	
	New England 
	Ohio State
	PCO
	SUNY
	Weights

	1. Tuition
	2
	2x9=18
	3
	3x9=27
	6
	6x9=54
	5
	5x9=45
	9

	2. Cost of Living
	1
	1x8=8
	5
	5x8=40
	5
	5x8=40
	4
	4x8=32
	8

	3. Distance/Location
	3
	3x7=21
	4
	4x7=28
	7
	7x7=49
	5
	5x7=35
	7

	4. Financial Aid
	3
	3x5=15
	3
	3x5=15
	7
	7x5=35
	7
	7x5=35
	5

	5. Clinical focus
	8
	8x1=8
	7
	7x1=7
	8
	8x1=8
	8
	8x1=8
	1

	TOTAL
	70
	117
	186
	155
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Multiattribute Utility Analysis (MAU) Problem

A. Problem: Which optometry school is my best option?

Alternative with the highest value: Pennsylvania College of Optometry (PCO)

B. I am not surprised by the final outcome. I had hoped for a more distinct difference in the scores for PCO versus SUNY since they are my top choices, however, PCO has a higher score due to a better cost of living and lower tuition. Compared to the other choices, New England College of Optometry is in fact the least suitable option compared to the others. The tuition is higher, cost of living is much higher, and the distance from home is the greatest. I am not surprised that it had such a low score.

C. This procedure is good for making decisions such as deciding on a best fit school or buying a new car because they are major, costly decisions that deserve a more thorough consideration. Also, because there are many choices and attributes in these decisions, the utility and weights begin to become a jumble of numbers and there is a lot of confusion. A chart like this organizes the properties of a hard decision and allows the decision maker to clearly define which attributes are the most or least important. However, this procedure is not practical in many other decision making situations such as buying a new coat, deciding what to eat at a restaurant, or grocery shopping simply because they are decisions that require faster responses, are made regularly, and are not large-scale problems.

D. Sensitivity analysis

