BULLEKPUTEPUIYMCKA AHAJZIU3A U3BOPA N3BOBAYA PAJOBA HA
YPEBEHY EPO3UOHUX NMOAPYYIA

TujaHa Angpujaruh, Haga Oparosuh?
YHuBep3uteT y beorpagy, LLymapcku dakynter

AncTpakT: MpojeKkTn 3aWTUTE epo3noHMX Noapyyja n ypehera 6yjudHUX cAnMBOBA
npeAcTaB/bajy MHBECTULMOHM MNOAYXBaT 3alITUTE MATepUjasHUX U JbYACKUX pecypca.
Mopes 3awWTUTE, OBU MPOJEKTU CYy YCMEPEHM Ka O4yBakby W OAPKMBOM Kopulwhery
3eM/bULIHUX U BOAHWUX pecypca. YcnewHa peanusaumja 0BUX NpojekaTa nogpasymesa
3aBpleTaKk y npeasuheHom poKy, no yTBphHeHoj ueHu u 3agosbaBajyhum ctaHZapavma
KBanuTeTa. [la 61 ce 0Baj UM/b NOCTUIA0 HEOMNXOAHO je AOHETU OANYKY O HAjnorogHujem
nssohauy npojekTa ysumajyhu y 063unp pacnonoxuse kaHaugate. Pasnmunte npoueaype
N KPUTEPUjYMU CE€ MOTY KOPUCTUTW 3a [AOHOLWEeHe OBe o4/siyke. Y pafy ce npeanaxe
npumeHa meTtoae  AHaIMTUYUKMK Xnjepapxmjckm npouecun (Axn), meTtoae
BULLEKPUTEPUjYMCKE aHanu3e Koja paHrupa noTteHumjanHe ussohauve. Kputepujymmn Ha
OCHOBY KOjuX je u3BpweH M360op HajnorogHujer KaHaAMAaTa cy: UCKYcTBO, GUHaAHCUjCKa
CTAabUNHOCT, TexHW4YKe MOryhHOCTM, OpraHU3auMoHe CnocobHOCTM W penyTauujy
noHyhaua.

K/byuHe peun: ypeherbe ByjU4HMX CNMBOBA, BULIEKPUTEPUjYMCKA aHanm3a, nsbop
n3Bohaya, oueHa KpUTEPUjYMa, aHAIUTUYKKN XNjepapXnjCKn npouecu

Abstract: Erosion and torrent control projects are investment attempt to protect
material and human resources. Furthermore, their aim is to protect soil and water
resources and contribute to sustainable use of these resources. Successful realization of
these projects means to complete projects on time, under budget and respecting
prescribed standard quality. In the order to obtain this goal it is necessary to make a
decision about the best contractor keeping in mind available candidates. Different
procedures and criteria can be used for carrying out this decision. In this paper, we
proposed Analytical hierarchy process (AHP), multi-criteria decision method, which is
used for potential candidate ranking. Finest candidate is selected with respect to the
following criteria: working experience, financial stability, technical capacity, organization
and reputation.

Keywords: torrential catchment protection, multi criteria analysis, contractor
selection, criteria evaluation, Analytical hierarchy process
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1. yBOA4

N3b6op Hajbosber M3Bohaua BpLUM Ce Ha OCHOBY PasIMUUTUX KpUTepujyma U of
npecyaHor je 3Hayaja 3a Hanpedak W ycneuiHy peanusauumjy npojekta (Zala and Bhat,
2011). bBpojHM cy pagoBM ayTopa W3 pPasIMUMTUX 3eMasba, nocseheHM 0BOj
npobnaematvun. Pasnmuunte npouenype 3a cnposohere NocTynka usbopa mssohaya, Kao
MU MmeToge 3a u3bop n yTBphuBakbe KpUTEpUjyma Cy pasBUjeHe Yy PasiIMunTUM 3em/bama.
Heke oa npoueaypa Koje CToje Ha pacnonaramy 3a AOHOLWEHE 0BE OAJYKE Cy: NMO3UBHO
WM jaBHO HagMeTarbe, Tj. CNPOBOAN Ce NMuMUTaUmnja UaM TeHaepcKka npoueaypa. HakoH
noAHolwera NoHyaa, NPMCcTyna ce OLeHM NoHyAa OAHOCHO KOMMETEHTHOCTM NoHyhaya Ha
OCHOBY 0B6MMHe TeHAepCcKe AoKymeHTauuje. CBM KaHAMAATU KOju noceayjy rpaheBuHCKY
003BO/lY U 33[0BO/baBajy OCHOBHE KPUTEpUjyme, ynase y Y¥KuU u3bop. Y uumby
oapehunBarba KoHauyHor msbopa, GUMHAHCHUjCKE, TEXHUYKE WU ynpaB/bayke CnocobHoCTH
KaHAMAaTa Koju cy ywaum y yXu u3bop noanexy petasbHoj aHanusm (Natush and
Skitmore, 1997a).

