Tt Z3BHB00, MIETEAAHNTENZLDPLRMFE L Vo BEIRE, C = 4], C; = TEBEE
WXL a;; =3,a;; =1/3Z&DYTS. ZOHKRE n(n—1)/2FEEDIRTZLIZXD, n RO EERAT
MEoh5:

1 a2 - Gp
1/&12 1 a9on

A= .
]./Clln ]./CLQn 1

b L, BHBENRDELDM wy, ..., w, Ao TWVWE7%E (HX Ehlfie ), —EEITAIE,

1 wy/we -0 wi/wy
wa /w1 1 s wa/wy
W:
wp/wy wp/wy - 1

LROTWBIFTTHD. 72721, AHP Tld Saaty DBEERAr — L EHS5 2 bbb D, PELTLD A=W
LIRRHRNDN, Ax W THRLARTILIZRS. WolEd, w= (w1, ws,...,w,) ITHL,

1 wy/we - wi/wy w1 w1

wa /W 1 ceewe/wy, Wo Wo
=n

wp /w1 wp/we - 1 Wy, Wy,

TH5. 2FH, nl3W O (&K EEHETHZ. A=W ROEHh56, FEHEMHELEE
Aw = Apaxw

ZRRNE, —0HIRIC Ko THIBNSR O Y =4 b3S GEBINZ) B6N27555EZ5D0, AHP LB 5
FEHEETH S [2, 5, 11, 18]. T 2T Apax 13 A DERAFEIFETH 5. A TIE Newton HEIZ & 2T Apax 23
REZZERT. BEEMHEEOBIRHELIC X 2HROTICOWVTIX [12] T XM -.

Amax WCIEROWEL D 5.

Theorem 1 (Saaty [11])

1. Amax > 1,
2. Amax = 1 < A DL

ZIZTAPBENTHL I, i,k,j=1,...,n XL
QikQkj = Q4

BEDIDOEEEWNS.,

COHEFEEDLIZ, AHP KBV TIERDESLSE (consistency index) C.I ZE#L, EEREZDHWD
BEMEHET 5.
/\max -—n

I =
C n—1

n=40rEIC A=W 2725D1%, Saaty OEEHRA I — L TERETE 35— HBATHID 0.001421% 12T 720 [8)].



CIL <01 ThiuZ, HBIIEANTHZ L ARINS (2,5, 11, 18]. Hh DT WHETH 2 C.L O
Ik oT, AHP AL —~fRicflib s K51k EZ 56N 5. 728, AHP IZBI 22 EREEEIEIEIC
DWVWTIE, [3] DV =4 ZZHI i,

§3. —xtLEERITHIDEHFZEI

— I HBATHI A BN EBATIICH 5 Z e 2o T, MATbIbIUIRDFERZF72.
Theorem 2 (Shiraishi-Obata-Daigo [17]) Pa()\) = det(\E — A) % A DFEHZHNL 5.

. Py = — nén—al +0- /\:—2 + A" 4 (—1)" det A,
. y

2. CBZK;J_(Q—?_J—K(;J_) <o,

3. Cl.=0&c¢3=0.
Corollary 1 UMA-BHE[9]) n=30Dr %,

1. Pa(\) =A% —3)2 —det 4,
2. c;;:—detASO,
3. ClL.=0&detA=0.

iEo T, 3RO —NMHBITHDOEFZLIHRD 77 713K 1 DX 51275, ML —det A0 TH%.

Pa(X)

—detA/

U R )

1 TSR AT 2 PAN) 7o 7

CORTHOLNS XDIZ, c3 = —det A <0 THIUE, A =3 XD UAMEHTZHA D IE A 1 1Bl
%. RETIE, ZOM%E Newton EEHWTH T 3.



§4. Newton &

3 RO—HHHBATINDIEA HFER Pa(\) = 0 DFEEIRE, KD Newton kDKM E TR 5.

Ao =3,

Pa(A)
Most = A — A b —0,1,2,
b= AT S

ZDRINTH LT, UTO—HOMWEAD 32> GEIE [14] 12).
Lemmal )\, X TICAERTHS.
Lemma 2 )\, 3D HITH 3.

TIRA R ININEE T 2 D T2, DIToM KB SHh 5.

Theorem 3 (Shiraishi-Obata [14]) #IHE Ao = 3 1K L, Newton iETHEMR U7z SFNEHRAE B M \max
W T 5.

Newton {EiZ & 2T, VoA Apax PR FIE, VA b wEROE/N_FILRTEE, 722 213 Excel D
Solver T, f@F XX\ [1, 16].

3 3

minimize E E (ajjw; — Amaxw;)*

i=1 j=1
3

s.t. dwi=1, w;>0,j=1,23.
j=1

85. INRERE & HERER
Newton BRDT, B D EZFEHIGHIE 2 KUK TH 5.

Proposition 1 (Shiraishi-Obata [14])
1 P{(Amax)
" 2 P (M)
Newton IEDINKHNZ ¥ ZHERT 2012, “0FES, AV PEMY RT3 EEERD T 7-.
# 2, X212, Saaty OEEHIA S —M1Z X % 5,000 D T > & 5732 3 K HEBATINC KT 5, FTFIEDIUK
ECOREEBDODMERT. BB, TITE, KETHLNLME Anax & DA 10712 BUFITR 5 72l
T, PORLT, AT il RICKBBUIEERDO Tu s 5 4y -3 9] 22|z,

—flx LT,
1 5 5
A=1[1/5 1 1/7
/5 7 1
T 2B FETOINHOMFER 3ICRLTWVWS., ZOFHNIH LTI, Newton ETIX 5 E, A > Mk

T 8 M, Z/ETIE 41 MITHICPER L 72, 2 THETOMRETE O WIS HRMETH D, SO
EREBETOHAF L WZ B,

)\k+l - A (Ak - A10(13‘)()2-

*2 nttps://encyclopediaofmath.org/wiki/Decreasing_sequence
*3 https://encyclopediaofmath.org/wiki/Dichotomy_method
*4 https://encyclopediaofmath.org/wiki/Secant_method



K2 WHETOREEKDIR (REE)

BAME S RRME RAEE P9 KA
Newton £ 2 5 5 5.3926 11
th Mk 3 8 8 8.9066 25
—ik 30 41 41 40.3576 48
iteration until convergence (< 1e-12)
) Ea —
— e

secant bisection

X2 INRETORERBOH FEesX)

convergence in typical case

55

—— Newton
==+ secant
== Dbisection
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4.0

35

3.0

iteration

B3 PRECTOR T ()

§6. HXIT

PIal—YarEfToEIC, ClL & Newton iEDOMERIBOINC Y D & 5 7 BRHD 5 DR THAiz

DA, M4 TH5. CLIWNEL X, KEBRDDZ %52 RTINAS. JEF ety b [4, 6]
BEW XD, WEHHRATIESROVIRRE L 25,

t



C.1. vs # of iteration

10

# of iteration
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