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Abstract

In China, the price ofliquefied natural gas (LNG) has problems, such as the inability to reflect market
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information promptly, price inversion with imported LNG, and cross-subsidization. Therefore, this
paper first identifies the ten factors influencing these three problems. Then, the grey relational
analysis is used to extract key factors from these influencing factors. Next, TRIZ analysis is used to
establish improvement strategies, and the interpretive structural modeling is used to establish the
systematic development path of the LNG price improvement strategy. According to the analysis re-
sults, this paper finds out five key factors based on grey relational analysis, and then 12 improve-
ment strategies are established by TRIZ, which can be summarized into three categories: supply
technology strategy, early warning mechanism strategy, and costimprovement strategy. Meanwhile,
the development sequence of short-term, medium-term, and long-term strategies is formulated to
provide decision-making support for LNG price improvement planning.

Keywords

Liquefied Natural Gas, Price, Key Factor, Strategic Development

Copyright © 2024 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

LNG & 25085 E b R &), JLHZTEEPR LNG T FRREE R AR, k=
LNG K& 24w UL A3 D 5 A 3514 (Japan Crude Cocktail, JCOWENAE G i Fa %[ 1]
LNG % 5 E PR MmN S 2 T, (515 LNG W35 B B VR S0 S BT 3 SE R A o ek, RN
M. EE LT S E 2Bk LNG H O~ gefhey, SEEFR LNG 137 28U TR w2, ETH
W LNG DL EA e R 2 1B OL T, EEX T LNG SRPHEFMEG N, 113 LNG K16 20 10 5 ZE Mg
N, UL EE R 5 RIS E LNG 553 52 5 K 45 & 5 5 T 2R 4 3]

2 LNG N EAEEANALE SRS, BR LNG HAM KIS0 LNG 4% {5]4E(Price Inversion)
[4]. HTIRE LNG @ HRE, 230 LNG firtg EFbe, ARt TIPS, BERAFH LNG H
B®H/D, LNG BADSERASE T TIA M, FiER LNG HAMEEE R E s T Tk LNG HAM0
B o {2200 LNG 895 M s 2 BUR &, IR R LNG A EIEER 8. T B arkE
[ LNG HAMSEUR, XT LNG IR, A 1 %5 iRk 28 XAME(Cross Subsidization) 5 2., 81t
LA P 9 LNG AR SR JE R A P LNG A6 5 [5].

iR LNG s fae R R B HE BTS2 —, FHON T HRIE LNG WM& s R &, A3CE %
I AR SR R E LNG MRS BUIREEAT T f#, JHIC R B E R IR E LNG 4% i R 3 LA 37 e 3347
WA, B FRET XS AR G B AT AT, R KR4 BiTi2:(Grey Relational Analysis) % BT 52
LNG &M EZEEZE, UL LNG A BRIl IR S NTER B 2, BOCHEMER &R I, i
RN LNG &Il . 55, PR TRIZ 20 Aridioikdk th &S 35 225000 R 3000 B o S, I is
FH fif R 45 K R 7R 9% (Interpretive Structural Modeling, ISM) [6]8 & R Gifk LNG % S 5508 K R ik it 1%
Gkt Al R [ OO SR | AR IR T 038 AR S i B4, mT DL ik 2R {BU A% Bl 7730 (Brainstorming)
BURIRZ ViR % (In-Depth Interviews) 5 & AN [\ (& L2 A6, KU I [ ot Semg | Bk A f
T A% Gk 305 BRI JE VT VR T AR S A I R e i, fRYE TRIZ 5 ISM — & AR T 50 BRiEAT
R [ ot oems ) R, MR BEALEUR BT 2 kR R % . R, ARSCE ST LNG Mk st skmg
RIBIIAREAEIRAR, DAk R KRR AR, R E LNG Mg e LRI e =%
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2. HERGRIR

AT E LNG ks B ZAAAE = A — /2 LNG A ANRE SN et 3215 2, ANBEFE 70 [t LNG
PR E, RN RESNHIE R LNG IR %% 230 LNG R BIHEXT LNG SRR Al sk
J&77, TR LNG BBkt 25 70 0V A SN SAR s 73, AT il 24986 20 MV oRt A P et A s =
72 TV P AR B 7 LNG ks SR R AN, RS SR o T 52 13 = A [ il ) B 2 7T LA A
iR ARG BURSETTRORE, TN AR TR 1.

Table 1. Uncertain factors affecting domestic LNG price reform

F 1. EMERXASNELENTHELR R
P2 44 P FR R SCHRARR

cl. LNG HrihiRE R ER MBS, $27F LNG &, §2m LNG 45 5 K I-F45, 2Emism LNG
AR Bk IR -

- X752 LNG HITE TSR, AR, LNG HEllim, FUIEFRRIBHEKT, —
FEPE BT BER AN LNG % .

