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Abstract

Aiming at the shortcomings in the supervision and management of contractors during the construc-
tion phase in the petroleum and petrochemical industry, this paper conducts research on the index
quantification of the contractor assessment mechanism. By designing a systematic quantitative
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assessment index system and constructing a scientific evaluation model and classification standards,
it provides a quantitative basis for contractor assessment and management. The research intends to
establish and improve a reward and punishment mechanism, forcing contractors to strictly imple-
ment HSSE management requirements, strengthen personnel supervision and control, and ensure
construction progress and safety quality. An assessment outline is compiled in combination with the
assessment needs of the entire contractor construction process. The improved D-S evidence theory
expert scoring method is adopted to achieve accurate scoring of sub-item standards, and the ana-
lytic hierarchy process (AHP) is used to determine the weights of the five assessment dimensions.
Finally, a phased comprehensive assessment scoring plan for contractors is formed, and specific
measures for reward and punishment management based on the application of assessment results
are proposed.
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TREBEFESAZEKET NS, 25 TAMRE. 2EREZ, S NFRBURA L T
FRfF PR LGN, ATREE N R - ELelE, U5, NRWRUBELERES TENEE
PLPEAS G 1 1) B, [ e R i T U IR 3 AR RS 5 A% | s, R 4R As E AL JE B AL, AT
RIUF I ER S, B R, IRERENZEE K.
2. B HSSE BB HalFE )&
2.1 RLEBWAKLEEERF

T AAEE S RBEN. THARHMEZEZEEEREE, KB rFSEART. —JmH, b
EAWOINGEXT AL ) HSSE & B, AGRATHaEH, Sk B E SR H—TJ7m, &
AL 2 A RN BR, HSSE & B TAEARBINL, 1R ST ACF AR, 224 Bl R 42 4
P REARX I 2, Bdgid & R AR R BRI B R N s sy, TREHEE e,
22. EFNEHFRES

TREEERA SRR ER &, SN SAREREEHT——X R, H2&, AR
3 B W G (1 HSSE SEMAILHIA £ 5235 o X0 2 HL 35 1 HSSE 44 B /K P37 1\ 1 2 WL KT At
AT ReAd HSSE PR 4518 5 9B i) HSSE & B /KT AN &, #8715 HSSE - 7E R Rl i .
3. ZEHEZIEIERENLSZE
3.1. EZBm

TN N AR LA P S s AT I R R e B . R A EEME. A RET RGEMERIRAE
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L, TR RRCTRERERE, SeElSLE[2].
3.2. BHEZIBIR
BN, WEZEIRERE, AEE RSB RS ES R EENEIE S %,

R AR MRS V] A EOR L LR R ESRANA A

Xt AN [R5 AN R R 25 4% KA

BRI PR B TR . NG s . BB, 1R 5 N5 (L& 1-5),

B IUME 100 73, BRI T AR A% 2K/ T

RS P TSR B T

S1=S11+812+S13+---+SIN
K1=K11+ K12+ K13+---+ KIN

Pi = (Ki/Si)x100(H 1, 1=1,2,---n) .

Table 1. Standardized management
=1 ENEER

S RN 55 0 E A O ARE

S B T A Wik o
1.1 /215857 HSSE &k & S11 K11
1.2 HSSE 1k R AT AIE 4 R LI #1250 S12 K12
1.3 HSSE & F#& 5 IE UK A S13 K13
1. HSSE #rp 1.4 HSSE #RA R BI1H It S14 K14
(33 1.5 HSSE 4 /& 75 i M T 3 21 5 s15 K15
1.6 HSSE 4 £ 4 A 547, S16 K16
1.7 HSSE 14 5 A B $72 th I A5 4 T S17 K17
1.8 2 5 A R £ AR 7 1) HSSE BU S18 K18
2.1 HSSE fA& £ & 1 #3722 AR 77 5T S19 K19
2. w4 Epe 22 RHBEEEL HSSE HAR? HERREEM? S110 K110
o HBWUWE 23 RISHETAERE HSSE Bl LY SRR 2 si11 K111
e 2.4 ST T UL A B S su2 K112
3.1 BT LAt A E S113 K113
3.2 BREAHEMNZ AR S114 K114
3.3 A kS BRI S P ? S115 K115
. 34 REEMAHZEE? (RICEENZES2WAE) S116 K116
TH 3.5 ST AL E ERE T ? S117 K117
3.6 REXAME T EFEZL. WN? S118 K118
3.7 RAFMWMARAH? AL DAL EHABS oo K119

