10PSscience Q, Joumnals» Books Publishing Support @ Login~

IOP Conference Series: Materials Science and Engineering

Scope JOURNAL LINKS
IOP Conference Series: Materials Science and Engineering (MSE) is an Open Access proceedings journal provides a fast, Journal home
versatile and cost-effective proceedings publication service. Journal scope
Subjects Information for organizers

Information for authors
* Processing, Manufacturing and applications

. A Contact us
* Analysis and characterisation
* Functional materials Reprint services from Curran
Associates

* Polymer science

Glasses and ceramics
Thin films and surfaces

* Nanostructures and nanomaterials
+ Composites

* Biomaterials

* Environment and energy

* Computation and simulation

Crystalline structure and microstructure

Structural and mechanical

IOP Conference Series: Materials Science and Engineering

Table of contents

Volume 722
January 2020

4 Previous issue MNext issue »

3rd International Conference on Engineering Technology for Sustainable Development (ICET4SD) 23—
24 October 2019, Yogyakarta, Indonesia

Published online: 21 January 2020

Papers

OPEN ACCESS 012001
Studies on Nickel-based Bimetallic Catalysts for the Hydrodeoxygenation of Stearic Acid

A Rafiani, F Aulia, A A Dwiatmoko, N Rinaldi, Murhasni and R R Widjaya
+ Open abstract [F] view article H PDF

OPEN ACCESS 012002
The aluminum powder size' effect on rice plant fiber reinforced composite to hardness, wear and coefficient of friction of
brake lining

A 'S Darmawan, P | Purboputro and B W Febriantoko
+ Open abstract [T] View article 4 PDF

OPEN ACCESS 012003
Blood Collection Strategy: A Lesson Learned from Indonesian Blood Supply Chain
A Mansur, | Vanany and NI Arvitrida

+ Open abstract [F] View article 4 PDF



OPEN ACCESS 012022
Recycled Polypropylene Filament for 3D Printer: Extrusion Process Parameter Optimization

Herianto, 5 | Atsani and H Mastrisiswadi

+ Open abstract [F] View article PDF

OPEN ACCESS 012023
Measurement of magnetic fields on electric train

H W Mugrcho, M | Sudrajat, A N Bakti, Yudhistira and R H Arjadi

+ Open abstract [F] View article PDF

OPEN ACCESS 012024
Applying the Theory of Planned Behavior in Functional Food Purchasing: a Young Consumers Perception

I G MY Bakti, 5 Sumaedi, N J Astrini, T Rakhmawati, M Yarmen and 5 Damayanti

+ Open abstract [F] View article PDF

OPEN ACCESS 012025

Modified fuzzy Delphi to determine the consensus of government facility governance
| N Sutapa and M Wullur

+ Open abstract [F] View article PDF



BAU
Rectangle


ICET4SD IOP Publishing
IOP Conf. Series: Materials Science and Engineering 722 (2020) 011001 doi:10.1088/1757-899X/722/1/011001

List of Committees

Advisors

Hari Purnomo

Dwi Ana Ratna Wati
Sisdarmanto Adinandra
Conference Chairman
Alvin Sahroni

Deputy Chairman
Harwati

Secretary

Elvira Sukma Wahyuni
Treasurer

Almira Budiyanto
Technical Committee
Annisa Uswatun Khasanah
Muflih Arisa Adnan
Donny Suryawan
Supporting Staff
Slamet Puji Astuti
Risky Falahiya

Ana Yuliani

Scientific Committee:

Tomohiko Igasaki, Kumamoto University, Japan

Norlaili Binti Mat Safri, Universiti Teknologi Malaysia,Malaysia

Nasser Najibi, City University of New York, United States

Radu Godina, Faculty of Science and Technology (FCT), New University of Lisbon,
Portugal

Sanjeevikumar Padmanaban, Aalborg University, Denmark

Vladimir Strezov, Macquarie University, Australia

Emmanuel Abdul, Portland State University, United States

Prathamesh Churi, NMIMS University, School of Engineering and Technology
Management, India

