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Supplier Evaluation Based on Synthesis Method
Data
Envelopment Analysis and Analytic Hierarchy

of Principal Component Analysis,

Process
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200092, China)

Abstract: A new synthesis method of analytic hierarchy
process (AHP), principal component analysis (PCA) and data
envelopment analysis (DEA) was proposed to solve the vendor
selection problem. And a case study was made on the method.
The study result was compared with those by synthesis
method of AHP and DEA. The result shows that the synthesis
method can effectively eliminate the data redundancy and it
can avoid overlapping evaluation caused by principle co-

relationship.
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analysis (PCA); data envelopment analysis (DEA); analytic
hierarchy process (AHP)

Weks HIW . 2011-11-03
HAETH . BERARRI2EI4 (70772077

HERY R REBEA) 8T (VSP) S AL 1 75 3 M 0]
JEAIL R A4 AT 5T o — A E EE n) AL A 20 42 60
4FAR Dickson 452435 %I N F A9 F A o 0 51 5 AF 5%
Fris . 2 90 4EAC, 7E kA4 T 0938 5t R i m REAS
2Tz B S,

X A X VSP O B Oy gk E AT T 48 .
Rao ™ PEAIA43 T M 20 fHE22 90 4EARK B3 JLAE
BRI 0 &R IR RN 43 T TOPSIS 453
A, Degraeve S50 MR WA B A Y £A BE Xof JL AP
T5 B L FH 25 BT T HeER L 48 T AR GV
A rh 22008 0 PEA 7 55 AR L 3T 9% AR 26 [ 4 Jli AR
A 1T HEFEULE TS 1 B0 R PF ¢ 45 S 2k EL. Wan' i
FH T B0 ok e VSP [R]85, F1) FE T 25 U500
L2551 (DEA) A8 BUE AR A I S 3 Ao 7 — A
% BRI A2 PR RIBE A, Petroni 255044 32 )43 43
B (PCAD R FH B 7 7 PEA A (H R X P4 A R 15
BRI — BT, HRH LA T R AL 1 Fhak
LRI 1k BRI S AR A 45 4347 8] J2 IR A
HE (AHP) RS2 [ M (3L BP 28 R 4515 45 ik
ZEAIILEA T DA S A — 2y vk st AL Sk
BRI ) B PN 4R

SR LA 45 07 1 0 A7 25 45 Fl 45 B 1) JRy BIR k.
JZURO M A — E R JE b R BERS B M 25 H o DU AL
{8 I LR A R e U ekt — i 8 5 2
[ 77 7F 9 P B I 2R B30 £ 45 0 A G T2 A5 255 I
TR SR X T DU AR 4 RIS T R AT o ) 2
(] AR DG, RECE R A, R 0 I ik AU AR B
BEAS 32 B0 1) BT R R AL , AN AT ] ke
WA PR AW LT B8 TCTE R AT 31 A FR A AU

ASC EGE 1 25 G AHP, PCA F1 DEA 3 Fj
TR T MR 45 7 1R A By I B g, DT O A b AR A 7R
VISP (1] 85 rf i) o7 FH SR

AR BA983—) B A, T ER ) S R G AR U7 ik S BV 584 L E-mail : samfc666(@163. com
WIRPEE . R (1960—) . 55 Bz, W AR 0l A B il L R BERRS 7 10 A A BBl 5 R T AR

E-mail ; xiaoli-wang(@ tongji. edu. cn



1900 7 % k2 5 G R B2 D

10%

1 %4 AHP, PCA 71 DEA H14&1F
ik

L1 HBI
(1) FHZ RSBkt 2 kB i PEAL
VD). 0 4 AR UEIN) G ) FIP PN Cs ).
(2) Fats 0 O R e 3 e = (D) AT (2) %o )
PR T — SRR B0, B3 R e R 5 i A P LA
HAP B AMEN I BUE RN we G=1,2,.m), =1
HEMIRUE R w,; G=1,2,+,5).

~ _A—m—s
Cl—m_~_S71 (D

b GO AHP K56 b 59 P ) A 560 2800 2 D HRAIE
fH.

