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Abstract

Through the method of ANP, this paper combines the real example to make the analysis of the in-
teraction between the risk factors, and calculates the weight of risk elements in the network layer;
this paper also identifies the project risk level which is measured by the fuzzy comprehensive
evaluation method (FCE), and identifies the important risk factors and timely takes measures to
control the risk of PPP construction project.
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1. 518

PPP (Public-Private-Partnership) <=, ENEBUM A1 22 B ARG VR B Y I H g (R, KU R 3R 2 ]
(O ELAE PN Z 2 Rk, HEAT KUK BT AR i 52 i K RS R 2 RS N B . 4R, TSP Il L]
ABFFT PPP I H BG4 6 s 3% 4 212 T30 R BE 5071, 4000 T PPP T3 H KU B 25 2 1] (I A
RIS Ry FNIE[S]E T AR G5 MR T . 90 2% 20 Wi AR (L S8 2K Mt PPP R T 3 50 i
(XU B 2 HEAT 1 R PR 9 s 7K R [4] 3 A PPP 151 [ 28— 15 3 B — (9 4348 RS B 700 P45 VP
VIR B XU 20 4EE AT T IR NTIT A o 18 30 ST FH IR 45 43 #7122 (Anallytic Network Process, ANP)- 5 581 2 5 11
#1¥%:(Fuzzy Comprehensive Evaluation, FCE)% & S5l Sl T4 % it U6 76 2% 2 18] FO A ELAE i PPP %22 1 35
H TR, B KUK S5 0 R0 7 S (R AU R 7, 03 D ) 7 DAL S S 48 (R4 3

2. PPP &g T B iR B g0
2.1. #371 PPP I B XU B& Mg 4544

X 28 53 HT32:(ANP) & Thomas L. Saaty ##% 1996 4F-7£ )= I 73 1172 (Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP)JEfif;
O R G B — PR %A 0 3 BB AN SCRCAE F B — ol 77325 . 18 F AHP J5 iR S 43 p
BERE T EEICERN TREURSEEN, BHR— BRI R AN SR, ANP LN Z
FINSERR R GEHANR IR BT 2R 58 %A 0K AR ELAE IS0 8 S B R AR i R 5] o 3@ 73 Hr A7 SE
MEZE R, FH ANP JRIERES. PPP ITH KA &R, WA 1.

2.2. ANP B3

(1) FIWTRE RS

LAZEHIRITCER E, (i =1,2,--,m) NHEN, STRAF M E, (i=1,2,--,m; j=1,2,---,n) ARAEN, HiHfE Satty
R 9 HhrBEE(LE 1) RENHABEIZ TR B LS E, 101F e, . CHEHIESATTER E NN H
bR G I RE E R 3 P W HE R (ML 2), 2% I 18] TG 3 T8 ELAR ' P A 3 B G [ B T 45 6] [ 7]

He) 3 2 PG T REL B S0 FL R AV AT — MG 6, B4R CI < 0.1, CR < 0.1 RE[R] I i /2 2% 11

Cl =(Apx —n)/(n—1) ()

CR=CI/RI @)
_aw)

ﬂmax—é(n—wi) (i=12,---,m) )

A PFVWTHE B () B KRFAEAE, noRTCEmA G RIS —BUESRFR (LR 3)s U AEAVEE, W,
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Figure 1. The risk assessment structure chart of the PPP construction project
& 1. PP i1 B KR ITAN (4 R L5 E
Table 1. The definition table of the judgment scale
= 1. FIBARELE X 3R
bR HBE MR
1 iS5 AL, [RSEE
3 i 5K, R
5 i 5 jAHEE, MR EE
7 i 5 jAHEE, AU
9 i 5 jAHEE, R
2. 4. 6.8 AT ERBEZ
15155 i/j AHELBL jfi AR EL
Table 2. The judgment matrix
= 2. FIBEERE
G Ei E» Es...En HFAIE [
=) A A 3. W,
E, Ay Az  A...8m W,
Es a3 Azx as...dsm W3
En ami  8mz Am3...mm W
Table 3. The mean consistency index
= 3. FI—HtERR
n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
RI 0 0 0.58 0.90 112 1.24 1.32 1.41 1.46
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iz MATLAB B 434715,
(2) ABHERE S InBUEAE I
Lzt eE E AHEN], LLE, PTRE, (I =1,2,---,nj) RVRAEN, 4 X 2% /2 m 6 3 L 52 W 2 B )i

TR

EJ| Eil’Elz’.“‘Em‘ Uﬂ 4’&%@5@%
El w.h
i it
E, WD
i i2
E Wli')

AR B 8 (W W W) AW, o 0 (A R S B 10 25 2 A

'l

Lo UFERIZHEN, 5 2k AR b AT BAL LE RS BIBUERE, B/E A .