JEC AT A2 B A T e AR IR S Tk eV 10 LNG ROEACRENE, 1S, Bk, LNG
3. BRI =F 2R AA A KIS AR . — ok, LNG i 22 BRI s AR [9]
PR EIREMER s T LNG Ak X 25 A RE IR S I AR () A% SR AR /) o

c4. [HFR LNG Hr ElFr LNG firts 3 2O AR E PR i S, By K1k, AR ERR LNG firks K
1% 1 4 2 A ROUR A A% ik ik 1 2 22 XU B o

LNG PE H AR L “IRATAL, K A” BaEAr . pril “IRAAR . 2K
5. LNG 52 5y &5 [A) SRR 0 [ BB AR, 2 FRAE i3 R e B 00N, A SRR, F P AOR
Ji BBE, IAUEILEAEG BT ORIE BRI, X PR R . AR

[H bR LNG 6 5 B A% H28, (HSCZBIRATAR, KIE R & Rl

PR AR T AR R R TR, e adEIsE . S B . B, LNG I
c6. IBE WA AP AR S IF R . ARG TR A Lt 0 E AR SRR IR 11 i b PR 554 [12]
i, THEE . EHERA T EG SIS B, B,

o7. LNG FE1E7s AL, SN LNG (5 3 R UMD B 1 R F R R R MO S . 2 LNG fIRPEAARS
' SR LNG 55, X LNG iz i ol g S 21— 2 I AU O BLAE AT

8. LNG [t 3 i [E A B LNG W Sl LBt A RN SR, 2 R A ok LNG N il i, gk
%l\ﬁﬁﬂl%mm G LR BRI T IR, SRR & R AR ] LNG b B [14]
BATH, P SRR, WK LNG i it ksl

AR [ 5 A e e ok T 4 R AR SRS RO IE RN O B A% [2013] 1246 5) P RRILE . T
9. LNG firkg 584 a3 BRA BRI ks, DURIBILR IR SRR BOT, B ik 75 X5 i
JBOTHIEL SR o {H LNG “CRAL T 22T IR, BERE 00T #EAT 06 T A T4 AR VR AR, 3
LA RT3 H B AL

cl0. LNG #r 4% #h 4 Z=72E LNG (75 LS, @R s «hIEGR, 85€ LNG Hatiks i, FEARE R
B AR A .

[7]

c2. MR [8]

[10]

[11]

[15]

[16]

T, EHATERITM:  “cl. LNG BFRFE AR o “c2. R R . LA “c7. LNG
FEAFAEAL” 255200 LNG fE45 5 7 R I0-F4, dEmisgm LNG WM g . thoh, PRt s
S LNG 45 57 RGP, Btk “c3. BAARRIEMIE” i LNG fiimihits. Hk, fERAMS T
f: LNG A ZIBHEERN LNG /= RmERSFr=Er A, LNG g 2% BBEN LNG 7B %S X
&AL —FHPZEN ARE LNG AR EZZE] “c4. HFR LNG MFE” « “c5.LNG R AT |
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PALZ “c6. IBE A" KIS . fie)a, EBSRITH: LNG 4 5FROFH, <0 LNG migiik,
It “c8. LNG B3 i MG " Sl MAESN A 2 BRASBUR BN B LNG Bt i AT 51, Tt an
5K, WAL LNG fiai i s, ok, e Bt LNG disatirt& ish, #l “c9. LNG fir
&S RHOTHIBER” 5 “c10. LNG Mg (MISEOR " SEAMIEBGR R E LNG 3t i% .

H AT E LNG M7 i R EHOROR, R AR o sext B Rabr . RRAEGET5 i L. (50
M LNG Hri& IR 2 AR Z , A5 HE 7RI LNG A 22 sh R E, ]k — 20 JRI BRI LNG Ak x iidg
M RAF RN, Y T RN LNG 2 s IR, W WA e A E By k. &0
Jiids WSEC [T LNG s S KT 2 5E R KT ity AL i A& 55 4 DAFr iR
RIEE TR S E(18] XEAB[ 191U R MR IR M LNG e LA RANER 59K 52(20]
S LNG S EGMR AR, TR IERIR A EE A [ E A SRS A, Herp [ oA B 5 A 5 4
PSR E ARy . ZE A IR SIH . TSRl . St ikat, ARSI S SR S 4R
A ARy . (HAER | RFE, W0 LNG O IRECR IR . LNG S 5 &R Bk LNG AHIREUR
SRR ERAE LA AR B DRI, D 1 AT TR AL RO LNG IR ARl K52, A SORER A € i AT
IrH.

3. FHFM LNG MM ENERRE R

M1 SRE, M LNG A& S E R = A o XS T LNG ATk sl kul, 7 2% B rE wiEA R
ITEOL T R BRI AR L BB LNG s SO R s R 2R b, 35 m H sl & R A i e (R L
2o FEE I K 25 (Key Success Factors, KSFs) & 8 fEATL AT M B A v b, B 7770 R Se il SC B 4TIk, At fg
S IX SRR AT AT s AL, WA AT ML B A AE S B DRI, I LR FHAT Bl Al ) 55 4
F, Tz RN A B DN R R (211, BRIk, AR SCE i) 45 A PR 5200 LNG Uk O A e P
ZEBOCHEN E, DAL LNG A% o508 A Ak s

P 1 LR LNG NS SR A e ) R = AR B TE i S 1 [ 00, 1945 KA Likert T piE:
e, U] A A )RR AN PR R I T B AT R, Hoh 5 4 i g, RN RN R ) TR
1 3 ABARSy, Rz R RARE AR, HBAELIEZ M HEA https:/www.wix.cn/vm/tvWAFT].aspx .
T2 05 & BA T HECR AR, PRIHCR R 55 2R A 77 2U(Snowball Sampling) St 4R i) %5, #3E5 HL 45 1)
2 [ETUAT 1A 5 R FH AR R IR 23 BT [22) A HURZ M) LNG A0 A% 2585 AN 1 1Y) B BB R 3R