MpuUcTynn Koju ce Mory KOPUCTUTU 3a BpeaHOBakbe KaHauTaTta cy 1) msbop
nm3sohauya Ha OCHOBY LieHe TeHaepa 2) u3bop u3Bohauya Ha OCHOBY LieHe TeHaepa
y3umajyhu y 063mp 1 apyre KpuTepmujyme Kao LLTO Cy TPOLIKOBM, Bpeme U KeanuTeT (Fong
and Choi, 2000.). pyrn NpuUCTyn yK/bydyyje pasmaTtparbe KpUTepujyma Koju Mory mumaTwu
npecyaHy ynory 3a ogabuvp unmn gucksanndukaumjy ogpeheHor kaHautata. Ha npumep,
pas3nor 3a eNMMMUHUCAbE KaHAMAaTa KOjU HYAN HUXKY LEeHY je BUCOK PU3UK Ja npojekaTt
npeTpnu Heycnex 360r HEMCKYCTBa, Heycnexa Ha CIMYHMM NPOjEKTUMA Y NPOLUIOCTA UK
npesenukor ontepehera noTteHuujanHor nssohava ApyrMm npojektuma. MNpema Tome,
nopes LeHe je 6BUTHO y3eTu y 063uUp 1 Apyre KpUTepujyme Ha oCHOBY Kojux he ce BpLUMTH
BpeAHOBake KaHauTaTa.

Llnsb oBora paga je Aa MAeHTUPUKYje KpUTEPUjyME, OLEHM HUBOB 3HaYaj, U Npema
TOMe paHrnpa cBe onuuje, 04HOCHO NOTEHUMjaNHe KaHauAaTe.

Mpeu geo paga ce ogHocK Ha u3bop nssohaua, rae je y nornassby 2.1 gat npernes,
npucTyna u Kputepmjyma KopuiwheHux 3a n3bop mssohaya pagosa, a y nornasmwy 2.2
OMucCaHe je npuMereHa MeToZa BULUEKPUTEPUjyMCKE aHanuse -  AHaAUTU4M
xujepapxmjckn npouecu (AXM). Ynornaesby 2.3 je Ha KOHKpPETHOM MPUMEpPY MOKa3aHo
KaKo ce BpLK u3bop noHyhaya yaumajyhu y 063mp sule kputepmjyma. Octana nornassmba
ce 0HOCe Ha MHTepnpeTaunjy AobujeHnx pesyntata, ANCKYCHjy U 3aK/by4Ke.

2. MATEPUWIAN U METOA PAAA

2.1 MNpakKce u Kputepujymu 3a nsbop nssohaua

Mpoueaype Koje ce Mory Kopuctutu 3a nsbop nssohaya cy: OTBOPEHU TeHAepw,
opabpaHu/orpaHnyeHn TeHaepw, npeaksanndmKkaumja u nperosaparbe (Palaneeswaran,
Kumaraswamy, 2001). Hajuewhe kopuwheHa npakca 3a u3bop ussohaya je cenekumja Ha
OCHOBY HajHW}Ke NoHyheHe LeHe, WTO je A0CTa KPUTUKOBAHO C 063MPOM Ha HeraTuBHe
nocseauue Kao LWTO Cy MNPOAy)Kerte BpemMeHeHa Tpajatba pagoBa, MpeKopayere
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TpolWKoBa U cMakberbe KBanuteta (Darvish et al.,, 2009; Yang and Wang, 2003).
JoHoulewy oanyKe O KOHadyHOM u3bopy KaHampata (u3sohauya pagosa) npeTrxoam
npeaksanvduKaumnja n TeHaepcka esanyauuja (npoueHa noHyaa) (Holt, et al., 1994).
MNpeaxksanvdrKkaumja noapasymesa nNpoueHy cnocobHocTn n moryhHocTn noHyhaya, Koju
no 3aKoHy O NJaHupary U mnsrpagrwbu PC (2009) moxke 6UTKM NnpuBpeaHO APYLITBO MAM
NnpaBHO /IMLLE KOje noceayje: MMuUeHLy 3a oaroBopHor nssohava pagosa u ogrosapajyhe

pedepeLe.

Mpuavkom un3bopa u3Bohaya OWUTHO je oapesuUTV KPUTEPUjyme 3a HWXOBO
BpeAHOBakEe Kao M orpaHuderba Koja he yTuuaT Ha eNMMUHaLMjy nojegmMHux KaHamaaTta.
Pasnor 3a enMmuHMUAjy KaHAMAaTa Cy pasAnyMTM, Ha Np. Jiowa OpPraHM30BaHOCT
npeayseha Koju u3BoAM pagoBe, nowa penytaumja u pedepeHue. MpeaHocT Mmajy
KaHAMOATU KOju MO cBojuM pedepeHuama, UCKYCTBY, PUHAHCUjCKOj CTaBUAHOCTU UTA,
HajBuLWwe AoNpUHOCEe yCnewHoj peanmsaumjn npojekta. MNog ycnewHom penmsaumjom ce
npUTOM MnogpasymeBa 3aBpLIETaK pagoBa Yy yTBpHeHOM pOKy, y OKBMpYy OyueTta, ca
3ag0BosbaBajyhum Kputepmnjymom 6e3begHocTv 1 NOTPEOHMM HUBOOM KBa/iMTeTa.

Y pasnmMunutum 3emsbama pasanuute cy npoueaype nsbopa nssohava. Y Typckoj, Ha
npumep, MNOCTyNakK ce cacToju M3 npegkeanvduKkaumje, HaKOH 4era ce Of
npeaksanMduKoBaHMX KaHaAnAaTa 6upa noHyhay Koju Hyam HajHUXKY LeHy (Topcy, 2004).
Y ®dpaHuyckoj ce ogbalyje KaHANAAT KOjU HyAM abBHOPMAJIHO HUCKY LeHyY, AOK je npakca
y [aHckoj, Utanuju, Moptyranmnju n JykHoj Kopeju pa ce ogbujy noHyhaum ca jako
BMCOKOM LLEHOM, Ka0 M OHM Ca jako HUCKOM LieHom (Zavadskas and Vilutiené, 2006).

