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Abstract

The construction of lean logistics evaluation system for tobacco industry enterprises aims at im-
proving the management level of enterprises and achieving cost reduction and efficiency increase.
This article constructs the lean logistics evaluation system based on the cloud model, the main
method is to use the analytic hierarchy process (AHP) and the cloud model analysis method, select
the evaluation index, divide it into the criterion layer and the index layer according to the level,
the index layer is subdivided into quantitative index and qualitative index according to the nature;
the index weights of the criterion layer and the index layer are calculated according to the rele-
vant formulas, and the Quantitative Index Cloud Model and the qualitative index cloud model are
calculated according to the weight respectively, then, the synthetic index stratus model and crite-
rion stratus model are synthesized and compared with the grade evaluation set to evaluate the
lean logistics management level. Through selecting a tobacco industry enterprise data to carry on
the empirical analysis, deducing this enterprise lean logistics management level is general. This
weak link of the enterprise lean logistics mainly is the cost management, proposing the pertinence
improvement proposal.
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1. 518

241 B FL A AR R IR AR RS, (RS RIS EFAHLIEE —E 20 . M 2013 g/
FAT B FEFE I, 2017 FREWEEATWERR 71.3%, 5 EFEME TR 0.1 ANH 44, 2017 AT
ME S AT 972 A2TT, [l EiEb 6.3%; 2018 4F 3 A FLAT b SR S8 923.5 1276, [A] L R % 4.6%
[1], AAKFANRNE AR T RS WARYIRPE N “B=J7 R, MRS a1 8 8B 1 2t
YR, BERAWKDREEA . HE. G2, B, REERTHAGHREER, SITHRNRERE
DA RS SR AR SR PR SR B, E 2R3 B TR T B A AN AT AR AR B . S B A b A e A
B2, AT B PE A ) AR, TR MNP R RS SRR T, (R AN R B S
VIR R @RS . ASOL R R BRESIRITM A R, CUEME. BB A 25 s AT vF
fr, FEAEHBFR BN IS SRR BE R, A RSO R THAE B AT B 5%, DS IR T 2

2. BRIMARIR
2.1. EFHIEEIRNTR

[ S5 S i O 7 L B, Daniel T. Jones (1996)%5 AN IERFRH “H b= X—H#&[2]. BLA
Tt 90 3 38 i AR BRI R AR AR R SRIRTH R R AV HKF . Wu B, MaG., Ai (017)#RZE L T FE s i
EIAR, ZRGAEMTCE RIGIT R, RS8R B TAERE . FBIRRASETT IS 1 2 s, Al
WA RS 2 A 77 BE5E T EAH[3]. James C. (2010) iR 1K 2 i BRI AR A (RFID) AR E SR ik Hh0 )
WA R FH[4]. Sreerengan V.R., Shinu Abhi, Y. Raja Ram (2017)I\ ks 25 4= 7 S ik 2 A 25 it B i
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R 3B, XA s A S AT A R B AT S SORE MBI M EFI[5] . Jia Jiang, Kai Su Wu,

B. Ma, G. Ai (2012)iiid Bl 2= AR gz, RIEREEAKE, PEKIZE MA6]. SuW., PanR.,

Gong W., QiuY., Xiong Y. (2017)%H &Gt IR VEAN A RAEEAT 1 etk ARAE ARSI B 1) SeBRiE L,
ST BB EVE N AR R[7]. Dong B., Zhu X., YanR., Zhang C. (2019)&37. 7 — AN & ILANERR
VRN TEbR A R, 12 AR AR BERTRE T 0 = AR FR SRR R LIRSS /KRR s 70, R AL 359 (ESM)
HALPPNIERY, K ZARBR UK R LA B H AR VPN AE 55 [8]. Wenwen Wang, Ren Xiaoling (2014)45 4 i
EEEMSUE I ZE AR, TR b, 5T B R B R RN R RS AP R R 9.

