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Abstract

As a branch of evaluation science, foreign scholars have made some achievements in the study of
cooperative evaluation, and developed collaborative evaluation model and evaluation technology.
Domestic scholars in the field of performance have paid attention to collaborative evaluation ear-
lier, but there are few literatures with Chinese on collaborative evaluation models. Collaborative

NXESFIH: R 3T AHP LA EEIT AR R H D). 8% 5HHI%, 2023, 13(5): 5316-5325
DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.135533


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/orf
https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.135533
https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.135533
https://www.hanspub.org/

e

evaluation emphasizes the active cooperation of evaluators and project stakeholders in evaluation
activities to improve the scientific nature of evaluation results and the likelihood of adoption.
Based on the research of foreign scholars, this paper tries to use analytic hierarchy process (AHP)
to improve and simplify the collaborative evaluation model in line with the Chinese field, so as to
hope that cooperative evaluation can be used for reference in China’s evaluation practice. The
hierarchical structure among the target layer, criterion layer and scheme layer is constructed, and
then the judgment matrix of the first and second indexes is constructed by the contents of each
part, and the comprehensive weight result of the hierarchy is finally obtained through the single
ranking calculation of the weight of the judgment matrix. The consistency test shows that the cal-
culation result is passed in the consistency. The improved cooperative evaluation model contains
23 items in six components, and the specific contents of each part are reordered in order of im-
portance.
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1. 5|8

WA VPR E AT R, W IH BT AS R — AR R S, — NN ERE TR
VAT SIS 1ok AN E RS RIS T TR A A AR 25 AH G, 7RI L PP A5 V& 3 T pPAl A\ 52 2 TR A7 AE
BV ST RESR , (HIE SO T VPSS ) 7 SRR — R AT IR R VA AR, T A VR e e A
TERVTAL 92 B 1R s T B AR AT e iR, DR — 8 SR 2 A 5038 AR PPk A 2R R R 2R S A8 A 0
B, XA T E VPN N AT S AE VA 1 %% LA DA LA X YA TG B I 5 S5 AR AR, T AR ALE
SEPR TAE RS & RN T R SE R &4, IR A& VR VAl (Collaborative Evaluation).

BAEMEVEAL 2 — APk, ERBUE R BURE BRI R B g ok 0] R B 23 R R B R e 32 1t
IS T2 . SEVEVEA A B TR E R A R T AR, BN ETR SRR, RN
BN M IAEBEAN RGP R BRI EJUHEERFENRHER T, SEERME L2 — M
BGA VAL T79550 30, N X ER, SAETEVHAS B T IO B A IO 23 3, e SRV I A i R i AH 5%
HHIZ SRR IEN RO [ 1] E0TH PR OGRS b, MEEAHRE S 5 - — N E B E[2]. %
BRI, B VEVEAG 2 — M 7%, A R I R 3 R NV AR, FRA AT 2
XA 2 AHMERTHE R B2 CHE” (3], BRI HESEN OIS 7 —E¥
RitfE, BN L2 X T A E VPG B T EECR, E AR A R VA 77 v s R 7E [ 9 X M PP At 7
IR FEANE A R . BRI AR S E R R AR SRR, . PR DAL S 3 R A R
SR EoR, EANE 20 22 70 FAMILK, FRiHHIE S 53R EANE KK H P 282 Z A
1E[4], W RE A P BB — DN R B T X R, XL R A L A A PR e Bt 1) 7V
WHIRE, FAE SIS R R 1) N B TR R B SR BE e B 1 0 R #EAT VG [5]. X SRR VAl A B
FOAEW S A 90 aEAR, SERPEAR AR R M AT BIERIEREY, R, X
MNASRNAREESR R AR TR R B B B R AL IXCHIRAR[4], 2 AR 7T 2 4 A — € X
BRIFIE R A R A EVE PP . HESRAO R, SR B N 5% 15 AR PR DAl Dy 32 RBUTR] A SR A AR A 28 2
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W, 53— TJ7 1 2 DA 8 AH 538 32 A (R SOk — e &, (BTG SE 5 S 1R PPAl SCI PR 4 22 1) 1)
IR LA R, B AR PP Al AR DG A 55 B 1T I i IR A2 B At s e s 1 — e ik, (HE A XA 1R
PEAS B S AR 7 SEBGR BN Z .

SCE B AE BB ) B AR TS AR YV AR G SCIR, X S AR PR VP E S S IR AT B, A AR
LA AEE VPR R B A PR R M bz R IR HTVE(AHP )i H— 3050 455 & b [ S BRI Re A 72
HHE NS H RN, SO ARV, SCIRAE R SO I A AR BT
2. BEMITARERFIER

