


 

 

INSIGHT JOURNAL (IJ) 
UiTM Cawangan Johor Online Journal Vol. 5: 2019 
Special Issue 
Selected Papers form IABC2019 
eISSN :2600-8564 
Published by UiTM Cawangan Johor  
insightjournal.my 

 
About 

INSIGHT Journal is an online, open access, international 

refereed research journal established by Universiti 
Teknologi MARA Cawangan Johor, Malaysia. It is indexed in 
MyJurnal MCC. 

INSIGHT Journal focuses on social science and humanities 
research. The main aim of INSIGHT Journal is to provide an 
intellectual forum for the publication and dissemination of 
original work that contributes to the understanding of the 
main and related disciplines of the following areas: 
Accounting, Business Management, Law, Information 
Management, Administrative Science and Policy Studies, 
Language Studies, Islamic Studies and Education. 
 
Editorial Board  
Editors 
 

Associate Professor Dr. Saunah Zainon (Editor-in-Chief) 

Dr. Noriah Ismail (Managing Editor) 

Associate Professor Dr. Raja Adzrin Raja Ahmad 

Associate Professor. Dr. Carolyn Soo Kum Yoke 

Associate Professor. Dr Mohd Halim Kadri 

Associate Professor. Dr. Intan Safinas Mohd Ariff Albakri 

Associate Professor. Dr. Hj Amanuddin Bin Shamsuddin 

Associate Professor. Dr. Syahrul Ahmar Ahmad 

Dr. Noor Sufiawati Khairani 

Dr. Akmal Aini Othman 

Dr. Norashikin Ismail 

Dr. Faridah Najuna Misman 

 

Associate Editors 
 
Aidarohani Samsudin 
CT Munnirah Niesha Mohd Shafee 
Deepak Ratan Singh  
Derwina Daud 
Dia Widyawati Amat 
Diana Mazan 
Dr. Kamalanathan M Ramakrishnan 
Dr. Siti Nuur-ila Mat Kamal 
Fairuz Husna Mohd Yusof 
Fazdilah Md Kassim  
Haniza Sarijari 
Haryati Ahmad 
Ida Suriya Ismail 
Isma Ishak 
Jaslin Md Dahlan 
Mohd Hakimi Harman 
Nazhatulshima Nolan 
Nik Nur Shafika Mustafa 
Nor Haliza Hamzah 
Norintan binti Wahab 
Nurul Azlin Mohd Azmi 

Puteri Nurhidayah Kamaludin 
Rohani Jangga 
Rosnani Mohd Salleh 
Sharazad Haris 
Siti Farrah Shahwir 
Suhaila Osman  
Yuslizawati Mohd Yusoff 
Zuraidah Sumery 
 
 
 
Reviewers 
 
Professor Dr. Noornina Md Dahlan 
University of Hail 
Saudi Arabia 
 
Associate Professor Dr. Farha Abdol Ghapar 
Kolej Universiti Poly-Tech MARA (KUPTM) Kuala Lumpur 
Malaysia 
 
Associate Professor Dr. Hawati Janor 
Universiti Kebangsaan Malaysia 
Malaysia 
 
Associate Professor Dr. Mohd Halim Kadri 
Universiti Teknologi MARA  
Malaysia 
 
Associate Professor Dr. Nor Balkish Zakaria 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Associate Professor Dr. Norhani Aripin 
Universiti Utara Malaysia 
Malaysia 
 
Associate Professor Dr. Raja Adzrin Raja Ahmad 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Associate Professor Dr. Sharifah Zannierah Syed Marzuki 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Associate Professor Dr. Wan Kalthom Hj Yahya 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Ahmad Fahmi Sheikh Hassan 
Universiti Putra Malaysia 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Ahmad Husni Hamzah 
Universiti Sultan Zainal Abidin 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Aida Hazlin Ismail 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Akmal Aini Othman 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysi 



 

 