KpTuTepjymu Koju ce mory Kopuctuth 3a npegksanndukaumjy nssohava cy 6pojHu.
Y WpaHy ce 6Gupa Kao HajnpuxsaT/bMBMja MOHYAA OHA KOja MMa HAjHUXKY LEHY, Yyemy
npeaxoam npegkBannduKaumja KaHaMAaTa Ha OCHOBY LOEBET KPUTEPUjyma: pPagHo
WCKYCTBO, TEXHONOTNja U ONpemMa, UCKYCTBO W 3Hatbe OMNepaumoHor Tuma, GUHaHCHjcKa
CTAabUNHOCT, KBa/AUTET, OAWCKOCT ca gatom o06nacTv, penyTaumja, KpPeaTUBHOCT U
nHoBaumje (Darvish et al., 2009). Hatush and Skitmore (1998) cmaTpajy ga cy nopep, ueHe
jako BUTHM KpUTepUjymmn: PUHAHCKjCKA CTaBUAHOCT, TEXHUYKA moryhHocT, meHahepcke
cnocobHocTn, besbegHocT u penyTtaumja. Cheng and Li (2004) Bple nssop nssohaua Ha
OCHOBY 8 KpuUTepujyma: LeHe TeHaepa, prHaHCKjcke MoryRHOCTH, UCKYCTBA, UCMYyHaBakba
ycnoBsa y MNpoOWAoCTM (Heycnecw, Kalkbera), JbYACKMX pecypca, TPeHYTHOr pagHor
onTepehewa, ogHoca y npownoctu u 6esbeaHocHMx nepdopmaHcu. Zlatanovic i
Stefanovi¢ (2005) spwe u360p M3Bohaya pagoBa WMHBECTULMOHMX ObjeKaTa LyMCKOr
WHXEeHEePMHIa Ha OCHOBY KpUTEPUjyMa KOjU Ce OOHOCE Ha KapaKTepucTuke npeayseha
Kao U KpuUTepujyma KOju ce ogHoce Ha KOHKpeTaH objekaT. Kputepujym Koju je ogf
BE/IMKOT 3HAayaja je KoMNeTeHTHOCT NoHyhaya Koja ce Mmepu UCKYCTBOM U pedepeHLamMa,
pacnosioXKMBOM PaHAOM CHAarom U MexaHW3aLMjoM, MEeHALIEPCKUM U OpraHM3aLMOHMM
CNOCOBHOCTMMA Kao M TPEHYTHUM aHraxKoBatbeM Ha APYrMM WU CAMYHUM MPOjEKTMMA
(Palaneeswaran and Kumaraswamy, 2001). Hekn of HajKpuUTUUYHMjUX dakTopa ycnexa
npojekTa cy Heycnex y npownocty, ¢uHaHcujcku npobnem, nowe nepdopmaHLe,
Hecpehe Koje npoucTuyy ycnen HegoBosbHe obesbeheHocTn pagHor mecta (Hatush,
Skitmore, 1997a; Singh, Tiong, 2006).
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2.2 OcHoBHe noctaBke AXI metoae

MeToaonorvja Koja ce moXKe KOPUCTUTK 3a BpedHoBake M3Bohaya je pasanuuta:
BULIEKpUTEPUjyMCKa aHanmsa (Cheng, Li, 2004), npuctyn HenocpeaHor yroapatba (Holt,
1998), BuweatpubyTMBHa aHanu3a (Topcy, 2004), BUWeaTPUOYTUBHA TEOPUja KOPUCHOCTH
(Wong et al., 2003), Teopuja ¢a3m ckynosa (Cheng, Li, 2004; Holt, 1998), PERT meToaa -
TEXHUKa 3a oueHy WM peBusujy nporpama (Natush, Skitmore, 1997b) wuta. Y paagy je
npumereHa MmeToAa BULWEKPUTEPUYMCKE aHanmse — AHaAJIUTUYKKM  XUjepapXujCcKu
npouecu (AXM), Koja paHrMpa KaHaAngaTe npema KpUtepujymmma Koju cy Be3aHW 3a Heke
aTTpubyTe KomnaHuje n usBohaya. YnkweHnua je Aa je o4 BENMKOr 3Hayaja HanpaBuUTH
paBHOTEXY M3Mehy ueHe u aTpubyTa KaHAMAaTa Koju ce He M3parkaBajy MOHETApHUM
BpeaHocTtuma (Singh, Tiong, 2006), mehyTnm, KpUTEpUjymu pasmaTpaHu y pagy oaHoce
ce npsy a3y BpegHOBatba KaHauaaTa, dasy npeaksanndukaumje. Linmw paga je aa ce Ha
KOHKPETHOM MpPUMMEpPY TOKa)Ke KAKo Ce KaHAMZATM pPaHrMpajy Kaga pasinymty
KpUTEPUJYMU UMajy PasINUYMTU 3HaYaj (TEXUHCKe KoeduumjeHTe) y 3aBUCHOCTU Of Tora
KOJIMKO Cy BUTHW 33 NPOjeKaT U KONMKY BaXKHOCT MM npuaaje AoHocMAaL, oanyKe.

