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r?‘ Abstract

The objective of selection of light transit system in Bangkok by Multi Attribute Utility
Theory Method and Rank Order Centroid Method: A Case Study of Pratunum MRTA Orange Line
Station to Phasuk Intersection (On Nut Road) Section is to select the most appropriate type of light

transit system on the target corridor. The research involves four groups of stakeholders including
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1. Designers and Developers, 2. Communities, 3. Operators and 4. Transit Users. In this research,

17 representatives randomly selected from the first three groups are interviewed on how each

influencing factor affect their transit mode selection (scoring) and the prioritization of those factors

(weighting). Similar questionnaires are also collected from 425 randomly selected respondents.

The ranking of the most appropriate type of light transit system are determined using the Multi

Attribute Utility Theory (MAUT) and Rank Order Centroid (ROC) techniques. Consequently, the

most favorable type of light transit system for each stakeholder group is revealed. Those include

monorail for designers and developers, monorail, AGT and LRT for community, surface BRT for

service providers, and monorail or LRT for transit users, respectively. If all stakeholder groups are

equity, the most favorable type of light transit system for every stakeholder group is monorail.

(’} Keywords: | Multi Attribute Utility Theory (MAUT); Rank Order Centroid (ROC); Light Public

Transportation System; Multi Criteria Decision Analysis; Decision Making
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NANIY) (WA VUIU)
BRT 300 - 88 1.25 4,000 15 0.80
Tram 300 - 500 1.75 6,000 12 0.80
Surface
Bi-Modal Tram 200 - 400 1.75 4,000 15 0.80
E-Mobility 300 - 500 1.75 4,000 15 0.80
BRT 600 - 800 1.75 8,000 5 1.00
LRT 1,300 - 2,000 1.75 35,000 5 1.00
Elevated
AGT 1,100 - 1,800 1.75 35,000 5 1.00
Monorail 1,2 - 100,000 1.75 45,000 5 1.00
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2.2 nssndulanuufiarsavansinae
(Multiple Criteria Decision Making)
amsauunnsandula Taeldinas
ANswUesTFUURenTsAnaula Usznaudae
ANYNE nIBUTTEzANTiNG Anulsiutusy uas
annuIndanpeIinaula useanidu 3 szeu
Toiur 1. masinaulaszdunagns (Strategic Decision)
2. MmafnRulasziuyns3B (Tactical Decision)
3. mﬁﬁm‘ﬁﬂa‘szﬁuﬂﬁﬂﬁmi (Operational Decision)
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fifign (Optimal Solution) Usznavlisedunay
1. ansszydaunn (Problem Recognition)
2. masfasanmadeniidululs (dentification
of Alternative) 3. MTIATTAFNBANVDIUGAY
Madan (Alternative Analysis) 4. M3dngdula
\@onmatdenilimanzaudign (Choice Process)
5. mMsUsziliunanieidannasnissndula
(Post-Choice Evaluation) [9, 10]
AssnaulaluuRaNsaNnany LA
(MCDA) Tumiai’%mﬂflzym NUINHAITNRIUN
PHNTINSIUBITRULN FapeeA3lE35 MCDA
fdurihldnsawunilgundlrsnsfiansun
nanginael Wna U lunsuan aamsinesn3sene
299 MCDA 1@u ELECTRE TRI, PROAFTN,
PAIRCLAS 4a% PROMETHEE TRI tisitfisl Wuin
foRuod3s MCDA fotredinaulalunisfiaisan
aszurumsindulavesdnwai ianunsasn sy
wazszumednuesilymidanwas i
T waziSpuifisuiulile elensis MCDA
Lﬂ%smLaﬁaumiﬁﬂwﬁé’a%’uqﬁLLazLﬂum‘su’%mﬁ
AsindulauuuInendans neldwaiunssuy
fazanspssumssnduladmsuilamnssngula
fidudou uaznsdaudaiueanasiinglszase [11]

2.3 nuiauanwuzassarselatinnanyal
(Multi-Attribute Utility Theory, MAUT)
MAUT Juasns9 148 lunsdndu
Uszlevvosusaziniien fahliginaulasnansa
wenddenfifidslurdgegaoanaindaidani
Taifiselomdls [12, 13] 38 MAUT Wuin3esile
Tunstszifiu Wednwasiigrnianung
yasReiFpansud ludgymiianwae 1. defiflgm
v3ohmnefidewindeineg wwSeuifieudu
Woldlddediffign 2. dedamwiadlmuny
Aeadoeiudidaulddiuids (Stakeholders)
wanpngu 3. Welnansilymuienaraiming
Tnsusazilymvdadhmanafinnuafzylaiviniu
4. gepaulaidausanluniatszfiu 6. windlgm
wiamnefinsldanudsfiuiifeiusesy
anuday IR lEiasunuanudndiufadu
TLRUANUEIAY 6. NMsUTEEIuAedRedy
Asdndula [14]
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Tafiaaeds MAUT 1331 38aenan
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ANUSEN (llpeands MAUT finsldsaian
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Uszdiumadoniifimnudusouldeenaduszuy [15)

fpgneuddeiila 1995 MAUT
Tunssnaulalaud [16] 1a1435 MAUT
TumasdnasuanusdsesUuuulasenis
swnsnansiululsesau (17] 161435 MAUT
Tun13 Normalized HiJudoyauinsgiu
Usznoumasinauladnidonssunmuaesnasu [18]
138 MAUT snauayumsinaula Tunsih
pesnsuRiinuaegmMIldnunazantdng [19]
161498 MAUT Ansidedszfiupnufisnalazes

