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Abstract : A problem of aggregation approach of multiple stages multiple judgment preference stylesis studied in group
decison-making process. Multiple preferences are trandated into sngle one preference style based on the reciproca
comparison matrix and complementary matrix trandation formula. The weight of the decison-maker is suggested
according to the consgstency level of the decison preference and the deviation of the individual and the group. The
weight of the decisionstage is presented based on the priori information. Following that, the multiple stages and
multiple preferences are aggregated into the group preference.
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