Moctynak AXI meToge Kojy je pasBMo maTemaTtmyap Tomas Saaty 1980-mx
omoryhyje oapehnsarbe TeKMHa KpUTEPUjyMa U paHrnparbe KaHanaaTa. Metoaa y3uma y
0631p 1 KBANUTATUBHE U KBAHTUTAaTUBHE KpUTEpUjyMe, a npoLeaypa npumeHe meToae ce
Moxe objacHUTK Kpo3 cneaehe Kopake (Saaty,Vargas, 2001):

1. MNpobnem ce pawynaHu Tako Aa ce bopmumpa xmjepapxuja Ha Ynjem Bpxy je
UW/b, UCTIOA Hbera Cy KpUTEpPUjymu, NOAKPUTEPUjYMU, AOK CYy anTepHaTUBeE
(kaHaMaaTH) Ha aHy necteuue (Cnuka 1);

2. EnemeHTV ogpeheHor HMBOA XMjepapxuje n, nopese ce y NaposMma, 1 To y
OoflHOCY Ha HagpeheHn enemeHT (Kputepujymu ce nopeae mehy cobom vy
OAHOCY Ha MNOCTaB/bEHW LM/b, a anTepHaTMBe Yy OOHOCY Ha CBaKM oA
KpuTepunjyma) Kopuctehun Saaty-jeBy ckany (Tabena 1);

3. Pesyntatn nopehewa ce ynucyjy y matpuue, 4ymju 6poj 3asucu og 6poja
enemaHarta (Kputepujyma) Ha gatom HMBoy nx(n—1)/2;

4. PayyHa ce BEKTOpP CONCTBEHUX BPeAHOCTM MATPULLE;

5. Oppehyje ce BekTop npuopuTeTa (TEXMHCKMX KoeduumjeHaTa) w
HOpManM3aumjom MmaTpuue, 4YMme ce 3anpaso ogapehyje BpegHoCT
KpUTEPUjyMa y OAHOCY Ha UW/b, OAHOCHO anTepHaTMBa Yy OAHOCY Ha
KpuTtepujyme;

6. PauyyHa ce MmaKcMmasnHa COMCTBEHa BPeAHOCTM mMaTpuue Amax, Ha OCHOBY
yera ce pavyyHa UHAEKC KoHaucteHnTHoctu Cl, Cl= Amax—n/(n—1);

7. CreneH KoHsucTeHTHocTM CR ce padyHa Kao ogHoc CI/RI, npu yemy je Rl
CNY4YajHU WHAOEKC KOoju 3aBUCKM of peda Matpuue (Tabena 2). CR je
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NPUXBaT/bMBO YKOJIMKO He npeBaswnnasu 0,10, y cynpoTHOM maTtpuua je
HEKOH3UCTEHTHA M nopehetrba je NoTpebHO NOHOBUTH.

8. Opapehyje ce KOHaYHU BEKTOpP MpUOpUTETA (TENKMHA), MHOMEHEM TEXKNHA
aNTepHaTUBa Ca TEXKUHOM KpUTEepUjyma.

Tabena 1: Saaty-jeBa ckana BpeiHOBaHa

Table 1: Saaty scale for comparative judgement

3Hauaj JedunHuumja
Importance Definition

1 [Ba enemeHTa Cy UCTOT 3HAYaja
3 Cnaba 4OMMHAHTHOCT jeIHOT e/leMeHTa Y 04HOCY Ha ApYrK
5 JaKa JOMMHAHTHOCT jeaHOr eneMeHTa y 04HOCY Ha Apyru
7 JemoHcTprpaHa LOMUHAHTHOCT je4HOT eeMeHTa Y O4HOCY Ha Apyru
9 AnconyTHa ZOMWHAHTHOCTE jeAHOr enemMeHTa

2,4,6,8 MehyspeaHocTu

Tabena 2: BpeagHoctn cayyajHor nHaekca Rl

Table 2: Random consistency values

Pen maTpuue
Size of matrix

BpegHoct RI
Rl values
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2.3 Mpumep npumeHe meToae

Ta6ena 3: ledmHnCcame KpUTepUjyma 1 anTepHaT1Ba

Table 3: Decision criteria and decision alternatives

AnTepHaTuBe oany4ymsarba/Decision alternatives
K . —
putepujymu /Criteria M3Bohauy | M3Bohau | N3sohau | M3Bohau Wssohau E
A b 1) 1}
PagHo ucyctso (PW)
-bp. rog,. nocnosaHa (PA1) 2 4 7 9 15
-bp. ycnewHo peannsoBaHux
npojeKkaTa y npeTxogHux 5 roa.
(P12) 4 3 7 7 6
-bp. ycnewHo peannsoBaHu
C/INYHUX MpojeKaTa y Hema 1 4 5 5
npetxoaHe 5 roa. (PU3)
durHaHcujcka ctabunHocT (PC) Cpeambe
(pacnonoskuea cpeacTea u cTabun- Cpeprve
Crabun- Crabun- | Crabwun- crabunHo
ZlyroBatba) HO [0
HO HO HO 4o
cTabun-
cTabunHo
HO
Pacnonoxusoct pecypca (PP) | Ageksa- | Apeksat | MNpekop | Mpekopau
-pacnosioxKnBoCT TaH aH ayerbe ere ApekBaTtaH
-KOMMNETEHTHUX PagHUKa, Kanmaum- | KanauuT | KanaumT | KanauuTeT | KanauuTteT
MexaHu3aumje n onpeme Ter er eTa a
OpraHusaymja 1 penytaumja Mpuxsa-
6 n 6 o)
noHyhaua (OPP) Aobpa owa Aobpa AfMHHa T/bUBa
OpraHusaymoHe cnocobHocTH
(OP)
bp. j j
P- Nipojexara Ko Rucy Hema 1 Hema Hema 1
peann3oBaHu yCrewHo ycnes,
Kalkera WM Npekopayersa
6yueta (P)