3.1. RXEROH

A SURE AR IR AR RIR A3 BT BRRAT P JRAE G ) LNG b S5O AN 78 VR 2R R 3, 0 4 R T
2, VNSRBI

Step 1. ASCEA Likert o s RAEAVEAARME, B FUBF 91058 UM xi = {xi (1), xi (), ..., x: (B} F
H o (FRRH | AN FBIRE E A S A LA EE D EG BOYREIRS E AR 5 &R
B EAZ A TR IR, WS BT HIE S xo (1) =x0 (2) = ... =xo (k) =5. Bk, [ZEFH] {4
5 SCN BT 91 5575 751 L IR A 20 2omN A, (k) =x, (k)= x, (k)| «

Step 2. K KHk FH(Grey Relational Coefficient; y(x, (k),x, (k)))iH5 (1), H i A min Fl A max
SRR A, (k) TRAME S B, BIE y(x, (k).x, (k) €[0, 1], #HARE ¢ (Distinguished Coefficient)
FIFEFIAE T BT xi 555 FF xo ZIAFIXSEL, PSR AT DUREE A i BT BE, —AHME N 0.5
[22]. WSRORFBTHL, 2y (x, (k),x, (k) BB 1, WA, (k) BEEEEL A min, R & ) 100 20k
) B o BOB S B i 0 0 5 4% IRZERERIE 0 I, A, (k) tUAESEAT A max, o R 3 i) 305 4 (1) el
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B oy BB B AR H 1 48
Step 3. KKK (Grey Relational Degree)  y (x, (k). x, (k)) FIPEE(ERQ2), FIL v (x,.x,) €0, 1],
MUREZEFH xo 5 BT xi Z AR RBREEE[23]0 2417026 [ U AR BE BRI 1 I, ARSR I
o] X5 Ffr s5of 7 AT 2% P B MR B
Step 4. H y(x,,x, ) #&BEJFHES, %HEF RI A K BT (Grey Relational Sequence), HE/F §if i ff) K 2 &
B S, AT H R LNG U 5O AN e P 1 B B OCHR R 3%
()5 (0)= S m

7)) = 37 (5 (k)3 ) @

3.2. EEREEZERN

Ry (x,x; ) I K-FH 5% (K-means Clustering) ik — D45 0 LNG JH 2% O (1 R 3R EAT 20 B, 45
BN T BE(EL 1), FEARYE Daniel JRI[2413% 5 3 & 6 T8RN 2. B 1 R alHmT 3 L 5 TH
2, HEIMNG 4 BEAT 2 TR E, N4 Daniel RN, KR 5 EZER K, 2508 “c4.
EBR LNG 18" (KKERERUE N 0.6250)  “c6. IBE WA (KHRBLEEME N 0.5968). “cl.LNG HrH)
TEARBIN " (KFKBERUE N 0.5926)  “c2. FiMHEFTRRMAE" (K BRFEEME N 0.5787)LL I “c8. LNG
PR BB ANISEUR . (K RIRFERE N 0.5694) .

Table 2. Grey relational degree and grey relational sequence

2. MKBESRKEKF

PSR IR RIS IRRIKFF PSR KRR IRRIKFF
c4 0.6250 1 clo 0.5556 6
c6 0.5968 2 c5 0.5463 7
cl 0.5926 3 c3 0.5139 8
c2 0.5787 4 c7 0.5000 9
c8 0.5694 5 c9 0.4537 10
\ | T | \ | T T T
Group 7 Group 6 Group 5 Group 4 Group 3 Group 2 Group|1

ATATNS
\ WU T Y VY

1 1 1 L
0.46 0. 48 0.5 0. 52 0.54 0.56 0.58 0.6 0.62
KRR

D
»

87
L Cal

Figure 1. Number line of grey relational degree

L RKBREEE

4. REE D

ARAE A ) 5 T EOCHR K R (c4+ 6 2+ c8)73 K TRIZ 3 Mrididfé i xR ) 5 X 3
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4.1. Y EFRE
B HEEMST “c4. E PR LNG 4% ” W8, #RIE TRIZ 4087118 4 A0 BoRATT BE SRmE [25] .

4.1.1. MREBAZE

LNG U HA 2 LNG P Bk is 8 1 EZ ORI 3R, o LNG FITH 2 A LNG 7 L5 1 7 R e
M 2 AT 5, FRE LNG W R EE SR Tk, (b, 20, A2\ L i 2 i) S I PE Kt 3,
M HEE E AN LNG P~ &M LNG g D& ma gt g, SadEn LNG 53R E LNG W 9% F RAFE S
A7, b 2019 4 LNG SHAMK AL ik 43% [26], XHE/RHED LNG B2k E LNG <
JRAANHE o

3500 T T T T
~ —O— RRAHAE P
@ 3000 e karung JUE
= 2500 | TR R =

- —O— KRR E W] _ =k
4= 500 |1 K BT = RARTHE OV R AR 7 i ——=

1 1500
3 b
fa 1000
ﬁ 500
0
2010 2015 2017 2018 2019 2020
)

Figure 2. LNG consumption, production, import volume, and export volume in China [27]

E 2. ®ELNGHEE., 2. #HOZE. SHOZ127]

4.12. EXEBHRESELSE

FRAE “c4. EFR LNG #s” e T, B TFRE LNG TR E EARAHE D LNG, AR E
LNG SRR MK 252 2] LNG IS 520 BRIk, gEdrdt 1 LNG kg rIfssE, ol BLRRRAT 3R E LNG
SPFEANFE I, HA] DUE 2B LNG 3E O, BRI EE 2 3 (Improving Parameter) 7] PAM 39
N LRESE 28T X MIEEE R “35. EEM - REEMEIMERM LG, hseislEmee)” , it s
HBEPR LNG i fetig1a M A R 3R o, geRF MR fssE . 2810, 4EPR LNG Mg KA E—4
FE FI7KPRT, AT REXT 30 LNG s fisp ik =06 77, BB S £(Worsening Parameter) 7] LA 39 4N T
LSRR ROERER “39. AEFE I - BRI R] P 5E AR PE RIS