2.2. ERXHEmWRNTR

FE] Py T 2 VDU AT AT X B » 2 78 (2004) B2 17K 2t 4097 193 K B U B S e W 2 4 ) DU KRS
[10], {EHFFEVEREARN 32, &t IE A @A AN DR A SR Fn M R HEREAS s DIt i B X055 (2015) i 1
L-S “ZE AP, RIEVFOrES RAE L-S P LB A, 20 Hr Ao 2 i 2R IT AL (A B BORITE (2
A, A AE P DR SRR B [11]. £ R Q017) M & 1 I E I hoO s s PP R [12] . B
S5 (2010) S MH FEAT ML RE SR 0T BLAR RAAY[13]. £ — Rk (2016) 44 4 T HE T 52 Web (10 il i 2 R A5
R, AT T ARG, ST ek M R DL T R R R A DD RE[14]. X (2019) R R
I X AR B PR RE 5 e LI e AR R RIE T, 7870 R FH A S X I B S U 3T Q0 A, et %
VRECE Al SV S Al (5] FLRISEBR[15] o TS (2018) R i Hhy A7 T ol e b 5 Ml it A 2 07 K 2R
[16]. FR55E (014 ENS UL E PR &R, FFFEH T HEBERE SR VI8 BB [17] . EFE4E(2019) 2 1
VA @R RGP R R Bag B8 77 LLLE BT /N AN 7 T BA% 28 D VRN 48 b
RAR[18]. FLAESE(017)IKIETHIIC 70 R AGHEA B, M A B SO P bn il &, A RO B =
NAEHIEERFUASIEACT 5T, HEATHE S5 MR S DL AR A R il A2 ) [19] -

I3 51 2 B ARG i B AR B F 7T 32 AT - 2R 5 A (2016) LUK 2 B A1 5 V5 AL AR 1%
HIERRAE TR T, X Tl A A FEIA AT RRA T AR R BEAT IRZ AT 2 [20]. XI/INAH (2019) M4 5
M T AP IR ik ) PRASHZR AR 5 RS 3 V030 O i B R A R i, DASE IR BRAR D SR e ) B8
STHHE, FEIRE AR AR A SR [21] . o7 SR (2019) 2 TRE A AT E N ER AL, AR M A L A IR AR R
HIRTEUIR, 32 5 T30 A 2% ] (0 LA DL A A i [22] - B0k (2018) A A 542 il 1) A J5E 25 R85 e
SR SR A DI AR (1 R [23] o FARIK IBR(2019) 5 HH B MR Bt RS st iU R T i, MR IR, Dk
BETARSR M S 24] 0 I OB S AR ORISR TH Mk I R I 7T 2 284 . BURESE(2016) E it 4l
JRA AR, (YR A B NR . B 5 ol 2 T A T4 A N B AR [ 25] . A F
(2019)F RN 7R 5 Al 2 T] R 454 5% R BEAT 44 RO S At BT sl 2 A AR 5[ 26] 7K 51(2019)
K = IR I s BV AR L O 7 2 v, FEAT kA 2R Se SR it /Rl p Ly RGB 73 R BIHM A,
G SR VDR R R R I E TR B AT AR T IS B P ANRCR [27]. 3625 3 (2020) % FLik 2k . Bicix
IR RAVERIARET OO, BRI T CDUAL AR ORI, RIS SE 0 B
BB A 5 R i [28] . AR HE(2018) MKE 2 i B AR L, H I e MM B i Mk PR AR B 1 17 AR FA o
AT 5 [29] 0 R Bl A (2016) A 9 MR S S BtAS 2 A6 B RS AT RPRARAT M AR | ST 5 42 [30] -
SRRULAF (2013) RS 1 RS 2 A8 BRAE JH S )30 o RS2 PR RISt P S B, DR M S DTS PR TR 9« BRI A R
Fe R TE AR AR R R R SR AL T A S R R 5V [30] o KNS (2010 Aef M B A b o SEZ il PR K 2 A R AR
I PR AR R B SRGEAT T HT[32] 0 F/NPR(2017) 48 HERE R B DI oL i e AE “HE” A8 “mn” , K fER
RAERE b v HH I b A [33] . AR ##(2015) AU J1GH B TV AT BR STAE A m 4RBH 70 501, 4R
TR T AT A s M B AA T [34] . 255 15(2017)55 T PDCA fig3AEig, #g 7 HAiihcid
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Figure 1. Evaluation indicator structure chart
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3.2.1. BEINIEFR
PLA MR TAb A A, Flgedl i TR AR B A PR Fa b 34 4, Wl 1 FR.

