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Abstract : The aggregation problem of the group preference information of interval number judgment matrices is
studied. Based on the consistency ratio (CR) of reciprocal judgment matrix , the condition of satisfactory cons stency
interval number reciprocal judgment matrix is proposed. And the consstency index (CGCIl) of complementary
judgment matix ispresented by the trandormation relation between the reciprocal judgment matrix and complementary
matix. Then the condition of satisfactory consistency inerval number complementary judgment marix is as
presented. Finally, the maxmal group consistency weight model is established, and adopted as the option of partners
in supply chain.
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4 B = () e (-1 (n- 2 2 @0 wrw-D%
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(A) 2 CGCl
CR :)\(n-Al) Rln' cr
‘Rl A (A) A cec 0.01 0.05 0.1 0.15
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