Mu-Song Chen, Da-Yeh University, Taiwan

Addy Wahyudie, United Arab Emirates University, United Arab Emirates



ICET4SD IOP Publishing
IOP Conf. Series: Materials Science and Engineering 722 (2020) 011001 doi:10.1088/1757-899X/722/1/011001

Moslem Yousefi, Islamic Azad University, Roudehen Branch, Iran

Roman Voliansky, Dniprovsk State Technical University, Ukraine

Giedré Streckiené, Vilnius Gediminas Technical University, Lithuania
Hasan AL Dabbas, Philadelphia University, Jordan

Leonel E Hernandez, ITSA University Institution, Colombia

Makbul Anwari, King Abdulaziz University, Saudi Arabia

Nelson Martins, Universidade de Aveiro, Portugal

Mohamed Serrhini, University Mohammed Premier Oujda, Morocco
Raoudha Chaabane, Uuniversity of Monastir/ENIM/LESTE, Tunisia
Laura Piedra-MUNOZ, University of Almeria, Espafia

José Anténio Beleza Carvalho, Instituto Superior de Engenharia do Porto, Portugal
Raman Singh, Monash University, Australia

Darunee Wattanasiriwech, Mae Fah Luang University, Thailand

Bonnin Michele, Politecnico di Torino, Italy

Amelia Kurniawati, Telkom University, Indonesia

Suyitno, Nanobioenergy Laboratory, Universitas Sebelas Maret, Indonesia
Nazaruddin SInaga, Diponegoro University, Indonesia

Boy Arief Fachri, Universitas Jember, Indonesia

Andreas Handojo, Petra Christian University, Indonesia

Nasser Najibi, City University of New York, United States

Safanah M. Raafat, University of technology, Iraq

Sudhanshu Suhas Gonge, Marathwada Mitra Mandal’s College of Engineering,
Karvenagar , Pune affiliated to Savitribai Phule Pune University, Pune., India
Ipseeta Nanda, NIIT University, India

Yutika Amelia Effendi, Universitas Airlangga, Indonesia

Omar Ibrahim Alsaif, Northern Technical University, Iraq

Qasim Yahya Rahawi, University of Mosul, Iraq

Emmanuel Abdul, Portland State University, United States

Khalil Azha Mohd Annuar, Universiti Teknikal Malaysia Melaka, Malaysia
Natrayan, VIT University, India

Yasser Gaber, Beni-Suef university, Egypt

Nazaruddin Sinaga, Diponegoro University, Indonesia

Erwin B. Daculan, University of San Carlos, Philippines

Yahya, Universidade de Aveiro, Portugal

Adriano Peres, Federal University oficial Santa Catarina, Brasil

Ashok Kaushal, Concordia University, Canada

Bachir ACHOUR, Research Laboratory in Subterranean and Surface Hydraulics
(LARHYSS)-University of Biskra, Algeria

Ferry Doringin, Bina Nusantara University, Indonesia

Marcelo Martin Marciszack, National Technological University, Argentina
Abdul Hadi, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia

Nico F. Declercq, Georgia Institute of Technology, USA-France-Belgium
Pattaraporn Posoknistakul, Mahidol University, Thailand



ICET4SD IOP Publishing
IOP Conf. Series: Materials Science and Engineering 722 (2020) 011001 doi:10.1088/1757-899X/722/1/011001

Subhasis Roy, University of Calcutta, India

Tutun Nugraha, IULI (International University Liaison Indonesia), Indonesia
Suthee Wattanasiriwech, Mae Fah Luang University, Thailand

Kishor Sarkar, University of Calcutta, India

Siti Shawalliah Idris, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia

Ren-Jieh Kuo, National Taiwan University of Science and Technology, Taiwan
Yalun Arifin, Universitas Prasetiya Mulya, Indonesia

Zahari Taha, Universiti Malaysia Pahang, Malaysia

Mohd Rozi Ahmad, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia

Shi-Woei Lin, National Taiwan University of Science and Technology, Taiwan
Jamari, Diponegoro University, Indonesia

