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Abstract

The concept of sustainable development has reached the level of corporate management, how to
evaluate and prefer accounting firms is an effective way to improve the competitiveness of coop-
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erative enterprises. Firstly, in accordance with the sustainable development strategy and based on
the idea of balanced scorecard, the evaluation index system is constructed from four dimensions:
financial, client, internal processes and learning and growth. Secondly, we elaborate the shapley
value and interaction coefficient of the fuzzy measurement characterization of relevance criterion.
Thirdly, we put forward the improved VIKOR method which includes the interaction coefficient of
the criterion; finally, we conduct an applied research on the sustainable development perfor-
mance data of accounting firms development performance data for applied research.
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Figure 1. Sustainable development strategy performance evaluation system
framework
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Table 1. Sustainable development performance evaluation index system explanation

= 1 AR RGN IEIRE R RE

HiFE  WE AT bR e
BB Cry RS N, A R A T
. e .
e ‘ BV S f R = . FLGEE S
M%Cm Y Cy P& = ffii T x 100%, I PAVEAS AL i 645 o
! R AR KT«

VPRI Cry B RNEPT SRS . EIUL AL T AR It 2R T

" S P 2 T 8 55 AR 45 3 A % 3 -

i 5 / e ‘ h T g

. BEREECa  yor pismAlsik: K2, SUMRERSDZH, R
S 25 75 Bt Coo W S0 2 T 55 R 45 AR stk
%ﬁﬁi AL Cag e TS 25 9 B S 5 S S AT stk
i RPN Co R TR R BRI R NS et

y P H /- H A4k

2% i i AP Ca ﬁ%zﬁ%%%%%@ﬁ%ﬁ:um%WﬁgF,W%E -

c S JRW B A AT B R SR IR AR T, DU

= H ARG IS Cy WAl F S AL B A T

‘  ATHIIED Cyy e B T B IR 3 G5 RS 1 E RS wi

MU RERT TR M 8 AR B BTl R B et

4
S fE 4 L BT Cg 2 Wbl o 5 T L % 4 4 BT AT 2 HE

1) MRS B iS4 TR AR A T RE /. BRI i %, Rl LI e R R %
YT RRI, TR SO %R BL, BRI, FIE, ST bR A FR . &g
5 T4 25 BE FTRABR, T4 25 (i HEAR L 55 M1 610365 A 0

2) WEHES: RIS A S RO V. SR bR I % . IR R
B IR, (3 AR AW BN AS R, 2o I 55 T 7 S MR 2R 5 LA A2 2 Ak
WK,

3) PSS TARAE A BIOCTEALA MR I AT RIS, B 7E ST ILAREE H AR . TR
FRIOTAL. ARdEtl. FAENLANETS, DURERCE. IR . BN = J A a0 . 3 R 7 0 24
SRRRIE R R Y, A4V DLSHLRRE M0 B . — BRI TR SR, TSR 35 5 /7.

8) S SRS AR TR G B AR TR G5 2 R 25 7 R A SC B,
SROSCR RS TR TG, A3l A /) TR R R P AR B S I Py IR TR A M 52 3, SEBL 3
RIS BRI GE—, RFH R TR IR AL B F7, MO SRR SRR R, Rk
BRI Al SO R T
3. RECMEN bFE

TELME ISR AT, B 5 R 2 T 3.4 7 1 55 80P A ZR AT DA 248 FEE LA B A bR 2 76 A %
LRI T AT [15]. SRT, T4t 2 I 2 REvE, 75 BRI BT 1 22 AR [ 72
H, TP A R AR 2 I AETE AR ELRE I, JE T S HE RS BB SR, TR B VR A v B
PRI, A T BRARAZ 73 0 B S P A TR IR0, S0 51N I8 e i 0 FO BRI BE S AE 1 shapley {E 1

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2024.141040 429 BE 51


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2024.141040

RIS

FEFRPROGIR ) 22 HE U DS P R, AP ESR AR N B B A DL DRI, 51 ONASOR 0 P2 R A B8 R 55 [ R
bR E AR . 51 SCHR[16] 0 5E 3L

SEX 1 BARMREEC ={c,,-,¢, ) p A X ERIERINIEE, 545 ¢, i shapley fH I

FARRIMISE 1 oA

n—|k|-1)tk-
= 3 OHEDR L o-u

ARBRIA] ) QIR B 955 RN o] DA | T — 2D R0 . (E 2- T IO IS R [17], 45 AR S SR G

BRI, T 1 ATRoR A
n—|k{—2)tki!
ly= 2, M[/J(Kusut)—,u(Kus)—,u(Kut)+,u(K)]

KX \st n!

F, FLUER | R IR AR e R . 25 AT, W X, x M E RS, 1, NIE, T
HEI X, %, TR 25 1, b, DI x, x AL AR . 308 3o % IR e i U (1 A BRI I L1 4047, 3RATT
T LA T B 2 U ) S ) A T 2R et B A 2 AR A B
4. BETFIBFZERY VIKOR B E BEYITEM

HI T4 VIKOR 7393 45 4 14 T 2 ) 1 ke FLAE F AN FETE IR 2 P, S B0 Ak ek P A
AMEIRIRAE I 2 B, B 2 T RIOHE T 45 B 55 hR i e — B R 2. STk, A SCEIEFRIAIR
FAS B SE R, S5 RIEARE R, IEBIRALESE VIKOR 7 v R B 2 0 v 5% 1) L 10 280«
TR I P25 1) S BT 2 ok ) e SRR VIKOR [ i, X234 BT i b AT 4 v, LI 2.

Stepl R THITH I HTH 13 I RAGFFVEAG | ———| Step2 MBI — 15 MR IEY = [y,;]
EHATREN A ﬂ

mxn

Step3 Xt x5 45 I TR SL R AU AT
RRIATIRG, L, L. Wi R

Step4 T H & HSSFTMBCR R HIMEs;  |[<——

ﬂ G307 785 TR A U 2 D6 RN ST TU AR B
Step3 T HAMABIEER, )| Step6 HEAGFF L HITH S FTI0 e H RO,
Step8 5148 VIKOR J/ kst T XL, e #E Step7 #5Sis Ryv QuICHEMANEIKHEATHER
M SEEPEXT VIKOR  FR R4 250 R A0 s 38t 1 <: PRI SR BT T R R E N St E
R 5 AT S R R R AP 1 R

Figure 2. Methodological flow chart
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Figure 3. Accounting firm sustainable development performance evaluation
index system
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