Vvigjl) WiijZ) Wigjnj) a; a; o Qg

W. = Wi(zjl) Wi(sz) Wi(zjnj) A= Ay Ay o Ay
ij— . . . . ’ B : .. :

\N_(.jl) W_(»J'Z) W_(.jni) An Ay o Apgg

TR 4 JZ PP IR R AN SZ 20, WX BRI W =0, o Wy REREIEAT R34S B AR R A
w (i=12,--,m; j=12,---,m)» FEFEFRAGEIEREW IR, 13 2IERERE w'
wo=ay - (i=12,m; =12, m), HHEBNGIBEEFEGIIRBA 1 A IBGEAERE w* FI0E E,
X E, BB, BRI AR, Hwe = Eilgowk Tome Hw' = iiﬂwk FEAERS S w™ PR FRB R o
EFESF[BIC MR, IR RGE 2 WA, MR SRR R e A7 AE H LA — S DR fE 1 X
IO PR JA — PARFALE [0

Wy, W, o W, &, Wyy apW, o AWy
Wij _ V‘{21 W.zz W?m . W = a21yv21 azszz aZmYVZm
Wi Wiz © W AW QoWoo o QWi

2.3. HEREMERAITNIER

WosE AT KA N R TR AT, py (i=12,,m; j=1,2,--,4) B & FK BN
E;(i=12m j=12--m) AV, (n=12--4) IFNEEANE, Hhv, wEUANER, —FAREK,
DUZR RS foe /s o F R 28 2 0 T AT TR EEAT WP (ML 4)

WA =p/f (i=12-,m; j=12,-,4) FERIEREVEMHELE, 1C1ER .

rle rS-I.2 r13 r.14

I rm2 r-m3 I’-m4

ml

MR ZE S PN A B =W -R (W NEHALE), RERIZE & PR S PP 5 BOBLE & A
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#2452 PPP i H 2 H AR G AR PP 5 4% [9] -
3. ANP-FCE &% 7F PPP I B # g &z FA S2 651

WA IR T A5 T, T RIEE— BT R AR, Rt eB R ZmE, HE
AR BRI, VEX A 30 RS E M. FaFEy Bk, AEREEniE . @ik 10
R EZFIGH, IE5E ANP-FCE &kt 1 H KU 3T 1A

(L) Fas il J23 0 I 4 ol B A R [

R 22 1 HIWThR BENHE 612 70 AT LR E (W42 5), Hl MATLAB ¥ i 5 EAUE, FFE T —
AL

(2) X2 J= 0 T 4 o2 R R )

T e AR 2 A UHEN, R — S IR AR bR AT B A LR, T AR B Sy U] A9 DX 245 J22 54 i R o2 (O
4% 6), FEUA E; ARG AROAHENIRT E| th & IR P T2 BEAT BoAl P (WA 7) o 38 1 00 28 )2 0 3 PR 1 T R
R AR AL (B AR B (L2 8), Sk SR IS (14 68 R B4 AT IS A5 1 ISR A6 B (L 32 9).

FIF MATLAB BEEK R0 B AT R ACEE, 73 B PR RS, B BB bR AR XS A E
W = (0.150,0.067,0.043,0.096,0.093,0.051,0.100,0.071,0.068,0.151,0.058,0.052) " . 33 5 28 nf Ja1 & 25 )KL ¥
TCENE BT R4 2 R F T

Table 4. The evaluation indicator table

=4 BTN GOTR

fihs Vi(—50) v, (=4) Vs (Z4) \AULEN)
Ell pll p12 p13 plA
E12 le p22 p23 p24
Eu pml pmz pm3 pm4

Table 5. The judgment matrix and weight vector in the control layer

F 5. EHRIRFIEEERNERE

G E; E, Es E4 W
E; 1 6 4 5 0.591
E, 1/6 1 1/5 1/2 0.063
Es 1/4 5 1 3 0.244
E4 1/5 2 1/3 1 0.103
WE: A, =4.161,Cl =0.054 <0.1;RI =0.06 < 0.1, WrE R it —F ik A6 .
Table 6. The judgment matrix for the construction risk E;
= 6. IR E, FIKTFERE
E; En E1 Eis w
En 1 4 3 0.625
E1w 1/4 1 1/2 0.137
(=) 1/3 2 1 0.239

: A, =3.018,Cl =0.009 < 0.1, RI = 0.016 < 0.1 J Wik R idit — AR L .