Ha ocHoBy npoydyaBaHe nuTepatype (Watt et al. 2010; Holt et al., 1994; Topcy,
2004; Al-Harbi, 2001; Jaskowski et al., 2010; El-Sawalhi et al., 2007; Darwish et al., 2009;
Nieto-Morote, Ruz-Vila, 2012) wus3abpaHu cy cneaehu Kputepujymu 3a BpeAHOBaHe
KaHAMpaTa: pajHO  MCKYCTBO, MHAHCMjcKa CTabWAHOCT, TexHW4YKa  MmoryhHocT
(pacnonoxkuBocT pecypca) U opraHusaumja u penyTtauumja noHyhava. Nogrputepujymm cy:
6poj roaMHa nocnoBatba OpraHusaumje; 6poj ycnewHo peanns3oBaHWMX MpojeKkaTa y
npoTtekamx 5 roamHa, 6poj ycnewHo peannsoBaHMxX NpojekaTta y NpoTekAmx 5 rogmHa us
061acTh 3a Kojy ce KOHRypuwe 1 6poj npojekaTa Koju HUCY peannsoBaHu yCNeLwWHo ycnes,
Kallkberba MM MpeKopauverse byueta. MNeT KaHampata A, 6, U, A » E je BpegHoBaHO
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y3umajyhu y 063mMp HaBefeHe KpUTepujyme Koju ce Mory M3pasmTu KBAaHTUTAaTUBHO MU
KBaJIMTaTUBHO Kao LUTO je NpUKasaHo y Tabenn 3.

Xujepapxmjckm mopen oayydmMBarba Ca MNPMKA3aHMM LW/BEM, KPUTEPUjYMUMA,
NOAKPUTEPUjYMUMA U anTepHaTMBama 3a NnocmaTtpaHu npobnem y paay je npukasaH Ha
cavum 1.

dunancujcka

crabuiHocT
Bpoj roauna
NOCIOBaha
bpoj peannzopanux
IpenkBanupukanuja Lpojcxata A
i HckycTBo . B
HSEON l bpoj cinunux Wi
npojekara i}
PacnionoxusocT E
pecypca

= Opranusanuja
Opranusanuja u

penyTanuja .
Bpoj HeycnemHo

peann30BaHuX
npojekara

Cnuka 1: Xujepapxujcku moden 00ay4usara 3a 00abup HajrnososeHuje2 uzsoha4va

Figure 1: Decision hierarhy for selection the most suitable contractor

3. PESYNTATU U AUCKYCUIA

Pesyntatn nopeherba 3Havaja KpUTEpUjyma y 04HOCY Ha Un/b, NOAKPUTEPUjyMA Y
OHOCY Ha MOCTaB/bEHE KpUTEpujyme, U anTepHaTMBa Y OOHOCY Ha KpuTepujyme
npuKasaHu cy TabenapHo. [eTasbaH MOCTYMaK NpumMeHe meToge objalwreH je Ha
npumepy nopehera KpuTepujyma y OAHOCY HA MoCTaB/beHu Uu/b. Kputepujymu ce
nopese y naposuma Kopuctehu Saaty-jeBy ckany (Tabena 1), rae ce Kao pesynrtaT
[obujajy TeXUHE KpUTepujyma, Kao MepUIo HUXOBOr 3HaYaja. BpegHocTu nopehema aj
ynucyjy ce y maTpuuy nopehera A=[a;]. Ha npumep, noctae/ba ce nuTambe y Kojoj je mepu
KpUTEPUjyM pagHO MCKycTBO (PU) BaKHMjM of KpuTepujyma ¢uHaHCMjcKa cTabuaHocT
(dC) 3a n3bop nssohaya pagosa. YKOIMKO Cy Ta ABa KpUTepujyma nojefHaKo BaXKHa
nojaesbyje ce BpeaHOCT 1, YKONMKO je jeaaH KpuTepujym cnabo AOMWHAHTaH goJesbyje ce
BpeAHOCT 3, AOK Ce y TOM C/ydyajy 3a APpYyrM efemeHT gojesbyje BpegHoct 1/3. Y
KOHKPETHOM NpuMmepy Kako cnaby AOMMHAHTHOCT ca rneamuiTa JOHOCMOLA OA4YKa MMa
duMHaHCKjcKa cTabunHocT, y matpuum nopeherba (Tabenu 4.1) Ha npeceky peaa PU u
konoHe ®C ynucyje ce spegHoct 1/3.
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Ta6ena 4.1.: Mopehere Kputepunjyma

Table 4.1.: Criteria comparisons

PU »C PP OPP
PU 1 1/3 1 1
®C 3 1 3 3
OPP 1 1/3 1 1
nu 1 1/3 1 1

Cnepehn Kopak je opgpehuBarbe BEKTOPa COMCTBEHWMX BPEAHOCTM MaTpuLe
nopehemwa. ConcrteeHa BpeAHOCT MaTpuue je ogpeheHa Tako LWTO Cy CyMUpPaHU CBU
e/IeMEHTUN KOJIOHE KOj1 Cy NOTOM MoaesbeHn ca aobujeHum 36upom, 1/(1+3+1+1)=0,1667;
3/(1+43+1+1)=0,5000; 1/(1+3+1+1)=0,1667; 1/(1+3+1+1)=0,1667. BpeaHocTM peposa
maTpuLe ce Ha Kpajy cymupajy (tabena 4.2).

