LZHRMFRIEE ], Anhui Agric. Sci. 2019,47(13) :244-246

ZEE I FIRAM M IEIREROEE

sl g 2 BT
RER BEERT KGR

(L ZR R RAZFT A, m R W] 65020152, i Al REAFRE R AL, Z T 650201)

WE SAHRXERFTIT,E6F 88 R, WA —LFNIATR R, L P —S3847 5 A, 283847 22 /4~ #1UR AHP 9 AE 43
B BAIRAT A ERAZE, ARSI Tl SRS RBE ST F R,

xR AR AHP; =Y
FESES S-9 TERARIRED A
XEHS 0517-6611(2019) 13-0244-03
doi ; 10. 3969/]. issn. 0517-6611. 2019. 13. 072
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Abstract

Under the background of the strategy of rural revitalization, a set of evaluation index system was constructed based on the develop-

ment situation of Yunnan Province, including five first-level indicators and 22 second-level indicators. The weight of each indicator was calcu-

lated by AHP, and the relative importance of each indicator was obtained, providing more quantitative basis for promoting the rural revitaliza-

tion of Yunnan Province.
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Table 1 Evaluation index system of rural revitalization in Yunnan
Province
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Table 2 First-level indicator judgment matrix and weight

s

First-level A, A, A, A, As A
L Weight
indicator

A, 1 2 2 1 0.258 9
A, 1 1 1 0.195 4
Ay 1/2 172 0.129 5
A, 1 0.195 4
As 0.220 7
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Table 3 Weights of Yunnan rural revitalization evaluation index sys-

tem

— P dEhR & 7 FEbR2E AL W

First-level Second-level Indicator o

- S Weight

indicator indicator type

A B, iE 0.069 6
B, iE 0.049 4
B, i 0.036 8
B, iE 0.073 5
Bs 1k 0.029 6

A, Bg iE 0. 055 4
B, Wi 0.024 5
By 1E 0.055 4
B, na 0.0325
By 1k 0.027 7

A, By i 0.0259
B, 1E 0.051 8
By iE 0.051 8

A, By 1E 0.040 0
Bis 1E 0.056 3
By 1E 0.066 1
By iE 0.033 1

As Bg Uil 0.055 8
By i 0.055 8
By iE 0.039 0
B, 1k 0.031 6
By iE 0.038 6
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Note : The indicator type is divided into positive indicator and inverse indi-
cator. The larger the positive indicator value,the better;the smaller
the inverse indicator value,the better
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