Dr. Azizah Daut 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Faridah Najuna Misman 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Leny Nofianti 
Universitas Islam Negeri Sultan Syarif Kasim, Riau 
Indonesia 
 
Dr. Mahyarni 
Universitas Islam Negeri Sultan Syarif Kasim, Riau 
Indonesia 
 
Dr. Marissa Haque Fawzi 
Indonesia Banking School 
Indonesia 
 
Dr. Nik Mohd Norfadzilah Nik Mohd Rashid 
Universiti Sultan Zainal Abidin 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Noor Sufiawati Khairani 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Norashikin Ismail 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Siti Nuur-Ila binti Mat Kamal 
Universiti Teknologi MARA  
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Ummi Salwa Ahmad Bustamam 
Universiti Sains Islam Malaysia 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Wan Amalina Wan Abdullah 
Universiti Sultan Zainal Abidin 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Wan Anisah Endut 
Universiti Sultan Zainal Abidin 
Malaysia 
 
Dr. Wan Zurina Nik Abdul Majid 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Ahmad Othman 
Universiti Sultan Zainal Abidin 
Malaysia 
 
CT Munnirah Niesha Mohd Shafee 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
 
 
 
 

Fazdilah Md. Kassim 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Jaslin Md Dahlan 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Mohd Hafiz Harun 
Universiti Sultan Zainal Abidin 
Malaysia 
 
Mohd Hakimi Harman 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Nik Nur Shafika Mustafa 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Noor Azrin Zainuddin 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Nor Haliza Hamzah 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Noryati Yaakub 
Universiti Sultan Zainal Abidin 
Malaysia 
 
Syamsyul Samsudin 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Yuslizawati Mohd Yusoff 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 
 
Zanariah Abdul Rahman 
Universiti Teknologi MARA 
Malaysia 

 

Reprints and permissions 
 
All research articles published in INSIGHT Journal are 
made available and publicly accessible via the Internet 
without any restrictions or payment to be made by the user. 
PDF versions of all research articles are available freely for 
download by any reader who intent to download it. 
 
 
Disclaimer 
 
The authors, editors, and publisher will not accept any 
legal responsibility for any errors or omissions that may 
have been made in this publication. The publisher makes 
no warranty, express or implied, with respect to the 
material contained herein. 



  INSIGHT JOURNAL Volume 5 
  Published by UiTM Cawangan Johor, Malaysia 
  eISSN 2600-8564 

 

Selected papers form the 6th IABC 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 
 
Foreword by Deputy Rector of Research, Industrial Linkages & Alumni            i  
 

 
Paper Title                       Page 
 
Assessment of Halal Governance Issues in Malaysia 
 

1 

Stock Market Efficiency: A Pooled Mean Group Approach 
 
Customer Preferences in Purchasing Residential Property: An Interview Survey 
 

9 
 

20 
 

Determinants of Job Satisfaction: How Satisfied Are Employees at Public 
Universities 

 

28 
 

Intellectual Capital and Corporate Entrepreneurship Toward Firm Performance: 
A Preliminary Study 
 

36 
 

Exploring the Elements of Audience Engagement in Job Advertising of Job 
Search Website in Malaysia  
 

48 

Fuzzy Simple Hierarchy Analysis for Supplier Selection Decision 55 

Determinants of Customer Satisfaction on Catering Service in Electric Train 
Service (ETS), Keretapi Tanah Melayu Berhad (KTMB) 

66 

System and Information Quality an Enabler for Assessing ERP Impacts on the 
Public Sector: The Case of ePBT in Malaysian Local Authorities 
 

74 

Marketing Strategy of Tangerang Culineria as One of the Culinary Tourism 
Objectives in Tangerang City 

82 

An Overview of a Broadly-Based Entrepreneurial Competencies Model for 
Business Success of Women Micro-Entrepreneurs in Malaysia 