=

foulddudonsazdulunsnewkuiiios [20]
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161438 MAUT fnsmaBnisaevsusiinzay
299,A3999n5 Electric Discharge Machine
(EDM) [21] wu31 35 MAUT leghemsuiiem
aaneslugnsansnistiyesnwBeoeiu
finnuafgusseBefssungaamnIITULAY
szuplgUniu

o
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sivvesmMyTanadeyafiiidh wazdoyadaias
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= @
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Tumssingula [22]
24 n3nadusdaidinidgugnans
(Rank Order Centroid)
ABnsdnaduaihuinfiteuldiunn
17'1'639115 uA Equal weight (EW), Rank sum weight
(RS), Rank exponent weight (RE), Rank order
centroid weight (ROC) ka2 Rank reciprocal
(Inverse) weight (RR) [23] HazaInNIIRNEINLIN
%8 Rank order centroid {uisTiafian Inadniau
meduataThly wazadatugs aslfisuiiey

stuvpvBsAtminfisuaaanis ROC, RR, RS,

EW WU3733 ROC an3n50% Wiuieanuwanss

] '
o Sl e ° o

fidaan szninnaeifidanud Aganniigady
nauiTilieuEAglnsiign uaznuANRAIALARDY
NAIARARLINAEIURINN [23-25]

fenenuAdeiild 1435 Roc Tums

[N

indduleun [26] 191935 ROC Tumsmuamm

2
' ° o s @ v

AninYeanUYinIIAREBNNAndeTng Ay
gasnansadlui e s [27) leanwnnslddaya
Feftaniiamansaimendnuiuy Tnadanls
3 ROC nuiwadoyaiBeiiasild Wuasfian

[N

(171 135 ROC iafiazudtiymnnsiinzuuy
Arndnii isgludaananiuaie wiaiud
dhlagnnansunenguaeddduldaiuds
2.5 wnadifidnun g lun1s3asziinng
fnaulauuuRaITU LULRANE NN VDIIZUY
YURINIATY
ANNNIFNBINUITY ULAZITIUNTTY
FAUTLULDUSIATUNAEUAS L BN
g lum e neidnldanssuususasnazy
punases asnsavindusnsneagtinamididnanls
lunsIATNZAARLE NI UUIUENATUDUINTDS

Fanansluaned 2 [17], [28-34]
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A3 2 msﬁ\‘iLLaﬂ\aLﬂmsﬁﬁumﬂ"ﬂumﬁLmﬁ:ﬁﬁmLﬁamzuwumma%ummmm [17], [28-34]

sanusnisangule
@ o
- - 2 7 < ladd 2
'ad < =4 I < 23 < (=
» ['ad EVad = @D °D =
- N19Laan FER sE [ @ S st “C S |lcar| -8 b4
Uszine 199 e cle2 |l=|c 2| 8| &| &| ¢ 2§ T & | =
nendula Sles|lcls|lg|ls |9 |s| 5|55 |2
el oGl 3| & 2w | 2 |E | = 2 |2 &| & s
=1 e = r o 5 bry & ap o) < G C ) &
c = = n S lad el - @ o 3= = L5
o & =2 T .2 = <« [ad N i 35 = | @ =2
IS s gl 2% 2 clE | < |3 3o &
< &g & TlElE |2 ¢
& [ i €
Luton-Dunstable BRT o o o o
The UK -
Cross River Tram o o o o o o o
Adelaide Guided Busway o o o o o o
. Brisbane BRT o o o
Australia
Gold Coast LRT o o o o
Sydney BRT o o o
Canada Ottawa BRT o o o o o
India Delhi commuter o o o
Poland Krakow Tram/Bus o o
Thailand Bangkok Tram o o o o o o o o o o
Thailand Phuket BRT o o o o o o o
Brazil Florianopolis BRT (Bus) o o o
Metropolis LRT o o o o o o o o
South Korea Small & Medium
i Bi-Modal Tram o o o o o o o o
Scale City
Lithuania Vilnius BRT o o o o
Ad 5 6 10 4 13 7 1 6 6 3 6 9
AawUsmsandula
= o =
£ |.& o % = | S =
o IS ® e < & 2 [ w s
- [ 2 |94 3 = S foud < ir @ =
- MaLaen s | & | 2 = 2| e || & | g 2 - | =
Uszind 1oy i & = |G g |2 | & |®|& |2 3 e | g
Aanauls < 2 | & b= w | 2| R e | = s 2|2
2 e & 2 c | 2 =) c I = S G
F & =4 R = = L= < ) = Il S
[ad & = G > « o y:’ Loy S < o
« a2 i = BN S S i~ = < i~
= = ( =2 a‘(?‘ 3 = < —
~ & < & = w = <
< € S &
Luton-Dunstable BRT o o o o o o
The UK -
Cross River Tram o o o o o o o o o
Adelaide Guided Busway o o o o o o
X Brisbane BRT o o o o o
Australia
Gold Coast LRT o o o o o o o o o o
Sydney BRT o o o o o o
Canada Ottawa BRT o o o o
India Delhi commuter o o o o
Poland Krakow Tram/Bus ) o
Thailand Bangkok Tram o o o
Thailand Phuket BRT
Brazil Florianopolis BRT (Bus) o o
Metropolis LRT o o o o o
South Korea Small & Medium
i Bi-Modal Tram o o o o o
Scale City
Lithuania Vilnius BRT o o o
AUl 3 13 7 3 9 | 2|5 |10] 3 6 5| 3




n1sAnIdans:uuyudoudasuuuasavludiufnsuinwuniuas Ine38msdiAs:H
nnufjarudnunuzassnus:lesliwnaneni ua:38n1sdndrnusinldingudnano
nsrﬂ'ﬁnmuélomamﬁUs:qﬁﬂ (snlwihaneddu) fiv uenwian (nuugauyy)