3.2.2. BTN IBIRIE

A BB R RSN FE AR N A BB, LA, B R, R A L A,
SRIAEAN 1. 34 5 7+ 9, A TREANEHPEMAIHAH 2. 4. 6. 8 KFKR[37].
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FERRAEROC T =4, — SRR TR ZMEMEIE, RI G FIBENL— St fabs, ARIZEE RI W@
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Table 1. Index weights at the criteria and indicator levels

F 1 N EFERERERRINE

2 LN LN LI J
BAFENFE A B11 0.0397 ER

A G RE A B12 0.0438 S

JRA AL 0.2067 FARE 7 LA B13 0.0392 E B
BRGNS LA B14 0.0484 EHE

BRI A B15 0.0356 SER

N % B16 0.0165 T

N B 2R B17 0.0095 ER

AR S % B18 0.0085 ER

BT BRI R0 B19 0.0031 E B

MR A2 0.1639 PG 445 L B20 0.0031 &
LT EF H % B21 0.0031 TR

B A7 JH e 26 B22 0.0228 &

RIS H R 2R B23 0.0436 e

HERT 2 15 % B24 0.0537 S
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N ERES % B25 0.0282 T
BAEFEIK B26 0.0247 SE
IR PERES R B27 0.0193 T
TS BHETfIR B28 0.0096 T
FiE A3 0.2215 S H P ZE AR R B29 0.0136 EE
g H A% B30 0.0134 SE R
3R AT AT % B3L 0.0394 SE R
ETEHETR B32 0.0365 T
% RS R B33 0.0368 TR
HLENMEE B34 0.0117 EME
Winids B4 % B35 0.0311 M
{5 BILFE % B36 0.0221 EME
FLREE I A4 0.1771 VbR L B37 0.0125 E
3745 51 B38 0.0314 EPE
WAIBITHEY B39 0.0331 ek
5 T4 3 B40 0.0352 ek
GAEFEHPATIE N B4L 0.0404 E M
BERZEHNR AR BA2 0.0555 EME
AT A5 0.2308
{5 B2 EHNE B43 0.1026 TE M
W Wit B 4% % 45 B44 0.0323 e
3.3. =HEEHIAR
SR HIHE(EX) . HH(EN). BH(He) =M KRR HAHIE, REFEAR x AR n, HibE A
W~ [39]:
Ex=X (@)
T 1
En=,—x=) |x—EX 5
ER ®
s2- 1 S (x - XV 6
a2 -X) (6)
He =+/S? - En? (7
IR R AR
m
Ex =Y W, xEx (®)
i=1
m
En=|> W, xEn? ©)
i=1
m
He =YW, x He; (10)
i=1
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3.4. BIMITHE

HALIX AN 0~1 M AN SR EE, KIONIREF vi (0.8~1), %:i4F v2 (0.6~0.8), —ff% v3 (0.4~0.6),
7 v4 (0.2~0.4), 1RZE v5 (0~0.2) [40]. EARFEAEDIS, AR B4 70 FIRAE vl A, EIAHAR 1))
RN R # [19 0.168 i [41] VP 8 50 M= 1R %7 v1 (1,0.1102, 0.105), £ 47 v2 (0.698, 0.068, 0.009),
—f v3 (0.5, 0.042, 0.006), %% v4 (0.309, 0.068, 0.009), 7R #: v5 (0, 0.1102, 0.015) [42].
4. pL A YREE T Al £l B {8 31T SSE T

A SRR T AYIE B FERREF, B11~B33 NEmIElR, B34~B4a4 NEMkiahs. X T Efats, RIEE
MEIRT AR U5 e R AR SR T R AR, BE T AT, ARYEVE 4 AT e R bR R
4.1, JWI EEIRIFTENIRE