DOI: 10.12677/hjce.2017.65061 512 T ARTHE


https://doi.org/10.12677/hjce.2017.65061

FHEE, HERRH

Table 7. The network layer judgment matrix for the management level Ey;
® 7. EIKF By MG EFIRTER

En E12 Eis W
Ei 1 1/3 0.25
Eiz 3 1 0.75

WE: A =3.018,Cl =0<0.L;RI =0 < 0.1 £ %1

max

Table 8. The unweighted super matrix

8. RMEBRER

*XE Ell E12 E13 E21 E22 E23 E31 E32 E33 E41 E42 E43

Eu 0.000 0.750 0.833 0.800 0.750 0.250 0.750 0.500 1.000 0.540 0.297 0.800
Ep 0.250 0.000 0.167 0.200 0.250 0.750 0.250 0.500 0.000 0.297 0.540 0.000
Eis 0.750 0.250 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.163 0.163 0.200
Ex 0.637 0.760 0.000 0.000 0.333 0.200 0.540 0.333 0.550 0.208 0.250 0.648
Ex 0.258 0.144 0.000 0.750 0.000 0.800 0.163 0.333 0.210 0.661 0.750 0.230
Ezs 0.105 0.096 0.000 0.250 0.667 0.000 0.297 0.333 0.240 0.131 0.000 0.122
Ea 0.731 0.632 0.000 0.238 0.595 0.637 0.000 0.500 0.800 0.258 0.163 0.000
Es 0.188 0.211 0.000 0.137 0.128 0.258 0.250 0.000 0.200 0.637 0.540 0.750
Eas 0.081 0.158 0.000 0.625 0.276 0.105 0.750 0.500 0.000 0.105 0.297 0.250
Es 0.674 0.652 0.637 0.547 0.687 0.750 0.800 0.637 0.594 0.000 0.750 0.750
Es 0.101 0.217 0.258 0.109 0.186 0.000 0.200 0.105 0.157 0.667 0.000 0.250

Es 0.226 0.130 0.105 0.345 0.127 0.250 0.000 0.258 0.249 0.333 0.250 0.000

Table 9. The weighted super matrix
= 9. IBBEERE

ES Eu Eip Eis Bz Ez Exs Eat Es Eas Ea Ex Ea3
Eun 0.000 0.188 0.417 0.200 0.188 0.063 0.188 0.125 0.250 0.135 0.074 0.200
E1 0.062 0.000 0.083 0.050 0.063 0.188 0.063 0.125 0.000 0.074 0.135 0.000
Eis 0.188 0.063 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.041 0.041 0.050
Exn 0.159 0.190 0.000 0.000 0.083 0.050 0.135 0.083 0.137 0.052 0.063 0.162
Ex 0.065 0.036 0.000 0.188 0.000 0.200 0.041 0.833 0.052 0.165 0.188 0.057
Exs 0.026 0.024 0.000 0.063 0.167 0.000 0.074 0.083 0.060 0.033 0.000 0.031
Ex 0.183 0.158 0.000 0.060 0.149 0.159 0.000 0.125 0.200 0.065 0.041 0.000
Es 0.047 0.053 0.000 0.034 0.032 0.065 0.063 0.000 0.050 0.159 0.135 0.188
Ess 0.020 0.039 0.000 0.156 0.069 0.026 0.188 0.125 0.000 0.026 0.074 0.063
Eqn 0.168 0.163 0.318 0.137 0.171 0.188 0.200 0.159 0.148 0.000 0.188 0.188
Es 0.025 0.054 0.129 0.027 0.047 0.000 0.050 0.026 0.039 0.167 0.000 0.063

Eus 0.056 0.033 0.052 0.086 0.032 0.063 0.000 0.065 0.062 0.083 0.063 0.000
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(3) BIMIZE AV
M3 4, TGRATIRIAREE, AT DU 1 J2 BRI AN FE RS -

0.2 02 04 01] [0.2 02 03 03]
R =[03 03 03 01|, R,=/02 01 04 03
03 02 02 0.2] 0.0 00 04 06
0.0 01 02 07 (01 02 02 05]
R,=/00 00 03 07|, R,=[00 02 03 05
0.0 00 02 08 0.0 04 03 03]

BB ZR VN A B =W - R, 15 BIRIPRA AR5 42 2 AR B A6AS BT -
0.063 0.059 0.089 0.030
0.038 0.029 0.086 0.087
0.000 0.010 0.104 0.125
0.015 0.063 0.080 0.103

B" =(0.041,0.046,0.092,0.064 ) H#fa ¢ & FZ 5 K JFU, 245 PPP I H IXURS: P4 28 530 = 4 o

B* =(0.591 0.063 0.244 0.103)-

4, B5RIE

2% I3 AT id T 1) PPP A VeIt XU M2 S5 4, 78 9328 RESEBRIIT H o 2% J2 XU 78 A LA T 9 5%

Ao GRS T LR KU PP o ]2 R T 3R AL AFAE A 1R AL I R 2% TR A S SR G PRI,
SE ) PPP (BT H RS54 BL K 5 2 00 AR A 7 B L g R PR AT RR A, Dy PPP S et ) R AH L AT
R e PR At 7 AT EE AR, RN PPP LI H XU IR SR it 1R R
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