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Abstract

Project financial investment is a kind of long-term decision-making behavior from the perspective
of management accounting, which takes a specific project as the research object by evaluating and
summarizing the enterprise’s operating conditions and investment decision indicators. Compared
with other related analysis, index selection pays more attention to the impact time, liquidity and
risk considerations, which need to provide intuitive data for enterprises to make scientific and
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reasonable planning in the increasingly fierce market environment. Based on this, this paper uses
the AHP model to construct the comprehensive investment decision evaluation system, and timely
revises the net present value and embedded rate of return, so as to avoid the divergence of results
in mutually exclusive projects. Finally, it helps companies to take into account the profitability and
robustness of investment project decisions to a great extent.
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Figure 1. Calculation process
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Table 1. Evaluation index system

= 1 N iERRIE R

Hirfz HEN = EEL NS
A1 Bl Cl
A2 BZ CZ
As Bs Cs

3.2.2. ¥IEFIMRIERE
BT 2R AR, R /RIEIREAE L 5O R PR AT EMPF R ER G T X — B b A
FITCERAEATPIEEN 25, #2 9 L EEAR (LU R, 2% 2 B HEE B 1RO R~ AR DL 9 MFP kTR
M R R RIOAIMTERE S = {a; |, HARIL o >0. A m AMEFIFMEILE, BEARQ)GH

LRE P WTHER .
S=(S,+S,+--+8S,)/m ()

Table 2. Scale of relative importance
= 2. X EEMRELGIFRE

b =X i

1 CET L WA, R

3 R P A A JL L
5 5 9 e e A SLI
7 EEHL WA, ER iR EEAL
9 R TR EMIAL, TR i e R | KA
fal% S, AR GAK AR a, =Ya,

3.23. HEFRFBEX T TEHENNE
B — AR, TFRS AR TR IR, ST HIW AR FEAUE TS 5 v B R, B LA P83k
TG H 303 . A SCIRBUNTE S AT VE AN . B TR S w145 — 5 R b iz Bt T AU )
SRCTEE, HMORH A EA R A E RS AU &, R
len & )
W=;ZHfTL—"=L23“ﬁ

DI

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2021.1010405 2967 FES R ERTH


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2021.1010405

YR, BRER

AL
1) THEHIBAE PR — A 2 X,

X, =Y, a;» k=123:n
2) LAV ALALER, A4 FINIE R 5 ay BRLL X, DAL ay /3 ay s
3) H4 9L HHIT AR 4 SUA, A2 Y,

V=28, i=123-n

4) AN A e L 2 3045 B A EUAL R T HORCE W

W=D, i=123..n
R

3.24. —HERIE KR BIRHF
E%EW%%%ﬁES=h&N#KE*%%ﬂﬁ*ﬁﬁJﬁmﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%mﬂ%%%%%
Ho PRIGTE ZEX I W S 3T — B EA IR
1) 5—# 48R Cl (Consistency Index)
U:%%?,ﬁ¢hw%%%%ﬁ%%%kﬁﬁﬁ,nA%QEEO
2) Xof HE RN PP 38— B R A 4R FE A7 RI (L3 3)

Table 3. Average consistency checklist
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Figure 2. Evaluation index system of project investment decision
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Table 4. Judgment matrix for comprehensive evaluation of the feasibility of project investment decision-making
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Table 5. Comprehensive evaluation results
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