@’i%’mﬁﬁ’ﬂ
TuppuAssfnwideutieaniiiu 6 Tuneu
wazanIaLduagU Uit uReuM IR
madnaula denanslunnd 2 Seazibun
Ppsusiazdunauiasia Ul
3.1 mamuuadhning §liduladoudy

wnaifihunlgiasan fmuadaudsmsdadula
Tunsazinaei wazimuanadean

3.1.1 msivuanang

WnefanIAnLADNTTULIUENI AT
PunIes AsERnMLEuNsDInasaniUsegh
(andeansalassnsalinansdd) Sawenman
(auugouyD) szpzmedszin 14 Alang

3.1.2 msmunuagfiduladiuidenan
HINAfENTIAALEANIZUUIUANIATUIUINTDS

mammuadisulddudefifsdoeiy
szupTudeRaTy einansaudediduldauidy
Tiavain 4 s sesalui

1 JOoNRUDRArAIAUALAIINIT
(Designers and Developers) #i1gfiN #idIgaU
masy dimuaulusng nguaet Tunsmnue
AANNYDITTUUVURIATY

2. MAR9AY (Communities) e
WHBNUMATY UAZIONTY FIUNUNLIBUT
Sufiareusudeny Aewndou

3. §1#U3n13 (Operators) nungi
Alusnsssuoudenary Taaduddnmauiuse
sroumsiiusa waziug IWusmavused Tagans
jiianaiunesy viemaenudeiuduonurie
FURNMTFUITDNNRNIBNUVDNTF 9IDANALDNBY
Feaauliu3mIssunuaenaTuLes

4. §l3u3ns (Users) manpfis Uszansu
aly fanldusasszupousdenaru nagld
y3mstlaariu uazdfioraanluinmsanmsiiniu
yosLduns@nmni luaunan

0.

Designers
— and — 1 Communities — Operators Users
Stakeholder Developers
Decision Engineering Environment § Service §
= S
Criteria Ll L T T
3
T raffic Impact) T -
Difficulty in on . S‘?”@
>l ) | .|« |» Capital Cost [«{f> Reliability/ |«
Construction Construction Punctualit
Stage unctuality
Difficulty in Traffic Impact e
| Utility ~ |«{ > on Operation [« [» O &M Cost |« Headway |1
Relocation Stage Y
Flexibility in ] Transportation Distance
Detisicn > Network |« > Acauision || Demand/ «{f> Between |«
Factor Expansion q Ridership Station
Dl n Environmetal Effective Accessibility/
| T o Impact "l Capacty | Transferability+
Structure s pactty
> Urban Image [« > Connectivity [«'>| s Sa_fety/ 4
Automation
1t Measurement—-—Measurement: Measurement—
Surface at
Grade Elevated
Alternative i-BRT a-ﬁam BRT LRT
Bi— Modal
o [E - Mobility] [ AGT ] [ Monorail ]

2 2 wrugRduneunTIezEnnaula

3.1.3 msAnualaMnnnsdndula
wazAmuasulsmssagulalunsasinaed
wtAsFrusAainnsAnaulany
Uszianvaeifaiuldsduids Feutanaeinng
sindulananiu 3 naindnuaziud il
Usznaumssnaula luwsazinamingn festelud
1. MueanuuuwasinuAlAIINg
(Designers and Developers) #uuaLAsinan
WinaeianudAingsy (Engineering) wazuis
fautsmasnaulasandu 4 fauds fedl
1.1 anygnnlumMsnesasne (Difficulty
in Construction) fip AN NYEaeluAIHaEsne
TaTease ieIeeduTTuLIUEsnNaTY
1.2 Augnlunissedussuy
snsssytlaa (Difficulty in Utility Relocation)
i udang wlnihoudiu szunans il
viatseth anglnsdniidesns 1av



@ JAINSSUAIS Un.

1.3 Anuannsalumsvenslaseing
(Flexibility in Network Expansion) luansaaasns
dausazenelusunan

1.4 anusnniumsseuasnosssinl
(Difficulty in Regeneration Structure) dinlaseasne
wuARIENIILENY wazlisnunsnndaudise
mMaTauLnge Aededsonaunaziasulaseainslng
Tupnetiwadasensdisfainnuassaz g

2. snumAgeny (Communities) o

wnawindnunaumiduaswinday (Environment)
wazuteiudsnsdnaulasendy 5 fuds feil

2.1 HANTTNUAIUNITITINIVULY
AB&379 (Traffic Impact on Construction Stage)
Fadunansznudansm

2.2 HanITNUFUINTATIaTiedn
1491 (Traffic Tmpact on Operation Stage) 34
Wunansznumsaasiiwasuudasluagneanns

2.3 M3huAuiAY (Land Acquisition)
dald lunsidulaseasrenne Taseadeaand
Audgoungs AudauaunIsiusn sandanslnih
NsTuuIUdsnaTy WuRY

2.4 HANTENUADFWIAGDY (Envi-
ronmental Impact) A8 WanIznUfney fiAnTy
wazdenanpdanday Turazddunsneasne
RIDNAIAUAUNINDAI AT 1TU WanTeny
fuduazoes Mumsduazifiou sunmin
2p4lATeaady Mudee MIuaeiEdaamn
ANNINTDBVONNNTAANANIIZRNTWANN
mMafszuurudsasy usu