4.1.3. RIENESTASHER L T R RO 8IFT R R

WRIEHESH “35. EatE - REEMIRIMEFMSR G, Rt lErae 1" SHBNSH “39. 4~
P - BT ) N SE AR E IR, “od. EBR LNG kg™ BRIZE0T R P i H R i BT B U (28128« 5]
6: 3 PE(Universality)” « “J5] 28: B ACH UM (Mechanics Substitution)” « “ J5 | 35: o475 % #(Parameter
Change)” « PLE “JEN 37. #JEAK(Thermal Expansion)” ZEVUI. HR4E QR BN & L FIfERE, &3 “c4.
EBr LNG 4”7 BRI i S0 G@ QI NG “ 50 6: i (Universality)” « “JR0 35: 824
(Parameter Change)”  PAS “J5l 37: #E/IK(Thermal Expansion)” .

4.1.4. FRAECUFTR N & PH A E = SR B

B, “JEN 6: it (Universality)” FIMRRE (V)R BRES M REAT Z T RE. DAL, AR¥E 50
6: i (Universality)” FIfEEE, 000 “c4. EFR LNG 1487 FrfblE SIS (C) R st &%), &%
P E PRt 0 LNG g a4k, #Eim A 2086 LNG RIESAS . HAT4Ek LNG F2AH = KX 1)
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R e, 43 db R . BRI DR X, T E bRiidis EXF T LNG BT ALEIE S, 250008
RIRFZZ G LM R S e g el kg . BHaT, RE LNG O FERHTKIEZ, 1£
HLHXTT LNG BRI Mg F 2R BUG & E M, st 5 bR g8, £ T30 LNG 1)
MBTEN S RN AT SRR SS, FESES TNEPR LNG FEFRRMIRE K. L5 E, N
LNG R G &4 — e iR K& 2 85, BB E SRR H1E N LNG TRt R, HiE
JUF LNG EERMg4 TR T REPIRES, 115 LNG & RFEEE, BIeR A LNG 3604 Bh TRk
LNG # R SA . BTEL, LNG FE M LTS Hh4 75 R K 9¢ R R4 520 [E bR LNG A& 16 E 1 -

R, “JEN 35: KA S 4 (Parameter Change)” [ AR 2 B YIIR B R S BIARAS, RBRET ST “c4.
FE PR LNG firg” Bl g S (C2)n] LU IS g 37— AN 20 LNG Wi S 8 Fitdll LNG s ARk 3 )
Ak, FEMATLL T EARSR LNG W& AETT g LA sl L g g, %48 LNG W& 22 shxt E N LNG 1 28
K, FFn] DURGE LNG R HRE o

fwfa. “BRN 37 FEZIK (Thermal Expansion)” FIAERE &4 & UK C A, WA A B2 K 24
M EA R D, ARAE BN 37: AUEZK(Thermal Expansion)” MRS, #EXT “c4. [EHPr LNG 1% ”
B e SR (C3) AFE T HAL BAR R IR A A, el W Zh 7008, vl Fraeii. B0 AR, 4E
Bridk 1 LNG A M TKIR BRI, AT DASE A 55 1) e 15 5 A RE U

4.2. REECE

EEXSRIAI 4 BUOCEEN 2, MR4E RIA M TRIZ /b D BRI E s s Ui~ . 1%k, KT “c6. i
EAR” ) B T R AN AT A IS E A E R . 3 2014 LK, B AER IUIRG
TUAES) PR R R, 155 bR LNG T3 ftes K, Fitk LNG T3 146 B S2 75 1173980 7 1) Shy 35 77 i
Y, AT 2 FEER LNG 52 5 il AsiaX, HEi o LNG b i5s & 7 R R 77 . — ek, LNG
A R BRI RRAR SFR T LNG A= RAEM &R H 2 4, dafkes . SEnsERHE, P LNG
AR P2 AL S R AR . 1A A 2 . O E AR I BUR A O A R S R 88 B R
ARFEBQEIB A HBCE AR Ei o S BE T HRIRTE LNG =i S 8t IR I R bk
ARSI, R EARERE NI TEHM . Rk, Akt R, G . MR WRNEAE. (K
EOFEM PR SE . KT A SRUL, 188 AR, K27 k7= Bk %S 84 & M A& 3. LNG 2&—Ff
HERHEREIR, M TEREFRESESHSEAF A EENMAG, FI T IRIEE XS5 R E R
JRAVAS BRI KSR IR, RN REE LB B KRR R S AT, 752 S PR A 17 1)
MDA, ST BN AT AU I8 S AR B 20 LNG Al (#3878 sRAR 34T S TH 1 b S AR
HRE ), RIUE LNG A& PR, SEB LNG (AR . THIARYE “c6. 128 AR ” MK E X, KES
4 (Improving Parameter) /] LA 39 /N TAESHh xRk S “10. T2 - i B SR AR S AT 7 RG]
ZHZ” , WS RS BIEAENLE] SAT, U A B LIS AT S, A S
U AS BEAT T S, X RE S BURA B BMLHIZ 1T IR 2 E, N IEAL 25 (Worsening Pa-
rameter) /] LA 39 N TRESHh ot ROESE N “36. 2B E 40 - MRS R G 5, DAROTHE
A ANEE L G

