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{Abstract)

Multiple criteria decision making (MCDM) or multiple objective decision making (MODM) has
been an important research topic in the field of management science during the past decade.
Goal programming (GP) has been emerged as dominant MODM tool through many real-world
applications. Today, GP is one of the most recognized and applied MODM techniques. This paper
provides a comprehensive state-of-art survey of GP. It concludes GP modeling, duality and

sensitivity analysis, computational effciency, integer GP, nonlinear GP.
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