2.5 mnanwaleaiiag (Urban Image)
fia andnwalvaadseiiuasundadluanansd

SeUDUaIATULNA

3. fnumAeAs (Communities) lommun
nawinaniunawisuaawnaday (Environment)
wazutesuUsmsdnaulasandu 5 fuds dedl

3.1 NANIENUATUNIIATIRNIVUL
9§37 (Traffic Impact on Construction Stage)
Fadunansznudans

3.2 HanIENUFUNIaTIRTinide
1497 (Traffic Tmpact on Operation Stage) 34
Wunansznumsaasiasuudaslyagnenns

3.3 MInuALTiAY (Land Acquisition)
dialf lunnsvidulaseasos Taseadeaani
Audrontng Audmuauniaiiusn aadansinin
Wnasuupuaesnay iRy

3.4 NANTINUFABENWIAGDY (Envi-
ronmental Impact) A9 NANILNUFANN ViLﬁmﬁu
LazdenafadawInday Turassiunsiaase
NIDNAIAAUNNINDATIETR 1HU NanTeENy
fuduazens sumsduazifiow Munimynd
ypslaseanadiy Mudes asuaesiEdenw
ANNINTDEVBINITHAANANIZRNTWANN
mMasiseuvvudslary Wusu

3.5 mnanwaieaiias (Urban Image)
fa andnwalveudeeivasuudadlyainnsd
ssupvuaaasulny

4. shu IWU3ms (Operator) Idrmnun
WnaiRANIUINAIMUNNIUIANT (Service) Wag
wissudsmasnaulasandu 5 dhuds el

4.1 fldarglunisamulaseaii
(Capital Costs) fin Anlganslunsnaaselaseass
Anldanelunsdndosnunvug Hudu

42 aldanalun1stfoinisuas
sﬁamﬁﬁ\ﬁ (Operating and Maintenance Costs)
Ao Aldanglumaiusa Aildaglunsgeutings
TAT9E5 UM LY LaTITUUMSAUT Alfane
Tumsdnemiinay Wudu



n1sAnIdans:uuyudoudasuuuasavludiufnsuinwuniuas Ine38msdiAs:H
nnufjarudnunuzassnus:lesliwnaneni ua:38n1sdndrnusinldingudnano
nsrﬂ'ﬁnmuélomamﬁUs:qﬁﬂ (snlwihaneddu) fiv uenwian (nuugauyy)

4.3 150 leans (Transportation
Demand/Ridership) fio Anudaensium3ldszuy
yuasnasy Usinag lneasfiinlduinns s
Usmnaduauifisaved 14u5ms

4.4 USaaumauqlunisvudese
fifne (Effective Capacity) e d3unainanug
{lngan3ueeLIusn 1 PUU (Transit Unit)
fansnsaaudalaly 1 3y, s 1 fifnne

45 anuauIalunsiBausady
STUUIURDY (Connectivity) A ANUENNTAVDY
STUDURnaTUTIaIN T T RNAR T USI UL A DY
Topeneszainauy

5. s 15usms (User) tormuninaust
nanJuNa9iNUNNIUINNT (Service) Hazwii
Faudsmasnaulasenidu 5 fuds sl

5.1 ANuLEatin/ATerpnaUaeUY
(Service Reliability/Punctuality) fip SeUUUaNNIEDY
finuwdedo hidados uaznseariangs

5.2 Arudlun1sldusnisangn
(Minimum Headway) @® 3zz1ia1iig lnoans
3PARYILIUTALAYENT WlVLIUTAIAEETERNANN
sandldaufeuausavuauselUdhsandmiige

5.3 38e1NIyniNeaatl (Distance
between Station) A9 Jruzvinesewineaaniinile
TusiaBnaaniinda

5.4 MINFeIEuUUEN (Accessibility
/Transferability) fi® IvUUVURTIaNNNTATDUAD
Auanuiisneg vildd lngansaunsaidnis
sruvrudsnatulie

5.5 szuuanudasadalunsiiusa
(Traffic Safety Automation) laguyaduszuy
yudsiimunufszuuneuines iusadnlud®
Taifieud (Driverless) W3oszuupuaefinIuANsIL
AUTY (Driver)

3.14 nrsnnnueanievianiile lu
mssndula

Ndeeul Ifdndenssumussnany
2ATeY meudelssianndneandy 2 Uszan
TAwA 520UTUR9NIasUTUATEN TN TALSANS
WENDRIRINAT (Surface at Grade) WazIzuy
YURNIATUIUINTBNTAAUI AT RUUEATLAY
(Elevated) lagld@nidnnssuusudatiasu
unseerinfneg luusazUssinnduniadan
Tumssingula senanslunisned 3

M99 3 STUUVUAIATUIUIATDIBTHAA
Tuudaziszian

UsTnNssuu
YUFINIAVU
YUINTDY

YUATLUUIUAIUIABUIUIATDY

saUsEIMIAILTALAY (Bus Rapid Transit, BRT)
505197 (Tram)

THudnsiaue
HA95199
(Surface at
Grade)

50UTEIMIAIURLAYNO ALUTA [T S UU
Wolnad 2 5¥UU (Bi-Modal Tram)

solwildndsauainuunmes (E-Mobility)

saUsEIMIAILTALAY (Bus Rapid Transit, BRT)