Soorathep Kheawhom, Chulalongkorn University, Thailand

Agung Sutrisno, Sam Ratulangi University, Indonesia

Siti Shawalliah Idris, Universiti Teknologi MARA, Malaysia

Wahyu Pamungkas, Institut Teknologi Telkom Purwokerto, Indonesia

Seyed Amidedin Mousavi, Islamic Azad University, Zanjan Branch, Iran
Emmanuel Abdul, Portland State University, United States

Qasim Yahya Rahawi, University of Mosul, Iraq

Tan Xiao Jian, University Malaysia Perlis, Malaysia

Arpitha G R, Presidency University Bangalore, India

Shashikant Patil, SVKMs NMIMS Mumbai, India

Yun Ii, Go, Heriot-Watt University Malaysia, Malaysia

Alias Mohd Saman, Universiti Teknologi MARA (UiTM), Malaysia
S.Velliangiri, CMR Institute of Technology, Hyderabad, India

Nazaruddin Sinaga, Diponegoro University, Indonesia

Joshua A. Abolarinwa, Federal University of Technology Minna, Nigeria
Nikhil Khanna, Motilal Nehru College, University of Delhi, India

Akeel Abbas Mohammed, Al-Furat Al-Awsat Technical University, Iraq
Adid Adep Dwiatmoko, Indonesian Institute of Sciences (LIPI), Indonesia
Tri Handhika, Gunadarma University, Indonesia

Adid Adep Dwiatmoko, LIPI, Indonesia

Nuno Domingues, ISEL, Portugal

Christiono Utomo , ITS , Indonesia

Nyoman Sutapa , Petra Christian University , Indonesia

Hussien Al-Hmood , University of Thi-Qar , Iraq

dr nor azlan othman , universiti teknologi mara , malaysia

amitava das , NSHM Knowledge Campus Durgapur India , INDIA

F. Punnya Priya , Anna University , India

Agung Ari Wibowo , Politeknik Negeri Malang , Indonesia

Chunhui Guo , San Diego State University , United States

Kittipong Tripetch , Rajamangala University of Technology Suvarnabhumi , Thailand
Siti Akhtar Mahayuddin , Universiti Teknologi MARA, Perak Branch , Malaysia
Qasim Yahya Rahawi , University of Mosul , Iraq



ICET4SD IOP Publishing
IOP Conf. Series: Materials Science and Engineering 722 (2020) 011001 doi:10.1088/1757-899X/722/1/011001

Birinderjit Singh Kalyan , Chandigarh University , India

Muhammad Syafrudin , Dongguk University , Korea

Niloy Sarkar , Maulana Abul Kalam Azad university of technology , India
Nuha , University of Basrah , Iraq

Triwiyanto , Politeknik Kesehatan Kementerian Kesehatan Surabaya , Indonesia



B (Certificate &<

INDONESIA
CERTIFICATE |S AWARDED TO
¥

an

| Sutapa




IOP Conference Series: Materials Science and Engineering

PAPER « OPEN ACCESS You may also like

e . . - Integrating climate change criteria in
Modified fuzzy Delphi to determine the cONSensuUS icicicaaion ooiceis sang ambria

decision-support system

Of g overnment fa cil |ty g overnance Jorge Curiel-Esparza, Nuria Gonzalez-

Utrillas, Julian Canto-Perello et al.

. X X ) - The effect of Delphi-based on learning
To cite this article: | N Sutapa and M Waullur 2020 /OP Conf. Ser.: Mater. Sci. Eng. 722 012025 media at student learning outcomes in
basic electricity and electronics subjects
viewed from the level of student learning
autonomy
B D Cahyono, S Muslim and D Djoko
View the article online for updates and enhancements. - Consensus Views on the SUCCESS
Elements for Extension of Time Claim
(E0T) in the Malaysian Construction
Industry: A Modified Delphi Study
Norazian Mohamad Yusuwan, Hamimah
Adnan, Zul Zakiyuddin Ahmad Rashid et
al.

