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Abstract:

The purpose of this research paper is to give a brief theoretical review
of various variants of goal programming (GP) and its applications. Thus, we
will try in the beginning to describe the goal programming through
emphasizing on the general framework of goal programming and how it is
formulated, to show the various types of goal programming problems and
ways of overcome them. In addition, we will try to show how this method
can address the problems facing the decision maker under multiple and
conflicting goals, through a review of various variants of goal programming
under different types of decision making environments The main findings
indicate that the goal programming is considered as one of the necessary
quantitative methods, that deserves all the attention by researchers, where
considered one of the most suitable methods of operations research because
of the many advantages that characterize them.

Key words: goal programming, Models, variants, decision making,
integration.
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Source: Jones, D., Goal Programming Tutorial, op.cit, p38.
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