3 | 30bhs1awn (Light Rail Transit, LRT)
anseau | sollihuuudesndisuusemluh
(Elevated) |(Automated Guideway Transit, AGT)

solnihadasaiens (Monorail)

3.2 Amuamsianavasiulsnsdndula
Tuusazinaui
MuuamTinkazeeiaulssingdula
lundazinawdl wndaudsasdnduladudsla
finswen FanaldiBeUFina Wimuansiama
JuBaUSina wasmafmuysmssindulasudsla
fifoeTanalagBenunin Tadnuanisiana
Tagmssaumuanadafiuangddulasiuge
FaanunsaagUn1sinuansTANaD9RI LU
madnaulals sauanslumaed 4
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a131edl 4 aqUimuamaianavesiiudsmasnaulaluusiazinousi

N13IANAYDIAUS
adu | fdulddaunde [inadinisiagula faudsmsingula UASHANTENUNINUIN (+) igin
(No.) | (Stakeholder) |(Decision Criteria) (Decision Factor) %39 au (-) (Type of (Unit)
Factor and Impact)
1.1 anwenlumsneaing Wenaunn (-) nTUTTUIAT
(Difficulty in Construction) Qualitative (-) Rating Scale
1.2 anmentunissediy - .
. WA () UAFUTTAUAT
Y syuvassauulaa (Difficulty T _
ARRRIRNITGH : . v . Qualitative (-) Rating Scale
e o - in Utility Relocation)
. Aivualasans | mMudainssy ]
. o 1.3 auaunsatunisveng - .
(Designers and | (Engineering) . L Banaun I (+) AsUsEINA
1A59918 (Flexibility in A ;
Developers) ) Qualitative (+) Rating Scale
Network Expansion)
1.4 anuenlunisiouay - ,
oy L ) WIAMAN () UATUTTAUIUAT
neasslud (Difficulty in a l_t five () Ratin Scal
Regeneration Structure) vatitative ating scate
2.1 NaNTENUNITITIAT - .
Co 9NN () UAFUTTUUAT
FEMINNDETN (Traffic Impact a I't five () Rating Scal.
ualitative (- atin Ccale
on Construction Stage) s
2.2 HANSENUNISITIATTI - ,
~ qu WIAMUAIN () UAFUTTAIUAT
Waldeu (Traffic Impact on T )
Y 4 v v . Qualitative (-) Rating Scale
5 QIGAEH PNUFWINABY | Operation Stage)
(Communities) | (Environment) |5 3 nasiufuiifu Benaunn () 1ASUsEINMAN
(Land Acquisition) Quialitative (-) Rating Scale
2.4 wansynusAIndon RN (-) WnsUTTUNAT
(Environmental Impact) Qualitative (-) Rating Scale
2.5 awanwalveddies TN (+) WNFUTEIUA
(Urban Image) Qualitative (+) Rating Scale
e I AUUN/NA.
3.1 alanglunisasu BT () (Million Baht
1A59n15 (Capital Cost) Quantitative (-) .
per Kilometer)
3.2 alfanglunsifusouas BaUina () VW/Hlagas-nal.
#auU139 (O&M Cost) Quantitative () |(Baht/Passenger-km
v o v s 3.3 Usuarlawans - .
3 dliusms AIUUINTI M ITIAUAIN (+) 1195UTELIUA
) (Transportation Demand/ A :
(Operators) (Service) Qualitative (+) Rating Scale

Ridership)

3.4 YSinmuanuglunisvuds BeUTana (+) AlAgEns/./AAmna
siafiAva (Effective Capacity) Quantitative (+) (pphpd)
3.5 mnuaasalunside - .

i L9AUAN (+) N1ATUITTUIUAN

AONUTTUUTUAILIAYUDY

(Connectivity)

Qualitative (+)

Rating Scale
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A15199 4 aqﬁﬁ’mummﬁmwammﬁaLmeiﬁmaﬂﬁuLWiazmmﬁ (Gh))

ASIANATDIAUS
a1au | fildlddude |nainnsiadule faudsnsindula UATHANTENUNINUIN (+) Migin
(No.) | (Stakeholder) |(Decision Criteria) (Decision Factor) %39 au () (Type of (Unit)
Factor and Impact)
“ Y o o WIA/AUU
4.1 anudtunslausnig wWedsunas () ‘
e (Headway) Quantitative () (Minute per
) €adway Uantitative (- Transit Uﬂlt)
42 pudetie/nsee - .
. . , RN (+) UINFUTEUUAN
algusnis ANUUSAS ANYR95EUU (Service N .
a4 v . ‘ Quialitative (+) Rating Scale
(Users) (Service) Reliability/Punctuality)
. . - o e ny./annil
4.3 FEYLRNTTMINGANIU Wadsunas () .
) . L (Kilometer per
(Distance Between Station) Quantitative (-)
Interval)
4.4 MIIAITEUUTUES IR (+) 1MTUTTUUAT
(Accessibility/Transferability) Qualitative (+) Rating Scale
4.5 syuuanulasnsy Al (4) audu (/onlusi@ (+)
a +
Tunsiduse (Traffic Safety o Driver (-)/
) Quantitative (+) )
Automation) Driverless (+)