@ 245th ECS Meeting « May 26-30, 2024 « San Francisco, CA ‘ I ear more & submitl

Present your work at the leading electrochemistry &
solid-state science conference.

Network with academic, government,
and industry influencers!

Submit abstracts by December 1, 2023

This content was downloaded from IP address 110.139.78.168 on 30/10/2023 at 07:58



ICET4SD IOP Publishing
IOP Conf. Series: Materials Science and Engineering 722 (2020) 012025 doi:10.1088/1757-899X/722/1/012025

Modified fuzzy Delphi to determine the consensus of
government facility governance

I N Sutapa' and M Wullur?
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2 Management Department, Sam Ratulangi University, Manado, Indonesia

E-mail: mantapa@petra.ac.id

Abstract. The article discusses the development of governance indicators for work facility
policies of local government. These indicators will be used as a policy to ensure that work
facilities are durable, cost-effective in procurement and maintenance, are effective in use, and
added value for end of use/life. Many researchers previously developed governance indicators
with the Fuzzy Delphi method, but there were still gaps, namely the differences in the weight
of expertise had not been accommodated in determining the final consensus of the importance
of each indicator. In this article, the indicators are developed by expert, by considering the
weight of their expertise, using a modified Fuzzy Delphi method. The final results of the study
are four dimensions of government work facilities governance with twenty indicators that are
important in improving the operational performance of local governments.

1. Introduction

Determination of expert consensus with traditional Delphi method requires several stages to get a
convergent opinion, which is time-consuming and expensive [1]. Furthermore, the opinions of each
expert on an indicator in the traditional Delphi method are generally expressed in one choice interest
score on a Likert scale for the research using questionnaire [2]. The choice of interests represented in a
score point is not representative, because humans in judging something is not ‘black’ and ‘white’, if in
one point assessed ‘black’ and then shifted slightly ‘white’ directly, there is a slow degradation from
black to white [3]. Based on the two reasons mentioned above, namely to reduce the steps and
overcome the lack of a single point assessment, the Delphi method modification is needed. To
overcome those problems, some researchers have used the concept of fuzzy sets, such as [4, 5, 6, 7,
and 8].

Delphi decision model with existing fuzzy approaches has weaknesses, decision aggregation is
determined based on the average value of the opinions of all experts. According to Kamonpatana ef al.
[7] and Quyen [8] each expert is considered to have the same level of importance. Meanwhile,
according to Liu et al. [9] expert opinions must be distinguished based on differences in the level of
importance of each expert, due to differences in educational qualifications, work experience, and level
of authority. Need different weights for each expert opinion in determining the aggregate final
assessment of an indicator. The experts who have higher weight have a bigger voice, more to hear. For
this reason, in this article, a modified Fuzzy Delphi method concerning different expert weights was
developed.

Content from this work may be used under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 licence. Any further distribution
BY of this work must maintain attribution to the author(s) and the title of the work, journal citation and DOI.

Published under licence by IOP Publishing Ltd 1
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2. Formulation of modified fuzzy Delphi

The selection of work facility governance policies, ranging from procurement policies to end-of-
life/use, requires a collective consensus of various stakeholders. In this study, collective decision
choices were formulated using the modified Fuzzy Delphi method through focus group discussion
(FGD). The purpose of using fuzzy concepts is to accommodate the uncertainty of human choice
boundaries regarding the choice of policy importance [3-7]. This can reduce the decision-making
process in the traditional Delphi method which takes a lot of time and money. Consensus in the
traditional Delphi method generally cannot be reached in one stage, since the choice of stakeholders is
expressed in a narrow or crisp choice [1, 2, and 8].

Collective decision by several interested parties to get a consensus on work facility governance
policies in the local government with modified Fuzzy Delphi, starting from the identification of
various dimensions of governance policies to policy indicators through literature review, field studies
and input from stakeholders when FGD is performed.