HIR, KT “cl. LNG FrRBAR RN 7 i 8 32 BAE T 5 LG IR 5058 LNG BB A L
TR LNG 45 ARE . T4k, BT LNG Bk BRI, 87 LNG &, il LNG 4= fghR;
AEIAFIREE . BN UUE SR LNG G IR B AR M, FoE TUE <=8 2013 1) 2 {23277
K, #2020 FRAE 200 1457 F5K, R 2023 FERAE 250 (AL T5K,  FRon B E TUE S IRE A N H E
1R RAEPE D, 5 0UA A B RS A W ZE = (] 3), 7R LNG BB F R 1 S AT LR R LNG
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4, BT LNG M ikasE . bR “cl. LNG Bl RERI N 7 1) @) g Ll 51, 7 fRF LNG
Brenmie e, TEERPRECR AR T LNG iR, Bk % 2 8 (Improving Parameter) 7] DL 39
N LRESH P NEE N “10. 718 - KESEMIEIRS AR 7 REM 2 BB o SR, SHrEiEREAR K
RS, B RABA— € B IS A RUE = & ARIIE, K %240 (Worsening Parameter) A] LA 39 4
TRESH X LERE R “39. A /=t - BT R P 58 AR PERT IR .

N
(&}

AP
8

A

(Bf
S

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
4y

Figure 3. Shale gas production in China [29]
E 3. RERESTE[29]

6

5

4

3+

2

1 L 1 1
2019-01-01 2020-01-01 2021-01-01

Figure 4. Price of the Chicago mercantile exchange LNG futures [30]
4. ZMERZFRARASELEMN[30]

B, KT “o2. WHETRRMUE” AR AR T A2 LNG MR RIH R, & 4 AZ a5 i
RARFIAR 7 L s, A SCERCY H 2 5 s S AR E 830, MWEIFRT LG H, 2019 FEFY]
HERN LNG H52 5 iR R, 2020 SRR SRR LNG H52 5 B s, 2021 4 LNG &2
Ginig e —EHET: R4, WRAE REA AR RAE S ORI E LNG H Ok 4 E e o8 (3 1] 7] LA
B HIRE LNG H) A& Z ARG AR 5, R4 ZE 2 LNG B/ RIE R HEZE, 4 URBIK, LNG
TR EN S, K EFRRBAEK T, —eBE Eafgeam LNG s mkal. 2l LLORRE
LNG HIEes, 0B 2245 1 75 SR B = AR R ST s M A PR n] DR PRI, #E TR % LNG s semd . —
MR ZRE LNG fRIK T, WL ) LNG #5767 42 LNG 75 RIEZE, APRRZA#71) LNG
B, DR LNG Tt 5/ K. Hitk, 3 24 (Improving Parameter) 7] LA 39 AN TR S 44 X}
RLEFE [26. VIBEE - HiE— RGP FRHMEE | o 280, FRFLRE LNG HATEAF N 274
FEAE ARG, R % AL 2 8 (Worsening Parameter) 1] DL 39 A TFESHb st Nk R [20. [ & 41
FEREE - W M ARAE AR SR P AR RE R )«

JE, KT “c8. LNG & AR 7 ) 2 227E T4 Z 02 LNG I F RIS, EXREZE
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St LNG N2l < B0t AR Bh R, 12 AR U LNG B2l B0t , 388 G Hh DL AS B R 3 R < B 42
SNFIHES) 1 22 BEARTMRAR A LNG Uit i 5471, ~PATfes 57K, WK LNG T iirks
HIdesl. MK 5 &, FRE LNG Sl Bes A 2014 SE1 12 BEHEINE] 2020 547 22 JE[32]. LNG ikt
% LNG #9kA1 LNG X, 25 LNG il iz S i oo B4 LNG HEs I RE G, 3255 M1 SNk
FIHFP, Wi, LNG fiioh 23 EUGH 0 LNG [YEMEZE RS, ST RBERE T LNG fEN g
JTEA BN, LNG s 8 B MG 32 22 N il FIHE B 41 2 BEAR R A S| LNG it it 1)
AT, Bk, 2% 28 (Improving Parameter) F] BAA 39 AN TRES PO RIEEN “17. IREE - WikEk
RAEZ KBGO, 5HE LNG fhah i 15 MR Ge ke BRI s A A, Wes| #5588 LNG il it
fHZ, LNG f# st st d sl m e, R R it B LNG fl st A 2 T R, S 8uR s
FAS IR B, DRt A 2 2(W orsening Parameter) 1] LA 39 AN TARESH 0 RIE SRR “23. VIR 9 - XF
ARG TAERA TR ITE R ” o 28 ERTIR, K 5 ThlEH BEOCHE N 32 I A 1) B SRR T T4 3

T

2020
2019
2018
;\E 2017
2016
2015
2014

1 | 1 |
0 5 10 15 20 25
LNGHSont H

Figure 5. Number of LNG terminals in China [32]
& 5. FE LNG ESEHE[32]

5. KM% RERHR S

FAREENT LNG ks ORI S, (E 75 211 58 HES AT (R 58 SR P o bR T S 2 8] vl i 2 B SRk
P, DR 00 M7 R S o R S AT IR AT IR, SRR Z IR 20 &R, DA S — B RS
LNG 7PN 5 5 J SRS AT IAE A R ISR 3 AN BRI (8] 38, 4R T2

Bk, MRAEER 4 WA RS, EERA RIS KT R, ARy 7 PP s
IR MNJE R FR o RGP N AT i 4, SRR TR S e PR T 30T 6 4 mP ) 7 7P e e SRS 2 8 1)
FHRAESE ), HRAE I 027 B0« [ BRI W fie ke HEn% 2 T2 75 BT ek, Hoeh DL “0” o
SN, T4 RN RNl . 1 ERGR I KO “IE I ORISR C1Y 571 51 eI s g
RERFEVIMR? 7, el aig <27, LRmllaiE <R .