FREE A MR Tl A B AR, IR rT SR, I ) BB 2, AR R A Tk A i i
Ry BATSREEEIE, SHZASEE &R, DA RN E NS H B AR, WAL e ER R
PR 2,

Table 2. Quantitative index evaluation standard

2. EEIERTNIE

E bR 1R% B — & BlF TR TRAR TN
AR NFE A B11 0~0.6 0.6~0.8 0.8~0.9 0.9~0.95 0.95~1 0.85
FAE Ak A B12 0~0.6 0.6~0.7 0.7~0.8 0.8~0.9 0.9~1.0 0.75
R 5 PR PR AR B13 0~0.7 0.7~0.8 0.85~0.9 0.9~0.95 0.95~1.0 0.78
AR IHI% BT A B14 0~0.7 0.7~0.8 0.8~0.9 0.9~0.95 0.95~1 0.89
HAGE AR A B15 0-0.6 0.6~0.7 0.7~0.9 0.9~0.95 0.95~1 0.93
el % 15 % B16 0~40 40~60 60~70 70~80 90~100 0.82
\JE Je Bt 2 B17 0~60 60~80 80~85 85~95 95~100 0.88
ZERR AL S 2R B18 0~80 80~90 90~95 95~99 99~100 0.92
BT BB A HRACR B19 0~60 60~80 80~85 85~95 95~100 0.86
FAFEH S HRH T B20 0~0.6 0.6~0.7 0.7~0.8 0.8~0.9 0.9~1.0 0.76
b F-3F 2 B21 0~80 80~90 90~95 95~99 99~100 0.97
B 0 A7 J) e 22 B22 0~60 60~80 80~85 85~95 95~100 0.84
[E it ZE R B23 0~80 80~90 90-~95 95~99 99~100 0.93
LR 3 55 5 B24 0~80 80~90 90-~95 95~99 99~100 0.88
ARSI % B25 0~60 60~80 80~85 85~95 95~100 0.81
CAEFES R B26 0~60 60~80 80~85 85~95 95~100 0.73
o34 EEFERR R B27 0~70 70~80 80~90 90~95 95~100 0.86
FEAFAE B HER % B28 0~80 80~90 90~95 95~99 99~100 0.92
Iy HR i R 4 % B29 0~80 80~90 90~95 95~99 99~100 0.87
FhY A% B30 0~80 80~90 90-~95 95~99 99~100 0.94
RIS AT S AT % B3L 0~60 60~80 80~85 85~95 95~100 0.86
&R ER 2R B32 0~80 80~90 90~95 95~99 99~100 0.89
RN B33 0~80 80~90 90~95 95~99 99~100 0.86
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42. HHEBIEHRCER

B B br M Z LN, X Ex A1 He 433 HBXE 0.05 #10.001, X [EME(H U FRa)RE N A

XI5
X—a ., .~
U:b_ax(b -a')+a (11)
THEAS H XA S AT 45 28 B fabr L a5 R, sk 3.
Table 3. Quantitative indicators
3. EERRENLE
SE R ELE SE E bR ELE SE R B
B11 0.895 B19 0.949 B27 0.84
B12 0.795 B20 0.794 B28 0.948
B13 0.792 B21 0.988 B29 0.893
B14 0.891 B22 0.846 B30 0.946
B15 0.947 B23 0.947 B31 0.89
B16 0.898 B24 0.892 B32 0.891
B17 0.947 B25 0.946 B33 0.894
B18 0.948 B26 0.787 / /
R Efabr B E, & 2R84 (u, 0.050, 0.001) 1+ 4.
Table 4. Quantitative Index Cloud Model
= 4. EERIFTIRE
F5 SE AR = AI(EX, En, He) W
1 AN B11 (0.895, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0397
2 FLAS OB LA B12 (0.795, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0438
3 AR 43 HR IR A B13 (0.792, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0392
4 BRI TR R A B14 (0.891, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0484
5 BAEE YIS A B15 (0.947, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0356
6 e 2 1N 2 B16 (0.898, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0165
7 N Rt 2 B17 (0.947, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0095
8 AR A KB 2R B18 (0.948, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0085
9 FRZEAT BB S AL B19 (0.949, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0031
10 BB 5 T B20 (0.794, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0031
1 fisfr ¥ F I 2% B21 (0.988, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0031
12 B AF A i 5 B22 (0.846, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0228
13 RIS H PE 3% B23 (0.947, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0436
14 HERT 1 15 R B24 (0.892, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0537
15 NFEREARR B25 (0.946, 0.050, 0.001) 0.0282
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16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

GREFESI % B26
PR ERER R B27
PETEAE B HER 2 B28
I3 PR A B29

ARG H 45 B30

[FIRADRAT HHAT R B3L

1% B Uk % B32
RBENE B33

(0.787, 0.050, 0.001)
(0.840, 0.050, 0.001)
(0.948, 0.050, 0.001)
(0.893, 0.050, 0.001)
(0.946, 0.050, 0.001)
(0.890, 0.050, 0.001)
(0.891, 0.050, 0.001)
(0.894, 0.050, 0.001)

0.0247
0.0193
0.0096
0.0136
0.0134
0.0394
0.0365

0.0368

4.3 WHEMIERCERE

XFF 10 ANEERRAR, 38IE 10 GO M T EYIRA RN T B R, 1R85 R 5.