Furthermore, for the model formulation, the policy dimension is denoted by PI, the i policy
indicator of /" dimension is denoted by PI;, and the k" expert or interested party is denoted by Ex. The
importance level of each indicator is expressed in five Likert scale [5, 7], namely EI (extremely
important), VI (very important), RI (relatively important), S/ (somewhat important), and N/ (not
important) with the domain of all levels in /0, /] and the degree of membership u of each point is
expressed in [0, 1], where the degree of membership 1 =0 means not being at a level of importance,
=] means definitely in a level of importance, and a score between 0 and / means being at an
importance level with membership degrees (0, /). Then the membership function of each level of
importance of policy indicators can be formulated as a triangular fuzzy membership function with a
domain /0, 1], where the midpoint of a triangle function has a membership value of one, then the
membership value is degraded to zero to the left and right as far as 0.25 [3-7].

Membership function of fuzzy set upi of the i indicator importance level of j dimension who is
evaluated by k" expert with membership value is one at middle point M, i.e. upix(M)=1 can be
formulated as triangular function TRF, with lower limit L, upper limit U, and middle point M:

Hur, (X) =TRF (L, My, Uy ) 1)
—TRF(M —0.25,M,M +0.25) 2)
_{4(X—M)+l, M -0.25<x<M

3)
—4(x-M)+1, M <x<M +0.25

The triangular membership function of all values of the importance levels of NI, SI, RI, VI, and El can
be described as follows (Fig. 1):

Hye

NI SI RI VI EIl
1.0

0.5

00 025 05 075 1.0 X
Figure 1. Triangular membership function of indicators importance level

Furthermore, if the weight of the k™ expert is denoted by WEx where ZKWEk =1, the weight of the
k™ expert is determined based on the level of knowledge, skills, and experience, then the fuzzy set of
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the consensus of all experts in determining the importance level of a policy indicator Pl can be
formulated as union U of all fuzzy set of the expert, i.e.:

Hpy, (X):Uk:uPlijk (x) =TRF(L;,M;,Uy) Vi, ] 4
Where
L, =min Ly | Vi, ] (5)
Uij:maxk{Uijk} Vi, (6)
M; :ZKWEKMHK i, j 7

Equations (5) and (6) illustrate the left L; and right U;; boundaries of the importance level of all
experts related to the evaluation of the i™ policy indicator on the j™ dimension. The left and right
boundaries are the value with the greatest scope, meaning that the left boundary of the assessment of
all experts is taken the smallest (min) and the right boundary taken from the largest expert assessment
(max). These left and right boundaries correspond to Liu [5], Kamonpatana et al. [7], and Quyen [8].
These limits (5) and (6) aim to reduce the decision-making process that is repeated in the Delphi
method. Meanwhile, equation (7) is the midpoint Mj; of the importance level of all experts, namely the
highest importance membership value of 1, its value is determined as the weighted average of all the
highest importance assessments of all experts. Where the weight of each expert WEk is taken into
account Liu et al. [9], it means that experts with greater weight have greater votes and vice versa, this
is by the rules of decision making in local government in general. Equation (5, 6, and 7) is a
modification of the existing equation by researchers [4-7]. Specifically, in equation (7) the authors
setting the arithmetic mean with different weights for experts, whereas researchers [4, 6, and 8] used
arithmetic mean, and researchers [5, 7] with geometric mean, all of which assume each expert has the
same weight.

Finally, the conclusion of the importance level of the i policy indicator in the j" policy dimension
by all PI experts can be formulated as a center of gravity CoG as determined by Kamonpatana et al.
[7], which is the defuzzification of equation (4-7), i.e.:

1
3 L Xy, (X)dX
T S
Io Huie, (x)dx
PI policy indicators in the j" policy dimension can be used as a consensus by all experts, considered as

important policy indicators in the governance of work facilities if they meet the following threshold
values (TV):

PI (8)

PI; >TV, V] 9)

Where the threshold value is the first quartile Q; of all the indicators of importance in each dimension
j" as mentioned by Quyen [8], i.e.:

TV, =Q/ =min ,{P1, }+0.25range, {P1, | (10)

The level of importance of policy indicators PI that meet the threshold value (9) can be classified
into high importance (P1>0.75), medium importance (0.51< Pl <0.75), and low importance (P1<0.51).
Furthermore, the level of consensus of all experts for each indicator can be formulated as a coefficient
of quartile value (CQV):

%-Q 0.5range, {M ijk}
Q,+Q,  2min, {M ik }+ range, {M ik

According to Quyen [8] consensus can be divided into high consensus ifCQV <0.15, medium
consensus, if 0.15 <CQV <0.20, and low consensus, if CQV>0.20.

cQV, = ] Vi, j (11)
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3. Formulation of modified fuzzy Delphi

As a case study, the following is the application of modified fuzzy Delphi in determining the level of
importance and consensus level of work facility governance policy decision in a local government in
Indonesia. Dimension of policy decisions include decisions on procurement, usage, and maintenance
of work facilities, as well as recapturing the value of end of use/life of them [10, 11]. Based on the
dimensions of the governance policy, the following are each policy indicators derived from a review
of some previous literature.

3.1. Procurement policy of work facility

The procurement policy of an organization has a strategic position to maintain the stability of the
operational process. Government procurement division aims to supply facilities which are ready and
reliable to use by the user with low on price and maintenance cost. There are many ways to procure
material or facilities [12, 13, and 14]. Purchase (abbreviated as policy indicator Procl). Meeting the
needs of work facilities using the institution handing the amount of money to the seller to obtain work
facilities by the agreement of both parties. Receipt of a grant (Proc2). Meeting the needs of work
facilities by accepting voluntary gifts from other parties. Grants can be received from the government
(national or regional) and the private sector. Rentals (Proc3). Meeting the needs of work facilities by
temporarily utilizing the property of other parties for the benefit of the institution and then paying it
based on the lease agreement. Borrowing (Proc4). Fulfillment of work facilities by utilizing other
parties' goods for the interests of institutions voluntarily by the loan agreement. Exchange (Proc5).
Fulfillment of work facilities by exchanging goods owned by institutions with goods owned by other
parties, meanwhile exchanged work facilities must be work facilities that are no longer useful for the
institution. Reconditioning/repairing (Proc6). Reconditioning or repairing is a means of meeting the
needs of work facilities that have been damaged. Repairs can be done by replacing damaged parts so
that damaged work facilities can be reused as they should.

3.2. Usage policy of work facility

All facilities must be used properly and properly so that conditions remain excellent and can be used
in the long run. Some of the results of previous studies [11, 15, and 16] suggest various ways of using
work facilities. Installation of facilities according to the manual book and operation of facilities by
work instructions (Usagel). All facilities are placed in the area needed in sufficient quantities, well-
organized, always clean, and ready to use (Usage2). Raw materials or spare parts needed to work or to
operate facilities are available and adequate (Usage3). And, there is visual control or warning system
of irregularities or abnormalities (damage, run out of material, errors) (Usage4).

3.3. Maintenance policy of work facility

Maintenance of work facilities is very important to keep the facilities in top condition, ready to use
and can be used for a long time. There are various ways to maintain the work facilities [17, 18, and
19]. Care facilities are carried out regularly following a predetermined maintenance schedule
regardless of the condition of the facility (Maintl). Facility maintenance is carried out by looking at
the current condition (decline in performance), without waiting for the maintenance schedule or
waiting until the facility is damaged (Maint2). Facility maintenance is carried out with repairs due to
damaged or non-functioning facilities (Maint3). Facility maintenance is carried out by estimating the
conditions or workload in the future (Maint4).

