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Abstract

Nowadays, in multi-objective decision-making, how to determine the optimal method is a very
complicated decision-making problem. The decision-making schemes commonly used at this stage
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have defects such as high degree of subjectivity, unscientific weight distribution, and unstable de-
cision-making results. In this context, this article takes the actual investigation “Exploration of the
state transition of college students in Zhejiang Province” as an example. Based on the construction
of the selection evaluation index system, the specific weights are calculated through three differ-
ent weighting methods: the entropy weight method, the AHP method and a combination of subjec-
tive and objective weighting method. Further analyze the differences under different state indices,
and comprehensively compare the three methods. Finally, through calculation, use the weight change
values calculated by different weighting methods to verify the effectiveness and feasibility of the
three methods in determining weights, in order to demonstrate the importance of using TOPSIS
method for weight weighting.
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1. 53|

TOPSIS (Technique for Order Preference by Similarity to an Ideal Solution)iZ /& C. L. Hwang A1 K. Yoon
T 1981 £E7E Multiple attributes decision making methods and applications & 2 H & —Fh 2 H bRk 5 51,
BERRALE RIS A —Fhag i “ 3R WP J7E . 207k SR A RO B BUR A B i 3 3 (5102 k)
PE, TR BLRAE AR H F 8RN TERCE T IRS VI GUEE 20 Al X 5058 D) 455 VFAG
VI T7 SR R SRAE U . SR AN HE A AR 5 2 T P B M T SRR L B — MR 70, 5558
YRR VPG A1 2 LR A, BRI LUK TOPSIS Jyidi i BIAN At 2 b, Sl F P i i 2
RER P “EARM” , FARGBURSS “HEEM” RRETFR R B KB/ AT HER .

SR, 12 TOPSIS VE#HAT LG VR 70 B SR B2 mf e AR, BUE e 2 2 H ARSI — A 2030
T, EONZ HER R A B 2 H AR sl RAE A8 AL, R B —ETE. BOR. BN (H
FIBOA IO« 5 v R 452 4 25 H A B0 SEBRAN (B BB e Oy — DR a Ml BZ—EITTE . HR
K2 F BSOS ] EU A 9 B H PR R SRR, SR 2 50 AR R SR IR B AT DR 4R AR AL AR PR AE A
R v AN [ B SR PR ) B, S R SR (VA7) i P R o B SR (10— b S WL P R 2 00 s i () 275 2
. NEMREASHEE, SN S RIOEHFS GBS 2 OCEBENER . 55— R R RE KA,
R o RO FEAN VTR S5 R [1] o BRI, ALEE AR ARL 0 20U 8 R RN B U, Tl B3R 53R il A Al 2 7 ¥
2. XEGHESMRSE
2.1 ERSM ISR
2.1.1. ERXEREE

TOPSIS V%2 —Fi R Z J/ M 5071, NG V2 o EREAE AT 3 5 22 J& 1 P 5 i) Aok ik
%, BOKBE A, 44 TOPSIS LRI M ANE SVE, s MEUSCASKE AR 5 AR )i 1] fL4%:

PRt A H AT TOPSIS VA4 M 1Mt BB AR 7T, Jeifede . FRBE2]5EH T9IAN “EE
PR ORACKE BRIREE B, AP E VORI — R EABUEYE, X TOPSIS AL HEAT 1 2itidt
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B R E[BIHR H — Mk T FRAR 0 22 R VE DR SR, MR 40 EL 30 R AR R0 AR X I R
BEAT T R IHET -

BEA[AIR Y : RTBEEME, FWRBGERTREAIRRK L WEE I, 525 g 5 KR B Ja Bt
Z IR BOUIRALE 20 1 RS B EMAE R A IRBUEFIE SRR s L, X =RTERH
il

ASCNEAER LR PR b R R SEAL I, JELBOE . AHP R 22 A & A S TREGEIR =
FAS R RA 7 AT FLA, R 9E TOPSIS i i AL IR F) B 224k

2.1.2. EShScRLRR

TOPSIS J7 kit 27 Y158 BUE IME, Huan-Jyh Shyur [5]. Hepu Deng Z£[6]. Zhongliang Yue [7]
et H U AE S NF) TOPSIS ', H AT TOP SIS PEA L ) STk B AR A R e 5 AN, {H K23
BI5IN T BCE AT VN .