3.3 nslinzsuuBainauaziBenanm
AIAUAATLUNYBINLEanAT Ty
wiazsudsnmsindula Tunsdifudsmssnaula
fimsYanaiduiBe3unad (Quantitative) azld
HAAZLUUTBNMNUADATINTILANANLMURE AR
wiazsudsmssmaulalaviug daulunsdifugs
madnaulafinmatanaiBenann (Qualitative)
WU MIABUANNANNAALAY ANNFEN wiaTiAUAR
azfumsyhuouaaunuiie i Beimalusu
Afidulddudstudug ez wunadonsine
Tuusazsudsnsindula lnansliazuuuduly
ANUNANNY B UIAT VAU TEHUAIDDIF AT
(Likert rating scale)
3.4 dpasuanuddgsudsmsdagula
Q’L%m‘mzyﬁ’mﬁwﬁummﬁﬁﬁwmu,m'az
fausmssnaula meldinasivoediBamey
fisidaulgdaugslumnaidy

3.5 AATIZHNA

Suppuiiaziiunshnadlfannduney
3.3 waz 3.4 WA lnsnasannnialiag iy
Tudumpufl 3.3 udiasa asdputasazuuusing
Thoglugtvesazuuuinnigu lagldnanisnis
AnzingeinuanvuzesInlsslosinansal
(Multi-Attribute Utility Theory, MAUT) 1nudas
Aazuuuliiunzuuuinasau Fazuasnzuuy
e Teglusy 0 s 1 dwansznufiAndy

O

JidulddudiduuinAinssunainsgiu

L)

AznaasluaunIsi 1 [17] wewnnansznud
danuiTsuldaududuay Auaziuuinasgu
azwaasluann1sf 2 [17]

fja)-min(f;)

Fita) = S min(sy) W

max(f;)-fj(a;)

fia) = max(f j)-min(f ) ?
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i fi(a) AD AZLUUNINTINUDDY
Madondl a, dusudaulsnsdndulad j
fi(a) @ AU EDNT a;
dwsusuUsmsdngulad
min(f) A ﬁ’]ﬂﬁLLuuﬁ%’]@@ﬁ’]ﬂJﬂmﬁ
mMadenianundmsuiwlsnmanaulad j
max(f) A ANAZLUUGIFATINNNANS
mMadenianundmsuiwlsmanaulad j
RAIANNANANAUANURIAYVDILAAY
Faudsnssnaulaluduseuil 3.4 duwdasa
azuasrnsdnsnaulieglugdaziuy 0 Al 1
mgIBmMsanasusliadmneAugna (Rank Order
Centroid) wataN3AseiSaufisuiu lag
muniTidulddudelussaziuiinouafny
Wi ka3 fisudInanauanNaAgues
medaninmadentaidunadonsusud 1
AW ROC mldannaunafl 3 [17]

1 1
Wy = Xk ©
e wy, A ethniin ROC vassuLs
asindula j aeldinaminnssndula k
i Ao @vureunasiningula
i meldinaminnssinaula k
j, FB A udunasinIsndula
Hanunmeldinasinmasnaula k
3.6 ajuna
syUwaneidendi ldannn1sitnsnz

Tudfumaufi 3.5

-] NANTIBLAZIATITANANTIY

NANIIINYHUIANANNIAIANV LU UEDUDN
TasuwUasuuaauanueany 4 I ANYITLAN

¥ =5

fidaulddudy FefiBeaguazglduing

e

AzppULUUALANILaN e AL dasluf Ul
TnafingazBoansanidend i Beamnauazkanis
ARUNLUABUMNAssBlUT

1 AufennuuukaziInualaIenig
TnglddnviuvnasunwluseiBemalusi
U 5 wUURBUNY

2. shumaday taalddmhuuusauni
Tugeienmnglusudiui 4 wusspany

3. sud lhusns Inslddariuuussnay
TussgiBmalusnuiidunu 8 uwoasuny

4. s 15U3ms lealddariuunasuans
Usznuialy §1uau 425 wusenay

AMNNAMIWRZLUUMLADAA1eY TWlAas
fudsnsindula (Measurement) voeffisuld
dauidesis 4 du ndsnduazdiiunsysy
azwuulioglugUazuuuannsg (Normalized)
Wnldanansathandemeinasiuiu Tnal$35ms
AnzingeiananvuzasInlslaninansal
(Multi-Attribute Utility Theory, MAUT)

nMsdnafuANus Ay o eriidaule
d’mlﬁﬂﬁluﬁﬂuﬁhﬁﬂ (Weight) azaniiun1sysvy
azwuulioglugUazuuy Taeldisn1sdnandu
inmeugnans (Rank Order Centroid, ROC)

Tagannuamafing wodnasinsdnaula
ARG dauvedpenuuukazrualATS
Talrnusdayiuanuenndelumsnoadenniign
fudendan drwvesnadeadlinnud i
nansenumMIasasdindaldeusnniign Muudns
doupeed husns Tkauddgiveanldany
Tunmsawulasensundign druvesdldu3ns
Thanudduiuszuuanudasadslunsiiiusa
geign seuansluAn ROC Factor Weight
Aannfigaasudazglidulidiudy feuansly
A1 b
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Wasfunsysuazuuunadansnes
Toglustanmsgu (Normalized) #2735 MAUT
waztsuafuANus A igTdulddudsladn
aeufulsnarinsinaulaliedlusunnsgu
ROC Factor Weight %38 ROC ui anniduas
Mt mingae Sadunasuszrinenih
#tin ROC Factor kazAzhuuinnsg Iy (Normalized)
wazmadenmeldinasinisindula deuanely
a7 4 Fawadidoale azldenihmingeviny
yosudazmMudontuinasinsinaulaluwsas gl

dulddndy fanansluansned 5

Sp (ai) = Z]k

m=j

Wy, X f @) @

e S,(a) Ae AhwingaThevesmadoni

a; amSugTadnlddiuds p

fy(a) Ap PAzUWINATIIU (Normalized)