 
94 

Factors Influencing Audit Report Lag in Malaysian Public Listed Companies 100 

A Study on Consumer’s Acceptance towards Green Banking Practices 
 
Distribution of Profits under the Companies Act 2016: Satisfying the Insolvency 
Test  
 
Millennial Grits on Professional Accounting Profession in A Malaysian Setting 
 
Environmental Experiences and Positive Environmental Deviance towards 
Environmental Disclosure Quality: A Conceptual Framework for Internal 
Corporate Governance  
 
The Impact of Malaysian Ringgit Fluctuation towards Profitability  
of Islamic Banks in Malaysia  
 
 

109 
 

111 
 
 

124 
 

133 
 
 
 

146 
 

 
 



  INSIGHT JOURNAL Volume 5 
  Published by UiTM Cawangan Johor, Malaysia 
  eISSN 2600-8564 

 

Selected papers form the 6th IABC 

 
The Impact of Job Rotation towards Motivation of Nurses in Private Medical 
Institution in Malaysia 
 
The Influence of Social Media Marketing Activities on Brand Equity 
 
Measuring Intention to use IP-Belt among Pregnant Mothers using TAM Model: 
Technology-Based Innovation in Road Safety 
 
The effect of perceived usefulness, perceived ease of use, trust and perceived 
risk toward E-wallet usage 
 
Guardianship and Custody of Divorced Couple’s Children: Welfare of The 
Children or Best Interest of The Child, A Comparison Study Between Malaysia 
and Indonesia 
 
Factors Influencing Brand Awareness of Feminine Hygiene Products among 
Young Female Adults 
 
Adoption of Digital Forensic by Malaysian Large Enterprises: A Conceptual 
Framework 
 
The Implementation of The Promotion Mix on Cash Waqf Collection 
 
The Role of Social Media on the Performance of Micro, Small and Medium 
Enterprises (MSMEs) in Palembang City 
 
Factors Influencing Purchase Intention Based on Facebook Advertising: DAS 
 
Drivers, Enablers and Challenges of Effective Project Managers 
 
Organic Rice New Product Screening: Customers Preference Application 
 
The Effects of University Environments, Personal Traits and Risk Taking 
Towards Entrepreneurial Intention Among Undergraduate Students 
 
Factors on Drug Addiction: A Case Study at The Cure &Care Rehabilitation 
Centre (CRCC) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
155 

 
 

161 
 

169 
 

 
183 

 
 

192 
 
 
 

203 
 
 

211 
 
 

218 
 

225 
 
 

232 
 

239 
 

252 
 

266 
 
 

274 
 
 
 
 
 
 

  

 

 



 INSIGHT JOURNAL Volume 5 
                          Published by UiTM Cawangan Johor, Malaysia 

eISSN 2600-8564 

 

Selected papers form the 6th IABC i 

 

FOREWORD BY DEPUTY RECTOR OF RESEARCH, INDUSTRIAL 

LINKAGES & ALUMNI 

 

 

 

 
Since 2018, the INSIGHT JOURNAL (IJ) from Universiti Teknologi 
MARA Cawangan Johor has come up with several biennial 
publications.  Volume 1 and 2 debuted in 2018, followed by Volume 
3 this year as well as Volume 4 with 19 published papers due to the 

great response from authors both in and out of UiTM. Through 
Insight Journal, lecturers have the ability to publish their research 
articles and opportunity to share their academic findings.  Insight 
Journal is indexed in MyJurnal MCC and is now an international 
refereed journal with many international reviewers from 
prestigious universities appointed as its editorial review board 

members.  
 
This volume 5 as well as volume 6 (which will be published in 2020) are special issues for 
the 6th International Accounting and Business Conference (IABC) 2019 held at Indonesia 
Banking School, Jakarta. The conference was jointly organized by the Universiti Teknologi 
MARA Cawangan Johor and the Indonesia Banking School Jakarta. Hence, the volumes 
focus mainly on the accounting and business research papers compiled from this 
conference, which was considered a huge success as over 66 full papers were presented.  
 