Ta6ena 4.2. OapehuBatbe BEKTOPA COMNCTBEHUX BPEAHOCTM MaTPULLE U CYMe
penoBsa

Table 4.2: Determining the vector of eigenvalues and the sum of the rows

PU @C PP OPP Cyma penoBa
PU 0,1667 0,1667 0,1667 0,1667 0,6667
®C 0,5000 0,5000 0,5000 0,5000 2,000
PP 0,1667 0,1667 0,1667 0,1667 0,6667
OPP 0,1667 0,1667 0,1667 0,1667 0,6667

Hopmanusaumja matpuue nopehera MNOCTUNKE ce Oe/berbeM Cyma peaoBa ca
6pojem penosa:
0,6667 0,1667
1| 2,000 | |0,5000
4/0,6667| |01667
0,6667 0,1667

Ha Taj HauuMH ce [ob6KMja BEKTOP COMNCTBEHMX BPEAHOCTU MaTpuULLEe, OAHOCHO BEKTOP
npuoputeta w. Kputepmnjymmma PU, PP U OPP ce pgopesbyje TEXMHCKM KoedUumnjeHT
0,16667, a kputepujymy ®C ce goaesbyje 0,5000, npu yemy je 36up cBUX BEKTOpPaA jeaHaK
1.
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HakoH Tora ce oapehyje mMaKcMmasiHa COMCTBEHA BPeAHOCT MaTpuue Amax,

MHOMEHEM MaTpuLe rae Ccy CMeWTeHW pesyntatm nopeherwa U TEXKMHCKMX
KoedumumnjeHaTa w:
1 1/3 1 1 0,1667 0,6667
3 1 3 3 . 0,5000 2
1 1/3 1 1| | 01667 | |0,6667
1 1/3 1 1| |016667 0,6667
JobujeHn pesyntat ce penn ca BpegHowhy BeKTopa npuopuTeTta, T
0,6667/0,1667=4; 2/0,5=4; 0,6667/0,1667=4; 0,666//0,1667=4, npu 4Yemy je
4+4+4+4
/Imax:—:4,0.
KOH3MCTEHTHOCT oOfJ/lyuvMBarba Cce MOTOM MpoBepasa, Mnpu Yemy cTenex
_ Amax—n
KOH3MUCTeHTHOCTM CR mopa 6utn mamwum og 0,10. Kako je CIl =— =0, RI= 0,9

Cl
(tabena 2) , pobuja ce aa je CR =ﬁ=0, YC/IOB je 3a40BOJ/beH. McTK noctynak ce

npumerbyje 1 3a nopeherbe anTepHatTMBa y oAHOCY Ha Kputepujyme. CBM pesynartaTu cy
npuKasaHu y Tabenama (5.1- 5.3).

Tab6ena 5.1: MNopehere KpUTEpMjyma y o4HOCY Ha LUnb

Table 5.1: Pairwise comparisons of criteria with respect to goal

PU dC PP OPP TeXunHa w
PU 1 1/3 1 1 0,1667
dC 3 1 3 3 0,5000
PP 1 1/3 1 1 0,1667
OPP 1 1/3 1 1 0,1667

Amax=4,0; CI=0,0; RI=0,90; CR=0,0 < 0,10 ycnos 3a40BO/bEH
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Ta6ena 5.2: MNopehere noaxkpuTepnjyma

Table 5.2: Pairwise comparisons of subcriteria

PU PU1 P2 PU3 TexnHa w
PU1 1 1/3 1/3 0,1415
PU2 3 1 1/2 0,3338
PU3 3 2 1 0,5247

Amax=3,0538; CI=0,0269; RI=0,58; CR=0,0464 < 0,10 ycnoB 3a40B0/beH

OPP oP P TexxnHa w
opP 1 1 0,50
P 1 1 0,50

Amax=2,00; CI=0,0; RI=0,0; CR=0 < 0,10 ycnos 3a40B0O/bEH

Tabena 5.3: Nopehere anTepHaTMBa y NapoBmMma y ogHocy Ha PU1, PU2, PU3, OC,

PP, OP, P
Table 5.3: Pairwise comparisons of alternatives with respect to P11, P2, PU3, ®C,
PP, OP, P
PU1 M3Bohau | M3Bohau | N3Bohau | U3Bohau | M3Bohau oUW
A B L, il E
N3sohau A 1 1/2 1/4 1/5 1/7 0,0464
MN3Bohau b 2 1 1/3 1/4 1/5 0,0743
M3Bohau L 4 3 1 1/2 1/5 0,1490
M3Bohau [ 5 4 2 1 1/4 0,2200
M3Bohau E 7 5 5 4 1 0,5103
Amax=5,2416; CI=0,0604; RI=1,12; CR=0,0539 < 0,10 ycnoB 3a40B0/bEH
PUN2 M3Bohau | U3Bohau | U3Bohau | U3Bohau | M3Bohau oUW
A b L, il E
M3Bohau A 1 2 1/4 1/4 1/3 0,0853
M3Bohau b 1/2 1 1/5 1/5 1/4 0,0558
M3Bohau L} 4 5 1 1 2 0,3300
MN3Bohau [ 4 5 1 1 2 0,3300
M3sohau E 3 4 1/2 1/2 1 0,1987

Amax=5,0557; CI=0,0139; RI=1,12; CR=0,0124 < 0,10 ycnoB 3a40B0O/beH
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PU3 Masz'f)aq MsscE)haq Msslj'f)aq M3Bz'f)aq M33<E)F)aq Tesuna w
M3Bohau A 1 1/3 1/5 1/6 1/6 0,0433
M3Bohau b 3 1 1/6 1/7 1/7 0,0641
M3Bohau L} 5 6 1 1/3 1/3 0,1815
M3Bohau [ 6 7 3 1 1 0,3556
M3Bohau E 6 7 3 1 1 0,3556

