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{Abstraet)

The most important aspects of consideration in investment analysis arc uncertalnty invoelved
in investment projects and investment project financing.

The major purpose of this study Is to consider above mentioned aspects at the same time and
to develop an integrated method of investment analysis. For this purpose, development of such
an integrated mcthod was attempted, and then it was computerized as the package PLADE L
PLADE I was developed by adding several subroutines to Rose’s PLADE(Planning and Decision

Investment Analysis Program).
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