_ G
Cr = R, (2)
K :Cr  AHP Hh— S R 1 S EG R 1Y
U WS CEk 12 ],

(3) MR8 5 i 2 DU o AL 17 R 1R AT PP BRUAR
PER BIPENAEAS (n A T HA G HENIEAR B

T X2 X
. . La1 Lz Ut Xom
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%”j‘j X71><m - . . . ’
Tnl Tn2 x

yYuo Yzttt Vi
Vs y ey
Yn><.\': .?l .22 .

v v
1.2 $E2

(1) AT F L5307 W FEA B AR AR AL

(2) MRYEREAEAE 53 B B FEA A HE N
I o O 6 R A REAS B O 22 19 Al i D0 A
Do, LSCERL13T) . IF43 BISR 45 B A RHAE(E A
(G=1.2, ) B Ay G=1,2, =+ ) FIXF R R REAE 7]
i pG=1,2, ) Fl p; G=1,2,+,9). X T A
Ay R LT HEI: da =22 = =X An =
AyZ)”’}Ayx.

(3) 43 SR8 A 4 R 7 L 6 R 1) B 2 1) R
HEAE AT HEE AR IR () 8 B sk R v, i)
W, IR E|— KA GEH A 85 %0) BIHT m A~ FI AT
sSTAMFIEME AL = Qs Aos s 2,0 T G <Km) A =
A1 sAz s AT (T <o) JE X B B 4R AE 8] /i py =
(Paspas= s P )T S = (pys pyosees puOFINE

G BB R 2% T2 B8 R SGHA T 23 AT

v, = i/\k/i/\p (3
(4 ) R 450 A TR DU F AR 007 S o U g A
HATHL.

Viix1 = WyPx D

uyq = wypy (5
A wewy 435 A A AT DL S A D) A )
.

TE AN [ v A B AR AT A L 00 A B A
R BTN B PP (BN, BTG 0 =0 R K
FEARSE ¢ A7 0 PP (EBROR S A T T K
3 B ASCER T P AU A DA (R LG I
A B AR N [ B T 80 VT BN B i 2R
0, <0, S Tl B BE DO (ELATS SR hy i /N R 4
W% pu=—px, W%
Viix1 = WPy
v, =0, i=1,2,.m
[vi) R 7 H R v A B ™ e o R O el A
A e ™ U E . B AR w, =0,
A B2 T O3 B DA (R B R 5 AR o, <0, A T
6 A2 7 HH R R T (AT AR Ol g B, D %> s =
— Py ARG

(6)

Uy = wypy
w; =0, j =1,2,,5
) I AR o 0 AR/ B HE R 23 ) 34 4%
A R 3 O3 B D - 2R 0, = (1, j €1, 2,
oo ) su=uy (1 € 1,2, 000,57 XA B 17
WP RS A o M ey
¢y = Xxp, (8

D

¢, = ypy (9

T DEA ik EREHERA x f- ity 4
PR R I ARG L A o M ey 4750 R 4tk

MR1 & x=a.x)" Fly=(,y:,
)RR R y=f(x) =Ax+b.A fy s X
m B EBOERE b Ry s X1 BRSO S Bt o Ay
T M c.=p.x Flc,=p,y, WX} e, 1 e, 1}
Wi RNV R ¢, =Be,+d. B s Xm W BUE R,
d Hys" X1 B B .

R R co=xp. . WA x=p, e, K pe
7SR R ST S e SO SCk[ 13 ] [R) B
Hy=pyc, . R x Fy WL LR, y=Ax+b,
WA p, c,=Apy ¢, +b,c,= p,Ap; ¢, + p,b. &> B=



12 FieA

W45 — P LR G AN BT AN Ty vk 1901

p,Ap, d=p,b. WA ¢,=Bc,+d. L) FFEIE.
1.3 $&3

W e Fl ey J3 SR B H R ™ A A R
DEA ({8 A B H 3005 2% i 4F 29 5 o 3 A 1Y
C*R BRI S R an T 19 73 XK -

2: UrkCyjok
k=1
max =l =V, (10)
E :vicxjoi
i=1
S
E 'Ltk.Cyjk
k=1 .
st ——— < 1, ] = 1,2,-,m
E ;'Uiiji
i=1

zukcyjk 209 ] - 1927"'57’1

k=1
V=0, 15] € 1,2, ,m
U =ujs 15 € 1,2,000,5
wp =0, k= 1,2,,5
v, >=0,71=1,2,,m
Horr JiF 2 AR R RN RN T 1, AR
WA TR AR IE. 5 3 A 4 1024 5K f 4t