Lastly, I would like to thank the Rector of UiTM Johor, Associate Professor Dr. Ahmad 
Naqiyuddin Bakar for his distinctive support, IJ Managing Editor for this issue Dr. Noriah 
Ismail, IJ Assistant Managing Editor, Fazdillah Md Kassim well as all the reviewers and 
editors who have contributed in the publication of this special issue.  

Thank you. 

 

 

ASSOCIATE PROF. DR. SAUNAH ZAINON 
Deputy Rector of Research, Industrial Linkages & Alumni 
Editor-in-Chief for INSIGHT Journal 
Universiti Teknologi MARA Cawangan Johor 
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Abstract 

 
Supplier selection problem usually involves so many ambiguity components and multi-
criteria factors consideration towards achieving more precision decision. Different 
researchers have various approaches to overcome such problem concern. In this paper, 
the Fuzzy Simple Hierarchy Analysis (FSHA) was proposed to deal with the ambiguity or 
vague multi-criteria evaluation process which commonly exists in supplier selection 
decision. The technique is equipped with the linguistic variables, the so-called linguistic 
hedges (i.e., dilation and concentration) for decision-makers (DMs) to evaluate the 
criterion with ease and direct to the attributes based on their expertise and/or experiences. 
To show the applicability and practicality of the proposed method, the related hypothetical 
example was adopted. The calculation results show that the proposed method is highly 
beneficial and offers a unique advantage to deal with the diversified and too ill-defined in 
terms of input criterion. Therefore, a simple and systematic manner in evaluation process 
can be derived from the proposed method without loss any information. 
 
Keywords: Fuzzy Simple Hierarchy Analysis (FSHA); Linguistic Hedge; Supplier 
                   Selection. 

1. Introduction 

Supplier selection is a decision-making process with the purpose of defining an order of 
preference among potential suppliers based on a set of evaluation criteria (Lima-Junior & 
Carpinetti, 2016). The process is often an overlooked issue in the procurement process 
that can possibly touch on effective organizations’ performance. Heading into effective 
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and trusted organizations, companies have to collaborate with outstanding suppliers that 
offer to provide materials in comparative excellent quality and affordable cost, and this 
may result in an established long-term partnership between organizations and supplier 
(Chang, Chang & Wu, 2011). The good cooperation between organization and supplier 
helps the organization to serve more customer as this can influence the revenue outcome 
in the long term (Lee, Chuang & Wu, 2013). Therefore, the importance of supplier selection 
is to determine the high potential supplier that will meet the organizations’ needs 
consistently and helps to ensure the performance of organizations are high (Lin, 2012). 
Supplier selection can be influenced by a lot of factors or criteria that may help them 
choose the best options of supplier in order to help the sourcing process. Many criteria for 
supplier selection were reviewed and synthesized into small number of criteria which suit 
the characteristics and needs of the business to obtain greater benefits. (Sureeyatanapas 
et al, 2018). In other cases, some organizations become more dependent on their 
suppliers, resulted in poor decision making (Chan and Kumar, 2007). Some of the factors 
that become important in selecting the supplier are the legal, political and cultural process 
but not excluding the transportation problems, technologies, capacities of the production 
(Parkouhi & Ghadikolaei, 2017). Thus, in this decision-making process of choosing the 
best supplier, some criteria are important and need an evaluation. 