Anhua PENG #1 Zhiming WANG (2011) [8]4#&H, G —/N# TOPSIS 5 GRA H45 & I SR AL,
GRA R 2 fEHE h 26 T RARAUNE #5077 R S E AR MR 7 R JE e, b TOPSIS A& B Einfl. F
fif—A~ GRA B TOPSIS AN fie HEfff A4 B £ 36 7 58 2 18] 9% 2 (1 i A0t i 4 N EE AR A

Kevin W. LI (2009) [9]iAy, TOPSIS iEAEME A 7 hrdE IR UMERS, A77E 3 2 ) ImiF AFf e P
n, XA AT RELLASIRE SEA 2, H T RsAX T e As R it . BT TOPSIS J5ik A S AR (T AH K
(13 R A 3 7 bn v e A e M, SR DEA (BUE B8 0 #) Bl TOPSIS (1T B4 AR) VA i
(TR lT) -5 ERAR A R AR ACLE) SR EEAT 2 HE U D 3 B SV B0 T, DU T3R50 56 T AR AL 1 2805 Bk
HH 1 AR HE TI A -

Satty (1980) [10]#&t, JZIRAHTIEAHP i) — Mg EHOAR, HNHFAEL N RRME: 1) ZXRaHT
VRS TS R SR o 2) AHP J7E G I Ab B AR T AP 0 2 W R E . 3) AHP J5 ik JCiE AL B
AN N A BRI e B 38— AN K R DS AT o2 PR ARSI o 4) AHP 7 iR R S M G ASKE T . 5) &
MRS BT B AV AF 5T AHP 25 A R Ks2m .

Xiangxin Li #2H1[11], £ SMART JF LA -, RAMEBLE + TOPSIS EEE L 1 I 2 1PN Fa b
Z, KEIFFRY, &Ik, VPSS R AT SR, RS SEhR, RN v N AR B
I
22. MRAB=E

AL E TR I AT R TR A, Sl AT i

1) SCHRBFCIE: PR AE AR OCSCHR, 1B Py 4 5¢ TOPSIS VEAHCSCHR, & 45 TOPSIS ¥4, kL
iy AHP VETHERUE I 7575, e SRS BR 245 N AR v e 28 o B AR U3 SRR 7325 R 128 I B 2 2% A1 ) 5L
BRTORHME AR AT AT LIRS RE MR B SR I . Bk R m, (HRIERAFE —E MR R,
B e SCHR TR R R A H 2R, BB E BRI HOR AW R R A 5E %, (5 B AR R E Y
Kiash, TENMEFAIRANAIEMA, SRR A REN 2, R, XELURIERT RS SCIR T &, #
T ICHER VA R FTIR AR B SCHRAE B —Fh st (B E , BEFUREME DUORIE SCHR Y T, W o 4k DLER
HESCHRAE BRSP4k, WS WA B B SCEE B Z AR50, SCERME B 1A B 18 7 58 = PR
e, e BT B B I SCKSE, SR 292 75 AT B s R A RE RO B, TR
W IC A B SR, RITANIE & — RO FEE I AR A

2) ST ARSCUASERRIAA “WriLa KRS AR A, B ienE. AHP EF 3
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MGG A ETRBGER = A R BB T BARE, Ho i EARRGSHRECT N ERE H
ARSI E A BCE A, RYa TR RN Z R B8R A, e R GURIR 4 . A
KB ATEAZIE S, AMTIREE RS 2l AR E SR HE B drid R rh I sgi, AR TR
IR JIHIBE TR, AR R WO B SRS (A S M R S 09 EE AL M, 594k, R TARRARAS BAT T2 A i
IR S, AEERATHE LS BN 2 4 (A0 72 B H e BURR