3.4. Recapture value of end of use/life

Handling of work facilities that are end of use/end of life or damaged ones requires a big cost. To
reduce handling costs and/or recapture the remaining value, the institution must be clever. If not, then
the handling costs will increase. Several ways can be done to reduce costs or to recapture value [20,
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21]. Outdated facilities sold or auctioned openly (EndUL1). Facilities that have expired are exchanged
for facilities needed by the institution (EndUL2). Facilities that have expired are moved to places
(within the same institution) that need them more (EndUL3). Facilities that have expired service are
given to other institutions that need them (EndUL4). Facilities that have expired have been reused or
recycled (EndULD5). Facilities that have been used up have been destroyed/burned (EndULG).

3.5. Model implementation on a case study

This case study was carried out at a local government that has a variety of work facilities, such as
personal computers, laptops, printers, photocopiers, LCDs, etc. Seven respondents are willing to
participate in this study. The seven respondents were called experts because they had very adequate
knowledge and work experience in the procurement, use, maintenance, or management of finished
goods. Data in Table 1 shows the level of knowledge (Knowy) and work experience (Expry) of each
expert (Ex k=1, 2,...,7), with a total weight (WEj) calculated from 40% knowledge and 60%
experience.

In Table 2, by using equations (5)-(7) the fuzzy set of the importance level of each policy indicator
is calculated, the lower limit of L, the middle value of M, and the upper limit of U, namely the
boundaries of the combined fuzzy triangular membership function of the judgment of the seven
experts. Furthermore, using equation (8) the centre of gravity of each fuzzy set of importance is
calculated for each policy indicator PI. Equation (9) to calculate threshold value TV for each
dimension policy, as a criterion for determining a P/ in a dimension whether it is important or not
important. Equation (10) was used to calculate the consensus level CQV for each policy indicator P/
from all experts.

Table 1. Expert weight based on knowledge and experience

Expert E1 E2 E3 E4 E5 E6 E7
Knowi 3 1 3 2 3 3 2
Expri 15 10 20 10 5 18 9
WE, 0.17 0.11 0.22 0.12 0.07 0.20 0.11

Table 2. Fuzzy membership function I-m-u, level of importance pi, and level of consensus cqv

Policy L M u PI cQV

. Procl 0.25 0.59 1.00 0.61 0.20
S Proc2 0.50 0.89 1.00 0.80 0.14

§ Proc3 0.50 0.92 1.00 0.81 0.14

3 Procd 0.00 0.47 1.00 0.49 0.14
£ Procs 0.00 0.35 0.75 0.37 0.33
Proc6 0.50 0.88 1.00 0.79 0.14
Usagel 0.25 0.76 1.00 0.67 0.08

S Usage2 0.50 0.89 1.00 0.80 0.14
% Usage3 0.00 0.58 1.00 0.53 0.11
Usage4 0.50 0.88 1.00 0.79 0.14

. Maintl 0.25 0.69 1.00 0.65 0.09
£ 8 Maint2 0.50 0.89 1.00 0.80 0.14
£ € Maint3 0.00 0.37 0.75 0.37 0.33
Maint4 0.50 0.85 1.00 0.78 0.14

@  EnduLl 0.25 0.78 1.00 0.68 0.08
S EnduL2 0.25 0.55 1.00 0.60 0.11
2 EnduL3 0.00 0.41 1.00 0.47 0.14
5 EnduL4 0.00 0.52 1.00 0.51 0.20
2 EnduLs 0.25 0.83 1.00 0.69 0.14

EndUL6 0.00 0.36 0.75 0.37 0.20
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Figure 2. Importance and consensus level of each policy indicator

Threshold values TV for procurement, usage, maintenance, and end of use/life dimension are 0.52,
0.63, 0.58, and 0.48. Based on Table 2 and Figure 2 for procurement dimension, it can be explained
that from six indicators (with 77,=0.52), four indicators agreed to be very important by all experts,
namely purchase, receive a grant, rental, and recondition/repair. While the remaining indicators are
less important, i.e. loans and exchange work facilities. Meanwhile, 4 policy indicators have a high
level of consensus, namely receipt of grants, leases, loans, and reconditioning/repairs. These indicators
are supported by all experts. While the other two indicators received varied support, namely the
purchasing indicator was in moderate consensus, and the exchange indicator received very low
consensus. The same explanation for indicators in other dimensions.

