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ABSTRACT

Decision making in health education and health promotion is often faced with
problems that are affected by different factors simultaneously. In this case, re-
searchers have to deal with multi-criteria decision-making problems. Consider-
ing the fact that many factors have an effect on the decisions that are to be
made in health education and health promotion, using a method that can deal
with both qualitative and quantitative criteria and data with a degree of uncer-
tainty is highly beneficial. The evidential reasoning approach is a multi-criteria
decision-making method that can be used to select the most preferable option,
based on comments from different experts. The benefits of this method are the
ability to receive and use data in different formats with or without uncertainty.
Thereby resulting in more reliable and sophisticated answer than many other
multi-criteria decision-making methods.
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1. Multiple-criteria decision-making (MCDM)

2. Multiple-objective decision-making (MODM)

3. Multiple-attribute decision-making (MADM)

4. Analytic hierarchy process (AHP)

5. Technique for Order Preference by Similarity to Ideal Solution
(TOPSIS)

6. Simple Additive Weighting (SAW)
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4. Expectations
5. Dempster-Shafer theory (DST)
6. The evidence combination rule of the Dempster-Shafer theory

1. Benjamin Franklin
2. Charnes, Cooper & Ferguson
3. Intelligent decision systems
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