Amax=5,3636; CI=0,0909; RI=1,12; CR=0,0811< 0,10 ycnoB 3a40BO/bEH

®C M3Bohau | M3Bohau | M3Bohau | U3Bohau | U3Bohau | TexkuHa w
A 3 L, il E
MN3Bohau A 1 4 1 1 4 0,2857
MN3Bohau b 1/4 1 1/4 1/4 1 0,0714
M3Bohau Ll 1 4 1 1 4 0,2857
M3Bohau [ 1 4 1 1 4 0,2857
N3sohau E 1/4 1 1/4 1/4 1 0,0714
Amax=5,0; CI=0,0; RI=1,12; CR=0,0 < 0,10 yc/i0B 3a40BO/bEH
PP M3Bohay | M3Bohay | U3Bohau | M3Bohau | U3Bohau | TerkmHa w
A 3 L, il E
MN3Bohau A 1 1 1/2 1/2 1 0,1429
MN3Bohau b 1 1 1/2 1/2 1 0,1429
M3Bohau L} 2 2 1 1 2 0,2857
M3Bohau [ 2 2 1 1 2 0,2857
M3Bohau E 1 1 1/2 1/2 1 0,1429
Amax=5,0; CI=0,0; RI=1,12; CR=0,0 < 0,10 ycnoB 3a40BO/bEH
OP M3Bohay | M3Bohay | U3Bohau | M3Bohau | U3Bohau | TerkmHa w
A B 4 il E
M3Bohau A 1 3 1 1/3 3 0,1952
M3Bohau b 1/3 1 1/3 1/5 1 0,0736
M3Bohau L} 1 3 1 1/3 3 0,1952
M3Bohau [ 3 5 3 1 5 0,4624
M3Bohau E 1/3 1 1/3 1/5 1 0,0736

Amax=5,0555; CI=0,0139; RI=1,12; CR=0,0124 < 0,10 ycnoB 3a40BO/bEH
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P M3Bohau | M3Bohau | M3Bohau | M3Bohau | U3Bohau | TerkuHa w
A b L i E
MN3Bohau A 1 5 1 1 5 0,2941
MN3Bohau b 1/5 1 1/5 1/5 1 0,0588
M3Bohau Ll 1 5 1 1 5 0,2941
M3Bohau [ 1 5 1 1 5 0,2941
M3Bohau E 1/5 1 1/5 1/5 1 0,0588
Amax=5,0; CI=0,0; RI=1,12; CR=0,0 < 0,10 ycnoB 3a40BO/bEH

CuHTe3a pesyntata Kao 3asBpwHa ¢asa AXIM meToae, noApasymeBa MHOMEHE
BEKTOPa TEXUHCKUX KoeduuMjeHaTa anTepHaTMBa Ca TEXMHCKUX KoeduumjeHTMMma
Kputepujyma. O4HOCHO, KaKo Cy M34BOjEHN NOAKPUTEPUjYMU, Hajpe Cce MHOXKE TeXKUHe
noAKpUTEPUjyMa ca TeXXMHOM Kputepujyma (Tabena 6).

Tabena 6. BpeaHocTn TeXXUHa KpuUTepujyma

Table 6. Criteria weights

Kputepujymm TexxkuHe
PU1 0,0237
PU2 0,0556
PU3 0,0875
»C 0,5000
PP 0,1667
oP 0,0834
P 0,0834
2 =1,00

HakoH oBor Kopaka fobujeHe BpeAHOCTM Ce& MHOXE Ca TEXMHOM aNTepHaTUBa U
[obuja ce npuoputeT KaHaMaaTa (Cnamka 2).

M3BohauA=0,0237*0,0464+0,0556*0,0853+0,0875*0,0433+0,5000*0,2857+0,1667
*0,1429+0,083*0,1952+0,0834*0,2941=0,2171

M3sohauB=0,0239*0,0743+0,0556*0,0558+0,0875*0,0641+0,5000*0,0714+0,1667
*0,1429+0,083*0,0736+0,0834*0,0588=0,0810

M3BohauC=0,0239*0,0464+0,0556*0,0853+0,0875*0,0433+0,5000*0,2857+0,1667
*0,1429+0,083*0,1952+0,0834*0,2941=0,2690

MN3BohauD=0,0239*0,0464+0,0556*0,0853+0,0875*0,0433+0,5000*0,2857+0,1667
*0,1429+0,083*0,1952+0,0834*0,2941=0,3082

MN3BohayE=0,0239*0,0464+0,0556*0,0853+0,0875*0,0433+0,5000*0,2857+0,1667
*0,1429+0,083*0,1952+0,0834*0,2941=0,1248
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Cnuka 2: Pe3yrimamu cunmese ca paneuparbem KaHouoama
Figure 2: Results of synthesis showing ranking of alternatives

Haj6osbu nsbop mnssohaya npumeHom AXI meTtode je KaHAnAaT - nssohau [, Koju
Ce KapaKTepulle CTabUAHUM OGUMHAHCUMJCKMM CTatbeM, KamauuTeToM pecypca  Koju
npesBasuiasu 3axTeBaHM KanauuTerT, Hajsehum 6Opojem ycnewHo peannsoBaHUX
npojekaTta y nociearux 5 rogmHa, WTo cy 6MAM FNAaBHU KPUTEPUjYMM 33 BPEeAHOBAHE
KaHamaaTta. OQHOCHO, OBMM KpUTepujymmma je gogesbeH Hajsehu 3Hauaj. M3sohau L je
paHrMpaH Kao cnegehm no keanudukaumju, na mssohau A, ussohad E u Ha Kpajy je
ussohauy b. Pasnor HucKOr paHrMpara KaHamaaTa b je manu 6poj peannsoBaHUx
npojekaTa Kao M /oA OpraHusaumja Koja moxke GUTM pasnor 3a enMmuHauumjy oBoOr
KaHamaaTta. U3sohau E je M nopepn 3ag0BosbaBajyder 6poja peannsoBaHWMX NpojekaTta
PaHTMpaH TaKO [a je Ha HajHMKUM ecTBULAMA Xujepapxuje, a pasior Tome cy
KpUTEPUjyMU: PUHAHCUjCKA CTAaOWNHOCT, OpraHusauMja M PacnosioXMBOCT pecypca Mo
KOjMMa Cy OCTa/IN KaHAULATM PAaHTMPaHK Kao 6osbu.