In general, calculation result of modified fuzzy Delphi are all experts have high consensus for
15/20 indicators or 75% (A, B, and D groups), 15% medium consensus, and only 2/20 or 10% are low
consensus, in deciding the importance level of work facility governance policy indicators government.

4. Conclusion

Modified fuzzy Delphi was quite successful in capturing the uncertainty of the approval limits of
experts regarding the importance of a policy indicator. This model also succeeded in reducing the
decision-making process to reach a consensus that was repeated several times. In this case, the study
can produce a high consensus level of 90%, only 10% is low, indicating a decision-making process
that does not need to be repeated much. This model still has weaknesses related to the fuzzy
membership function which is limited as triangular, changes in the degradation of the level of
importance are considered symmetrical and linear, which in reality is not the case. Future studies are
expected to capture the degradation of non-linear membership functions by developing non-linear
fuzzy membership functions.

References

[1] LePira M, Inturri G, Ignaccolo M and Pluchino A 2017 Trans. Res. Proc. 25 pp 3725-35

[2] MusaH D, Yacob M R, Abdullah A M and Ishak M D 2015 Proc. Environ. Sc. 30 pp 244-9

[3] Hsueh S-L 2015 Renew. & Sustain. Energy Rev. 49 pp 1286-95

[4] Habibia A, Jahantigh F F and Sarafrazic A 2015 As. J. of Res. in Bus. Ec. & Man. 5 2 pp 130-
143

[5] LiuW-K 2013 Int. J. of e-Ed. e-Bus., e-Man. & e-Learn. 3 4

[6] PhamTY,MaHMand Yeo G T 2017 As. J. of Ship. & Log. 33 4 pp 211-9

[71 Kamonpatana K, Anuntavoranich P, Varodompun J, Sunakorn P, Thaitakoo D and
Wattanapreechanon K 2015 Kasetsart J. (Soc. Sci) 36 pp 554-567

[8] QuyenD T N 2014 Proc. Soc. & Behav. Sc. 141 pp 828-833

[9] LiuX, XuY, Montes R and Herrera F 2019 Inf. Sc. 505 pp 215-232



ICET4SD IOP Publishing

IOP Conf. Series: Materials Science and Engineering 722 (2020) 012025 doi:10.1088/1757-899X/722/1/012025

[10]

[11]
[12]

[13]
[14]
[15]
[16]
[17]

[18]
[19]
[20]
[21]

Hanis M H, Trigunarsyah B and Susilawati C 2010 Proc. of 1st Makassar Int. Conf. on Civil
Eng. Indonesia

Lima E Sand Costa AP C S 2019 Rel. Eng. & Sys. Safe., 190 106523 pp. 1-11

Filho W L, Skouloudis A, Brandli L L, Salvia A L and Rayman-Bacchus L 2019 J. of Cleaner
Prod. 231 pp 1267-1280

Bakir S, Khan S, Ahsan K and Rahman S 2018 J. of Environ. Man. 225 pp 325-335

Patrucco A S, Luzzini D, Ronchi S and Essig M 2017 Pub. Money & Man. 37 4 pp 269-276
Leming-Lee T, Polancich S and Pilon B 2019 Nursing Clinics of North Am. 54 1 pp 53-79
Antony J, Rodgers B A and Cudney E A Int. J. of Qual. & Rel. Man. 34 9 pp 1402-11

Sani S | A, Mohammed A H, Misnan M S and Awang M 2012 Proc.-Soc. & Behav. Sc. 65 pp
827-832

Ighravwe D E and Oke S A 2019 J. of Build. Eng. 24 100753 pp 1-18

Dickerson D E and Ackerman P J 2016 Proc. Eng. 145 pp 685-692

Farahani S, Otieno W and Barah M 2019 J. of Cleaner Prod. 224 pp 25-39

Agrawal S, Singh R K and Murtaza Q 2015 Res. Conservation & Recycling 97 pp 76-92