Table 5. Qualitative index scoring results

5. EMIERTSER

B34 B35 B36 B37 B38 B39 B40 B41 B42 B43 B44
1 0.825 0.800 0.725 0.825 0.775 0.825 0.775 0.850 0.800 0.825 0.775
2 0.800 0.725 0.825 0.725 0.800 0.775 0.800 0.900 0.850 0.775 0.800
3 0.825 0.825 0.775 0.775 0.850 0.775 0.725 0.800 0.900 0.775 0.725
4 0.725 0.775 0.775 0.800 0.900 0.800 0.775 0.775 0.800 0.800 0.775
5 0.775 0.775 0.800 0.725 0.800 0.850 0.850 0.775 0.775 0.850 0.825
6 0.800 0.800 0.850 0.775 0.775 0.900 0.775 0.800 0.775 0.900 0.850
7 0.725 0.850 0.900 0.825 0.775 0.825 0.800 0.725 0.800 0.800 0.900
8 0.775 0.900 0.800 0.850 0.800 0.850 0.850 0.850 0.850 0.775 0.800
9 0.850 0.800 0.825 0.900 0.725 0.900 0.900 0.850 0.900 0.825 0.850
10 0.900 0.775 0.800 0.800 0.825 0.800 0.800 0.900 0.800 0.850 0.900
I A 3(8) (9) (10)n] 5E MEFabr = B, 113k 6.
Table 6. Index Stratum Model Value
2 6. EMEARSIREHE
AR ZHR(EX, En, He) &
1 MM B E B34 (0.8071, 0.0573, 0.0111) 0.0117
2 YrRAE B B35 (0.8121, 0.0630, 0.0062) 0.0311
3 15 B ik B36 (0.8172, 0.0438, 0.0199) 0.0221
4 Yymihs AR 1 B37 (0.8050, 0.0509, 0.0154) 0.0125
5 I PE B38 (0.8037, 0.0510, 0.0156) 0.0314
6 W% IB T4 B39 (0.8344, 0.0446, 0.0141) 0.0331
7 T T B40 (0.8004, 0.0480, 0.0280) 0.0352
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8 TARFHPATIE N B4L (0.8218, 0.0687, 0.0156) 0.0404
9 BERZEHYRESR B2 (0.8330, 0.0466, 0.0083) 0.0555
10 15 B2 A% B43 (0.8344, 0.0385, 0.0136) 0.1026
11 PIBOIE ¥e# 22 4x BA4 (0.8395, 0.0693, 0.0273) 0.0323

4.4, ERENECER
g miahr o i 5 e MR oAV & %, WTRHENE SRR, k7,

Table 7. Critical Stratum Model Value
=7 ENEERHE

HEN 2 B =AER(EX, En, He)
A AL 0.2067 (0.5248, 0.0826, 0.0011)
M A2 0.1639 (0.7560, 0.1236, 0.0040)
i A3 0.2215 (0.7916, 0.1236, 0.0060)
B A4 0.1771 (0.8060, 0.0147, 0.0220)
LA AS 0.2308 (0.6172, 0.1969, 0.0420)

45. EREETEN =ER
R4 A (8) (9) (10)iHHE H A M Tk A\ 27 A VI = A B 048 2 (0.577, 0.062, 0.007) .
4.6. BES TN =EBHESITTMHELR

XTEC B o BNE VAL AR, AT AR Tl ARV RRS 28 IR A BRK S AEBLLE v2 (0.698, 0.068, 0.009)
— % v3 (0.500, 0.042, 0.006)2 ], H#iiFAH2E 0.121, tb—fm it 0.077, PSS i T— . #ENZE
W A TR AR b T — RN 2 R), SRl T — MK, ORI A RS 25 IR B SS 2A T, A L
BRHIRF 0] 2 BN TR — e 18], B TR, %, JRE M B AR bR e S
Uz (8], SEAE] T .

5. MREGILREREIW
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