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Figure 1. Hierarchical structure selection for chosing the best way of use fish waste in a canned fish factory.

3 oA C3 S 5 el Sl Olges
Al adlas cpl s @Bl £ 5 (T (Gl as
gl (Sl S Gb ool Lo VS YV L
okadOlis s 5 Al e Js3 LB Gl ede
(V4A+ Saaty) el Jae cds 510 VL Cb.ﬂ
5 g > Stes sdimsOlis sl ol iz

ool Je anolie

A

sy Pl ots Ol ol Jlos bl

Qe ()0 O 5 S s sy
s LY dodr 4 g LS el el ol
skl ol slagdocs ol e Sos dess
ol oo 55 oy K5 5 A sy Ly S
bog &S Jhasn 53288 15 Jsl cadl s 5
Slres 5 ObasSs

JJL;,wi )‘ odlaul st.: EOs 200 dlﬁ&j)

Ot 3 Sl Al el



&340 ol g (ol 4l 5o

.L;&Lc‘g}w's AGL‘;J‘S JA'M}‘ salaial J""")Cﬁ}_‘é'.’ ;..JL‘;'.'J 6‘,3 Uhu.a&u‘g‘.&)‘.gu 059 -Y J}J}

Table 2. The weight of criteria and indices for selecting the best way to use of fish waste in a canned fish factory.
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Table 3. The relative weight of options compared to the criteria.
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Figure 2. Prioritizing the options for managing the fish waste relative to the general objective.
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Figure 3. Sensitivity diagram relative to the general objective.
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