
ERRATUM

The printed and online versions of the review article “Comments on “multiple criteria 
decision making (MCDM) methods in economics”: an overview” by James J. H. Liou and 
Gwo-Hshiung Tzeng published in the journal of Technological and Economic Develop-
ment of Economy 18(4): 379–392, doi: 10.3846/20294913.2012.753489, contained errors 
in figure 5 and figure A3.

The figure 5 should be read as: 
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Fig. 5. The concepts of changeable decision space and aspiration level
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Fig. A3. Extension of changeable decision space and aspiration level

The figure A3 should be read as:

The author Gwo-Hshiung Tzeng and the publisher apologise for this error.

The corrected version may now be found at  
http://dx.doi.org/10.3846/20294913.2012.753489
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