Some studies propose using weightage on the criteria, and decisions are made based on 
the weightage given (Chang et al., 2011). Lima-Junior & Carpinetti (2016) suggested the 
multi-criteria decision making (MCDM), and it should involve the decision makers from 
various functional areas such as quality, logistics and product development that used to 
understand the priorities of the buyer company. A lot of studies have been made to identify 
the best criteria for supplier selection. Even though MCDM method has been applied in 
various situation and offers well solution, Tarmudi, Abdullah & Md Tap (2010) stated that 
multi-criteria solutions usually considered only positive aspects and the decision-making 
process are very critical. In 2012, Lin proposed a FANP which integrates FPP (Fuzzy 
Preference Programming) with ANP (Analytic Network Process) to identify top suppliers 
by considering the effects of interdependence among the selection criteria and to handle 
inconsistent and uncertain judgments. She found that the proposed method can handle 
effectively the dependence and effects under uncertainty and help firms monitor supplier 
without any interruption from human decision. A recent study by Abdullah et. al., (2018) 
was using ANP to weight on the sustainable development criteria. This method is a multi-
criteria decision making method where interdependencies amongst many divers’ criteria 
can be dealt with a network. A multi-criteria decision making techniques allow process 
automation and can bring efficiency and rationality to the decision-making process. Lima-
Junior & Carpinetti (2016) developed a new multi-criteria decision making approach based 
on fuzzy QFD to aid the choice and weighting of criteria to be used in the supplier selection 
process. The proposed approach combines the fuzzy QFD procedure for weighting the 
criteria with a procedure for evaluating the difficulty of data collection to describe the 
criteria in the grid classification. The method helps the decision makers to choose the set 
of important things yet not so costly criteria to supplier selection. 

Igoulalene et al, (2015) proposed two new fuzzy hybrid approaches for the strategic 
supplier selection problem. The first approach combines the fuzzy consensus-based 
possibility measure and Technique for Order Preference by Similarity to an Ideal Solution 
(TOPSIS) method. The second approach combines the fuzzy consensus-based neat 
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OWA and goal programming model. Both approaches use a CCSD model to compute the 
criteria weights by using strategic supplier selection problem and analyze the numerical 
results. They found a priori (TOPSIS) and progressive (GPSF) articulation of the 
stakeholder’s preferences in order to offer satisfactory and legitimate solutions. Moreover, 
in 2018, Sureeyatanapas et al. extended the ability of TOPSIS method to be applicable 
even when the assessment data and/or the weight of criteria are uncertain and/or 
unavailable. This simple method facilitates and simplifies purchasing decisions under 
incomplete conditions, and it can be generalized to any cases of multiple criteria decision 
making. This method can be implemented to supplier selection problems and also capable 
of handling other selection problems. The finding of the research by Parkouhi and 
Ghadikolaei (2017) agree with Sureeyatanapas, where by using 
VlseKriterijuskaOptimizacija I KomoromisnoResenje (VIKOR) technique, they manage to 
exploit the grey method to solve vague problems and problems with incomplete 
information.   

However, Banaeianet. al. (2018) found that Grey Relational Analysis (GRA) appears to be 
a preferred method in effectively handling imprecise criteria and supplier alternative data. 
As mentioned above, they have compared the three performances of the popular MCDM 
methods including TOPSIS, VIKOR and GRA when integrated with fuzzy sets to address 
concerns related to decision uncertainties. The result shows that fuzzy GRA has a better 
time complexity compared to the other two methods and generates the results in smaller 
number of steps and operations. Meanwhile, Tavana et al. (2016) chose to use a hybrid 
of ANFIS and ANN method in their research, due to believing it to work more precisely 
than a previous MLP-ANN method proposed by Golmohammadi. In their research, they 
used the feed-forward quality of both methods to provide a good predictive framework to 
make the decision making process in real life much easier. Researches by Chang et al. 
(2011) and Mirmousa and Dehnavi (2016) used the DEMATEL method to choose the most 
important criteria in selecting suppliers. However, these previous researches were not 
without problems. According to a review made by Simic, et al. (2017), some researchers 
who used DEA as their method encountered a few problems: the users of this method 
may mistake the input and output criteria, and the judgment of the criteria is subjective. 
This point is agreed by Parkouhi and Ghadikolaei (2017), who states that the experts who 
rated the criteria may have their own personal opinions on the matter.  