RN don a; Snsuiiuwdsnssndula j neld

wnawindndula k

Wi, #8 fumtin Rank Order Centroid

(ROC) ansrudsmssindula j meldinaeinig

fnaula k Taudfiswldswds p

1%
o

iy elfnaeinsdndula k

J, #8 fuausawdsnsdndula

A131ei 5 warwaAningaTngreudazmedeniunasinsinaulaluusafiduldduEey

A1AzULLULNINIFIU (Normalized) vasiaudsnmsdadulaluudasniaudon
'3 val v ROC
nawaing | gldauld . . — ” ”
. - L fuusmsanaule Factor LENBRDI1DT Tassadeenseiu
fadula | dowde
Weight Bi — Modal
BRT | Tram E-Mobility | BRT LRT AGT | Monorail
Tram
1.1 amenlunisneasn 0.521 0.67 0.67 0.33 1.00 1.00 0.67 1.00 0.00
1.2 mmmﬂium%@ﬂ"w 0.146 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.50 1.00 1.00 0.00
. szuuanssUlag
B 1. ffoenuuy
AU . 1.3 Anwanunsatuy 0.271 0.33 0.67 0.67 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.33 1.00
- uazirun .
AN n3e8lAsaEy
1A5IN13 -
1.4 auenlunssonay 0.062 0.25 0.25 0.25 0.75 1.00 0.75 0.75 0.00
neasalng
ﬁi’lﬁ"ﬂwﬁnmaunm%ﬁwamnssu 0.271 | 0.454 0.546 0.369 0.714 | 0.802 | 0.631 0.803
2.1 HaNITNUNITITIG 0.090 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
S¥MINRRasa
2.2 HANIENUNITIINT 0.457 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
. lorsldanu
A . —
o L 2. 070AdRU | 2.3 NITIUAUNAU 0.256 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Fuwndoxn _
2.4 HaNITNUAU 0.157 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Fandey
2.5 nmdnwalveaiies 0.040 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
ﬁﬁﬁwﬁnwaunmm‘ﬁﬂuﬁlmmﬂa"au 0.000 | 0.157 0.157 0.157 0.843 | 1.000 | 1.000 1.000
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a191efi 5 rafuasmlngaThevesudasmadontunasinsdndulaluusaziTsuldsuds (se)

A1AZUNUNINTEIY (Normalized) vasiauusmsandulalundasniaden
s val ) v ROC
nausing | daaula . o ~ z -
.- v fauusnsanaula Factor LENDRIDI10T Tassadrsensziu
fadula | dowde
Weight Bi — Modal
BRT | Tram E-Mobility | BRT LRT AGT | Monorail
Tram
3.1 Aldanglunisaamu 0.457 1.00 | 0.84 0.87 0.81 0.65 | 0.00 | 0.19 0.13
1Asens
3.2 anldaelunisiuse 0.257 1.00 | 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 | 000 | 0.00 0.00
uazgauUng
3.3 U%mmmma@mmi 0.156 0.00 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.76 0.76 1.00
.- | Tumsvudssiadieinia
3. glwu3ns —
3.4 Uimwﬁmma 0.040 0.00 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.33 0.67 0.67 1.00
3.5 ANALNTDIU 0.090 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
msileudeszuuvds
Warudy
SrunEns Fi*lﬁf"mﬁnwaal,ncu%ﬁ’mu‘%nﬁ 0.804 | 0.405 0.501 0.473 0.326 | 0.235 | 0.322 0.345
(@l%u3n9)
4.1 mmﬁ’lumﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ 0.257 0.00 0.30 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
#gn
4.2 mmmﬁaﬁa/mwia 0.090 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.33 0.67 1.00 1.00 1.00
ANYBITEUU
s 4.3 SY8YYNaTENINGENNT 0.040 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4. glfusnis —— .
4.4 ALUINTTUUVUG 0.156 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.33 0.67 1.00 0.67 1.00
4.5 szuuAulannae 0.457 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Tunsiduse
Fi’nﬁ’mﬁnmmmmcﬁﬁwuﬁms 0.040 | 0.117 0.121 0.121 0.422 | 0.960 | 0.909 0.960
(#ldu3n19)

Fegensmuamatmingaring
PpeN9Laan Surface at Grade BRT &3y
ARdulddaududeonuuuuazimunlasenis
fAMNIINdls U AL TYRIAa AL
masnaula azldrnthminganeasnaniiu

Spla;) = ((0.521x0.000) + (0.146x0.000)
+ (0.271x1.000)
+ (0.062x0.000) = 0.271
wﬁﬁaﬁﬂﬁué’mL‘%mﬁﬁﬁumméﬂﬁaﬂm
Anhuiingavslundazmadonvoariisuls
dudgsenann laednisesanduanuandty

Nam st mingaThsvanarin AUl
azldszunaudanasunmnasesiimnzay luusaz
iidaulddaudy deuanduasnedl 6 wazlina
NIANAAUNILRDNITLULIURINIATUIUIA T
Tuusazdiduldduds ol
Hoonuuuwaziinualasnisiaen
Monorail §ufiufi 1, LRT $usiufl 2, Elevated
BRT §udfl 3, AGT Susuil 4, Bi-Modal Tram