3. EZEhd
3.1. TOPSIS 3%

TOPSIS &1 n ANEHELPAL A m NI MADM 858, A DIEAF R —NE n 482508 A m A A
JUAT £ %i. Hwang A1 Yoon(1981)AR 4 Firidk 77 & 5 1F F AR MR (0 0E 28 e J . 5 o B AR P B0 B e K OO M 5
P T HHEAMBAUEHE R TR AR (TOPSIS). £, Zeleny (1982) A1 Hall (1989) 4% H T ix— R I,
Yoon (1987)fil Hwang, Lai Al Liu (1993)i =& TiXx &N,

TOPSIS it 45 & 5 IE B AR MR I BE I R AN 5 G B AR MR I BE B, 8 U1 — AN 55 1E B AR (1) R AL (B
AN HEIT B )R Aw, AT AW A RIS . 1 S e A5 T0UFE s 1) e 0 B AR (OE B ARME) R i 55
PAME (OERAEAR), il EFRARER — WA HE(CT &), B RII S A8 M AR Ik B 5% 77 & rh i
(AR, T S AR AR o) — AR B B (7 &), S8)E SR A U7 %2 5 1 AR AN G AR 2 T) R IS Bk
RERES, ST R SR RN, EEN T B S, REESISA T RS
Ho ZITVEDA— RIVESHEIR[12]:

1) X RGEEIE AT AR AL EE, R bR UE L R Y

NREE Y Y“=M, 135 R - Y-:M
” (ijaX_ijin) ' (ijax_ximin)

2) MEHUEFAALE W, TR (AR -
Z=YxW,

’

3) W IEHARAR 27 A BEAEMR Z -
' ={maxz| j=1,2n}={2;,2;,-+.2;},

2 ={minz,|j=12-n}={2;,2;,-.2,}.

4) THEPPOI G5 IE () BLAEUAR A BRI -

n

D = 2(2,-2;) . O =%(2,-2;) -
j=1 j=1
5) THEPFOT R 5 IE R AR AR B Cie
o

C = L
' D'+D;

3.2. MERBEANSGZE: AHP EMBBLE
3.2.1. AHP %

ZE IR BTz (Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP)& —Fiols & i 7T 5 e ME o A4 &, X R 2% ) dlidE AT
WERA IR, HEEIZBEYRK Satty T 20 thad 70 FAURH, Hurc) M THEARFEM . KB
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B BRI PO S5 U

JER I WL — Pl ik 2 F AR S 2% IR ) 52 1 5 52 B S S RS T T 1% 12T VEN E B0 i
SREVE ST EE Frle ok, PR SR B 200 W 2% 1T 5 H A IR BE 75 SEBL I AR v 2 IR AR LR, IF &
B2 AR R R IR HE B AIBUEOR 4505 RIGOL 5 U0, LA RS 3 1 2 v
DA BT MR IR A . % T7VE 9> N — R AIES P R[13].

1) JEEPPTELEL, Mg

BEA p WVH AR, 20 ie o

p
a; 8 A
A= a21 a22 aZm
a‘ml am2 a‘mm

b gy B T APFU R RAEE (1, =1, 2, m, m AT RN A PR SO BB ) B A
2) TR AT — B A S
FIWTHERE A M SE UG, T AR AR — B R b 2 Tk S WA, 30 75 AT — BUEAR 5,
— % CR & ORI —SUk 3847 CIHE 7%
HAFAAN:
Cl
RI
THE—EHELL ] CURL, 2/ T 1.0 M2 . Horb, BROy—iEdiads, HAtHEAXy:

CR

Cl:ﬂmax_ p
p-1
NPT — B fE bR, el BT AN BT ARG R A SR B T BRSP4 . 2
FEAE—E, A RAEFRHERZME—, Hovo WAR, B, FIBTAERE A B —SUERREDR S AH RN
AN
TR S, THEAR BRI RE A R SCORRRIE R max X B RFAE ) & .
3) IHHE&ARIR I E
T b AU 1) T a2 AT ) U380 5 — A 07 i
B, BATTHE AR RE A AT JUAPIE G CITS, =1,2, -, p), AR N:

G, = flay xa, x---xa, =P[H?:laij (i=12,---,p)

H, RAT U E AT A — 4, RIS B4R FR AR o -

G
o =—— (i=12,,
! P)

j=1 1

3.2.2. 1BPGE
A PRSI T A 280D LRI R AR MR 22, MRAE SR AR AL AN B B, DN, R R
AR5 OB, A5 SRR LR RGBS, MAIMMEBOR, ELRE TR b AR TR, A dBR . A
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1) it

A5 AR BAR AT R . B TE T K AT X0 X0 % 30T X, = {0, %, )«
Xj —min(xi)

ﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@%ﬁ%ﬁ%nyﬁmn,%&n:mwﬁ)_mﬁxy

2) REFEARIIE 2

: Y,
I 5 B 5 BGOSR BRI Ey =~ 31 p, Inp, . 3o p, =

n ’ﬂu% pijZO’
&
wiigﬂmm%=m
3) HhE & FRAIALE
MRIEE LR AN, RSN EAREE RN ELE,, - Ey o HRE BB T R IRIR AL E
PRSIV

2E
3.3. RHEFENLESHIEATRN

BT BGE AR E AR B SR LR R LR S AR B, B> E 00, T AHP M5 2 B4
PEb, BMEAM, BAH—@M M. BTV 3 RS (AHP) FIZ LA (R BUE) % B BIHL A
FE s, B R IR A T 15 (A E K 45 A (R A 7 V2R g 2 A WA 2, B0 30 3 4 = A R 2 o AR 5 WAL R
FEREREAT AL, 38— ANF B, TEXANERE T SR 4 R A .

FITE R DU R M EE NS %, A AHP HTIEIE, &8 8 1FENAA R ERY I
Jo 4= 2 WA () R A [14] . AP BRUTE

1) F AHP 8 5€ £ MALE

PR T SRR S 301 v P A i) BB VR HE 7, I IR RS, TF S LU B BRI IE M, e SRR
FIRLE, 8 9(a, 0z, ) an)o

2) FHRALZEH E 2 AL E

R WA, TR AN RbREATREE AT, A BT E SR BCEAE, 12 8By Ba, -+, Bo)fiE
I T ZE ) VAR, 43 4 A AU RE AR I TR AR B A 2

3) M AN E

AL HbRRE, DR A G E R 22 s N B bR, FREMILEA S R, 19 3FEFRZR G
B, 8 (W, Wa, -+, Wo)o

W =&, 3 zn:,/aiﬂi (i=12,--k)
4. SENEFIR
Aoy LEARIA A “UrTLA RFADIRS AR N, R TOPSIS JEAE = Fh AR AL 7 5
TR ER, ZHEFERAILA RFZEEBINT T EAREREN, MWET. RE. W
N =ANTTTHIERCT 8 AN bR B 22 A AR AR 4k, fabrtn F: PS R T HIE T PM 208

TTHRIE S PLRAETETT L ) SS 2 PIRE . SM ZLHURE . SL 24 IRE; RIZHEMA
WAL RS FEERMINL, W LA EARFREEE VPO, SARMEROVIRESTREL DL R 2 A PR AL .
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ERIEERIR AL, EfAEN: PM. SL. Rl RS; ffsksA PS. SS. PL. SM, IR/{EFALEE
J7ank 1.