There are a few more methods that can be used in solving supplier selection process. 
However, in this paper the Fuzzy Simple Hierarchy Analysis (FSHA) was proposed to deal 
with the vague multi-criteria evaluation process, which commonly exists in supplier 
selection decision making. To do so, this paper is structured as follows; Section 1 
introduces and briefly discusses the literature reviews related to the supplier selection 
problems. Section 2 was to identify and briefly discuss the common problem facing by 
DMs in the decision-making process. Sections 3 and 4 both reviewed the theoretical 
background and methodology, and also the implementation of proposed method for 
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illustration purposes, respectively. Finally, Section 5 contains the conclusions of this 
research.  

2. Problem Identification 

In supplier selection problems, one of the most common problems faced is the ambiguity 
or uncertainty that exists during the selection process. Many of the past researchers have 
faced this problem, and they have proposed many techniques to deal with the problem 
efficiently. However, the proposed techniques are quite complicated to use. In this 
research, the objective is to propose a simpler method to deal with the ambiguity. The 
proposed method is by using the Fuzzy Simple Hierarchy Analysis (FSHA) is to be used 
in the same problem to get the same findings. The method is also improved by equipping 
it with the linguistic variable approaches, which are the so-called linguistic hedges. The 
findings are expected to be the same as the previous researches, but with a simpler, 
systematic and easy to use technique without loss any information. 

3. The Theoretical Concept and Methodology 

3.1 Preliminaries 

In this sub-section, the basic definitions and the theoretical of fuzzy sets and related 

concept will briefly elaborated and used throughout this paper and for reference purposes.  

 

Definition 1 A fuzzy set A in a universe of discourse X is characterized by a membership 

function A(x) that takes the values in the interval of [0,1]. It can be denoted as follows: 

                                       A = {(A(x)/x); x  X}.                                                                                      

Definition 2 A fuzzy numbers A is a fuzzy subset in the universe of a real number R that 

is both convex and normal. 

Definition 3 If 
~
A  is a fuzzy number and l

αa > 0 for   (0,1], then 
~

A  is called a positive 

fuzzy number. 

Definition 4 A Triangular Fuzzy Number (TFN) 
~
A  can be defined by a triplet (a1, a2, a3). 

The membership function (x)μ ~

A
 is defined as: 


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Definition 5 Let )aa,(a
~
A 3,21= and )b,b,(bB 321

~
=  be two triangular fuzzy numbers. If =

~
A

~
B , then 11 ba = , 22 ba =  and 33 ba = . 

 

Definition 6 A linguistic hedges or a modifier is an operation that modifies the meaning of 

a term more generally, of a fuzzy set. If 
~

A  is a fuzzy set then the modifier k generates the 

(composite) term 
~

B = k 






 ~

A . 

The modifier defined as  

  

Concentration  ( ) ( )










= aa ~~

A)A(con
, where  > 1                                                              (2)                 

 

 Dilation   ( ) ( )










=

1

aa ~~

A)A(dil
, where  > 1                                                                       (3) 

 

Definition 7 The linguistic hedges and their approximate meanings are specifically 

classified as shown in Table 1. 

Table 1 The hedge values of the specific concentration and dilation 

 

             Source: Cox (1994) 

3.2 Fuzzy Simple Hierarchy Analysis-based Linguistic Hedges 

In this study the mean of fuzzy numbers which is usually utilized in evaluation process 
have been ignore totally to representing the crisp values of each criterion. Here, we 
introduced the advantage of TFNs in linguistic variables to substitute this mean of fuzzy 
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numbers which is believed more efficient and more representing the actual situations in 
terms of evaluation approaches. In addition, the linguistic hedge to derive the significant 
of the relative weights for each criterion has been equipped in the selection process from 
perspective of group DMs. For instance, the words such as ‘extremely recommended’, 
‘very recommended’, ‘slightly recommended’, etc. have been used for rating purposes 
after the potential suppliers have submitted their quotation. Thus, the words such as 
‘extremely’, ‘very’, ‘slightly’ are called linguistic hedges. 