SIS 7 TR F T REE AR 2

3.8 BT @AV AT HIE? S120 K120
. ramE 4.1 B Y] TR R ? s121 K121
4.2 RTBHAT AR R 23 I AE SR ? S122 K122
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51 AFEREHMAEREF? FNFEFLEEEImRSE, A
& 7 5123 K123
5. HMFE M 5.2 —FENEHH S A EIRE ST S124 K124
5.3 R EEVHFWFHEEMEAETELE 3 FENMFE S195 K125
Gt Fidx)
6.1 R A B 5126 K126
6.2 XU Hth i A 75 22 285 57 2 A 8127 K127
6.3 77 PR3 E &I 4 5128 K128
6.4 JREARIERTIEM S129 K129
6.5 A iR S HNHE N S130 K130
6. Bt T 6.6 H I HHiEI S131 K131
6.7 ‘WA RIEHHAIEE S132 K132
6.8 I it T2 A7 LE 52 f 8 TAE 1B Ol 5133 K133
6.9 YL 7 A Al % S134 K134
6.10 /KERFT AT A% S135 K135
6.11 BLA 2 IEM 5136 K136
it S1IN KIN P1
Table 2. Project schedule
F2 TiE#E
. % 2y 45
A TR T pesy ok AU
155 i
1.1 RERATEHHZM Bt TR S21 K21
1 T TR 12 ZM BRI CARS 2 & N 5e S22 K22
HESE 1.3 38 B 1t A% 2 75 H 5e ik S23 K23
1.4 SFARSERHE TAT S B A OB S BT S24 K24
TR 2.1 A EHhZM B AMIME S S25 K25
L 2 s 22 DBESHIMES R $26 K26
Cip 23 BENSMES R EHER s27 K
2.4 St RFERBIINMES ZBH T — 5 B AR #E R A< 528 K28
ES
gt S2N K2N p2
Table 3. Personnel training and education
#=3. ARBEVIREE
Ti
AE TR LN L
1577 Si)
11 REEIRMEITE M BE . RS2 S31 K31
1. AR B ARRS: 3
1.2 AwE BT REEAE TR ? S32 K32
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2. NBHEF 2.1 FRBR TR B FIAE(R L. 1R 1T4%) S33 K33
3.1 whEAEFHLPIM R GRS S34 K34
A 32 REALR(AFANLAEE — A NGRm s o K35
5 A
B 33 AT FEMTFTARREYE, HEARRZEZI S36 K36
g O L VS s NG 22N Lot S37 K37
% 3.5 BT HSSE il fid sk S38 K38
A" 36 =HUEHH S39 K39
37 FLZeHE S310 K310
giit S3N K3N P3
Table 4. Equipment management
F4 BEER
5335 paE il BNk PRUESy ERA 5y G S5y
1.1 BEER G S41 K41
1.2 B TRIFRMI % Gk S42 K42
1 ow&EH 13 w&gEY . RIERMNNhdR S43 K43
1.4 FFPhcs )G IE R S44 K44
s 1.5 WRZERIENE S45 K45
)3 2.1 RS RME N E S46 K46
2 ZMEE A 22 RUEEAMEHEEIK S47 K47
W 2.3 2 LR L 2 7 s48 K48
2.4 FEREHUAL AR A S49 K49
4t S4N K4N P4
Table 5. Homework procedure
F 5. 1ElER
Zalt ZaslE il 2 ARk ey EEAES AUIERS
1.1 kT S51 K51
1.2 Rk vFmT il Bz S52 K52
1.3 1RV 43 b7 % TAE 2443 BT (JSA) S53 K53
(22 1. R
T s 1.4 {ELHT HSSE 22 S54 K54
1.5 ZAHRIR S55 K55
1.6 EBLfE T KM H A R H A S56 K56
1.7 ERfERIEE S57 K57
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2. By 21 I RE R S58 K58
B 2.2 i K S59 K59
3.1 fale s I R S510 K510