5.1. ISM 43#fr

R SR FH R 45 /A5 (Interpretative Structural Modeling, ISM) 7 #7106 84, DLILEE . — & R G4k IR
&R FEMAER R . ISM 22F 7 Mo i BB (33], PR 1 2B IA KRR R, WHR AR K B HT B
A B DN 3 IR RO e 3 PR, BRI 6 AR A U R .

IR 2 e E R RO R o AW FUIEIE MG LNG AL E BRI, B AR R 2
I NE R R, B GRS RHAT 00, DL 80%IE AT THEME, B 80% LA - IIE BHZ W M Rl 3 2 [
MIERFR . WAL 5 Gt 4R En, C1SRIG R 520 C3. C10. C11. M CI2 SRR R, C2 SWIEHIR
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ZXFZI C1. C11 F1 C12 SRESIR R, C3 KBS Z x5 C1. C7 Fl C12 SREEA 2, C4 SREE N &= i
Cl1. C3. C5. C6 1 C7 Mg K 2, C5 KMEHR R0 Co Fl CT7 SKBEKIF, Co6 HMK K ZH 22540 C4. C4.
C5 Al C7 MK Z, C7 SEIGAI RS Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5 1 C6 SEMGIA &K, C8 SHUG R K50 C9
HEG AR, CO KR R F2m C8 HEK K 2, C10 KK Zm 0 C1. C3. Cl1. Ml C12 HEKH &, Cl11
HG R 2520 C1. C3. C10 A1 C12 SEMS R 3R LA K& C12 SRBE R R 520 C10 Al C11 RIS R 3R . B
RIEA5H LT (1 SR R 3R B R R F 44 6 P

Table 3. Improvement strategies

3. EKRE

FREL K%
HE % 5K

A SR AL

JEN6:  Cl: RA#IESZ), GHEEEERSED LNG IS IEHANL, BEma %
Fimt AR LNG RIE A .

e e 20 EEN— VR LNG B BB LNG e ks A AL,

§@%23ﬂf””é?‘§§;%%@mwu%ﬁaaﬁcm%&mﬁimﬁm&ﬁmg,%ﬁuNcmﬁﬁ
/! Z FtE P LNG IR, FEAT LU E LNG SR S0 .

BN 37 C3: JARCHALSCAIRIOGER, duse. f. Z0E. . HALUE. S

BN RS, BRI LNG S IRIREACRT, TS B B 1R R

Ca: iR EHN RS S8 RAEHSETH, ROy RAE B

gﬁggﬁﬁwmigﬁﬁ,H%%Tﬁ&ﬁ%&$%ﬁ&%%ﬁﬁ,%Eﬁ%%%@

YNTinb-ES PN % N = B0 1K ks s A= M TTN k26 ST AR S (S eND

JRI18:  C5: SAHEEIAEGZR IR, NIz E AR EIR AL SR AL, A
HMES) LNG fMk 3t & A 1 A S BRALHI 7 & .
c6. B 36. HH

wok 10 R G Co: S, 4l B S S A BB B L, T L AR
B 25 ). MRS E M A LR — A, R AR E AR BT
HIRIES . SIS, TG ERA R L R, RS A

I HERIMRIRE,  CAR TR A 35 W

JEN 26:  C7: S RAFHIRAE BAE B R GEEAT AL 24T, DAL & BAS T
il HI%.
C8: FWLI TG, FTEIRBARIAT LI B PPOr 0 7T, L S50 A

¢, LNG N M, SRR UTTAT, HBAE LNG W MU R 2 e R R 7T
39. A7 N 35 e o A
SRR AR 10, HE 'ﬁ éﬁl*}{%%{ FEMR LI A
5L CO: I BB R ARNALE, WIS BRIl AR RE, ik
LNG IR H A AT LASAR 8 A e 25 )

C10: FARFEMXH) LNG 73R4T ABC 7028, A EHIXCA LNG mE TR
O3 BRI, AERERIVERCOREE NG A IRE, B A C I 45
d,%@26%ﬁ§;§§Eﬁ%ﬁnma*gﬁﬁﬂﬁgﬁxmﬂg,@ﬁu@%%ﬁ%@ﬂﬂzﬁ%ﬁﬁ
LRSI R LES
JE 35: Cl1: @57 LNG PR ASBUL T &, TR HME . JsmeET
BB BH Ah. BEAPE IR IR R, BRI, AT RPUT T EEE

Cl12: FESAEIRF R B FUEPFAEHLE], X LNG (IR 5 0t% . LNG ™

SR 17 s T U 36: NS E I 7 B R, LI ST LNG B i
e P BB, SRR AR R, AT I MR
i,
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Table 4. Judgment of affiliation relationship between strategic factors in questionnaire design