3. #£47 Charnes-Copper 258 e, & = vrlr r O
L0
tv.p=tu, WAL S 2 i A Ry
max pcy =V, 1

st. @'cy —plc,; =0, 7 =1,2,.m
o'cy =1
ple,;, =0
Wi = wis ia] € 1,2,000m
i ==y 10 € 1,200,
w=0,p=>0
BT e Al ey 85 B BIPEM BT AN — 8 W IE, X L
Jii C* R BLRIELL] , #0402 (10) FH &AW L e >0 F
¢, >0 By 5544,
1.4 WERENEREFTHERFERFRRE
H T e SERRAFERE Y452, T LA EATS SR e i
XoF AR B BB PR L (B2 8 B AH B ST Y
A F LI SR A — 8 2 He— DU LA HE T Y
VAN A 5 52 Z A1, AR AT RE S e 2 J LA o D) A% DF
BrAE 1] 53 A0 LA HE I B AN B A 5% 25 (8. R4 A
R AR 75 I8 RH N A R H v B ARU{E R 7 v )
PEME/ D XA I B AAF AT AR/
BT AR ¢ 05 7 R TP
EATRER L B ey = D3 aypi— D | po | <0,

jeit jei

JT=u=0l€i) . =(ps<0lj€j ).

A BLZ B T o M B 2 A
D3 b MUNBEE  TEE RS T T D 2y -
Jj€j iASY)
| pai | IX—FR I B ARNEL R, TR T 42K
B JFORFEA B 48 KRR B X — R B AN 22
H B Al =5 R0 rP A D T e o DT AR A A
PR A AR/ XBSEAERE p. il 2306 L i X
THENERY ¢ RBRAEZ E R TR T R SR A AL
EEE MR TR T - B9 R AU E S A X )
e VERIET 7 R 5 (0 S5 I B DE (Y 2508 A
szj'l)jéo’ *H%?ET&/\L%%T |foj"U_; ‘ 1}5)1"[/11/5%7
BN ABRAER ¢ o, B/ NHEE.

DA B T4 A R A g R ) o 3 77 HH R
B o T 05 i 7 L A R L P BEAFAE ¢ <<O BT
Ul T BGEAERE py W5 2D T U e <0,
Iﬁjfi*ﬁ&’lﬂ:&hfﬁﬂj T ‘ Cyi Up ‘ 'ﬁfj\jfmﬂj v?ﬁ‘té Cyip Up
AOEL I B AN A7 7 8 8 67 ) R A 43

A UE L8 CL0) R BT R 25 Do

s
Cxji = E wiC gy = 0.
=1

2 SEESHA

FERI Ty o3 f Al AR AR B S 1 R M At s AR
P AR N DR AR 0 A A5 2] 59 i% b A
SRAM R g 0 T g A ) S LR RO A0 R 1L A5 F)
B DL 1 AR 2.

b ]
I

HiFE |

HEWE

...............

B 1 HErAENNER
Fig.1 Hierarchy process chart



1902 M ¥ K 2% 2% A &K B 2% MO 540 %
®1 EMNZEE 1 EHUTERE HT5 2 2 09 B FIB O AR 2 2 S s, T
T;l;jl Cri;?jjud@;r;g; nﬁrix Ofﬁél; first lfger DITCTAS S FLAPTEER AR 1R MR, HE 5
HEN HERY 2258 EUK DS R —
R e o T HUERUES 2 BEARE . i 2.
s o A 3 1 2 1/2
R 55 2 1/2 1 1/3
- ) . HERTAS 5% e KA
it 4 2 3 ! 0.095 0278
x2 ENEE 2B EERE
Tab.2 Criteria judgment matrix of the first layer FeRE PEAF EEl PEE
- - T R T 0.048 0.048 0.238 0.040
FhE 11 0.160 0.467
AT 1 1
i b BEAT | [WmH Wik | [FokRe
BEES 6 1 0.170 0.053 0.350 0.117
BRI 1 6
Wi 7 P ] 1/6 1 B2 ZENWENE
HIEEYY 1 6 . : A
SR A 6 ) Fig.2 Weight of each criteria

AT — B R, A =4. 026 1,C,=0. 008 7,
Ri=0.9,Cx=0.0097<20. 1, 0] UL i:F — B P K6 56

A A A AR A — TR0 < T T2 i (LI R 1Y

PR WL 3.