3.2 falmiC & Ui MSDS K2 =55 S511 K511

8 gg”n” 33 ENERE S512 K512
3.4 Bir e Al S513 K513

3.5 i Ek KAt S514 K514

gt S5N K5N P5

3.3. ¥RESHIEEN

HTHERRPNETOSE 2, W RIEREEK . RSO FZIeb R0 R G RFERR ” (— B ) <5
PEEFARNR” (&SR, XHEE N R A E k. ST A% KN 1 5% 50 T % o143 TUbR i 3 () g BN
SIET o KB FKIT % BARABARESHRS FONEERE, Wil EEXIREE, SidisiE 2
PEAT N ZEF 0 TR L5 4% 4T 4%, KB MU 1) D-S IEHE B A& XAEUSME BB &, SRR HARIE S,
A CE AR E Sy R ARAE VA — IR IR TP . SRR FARTE & (S, n] DAAS 278 )
X (R0 T e 0. PRBSEg0t s, 15T 8 R X (A1 4§ S 40K .

LHF RT3 77

1) R, LRAE 9 ANFEHPIAT WL . SRFIEFM VL. B RL. K ML, 1K L.
M. & H. e MH. BiE RH. 3B S VH, WA BRI,

2) B FIPE IR TR, WIS —EDRINEEAE -, AT E M e . 7N 76 9 MTIESL T,
LHFEMAFFE USSR, S UAVEE ST RUE I, A% K BTA PRE I 2 A E AT 1.

HARKRE, EFREROFESHMIRFUERE, BiiESSRABUES A EIEZ, 8BTS, K
FEFESE T Z AT
331 ERFEFERIZSEML

LFFT 0, TIPS EEE R K 9 NMES, BFEIEFMK VL (0 00.1 0.2). Bf& RL (0.1 0.2
0.2 0.25). ik ML (0.2 0.3 0.3 0.45). 1 L (0.3 0.4 0.4 0.55). %% M (0.4 0.5 0.5 0.65). & H (0.5 0.6 0.6
0.75). 175 MH (0.6 0.7 0.7 0.85). %= RH (0.7 0.8 0.8 0.85). F% = VH (0.80.90.9 1.0). FEAE /4 sk
J& BB [ ARE S 00, ARG )R] [4]. B F 00 B RIFR e /B W2 6, 2935 1) FBU Ak
T B B In A 2 7.

W 1 R BRI R R R B 1, (X) B A= (a1,8,,85,8, ) » FEFJE BREL 1, (X) 0BG HR I
HN:

0 X<a
(x-a)/(a,-a) a<x<a
1y (X) =1 2, <x<a, (31)
(a,-x)/(a,-a;) & <x<a,
0 a, <X
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Figure 1. Membership functions of trapezoidal fuzzy numbers in the real number set

1 KBEPH AR RERH

Table 6. Standard scores corresponding to expert levels (With a negative skewed distribution model for their regions)
% 6. ERFLEXNIIREMMEERXEE ARSI MIREY)
JEHAK B GRK(iS ik & =] i B AEH
PR3 fE X 35 0~10 10~20  20~30 30~40  40-55  55~70  70-85  85~95  95~100

