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Abstract: A group decision making problem is studied, in which the preference inform ation about the
alternatives provided by the decision makers can be of diverse nature. An optimization model is con—
structed to integrate the fuzzy judgement matrices and AHP judgement matrices given by the decision
makers. By solving the model, theranking values of alternatives can be obtained. In this model, rank-
ings of alternatives reflect the subjective preference of every decision maker. An example is given to il-

lustrate the usefulness of the proposed model-
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