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Value of 1 to 5 for 3 criterion and 
an average
Value of 1 to 5 for 3 criterion and 

an averageg
Effectiveness
Implementability

g
Effectiveness
Implementability
CostCost

Criterion Alternative 1 Alternative 2 Alternative 3 Alternative 4

Effectiveness 1 4 3 3Effectiveness 1 4 3 3

Implementability 1 3 2 4

Cost 1 1 3 5

Total 3 8 8 12

Average 1 2.7 2.7 4
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