Table 7. Additional basis for punishment on site for sub item issues
= 7. S IEIER AL ST EA T A 4k

R SRR IEANS  FUBSIERN G TR BB MU R R
B S i fi~et i~ #

3.3.2. ET MM HITER N RRHHE

AL FMFE—FHEEEA—, LHRBRRECE L ZAN NGB OIEAT A, Wi € 8RR E
HBUE AT B, xS+ n PP, Boe MK ME w,, FIRMEN L, Bl EA m,
Hr A ME N G, TR IVEIMESAY, . WA[5]:

V, =w, xl,xm xc,i=12,---,n (3.2)
B0 BB NE R,
riznv—‘,i=1,2,---,n (3.3)
LV
i1

333 BFERIFMBINEN— R REMES %

FELRATARE, BRI SRR, EE DA — ST SIS T R ik
I IR IV AR — SRS R 5V 4 S R U B

(1) PSR AL

¥, HSHER PR R E, A E, RHEAIE | BATBLE S (AL A ) <[0]
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_ EV(A)/EV(A)).EV(A)<EV(A)
EV(A)/EV(A).EV(A))<EV(A)

AREAT, A A RAMEBIE, RRERKE, B XTSRRI WL PR A=(a,8,,8,,8,)
W EV (A)RE SUA:

s(A.A) (3.4)

EV(A):%(E‘(A)+ E*(A)) (3.5)

Hep, ET(A)=y(a,+a,), E"(A)=(a;+a,)-
(2) TXRE FHFEE AV, (E)
B, RIMBEAFME I MELREN SR M, I AV, (B):

1 .S, - Sy
M=|S,, 1 - S, (3.6)
Snl SnZ 1
Heh, 8 =S(AA) . Fi=j, WS, =1, WTHEAFMI, LXK E MWPHFRBE AV, (E) ARG
TN
1
M&EJZEZ&KAAJ (3.7)
B) EXEBI—HEZRH o
> AV, (E)
o= 39

~EB8)H, AV, (E ) NE i AL ZOHAF | PN T KB m R REASAIEE; n A LR B,
(4) WEEFREREKL
BEXRENNEGEN SRS TR ARSI H &

li X0,

W, =— (3.9
Zri X O;
(5) W uEEAUE
B EARR A EESEEEMLSE, 192 FuEE AUE:
Q __wxCrd(m,) (3.10)

gmxuum)

¥ EIR AR (3.10)HUR 2.14 IS Crdi [RANAR(B.21)H, BEMEIEFN mass R, RIE4kE:
HEAHE RGBS,
3.3.4. D-S IEREBIL RBRLETENIBES

LR TFHLWARM TSR ZER, A8, TEEALH.

ARSCHEH — NG D-S RS AT, BEREE FE L KBIRMGE A B, REAIBR B IE, &
BIRBEF I — BB S E[6].
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(1) T4 A BE 2 018 OE 4 v

Jousselme $i& tH 1 JE T 1UF 48 8] 2E 25 (& O HR V[ 7] [8]:

s WO IR ILRI, P(©) . Ry BT R 210, HA L {5 R AT
DUEMEAFE m, -

> m(A)=1A cP(©),i=12,,2" (3.11)
JEX: EL, E2 4052 0 AN BaLiEdE, BEEEm, m,, WEL E2MEEEA:
d(ml,mz):\/%(ml—mz)T D(m,—m,) (3.12)
Forbr, Doy 2N < 2N HERE, FEREPRITER A
D(AB)= I/’i BI AB<P(0) (3.13)

NA(BA3)H |o| RARETTHIEEB(E & M T B, AR(3.12) 1 1 R EL 1/2 20 7 RHIESE ] 1 B
BEATIH—A b3, DARIEO<d(m,m,)<1.