 

3.3 Methodology 

To clarify our proposed methodology, the detail step-by-step analysis process was given 
as follows: 
 
Step 1: Decomposing of actual problem was carried out in the hierarchy structure (see 
Figure 1) based on the criteria and its definition. 

 
Main goal 

(Choosing the best supplier) 

 

 

 

 

Alternatives 

(S1, S2, S3, …, Sn) 

 

Figure 1 The hierarchy structure of the problem 

 
 

Table 2 The Triangular Fuzzy Numbers (TFNs) and its linguistic variables, respectively 

Linguistic variables TFNs 

Very poor (VP) (0, 0, 0.1) 

Poor (P) (0, 0.1, 0.3) 

Medium poor (MP) (0.1, 0.3, 0.5) 

Fair (F) (0.3, 0.5, 0.7) 

Medium good (MG) (0.5, 0.7, 0.9) 

Good (G) (0.7, 0.9, 1.0) 

Very good (VG) (0.9, 1.0, 1.0) 

 

C1 ... C2 CN C3 
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Step 2: Assign for each criterion based on DMs evaluation as respect each alternative 

using TFNs in Table 2.  The performance scores )(
~

H obtained as               

 

                                                   C1              C1      ….     C n        
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where, Ci, (i = 1,2, 3, …., n) is number of criterion and Si (i = 1,2,3, …, n) are number of an 
alternative (i.e., suppliers) 
 

Step 3: Defuzzyfy )(
~

DH  for each vectors (aij) in fuzzy performance score using Chen 

(1996) based on TFNs given as 
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where  

 

 (i = 1,2,3,…,m: j =1,2,3,…,n) 

 

Step 4: The power of dilation and/or concentration for each criterion was assigning based 

on DMs expertise/opinion/suggestions )(
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Step 5: The operator of maximin for overall criteria in descending order was employed to 
choose the best alternative given as 
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4. Implementation 

In this section a case study from Mansini et al. (2012) was adopted. The evaluation was 

carried out based on six criteria; C1 quality and technology, C2  price and cost, C3  

supply time, C4  service level, C5  innovation and agility, and C6  logistics and 

information. There are five potential suppliers (Si, i = 1,2,3,4,5) have consider in the final 
stage after initial screening made thoroughly. Next, all four DMs involved evaluate the 
importance of each criterion based on his/her expertise/opinion (see Table 4). The 
evaluations are based on the raw input datasets using linguistic variables and quantify by 
TFNs as define in Table 2. 
 

Table 3 The raw input datasets four six criteria 

Alternative/Criteria C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 

S1 G G VG G MG G 

S2 G VG VG G VG VG 

S3 VG G VG G G G 

S4 MG G VG G G G 

S5 F G G F VG VG 

 

Here, we provide the step-by-step procedures as follows: 

Step 1: Decompose the actual problem in the hierarchy structure similar in Figure 1. 

Step 2: Assign for each criterion based on DMs evaluation as respect to each criterion. 

Here, we obtain the overall performance scores )(
~

H  using Eq. (4) as, 
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Step 3: Defuzzyfy )(
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DH for each vector in above fuzzy performance score matrix using Eq. 

(5) and obtain as 
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                           Table 4 The hedges (dilation and concentration) from all DMs 

DMs C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 

DM1 EI VI EI FI FI FI 

DM2 EI EI VI VI EI EI 

DM3 VI EI VI FI VI FI 

DM4 VI FI SI VI FI EI 

 

Step 4: Assign the power of concentration and/or dilation for each criterion )(
~ 

AH  and 

aggregate the DMs evaluated values. 
 
