55 2055 4] R LMW 55 Vol.29, No.4
20094F 4 A Systems Engineering — Theory & Practice Apr., 2009

XEHS: 1000-6788(2009)04-0161-08

FTITESERARL AL G PR AL

F ORI EWEL, m M2
(I BB X% SEER, bH 200433 2. FRAS BER, K% 410083)

i B OVTAREFRMESEE, BAFHTN, HAZKIT. R ESTN. KEFN.
R A N Ak 2 W 45 A5 K7 % Bt AT 45 2 . R A g 4583t KENDALL-W Hhin &
REMEFNERBTEN—ZMLR, ARIELTEINLEREA - FHLRATR TEZA
HRFHAEITFNEE Borda A4 MEE fr Copeland 4 A AL E = Fi 4 &3 F 0 7 =2 &7
EHENERATALTN. A THELFNHERGEINT ENINEREZE D6, XA
Spearman % Ak R KHAT A AW NI % HEFEAR, R Spearman % KA X R FH AN,
w Y RE WA TN E. KA, BRAFFERAR 23 NE AR & AT B E R0 5
WET AT i A B

xHiE T ER He Rk Skt
FESES C94; S11 XHtmR&E A

Comprehensive evaluation model of agriculture

industrialization based on method set

WANG Gang!, HUANG Li-hua!, GAO Yang?

(1. Management School, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China; 2. Business School, Central South University, Changsha
410083, China)

Abstract In order to scientifically evaluate the agriculture industrialization, the article proposes a compre-
hensive evaluation model based on PCA, Fuzzy Comprehensive Evaluation, Grey Evaluation, SPA and ANN.
Firstly, the model uses KENDALL-W correlation to check up the coherence of different method. Then using
mean, Borda and Copeland model gets the comprehensive results. Subsequently, in order to evaluate the
availability of results, Spearman correlation is used. And based on the Spearman correlation, the best model
is selected. In the end, through evaluating the agriculture industrialization of 23 city around DongTing Lake

proved the utility of the proposed model.
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