4. [EBIRT 2 BRI E R X R FIERS]
L I ORISR C1Y 5N SRS it 2% DI AH 5% 2

B FRAR yis 7
HEmE R 2 C2 o o
RIEK 2 C3 O O
RIERZE C12 o o

B, PR3 RIGERRIER. 4k o, FAFRIRAME A RIR A P A E KR & HIS B R Z [
JERFR, JER A R WO R RFERE IR R 7 PR, 4, DR 4 RYCEMBRERE. T RIg R AL
MG, BIARIER 7 KRR, K5 AR MEAR IR TT DA B ARAERSE, Wk 8 s, #%E, &
R 5 AR PR AN RTAERE . T ISM W Z AT G2 0 &R, RIWIER Ci SRS A3 G Hms R =
C; SHUS PR 22 CSRIR R ZR, T Ci SRS R R B2 Cu SRS TRIER P URE T 5 38588 5¢ R I AR 2 TR O
N1, DS EINEE 9 WA AERE . B, YR 6 SR nl ik MR AL NI R AR o o AT R e O B
JEFERE, AR O PRI R IR BT EGUNZRES, W& 10 s, K, s
B BT SR TR A HO R AL AR AERE AT, SRIEDY 1 BRI R, R G SRS R 2520
A, B C—C; BTG I AR AR 2 SRS SR AE A A PR A, $RHVEDA 1 SRS A
2, FoR GREIEHER M CRIEHER, W GG MAEEGIHEITTNERITEES ST FESIL
ARHRIERE, Ror Gl C SRS R T ELEZI, B) CioCo

Table 5. Affiliation proportion between strategic factors

5. RERZEEX A

REEERmMS ! C1 C2 Cc3 Cc4 (o] C6 c7 (&) Cc9 Cl0 C11 C12

C1 0.6667 0.9167 0.6667 0.7500 0.6667 0.8333 0.2500 0.2500 0.8333 0.9167 0.9167
C2 0.8333 0.6667 0.6667 0.5833 0.4167 0.7500 0.2500 0.2500 0.7500 0.9167 0.9167
C3 0.9167 0.5833 0.6667 0.5833 0.6667 0.8333 0.2500 0.2500 0.6667 0.6667 0.8333
C4 0.8333 0.7500 0.8333 1.0000 0.9167 1.0000 0.2500 0.3333 0.6667 0.6667 0.6667
Cs 0.6667 0.5000 0.5000 0.7500 1.0000 0.9167 0.3333 0.3333 0.4167 0.5000 0.4167
Cé 0.8333 0.4167 0.7500 0.9167 0.9167 1.0000 0.2500 0.3333 0.5833 0.5833 0.6667
C7 1.0000 0.9167 0.9167 0.9167 0.8333 0.9167 0.3333 0.2500 0.7500 0.6667 0.7500
C8 0.2500 0.2500 0.3333 0.2500 0.2500 0.1667 0.2500 1.0000 0.2500 0.4167 0.3333
Cc9 0.2500 0.2500 0.2500 0.2500 0.2500 0.3333 0.2500 1.0000 0.2500 0.2500 0.2500
C10 0.9167 0.5000 0.9167 0.5833 0.5000 0.7500 0.7500 0.2500 0.2500 0.8333 0.9167
C11 0.8333 0.6667 0.9167 0.3333 0.4167 0.4167 0.6667 0.2500 0.2500 0.8333 0.8333
C12 0.7500 0.6667 0.7500 0.4167 0.4167 0.4167 0.5833 0.2500 0.2500 0.8333 0.9167

TE: S SRE R R G 5 S IR 3,

e, DR T RRGEMERREL. W& 10 B, EIEHIR C8 MSKIREIR CO AlAE & 54k%E
woea—FE, PrLCRE C8 A1 CO SRR HRIF NN Z R AEIIEE )= HAEER 10 Pl I m A K x
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C8 F1 CO MikR)s, HUMFEKIE, EHAES SCRESTEE FRRBRRIENE )R, Frilik
FERMEIAER C1, SRIgIA R C2. SR Z C3. RIS IAIER C4. SRS C5. MK 2 Co. Mg A3 C7.

KIS ZR C10. SREEAIR Cl1. SHISHER CI2 fENH 2. 46K 6 FRISHEERMNERRER,
JER A B A S SRR PRI R 3 2 MBS 2R, 15 2I1E] 6 19 ISM SRR RE . MK 6 7T
R, SREEWTLAP =K, — 09 LNG SHAAHORENG, =08 LNG RASEE 5, =09 LNG TUE L] 5%

Table 6. Affiliation relationship between strategic factors

6. MARIEEARNEXR
iy MEXR &5 MEXRR S MEXR &5 MEXRR H#WT MEXRR

1 Cl1'e&C3 6 Cl1-C10° 11 CleCl11 16 C1-C12? 21 C2—-Cl1
2 C2—-Cl11 7 C2—Cl12 12 C3C7 17 C3—-Cl12 22 C4—-Cl1
3 C4—-C5 8 C4-C6 13 C5<C6 18 C5<C7 23 C6—Cl
4 C6-C7 9 C7—-C1 14 C7-C2 19 C7—C4 24 C8+C9
5 C10—C3 10 Cl10<Cl11 15 C10<-C12 20 Cl1-C3 25 Cl1<ClI2

T T RHRIRSG S K 320G RR GHEBRIER S G RIBRE; *CioC &R Cifll C; SIS K 2K M A
AR

5.2. REEAE R P KHARK

R4 iR iTie, LSS Z R MNERRGE 6), AL 12 BURBS LA, H. K = I Bol R skng &k g
Mo JE I, e 11 fios.