=3 HIBRALERN 12 MM EIFME
Tab.3 Normalized evaluation data of 12 target vendors
BA e
HER
(il M 7 s i) S gl JEFF EHIK E NIl MR

T 1 0. 50 0. 67 0.17 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00 0.78
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T5 0. 30 0. 67 1. 00 1. 00 0.71 1. 00 1. 00 1. 00
TJ°6 0. 36 0. 83 0. 44 0. 67 0.43 0. 38 0. 33 0. 33
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Tab.5 The accumulated contribution rate of the

covariance matrix of output matrix
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Tab.6 Principle components of input matrix
and weight projection
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Tab.7 Principle components of output matrix

and weight projection

72 HER P Py 2
FehE 0. 356 0. 001 —0. 156
JEAE 0. 385 —0. 452 0.795
fegil 0. 564 —0. 146 —0. 246

HARRE 0. 556 —0.033 —0.399

W45 53 0.312 0. 879 0.353
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Tab.8 Evaluation value of each principle component
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Tab. 10 Result comparison between the synthesis
method of AHP,PCA & DEA and the method

of DEA with preference constrain

AHP, PCA fi IR AL
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He44 1595 2 1555
T 1 A 0. 684 1 1. 000
T2 6 0. 333 7 0.541
T3 1 1. 000 1 1. 000
T 4 1 1.000 4 0.973
T)5 3 0. 935 1 1. 000
T 6 8 0.313 9 0. 447
TS 7 11 0.165 11 0.322
T)8 5 0. 334 10 0. 427
T)9 7 0. 317 5 0. 702
TJ 10 9 0.222 6 0. 593
T 11 10 0. 206 8 0. 500
T 12 12 0.156 12 0.273
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Tab.11 Correlation coefficient input matrix
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Tab.12 Correlation coefficient output matrix
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FEHE 1. 000 0. 689 0.919 0. 901 0. 552
A 0. 689 1. 000 0. 766 0. 698 0.273
K 0,919 0. 766 1. 000 0. 986 0. 505
B % NI 0. 901 0. 698 0. 986 1. 000 0. 549
M4 0,552 0.273 0. 505 0. 549 1. 000
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T 1 0.19 0. 48 2.10 0. 05 0. 27

T2 0. 05 0.57 1. 45 —0.48 0.28

T3 —0. 10 0.19 1.45 —0. 16 0.11

T) 4 —0. 64 0. 56 1. 86 —0.21 —0.12

TJ°5 —0.63 0. 66 2. 06 0. 38 0.12

TJ 6 —0. 08 0. 46 0. 90 0.03 0.13

Ty 7 0.02 0. 66 0. 83 —0. 16 0. 05

TJ 8 —0.10 0.41 0.73 0. 06 0.22

T 9 —0.39 0.79 1. 69 0.01 0.10
TJ 10 —0.17 1. 10 1. 86 —0. 21 —0.12
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Tab.9 DEA score and weight of 12 vendors
BA 7=
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Y4 12 w1 w2 w3

TJ° 1 0.684 0 2.083 0.283 0.283 0. 283
TJ 2 0.333 0 1. 754 0. 230 0 0
TJ) 3 1.000 4.629 7. 700 0.731  0.541 0. 248
TJ 4 1.000 194.951 224.587 0.586  0.363 0.119
TJ°5 0.935 2.747 4,137 0.365  0.365 0. 365
T) 6 0.313 0 2. 174 0.295  0.295 0. 295
TJ)°7 0.165 0 1. 515 0.199 0 0
TJ 8 0.334 0 2. 439 0. 331 0. 331 0. 331
TJ°9 0.317 0 1. 266 0.186  0.186 0
T 10 0.222 0 0. 909 0.119 0 0
TJ 11 0.206 0 0.971 0. 127 0 0
TJ 12 0.156 0 1. 124 0.165  0.165 0
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