'
v o oal

UFUA 5, Tram Susufl 6, E-Mobility Susufi 7

way Surface at Grade BRT susufi 8
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ﬂ']ﬂéqﬁﬂlll,aﬂﬂ LRT, AGT war Monorail
udusuf 1, Elevated BRT Susiufl 2, Tram,
Bi-Modal Tram, E-Mobility Susiufi 3 wag
Surface at Grade Wususufl 4

ﬁm&f{sf,ﬁﬂ%milﬁaﬂ Surface at Grade

'
v o oal

BRT 1ududufl 1, Bi-Modal Tram {ususufi 2,
E-Mobility Jususufl 3, Tram Jususuf 4,

'
v o oAl

Monorail usudufi 5, Elevated BRT ifususiii 6,
AGT Jususuf 7 uaz LRT Wususufi 8

1 2

fuglduSn1siden LRT, Monorail

Wususuft 1, AGT Wususufl 2, Elevated BRT

'
o al

Wudueuf 3, Bi-Modal Tram, E-Mobility
Husuduf 4, Tram sudD? 5 waz Surface at
Grade BRT \ususudi 6

A9l 6 HaMITRBReAFUIDTTUDTUdRnaTUTINATasTinzau Tuusazifidulidue

fiidulddaudes
foanuuuuazimua . Y - Y -
madenn Hliu3nns #léuinns
MURINTTUUIUES Tassns
UIAYUIUINTOY
AZLULAT A3 AZLUUAT 13 AZLUUAT g AZLULAT 13
Hwtin INANAU dawtin Ina1AU Frwtin InaAU Fawtin Inanu
BRT 0.271 8 0.000 q 0.804 1 0.040 6
Tram 0.454 6 0.157 3 0.405 q 0.117 5
GHRe! Bi-Modal
0.546 5 0.157 3 0.501 2 0.121 q
93199 Tram
E-Mobility 0.369 7 0.157 3 0.473 3 0.121 q
BRT 0.714 3 0.843 2 0.326 6 0.422 3
{Assatng LRT 0.802 2 1.000 1 0.235 8 0.960 1
gnIEev AGT 0.631 q 1.000 1 0.322 7 0.909 2
Monorail 0.803 1 1.000 1 0.345 5 0.960 1

dlaldnanisinEeeasumnuadday
posuAazmadoniuniaiidulddiuduuay
snansaeAfiueY ilemnaaUTuDTUd
wasuBRIesimInzauluiufingammamuas
nsdiRnsUInasNdUseh (salnihanedd) fe
weNENgN (auusauys) aunngiiduldsdiudald
Tneimualigfiduldaudannnguiinouad iy

Windu wazAwInsERnudfy Tnadsu
NSANAIRUAINUEIAUNILADNFAGE) VD
Aiiduladrudananguliogludiuinsgiu
ROC Factor Weight #1835 ROC #auanaly
auANST 3 BananisUsuAsIRaFuANEARY
naidensngg Weglugy ROC Factor Weight
fananalunnsei 7




JAINSSUAIS Un.

a31eil 7 madSuaduanushgyldegludunnsgiu (ROC Factor Weight) Tumaidonuasudas

Afsuldauidy
gfidulddude
Hoenuuuuazivua . Y - Y -
FRGEAGH gliu3nns gldusnis
MUADNTZUUVUES lasans
IDYUVUINTBY ROC ROC ROC ROC
s o s o o o o n’]i
N179AAAY Factor N133AA1AU Factor N133A81AY Factor v e Factor
InEAU
Weight Weight Weight Weight
BRT 8 0.016 4 0.063 1 0.340 6 0.028
Tram 6 0.054 3 0.146 4 0.111 5 0.061
BN 1 BiModal
25195 5 0.079 3 0.146 2 0.215 a4 0.103
Tram
E-Mobility 7 0.033 3 0.146 3 0.152 4 0.103
BRT 3 0.152 2 0.270 6 0.054 3 0.158
Tassatng LRT 2 0.215 1 0.521 8 0.016 1 0.408
UNTYIU AGT 4 0.111 1 0.521 7 0.033 2 0.242
Monorail 1 0.340 1 0.521 5 0.079 1 0.408

aninualigfidsulddrudanngy
AANUAAYWINAY ANTAATUIUATIUUIUAS
wasuvLnasasiimnzalufiuiingamnamuas
mzﬁﬁﬂmu’%nmamﬁﬂs:@ﬁﬁ (salnihansddy)
wenENgN (auusauys) unnFiiaulasdiudala
lneA81@a8r1 ROC Factor Weight waeynngs
Afiduldadudslunadonsieg fuaneiog

[

NTANUIUANT

ROC Factor Weight Surface at Grade BRT

_ (0.016 + 0.063 Z 0.340 + 0.028) _ 0.112

NnTUARENTUANUEIAY LialE e
madenfimanzanfign Menanslunisned 8
Tagdinan3dn U Monorail suFA 1,

LRT Sudvfi 2, AGT susufi 3, Elevated BRT

Sugudi 4, Bi-Modal Tram Susufi 5, E-Mobility

Fusuf 6, Surface at Grade BRT Susufl 7 waz

Tram Susv7i 8

f13197 8 WANNTAALS LA TURNTIULIURS
YUV IO A EL TINANGY

sufidaulddrude
MaABNTTUUYUES Ay
UIBYUTUINGDI ROC Factor N159NANAU
Weight
BRT 0.112 7
- Tram 0.093 8
LANOR
Bi-Modal
93199 0.136 5
Tram
E-Mobility 0.109 6
BRT 0.159 4
TAsasng LRT 0.290 2
GRPEall] AGT 0.227 3
Monorail 0.337 1
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