Obviously, each of DMs have their own judgment/opinion for each criterion as given in 
Table 4 and the average aggregated power of concentration and dilation for each criterion 
were calculated. Hence, from Eq. (6) we have 
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Step 5: Identify the best suppliers and ranked them by descending order using Eq. (7) and 
we have  
 

( ) 5,4,3,2,1,1768.0,4100.0,7405.0,7162.0,5357.0max)( == iSiHD
  

Thus, it shows that S1 = 0.5357, S2 = 0.7162, S3 = 0.7405, S4 = 0.4100, and S5 = 0.1768. 
Apparently, we can write as S3 > S2 > S1 > S4 > S5, where S3 is the best in terms of their 
overall performance scores compared to other alternatives available. The symbol ‘>’ means 
‘is superior or preferred to’. 
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5.0 Conclusion  

In this paper we have discussed how the Fuzzy Simple Hierarchy Analysis based on 
linguistic hedges was employs to choose the best suppliers based on the identified criteria. 
The method has introduced the linguistic variables based on TFNs approach despite using 
common mean of fuzzy numbers. This effort is very significant in terms of evaluation 
approach to derive more efficient and precise results and able to representing the actual 
decision situations. Beside that the method also equipped with the power of dilation and 
concentration for DMs evaluates the importance of each criterion for weighting purposes. 
Also, it clearly seen that the proposed method is highly beneficial to avoid the complexity 
of the evaluation process and in the same time can reduce the time consuming during the 
analysis stages. Although the case study results may relate only for this numerical 
example, we can expect the similar outcomes for other real cases. Next, the proposed 
method has unique advantage in the sense that it can distinguish clearly for every single 
judgment made by DMs for choosing the best suppliers. Finally, the method also provides 
a systematic procedures and successful dealing with somewhat ill-defined of input 
criterion. Thus, it can facilitate the DMs to make decision in a systematic and simple 
manner. For next effort our study will focus on the possibility to equip the method with the 
confidence analysis using the -cut concept. By this tool we believed that the confidence 
level of DMs can be measure with ease and more effective. This initiative is left for our 
future research work.  

Acknowledgments 

The authors would like to acknowledge the contribution of the reviewers in giving 
constructive comments and suggestions which have helped us improve the content of this 
work. 
 
References 
 
Abdullah, L., Othman, M., Tarmudi, Z., Low, W. J., 2018, Fuzzy Analytic Network Process 

for Determining Weights of Sustainable Development Criteria. International 
Journal of Ecological Economics Statistics, 39, 3, 77 – 90. 

Banaeian, N., Mobli, H., Fahimnia, B., Nielsen, I.E., Omid, M., 2018, Green Supplier 
Selection Using Fuzzy Group Decision Making Methods: A Case Study From The 
Agri-Food Industry. Computers and Operations Research, 89, 337-34. 

Chan, F.T.S., Kumar, N., 2007, Global supplier development considering risk factors using 
fuzzy extended AHP-based approach. Omega, 35,4, 417–431. 

Chang, B., Chang, C.W.,  Wu, C.H., 2011, Fuzzy DEMATEL Method For Developing 
 Supplier Selection Criteria. Expert Systems with Applications, 38, 1850–1858. 

Chen, S. M., 1996,  Evaluation weapon systems using fuzzy arithmetic opeartions. Fuzzy 
Sets Systems, 77, 265 – 276. 

Cox  E., 1994, The fuzzy system handbook. New York. Academic Press. 



   INSIGHT JOURNAL Volume 5 

  Published by UiTM Cawangan Johor, Malaysia 
eISSN 2600-8564 

 
 

Selected papers form the 6th IABC  65 

Erginel, N., Gecer, A., 2016, Fuzzy multi-objective decision model for calibration supplier 
selection problem.Computers & Industrial Engineering, 102, 166–174. 

Igoulalene,I., Benyoucef, L., Tiwari, M. K., 2015, Novel fuzzy hybrid multi-criteria group 
decision making approachesfor the strategic supplier selection problem. Expert 
Systems with Applications, 42, 3342–3356 

Lee, Y.H., Chuang, C.C., Wu, F.Y., 2013, The optimal cooperative relationship evaluation 
obtained using TOPSIS method. International Journal of Applied Mathematics and 
Statistics, Vol. 41; Issue No. 11 

 



eISSN: 2600-8564