MpoBepy 0CeT/bUBOCTM pe3ynTaTa MOXKe Ce U3BPLUNTM NPOMEHOM 3Hayaja, OAHOCHO
TeXXnHe ogpeheHnx Kputepujyma. YKOJIMKO ce NPeTnocTaBu A3 CBU KPUTEPUjYMU MMajy
WUCTW 3Ha4aj, Taaa he cBM OHM MMaTK TeKMHCKY BpeaHocT 0,25 npu yemy paHr KaHamMaaTta
0/,roBapa NoYeTHOM paHruparby (cimka 3).

OHO WTO ce MOXKe 3aK/byUUTU jecTe A CY HajnpUXBaT/bMBUjU KaHOMOATU: KaHAMOAT
O v kaHgngat E.

39



Hzeohaz E

Lo o]
—

|

Hssohas [T W
‘ | .

Hzeohaa 1] [

Hzeohaz b

HzzobhazA w

0 005 01 015 02 025 03 035

Konauno panrapame aiTepHaTHEA (IOTeHIHjaHAX
u3eolhaua)

Cnuka 3: CeH3UMUBHA AHAAU3A: paHauparbe KaHOuUdama Kaoa cy ceu
Kpumepujymu ucmoe 3Ha4aja

Figure 3: Sensitivity analysis: candidate ranking when all criteria has the same
weight

4. 3AK/bYHUM

PagoBu Ha ypehery byjU4HUX CAMBOBA U 3aLUTUTU 3eM/bULLTA O epo3suje Tpeba
Aa 6byay v3BegeHW y MIAaHUPAHOM BPEMEHY, Y OKBUPY PaC/AONOMKMBUX GUHAHCU]CKMX
cpeactaBa M npema 3axTeBaHMM CTaHgapguma. [a 6u ce oBaj uwmb Yy npouecy
peanusaumje npojekata ocTBapuvo nocebHO je BaxaH npaswnaH usbop wusBohaua.
McTpaskmBarbe y pagy ce ogHocM Ha u3bop m3Bohaya pagoBa NMPUMMEHOM MeToae
AHanUTUYKKM Xujepapxujcku npouecu. OBa meToda pasmaTpa BuULIE KpuTepujyma
(KBAaHTUTAaTMBHM W KBanuTaTMBHM) M omoryhaBa palwuynarbaBarbe npobnema y Buay
xujepapxuje. MpumeHOM OBe MeTode MpPeBasuiasM ce jeAHOKPUTEPUjYMCKM u36op
nm3eohaya Koju ce Hajyewde 6asvMpa Ha MMHMManHo noHyheHoj ueHu (Zlatanovic,
Stefanovic¢, 2005).

Mpoueaypa Koja ce npeana)ke je BpeAHOBakbe KaHAMAATA HAa OCHOBY HoUXOBE
KBanuduKaumje, 0AHOCHO, MCKycTa, pedepeHua, penyTtaumje uta. Y nutamy je ¢asa
npeaksanvduKalmje Koja npetxoau pasmaTtparby NOHyAa KaHaupata. Ha pepocnep,
paHrMparba KaHAMAaTa yTuye 3Hayaj KpuUTepujyma, OAHOCHO TEXMHA Koja MM ce
fogesbyje. Ha KOHKpeTHOM npuvmepy je npwuKasaH nocTynak ytephuBarba paHra
KaHAMOATA Kao W CEH3UTMBHOCT pe3ynTaTta Koja ce NOCTMXKe MPOMEHOM 3Hauaja
KpuTtepujyma.

HakoH ¢ase npeaksanndukaumje, KpUTepUjyM 3a gasbe paHruparbe je noHyheHa
LueHa, Koja MoxKe 6uTh oanydyjyda 3a m3bop KaHgupata. [asbe paHrupare, Kao u
moryhHocT nopeherbe AXI meToae ca HEKMM APYrMM METOAama BULIEKPUTEPUjYMCKOT
0A4/1y4MBakba CMaATPaMO MHTEPECAHTHUM M 3HaYajHUM 3a Heka byayha uctpaxkmsarba.
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SUMMARY

Successful realization of erosion and torrent control projects means to complete
projects on time, under budget and respecting prescribed standard quality. In the order
to obtain this goal a decision about the best contractor has to be made. Different
procedures and criteria can be used for carrying out this decision. Widely used approach
in the past for contractor selection are based on one criteria — the lowest bid price, which
is one of the major causes of project delivery problems. Application of methods which
considere multiple criteria, makes it possible to overcome this problem. In this paper,
Analytical hierarchy process (AHP), a multi-criteria decision method is used for potential
candidate ranking. Five criteria are used to select the most suitable candidate, namely:
working experience, financial stability, resource capacity, organizational capability and
reputation. A decision maker (i.e. a client or their representative) gives the weights to
each criterias according to their contribution to the selection of the best contractor. The
results of applied method indicate that the best candidates are contractor D and
contractor E. Sensitive analysis of results confirmed the order of candidate ranking. The
reason for high ranking of these candidates are stable financial situation, adequate
resource capacity and the highest number of successfully completed projects in the last 5
years.
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