Table 1. The co-processing of positive and negative indicators
= 1. EfterriE e LAt E

by EiEp i ViSE e
EFEFR(+) PM. SL. RI. RS FEHAFRE—1->IEHHE—S
bR () PS. SS. PL. SM FEHARBE—S5->FHERE—1

4.1. AHP 3%, PGk, HEZ=MREZENMTE
MRIESE B s, SaARSTE, 2Rt E =M EER AR E, HEERmE 2, abl
B HAF R T, F—FEAEIEE R A ERA—FER, XXM 8 R GESAE—ERER.

Table 2. The weight calculation results of the three methods

=2 MRS ERNETEER

WEHE I PS SS PM SM RS RI PL SL
AHP 0.19 0.13 0.13 0.08 0.07 0.04 0.24 0.12
BRI 0.14 0.12 0.10 0.11 0.11 0.14 0.16 0.10
HAET 0.17 0.13 0.12 0.10 0.09 0.08 0.21 0.11

4.2. FEBWSERSHEHOTREREERY

4.2.1. FEIBRFERSHEBEHIHEER

MG 2 & 7> TOPSIS HISL%, 0 nlih HE=FBUGE T RPIRSIR S, 4R nE 3 (200 MFHxT R, R
SRR IHSEAER), RIEIE T, AARESTREROR, MR A X AN TR AR Fe e A by, wT LA
B BRI 2 CIRESREE R — € E Rk

Table 3. The calculation results of state index under three kinds of weighting methods
3. =M R TRESHEEITESR

B T7i% UNSEIEE
AHP 2 0.5048 0.5 0.6099 0.7868 0.5634 0.5702 0.5687 0.4593 0.6564 -
ETEPS 0.4638 0.5 0.5768 0.6802 0.5090 0.5320 0.5411 0.5228 0.5561 -
ERERPS 0.5003 0.5 0.6083 0.7518 0.5518 0.5570 0.5591 0.4832 0.6291 -
T ONCZI A 0.0410 0.0 0.0330 0.1066 0.0545 0.0382 0.0275 0.0635 0.1003 -

4.2.2. RSB ERESH
A4y 8 T Z TRV 200 ANPEN ST R PR ST BE = FIRBUT 20 TSR RPIR S8 50 2 =4k,
JAF SPSS, ZFERuE 4, ATLUERIRIGH p N 0.903, BB =M ACT 2T H AR ST HUL &

DOI: 10.12677/sa.2023.124095 907 St 5N


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2023.124095

KA 55

EHZSE, PR, JER 200 MEARARESIEEER AT 0.1 19 23 A, BRI Z 0, f
1 p {89 0.517, ATLLER BRI EEZER, Hp HEKEBREN.

Table 4. Analysis of variance of state indices with different weighting methods
= 4 PRI NRSHEBN A ETER

K& RH Rl H ¥175 F BEM
4] ] 0.002 2 0.001 0.102 0.903
HN 6.190 597 0.01
Mt 6.192 599

H A ESER AR, FE=FIREOTVE R, ASCERI 200 MEAIS, 7 Z2 0 g SRR ERH Z R,
HZE BT E VS IR 28 MEARBAT T Z 0, W E 2R, Hp ECRERK
e, BIFESERR I M b RAEE R BT 2, DU MR & I A5 R o BERIRX = MO IR U 2 I
TR EMZRN, (HR2UEAR I PN B LLEUD I, PPN AR R A — 28384k, ] LI
Bk ) E A

5. R45

ICN=A

RS HEE 0T HE TUAMIRA T 25K 15t B TOPSIS Y2 A0 F vk HU A B B4 . 120G, AR S il X 8 N EAx,
200 MHEAR: IR, S BIREARHEAL R B, IR AHP V5 RGE, A BAUE R IRCE, TR
MVEAHE RS, TS IE AR ERCRES SRS, BJnis 77 20 Wi = MoOT ik PR S IR Bk A7 70, 1331
BATEFNER, BRSFEABZHMLL, EREABDN, p ERLEK. iz TOPSIS AT SLhx
i, AR R .

HEE&mE
T E AR 2022 FERF AR ZR1TRI(SRT), WHARHY: 8517223215,
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