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1- Multi Objective Programming.

2- Total Cost Ownership (TCO)

3- Analytic Network Process (ANP)

4- Multi Objective Mixed Integer Linear Programming (MOMILP)
5- Analytical Hierarchy Process (AHP)

6- Weighted Objective

7- Goal Programming

8- Compromise Programming

9- Value Path Method

10- Interactive Goal Programming

11- Fuzzy Mixed Integer Goal Programming
12- Data Envelopment Analysis (DEA)

13- Negotiation

14- Return to Scale




15- Chance Constrained Data Envelopment Analysis (CCDEA)
16- Buyer-Seller Game Model

17- Pair-Wise Efficiency Game (PEG)
18- Chance Constraint Programming
19- Input Oriented

20- Neural Network

21- Back Propagation Neural Network
22- Decision Tree

23- Efficient Solution

24- Preferred Solution

25- Weak Discriminating Power

26- Unrealistic weight Distribution