D(AB)- Iﬁz EI AT R AT A FT B ORI RE . 4 ) OB 85 o 2 A T OTE 28
a(mm,) = (Imf +fm.f ~2(mm,) @19
Hrp, mlf =(mm) s (mm,) AR, Bk A
2N 2N AN
(m,m)=>">m (A)m,(B)) | |AB P(©) (3.15)
i-1 j=1 |A U B; |
R Rl & RGP FREEE H v o, AT qx g BIBEESHERE D
0 d, - dp
d21 dzz qu
D=l S . (3.16)
dq,l dq,2 dq,q axq
P FH L T AR ) S A R A 4R AN IR ) AU READURE B2, LR TR ER BN, EAT TR AR AL BE R K
FRALEE € XN
Sim ; =1-d,; i,j=12q (3.17)

R PINIESR AR Z 18] P EE R, AR R B . H A5 R AT R I AR USRS SIM 380

1 Sim, .-+ Sim,
Sim,, Sim,, - Sim,,

SIM = (3.18)
smlaﬂzmsmﬂw
TSR f m, 103 5 Sup.
m, Sup(m,) = i sim, ;,i=1,2,, (3.19)
j=L =i
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A AAESE my BOSCRREE, 3R98 my IRT{E E Crd .

Crd(mi)zwizl,z---,q (3.20)
2. Sup(m;)
i=1
F RIS Crd 1ENIESE m; AL, 2 iCrd (m,) =1 SRJEXMORUESE m BEAT AL, WIAHMEIE
J&i ) mass B %o
m/ =Crd,m, (3.21)
UEHE A R R FARAE S RHZ R4S A PT B, AT BE . AN K, XTHA L RMTTIE R, R

NG L HEE SRR, X AT i AR BER M BRI i FORAR-T R, AU o RAIESR -
KH D-S & HEENITHE n— 1k, DBRIIT:

(1) R EHENE R UEYR PR RBEE, PR TR 55

(2) MRAEIEFEIR NI SEA B L B S T @ I, A e £ v 2R (A O AUAEL s

(3) LSRN P R, AR p RIS

(4) FIH] D-S & BGENSFEERH A n— 19k, FRRARTHESR.

Kby b, BT BRESEH SIE AR SR, EORMIESE IR U SE A L A8 IR R O B, TR
FUARMARERERE, MEFEAH LR TR ISR, RS BB oL PN o SR SCHEAT T ik, R )
HEGEIARS, BRFEER7] [8]

3.3.5. BITTNIER
SR 1 40T Py I AL AW, (1 =1,2,+-,n) , T AZ K4 P AT S0 Kt T -
P = (P1¥W1+P2*W 2+ P3*W3+ P4 W4+ P5%W5) (3.22)

AR Y2 IR Wi 8 R RN b 25> 73 BB [9] [10]

(1) MR WA R

RS EEEHINT I SE SREBAL, B 1~9 EURFREETE, MIBHIMTAERE . BIX T Hix A, K n o
FRA) AR B U, A9 81— LU BOAI AR I 4 2X(3.23) -

1 a, .. &,
1 .
]/a‘ln ]/aZn 1

(2) HIESEHHERE
Xt PR AN — 5 il A T — Z5 e, Dl G 2 R BT AR B A e A2 — BUME ZER . iR LA A F
XS ERE R HEAT O R o 2 B AR — BUMEZOR . AT AR R, &

c, =lga, (3.24)
d; =Y, (Cy —Cy)/n (3.25)
A, =10% (3.26)

PIMENHIRTAERE 5 A 82554, B HI— 2k
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(3) A CL R A5 0 S I PR Rk
W, =TT} A (i=12-n) (327)
(4) ¥ Wi B

W% JE#A RITTER R L — R Z R

W =—1 (3.28)

3.3.6. EZIESRE

SRR AL HSSE Y4 bRtk fn R

1) 95 43 LA o “ARF5 7 HSSE AR, (HiZA 6 AN Bl 0 5000 B R A% AT 6 000 7 i ededk,
RRHEAT AN o

