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1 - Component Parts

2 - Linear Weighting Method

3 - Analytical Hierarchy Process (AHP)
4 - Mixed Integer Programming (MIP)
5 - Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)
6 - Outsourcing

7 - Make or Buy Decision

8 - Benchmark

9 - Attribute (Feature or Criterion)

10 - Matching Method

11 - Case-Base

12 - Nearest Neighbor (NN)