S, A BRI 2 TS, /3N C8. LAK C9. N T LNG fiteh sl Mg LNG
WA IR, R I 3 SR s o] DL R 5 A R ST AR AR AE ik LNG BB h PR E AR BT ASRAS 78 40 1)
P RA A B, PSS ROZ S R R SR T &, 12T LNG FriiREAR M EE /1, DURBR S IERIFALL o

B, CTEENLEIERSE T HH 6 TS, 08 Cl. C2. C3. C10. Cll. PAK Cl2. FiEHLH) 1%
FEERT LNG #3R 5 MR EAT 708, DRl J SR m m] 28 IER FH A 6 4, A B B4R [ bRigE 1 LNG Mg 1)
AR, A R S] LNG R RCA,  [FIAT S — /N R0 LNG A& B AT LNG %
KKatA AR, FEUL T AR LNG M TETT% 80 IR, %48 LNG M8 305 N LNG
FANAG I, F 0] A E LNG RIS, 7 A IR 55 R IO PO PP LS, X LNG B R 5 4
LNG 7= b 4% 5 Bt 05 PR AT #5558 75 R R VA, DAL S, LNG 45 s AN BOR I TR MG, 4%
VR SR AR I R i, TR A T S AN ECR [ B . 355, PSR ROZ T LNG AL B A R
15 57 & DL RE IR R SR P00 PO PRAS LA, 3047 SR BRI . RSB R VA . R AR B AL B PAk AN
Ak, RIS AT DUS A FHLIX ) LNG 75 3R T ABC 203, A RHLIXCH LNG & 7 R HX, 75 ZREE
AR LNG ftaikasE, BRACISBIX 22BN LNG H T RAKE BRI, @it LNG M75R
EHR S U AR R B, KHIHE & T ARSI AL S AR IR E A, anslah. . B8 R
ML TR BOR AR, MEFREE LNG MRS BRIEEOCERT,  RERE AT DL A S ik B AR AR YR .

W=, RARRE” 34 HIHNE, 738 C4. C5. C6. LA CT. N T ik LNG 1% AS S 4 Hs
i, DS A SR R LE s B BN O3 9 SRR G BROA A BEAL AR RIS AR, S ANHT I BA B W],
18 A S BRI OGS 200, O LNG SR A5 idE & 1 AR LS 7 5. B, P IsRmS T 5
NAHE R, RS B AR R R A B A E s SR, HMTIEE AR NGE . e, KRS
ST ROZHE L R A E S B R G AT AT, DU S A B AR TR T %
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Table 7. Relation matrix

T REKEME

KRERRS ! Ci C2 C3 Cc4 C5 C6 CI C8 C9 C10 C11 C12
C1 02 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
C2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
C3 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
C4 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
cs 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
C6 1 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
c7 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
C8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
C10 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
C11 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Cc12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1

PEXIRS B DS E S TRSE S E R e N TEE IS SO SN P TR N S R SN E P

Table 8. Adjacent matrix

8. HE4NKER
KERmS ! Cl C2 C3 Cc4 (€5 C6 CI C8 C9 C10 C11 C12

c1 1 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
C3 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
c4 1 0 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
cs 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
Cé6 1 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
c7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0
c8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
c9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
C10 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
c11 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
c12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 1

T B RIEN RS SRR 3 2 RORB R R B K R SRR H R R A NB LR

6. it

ASCH) H BT T HFRIE LNG IS AR R IR, $R I LNG I R B E R 2, IR
LG DR 2 SR N SO RN, DA ST R G4 LNG i 50 SR R R BR AT, DN IRIE LNG i 2
HRIRMESH . B SERAE ST EE 10 T LNG A (U522, IRl BRI M A 5 I 2
REERZEK, 73004 cl. LNG BRI A o2, FEFR R, c4. EHFR LNG 5. c6. iE A
PAJ% ¢8. LNG HE45 i BAMIECE . e )im, FIFH TRIZ 4yl 18 12 T 5ems, 58 i iR 4 i i Y
P E RS LNG Ui 2508 SO et AT, DLHCRE S0 SRS A A N =28, 00l (R BoR S T
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HUH SN DAL A 50 SR, FRE e R TP I = BURIS A RSB SR U, 9 LNG 4 i 250 HLk

SRR HE

Table 9. Reachable matrix

F 9. AIAREME

KEHRES ! c1 C2 €3 C4 C5 C6 C7 €8 C9 C10 C11 C12
c1 1 1 13 1 1 1 1 0? 0 1 1 1
C2 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
C3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
C4 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
cs 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
C6 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
C7 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
C8 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
9 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 0
C10 1 N 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
c1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
C12 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 1 1

TE: VSRS ARG 5 S IR 35 2 ORI P SRE R R B R R R

MIER AR, ERYEATIER KR MR WEK R

Table 10. Hierarchy matrix

= 10. EEM

SFORPI ISR A B R R "R

HIEE RS !

WIEEE?

i R&RA 3

RERER

C1

C2

C3

C4

C5

Cé

C7

C8
c9

C10

C11

C12

Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
CI. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
CI. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
CI. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12

C8. C9

C8. C9

CI. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12

Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12

C8. C9

C8. C9

Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. C11. C12

Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. Cl11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. Cl10. Cl11. C12
CI. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. Cl10. Cl11. C12
CI. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. Cl11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. C6.
C7. C10. Cl11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. Cl10. Cl11. C12
CI. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. Cl10. Cl11. C12

C8. C9

C8. C9

Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. Cl11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. Cl11. C12
Cl. C2. C3. C4. C5. Co6.
C7. C10. C11. C12
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Figure 6. ISM relational hierarchy
& 6. ISM X ZRM ELEH

Table 11. Short, medium, and long-term strategic planning

= 11, @ KHARRE IR

R Gib] K

PREG AR NG C9 C8
TREAN L HE g Cl. C2. CI2 Cll. C10 C3
BAS B C4. C5 C6 C7

ZEWE
AR EFARIEEIE “REGEH 7T LNG el WA 5 e dlg @it 72 7 (19BGLO13) )

S0

(1] FMEZF, a8MF, RSCE, SBlAR. AN KA S & E 0 LNG @il g 2510, Ak, 2022, 31(4):
31-35.
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