2) 85~95 73 “ RUF” HSSE AL, (HZAEL R IRAH ¢ 20 800 H A5 A% A FF6 I H AT 7 o5t -

3)84~70 43y “—M” HSSE AL, ZARGL R A AH 9 — &40 40 0 H FE A% ATF & 0 H 75 R 2
NI, EHA T S R A, A AT L, AT A R AR T

470 UL N IZABE AT L ERATEIH, Hil BEa 2R AR« &E Bk, ™A%, #H7
HRAL T .

3.4. E¥RIE

FAZHTIN AR EAE S E A RN, HEURMIE s LB I ERATE AT SR E R
W DHER AIFPRRZ W BN, EERBEEZAR, BOREW. Il REE. F%)E0
TAREEB MRS, .

3.4.1. A&EE HSSE B &K
EREA A DR X 6 FARMRE ML GHT HSSE B 4%, AGME L i, i, T2, iE, B
10 22 AR o
BUEZERBISEF LR LA ERMRHEE . TREE. AARIILEE. A EH,
PENVARIF 5 AN 06 5 S P BAL AT HT 40, XFdE M TR 10%2 150 H 43504043, FAER (& 7147),
SR 8.

Table 8. Enterprise score table

8 hllFaR

Al bl B TREREE NN E W TENVAR
AL 1 90 920 85 80 70
AL 2 95 85 80 90 95
AL 3 85 95 90 90 90
KL 4 80 80 85 90 85
AELR 5 80 90 95 85 85
AL 6 85 90 90 80 90

F R R i vt 545 73 TR
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1) W TR, BHTIA 1~9 LLRFRE %, HRHIWHERE A.

(1 3 7 5 5]
Y3 1 3 2 5
A=|7 13 1 13 15
Y3 12 3 1 1
/5 15 5 1 1|

2) 1M A 7(3.24)~(3.26) M3 Z A

1 525 $165375 {1750 /2625 |
1/¥/52.5 1 3150  3f100/3 %50
A=[1/3165375 1/¥3150 1  1/%945 1/3/1/63
1/%1750  $0.03 /945 1 h5

| 1/¥2625 30 Y63 3f2/3 1

3) RS CLRAT ISR R TR R
W =[3.4997,1.5848,0.3164,0.8703,0.7248]'

4) 7151
W =[0.5002,0.2266,0.0452,0.1244, 0.1036]T
(2) HAF(3.22)iHH B & F AR HSSE HAiZ 258N 9:

RIFIXRANERZ LR, HATH 4 Z0REREE] “ BRI F0il. 75 2 Z0REREEE] “— B 0.
HARI G RZ I BUE LI 9:

Table 9. Total scores of HSSE assessment for contractors
52 9. AR HSSE 2429 #

A LT
AR 1 86.458
ARALTE 2 91.434
ARALRE 3 88.632
RELR 4 81.988
KB 5 84.084
AL 6 86.255

3.4.2. EZENEBIERERTT

B A AL R (1 2 A BT R ARAL, 4 T DA S5 SR B i . A SR M L

1) SRR A T ML P, LTI 5 3 S HET, EBEAMRFER S TR EMR
R (EHR TAER,  BESRACEL R LA — 2 Lol 1 2 V8 S BA ) B 20 A E A 1 2 il o

2) KRR T AU S 2 FENLH], 9 DUE R AT G, DA &, FRARE Sk sy
AT AT

DOI: 10.12677/mm.2026.162041 106 AR


https://doi.org/10.12677/mm.2026.162041

F#5 5

4, gEip

(1) X TAEA LN HSSE & FAFAE Al AT 0 M7, 3 Ve BB A B A (B R i, FIT e

BERRRD R 5 DA BIAE, $Eh 7R HSSE BB IR, AEIN D EH &
FEHEE BRI T RIS % .

(2) X HSSE 5% Jim i BRE T HEAT T 4RV, N g5 it 14k H .

BE K
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