(—) AVEMETEAL R

EAEMEPEAL (Collaborative Evaluationl)& —Fh5¢ T 7EI H PFAR o R Gl R 2540 5¢ 2 gy N PEAL T AR,
HIIERIER GEACE FIR, AAITAL 45 R RIS 732, 88 AH G 2 48 FIPPAil 00 H AH K By
NG, BEIE TN BAHEE X BEANSR TSRS SRR —, IERATERG K%
WA ] (PR AR, AN [F] 23 B B R S o, FL DUBELYD ) SO 0 A LA B 9 o7 2 2 R T 9 O B R
KF#K. Askew KiAA, TEETEWALT, BRAE—AIUHE RH ST SO M B R 0 B, ARV 2
— PP 7, AT RAE R R E )RR SRR SRR 2 S A i R S B [6]. AEA “HME. S H5AIRBL 1F
L F R — 01, SR VPl R AR B VP Al I AR B FE R 25 AH DG BB, SRV I — AN o 1t
FHER, EmmaEBEMHERE T RAMF G RE S S, B A ESEIESEMS 5 MR Sl
TRETAE, M EVEAL & A “ PPl N 53 F0R 26 AH 5G3 7E BRI AN/ BT VPAlk B A R OCRE B2 i) B B
GYERAETITEAL 7 [7]. D4R AR « B SIEVEPL 2 — Bk B AR BRSO B vl
N GURR) G AH SG8 SRARAE — D, AT ATH S A AR R R s v A Sz B 1 e T R AZ AR I 7, B
A EAEVFAG IS AR R NPl N 53RR] 25 AH 538 2 (A1 K BB AE[8] [9] ME B A AR HEITAL EAT B L1
S, BRISCHE RIS T A AEVPAS IS B R 2 AR E AR S SRR (4] AR ], Bl
H G FREERN, B RISCR-S RV I Nt — B 58, DN S EMEIEAS 8 B H A 25 AH A7
Wz 5 EERE, MM S 5 TG 8 ARG S R B CEE. S1EHRE IR S
ZER I E VT S RIOFI 2, SR A E 5PN AR, AT R ARSI, PPN 2
AENFEE[10]0 X —FALMM 243 B T Fitzpatrick 32 RE, A FIHT AR BIPEAS N K HILLSKR — B 1L
MAZ 5V, XM SRS, 5% P AL ANAEDTE R A DL VPl A B 07 T 4T S 4
ik FAIAN R 5 AH R 2 5 U7, DR A B A (1] BUONFEPEfE I R, TR AL S
I H TAEE ORI S 2 — 200, B GRS B R US43 AT 2 18] PR 43 S AN BT ) — SO0 1) %6
GAERI A AN AR SZ[12]. B & ul, RAEEGIEVEAS I EFE 77 HAAAE — 222 5, HITHE Mok
FH RV N GO SRR B R R AR T — 38, XSS S EE G B R A — P 3
XHFF.

LEKRE, EARZERRIR PR A 2 SR I AR A% Ol . BR AR A VR M VT A ft 22 2
FEVTAL SRR R R 2R A G o R 2 AH O B4R OC T VAL 0 H I AR, T30 H SO 1 55 1) B Rz i
T LR, VPR S TOUE B 1T Ge R T SCHERPRE, AT T B 2 A < MM ” , PPl
FWAEEN TR H kT, SIS, T RENZE AL, BOVEAE SRS
PRAEAEAT—J7 o SR A 2l AH S 38 ZE PPk R0 R 7 T o BE & R BRI, ABA T AN BGE PR, IR H—#0
Z 5HE A E N S I0H TAE N 538 AR 28 AH IS AH LB /N o DR SE B — AN TG R 30 = S i R
VPAL, BRI R R T AL T KNI H NAMIAE G N AT R A A, TS T XA TR B E SRR
DR AL S E NI E VLSRR, o R AT ER T H FR, 150G 45 Rpl Ry 5 BA R
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PEo XF SR G5 AH K WS VE RN 1 AR H 12 4T BIVEAG IR A STt LAY i Ja B VP A 45 SR A AT
RAMIBL), SAEVEPHAE 2 ot /2 PP I AR RN s ARG AT AN AR BATAT LUK AR VP AL 2R
AR — AP I E R S5 AH S B S 5N R, R B e SRS Tl Al N 03 1P A %
AT I E SR IFIL E AR TE, DABARIRED . WEREEE . SRIUE R TEES T AL fEmiTalh A Xt
T H MR, B ATE R R VEAL 45 5 HLVP Al 45 K15 2= 20R

N T RS EMEEAS A, XA E S RS B S R L S, 1K A
WA SVEVEPP A B A S0 — 20 F T A EME PR I ER AT 5, oo BRATTAE S AN i AH G B HR At
T 25 . Sarah Bowen I [FE AR ME R TAV LR BB FIAT 748 “TFEmME” H, HERSE
AN AKEZ SRR TRV TUH B &N J7 T, 3277 e PIRE K, PASCRERA /L E6 X
PR, JfdE— DR K REE B, X —Kik 5 FmHE S 7 BAESE 0 (MCHP)
ARG G  TJEFEE 10 ASRATBIA R S0 DK AT B XCRT 5 Jé R 1 AR S R BUR B A LA L
BIE AN UEAE NG, 8k B A E D7 BT E N G S VSN LA A, AEXT I E U R A R
BE, AT 2R BOHEIESD, RAPE N ORI E R 5 AH DG E AL T AR B KRG R, IR PP 4
RWAFH] TINER PG EE, NT - DRERAE TS X —Z07 0 0miH 7oA X
PR P Z AR G AR IR B A A O R PPAL AN VR W 7T [ B 2214 [13]. Brandon 7E HAF 5T IR 7 — 152
W NS 5T, DU E TG n] 3 )L E BT 0] @ I AR SR . AR I T, 0m. e e IE
BN TR KK (T H 2 28 N)IX =R i A E BEE S 5 TV o BT ZCKAE PPAl B 28 A G AL
JIBUN, B FE 5% kT H kA7 A2 5 T AR IIAL ), 551X — 5% r 45 BRI BHE N
T H %2t N A2 555 B T3 miT il a5 R ra 2k [14]. L EPIAS REIEEA I, SR YD R SCfE 3
WEFC A T 5P R B — IUE AR PEAS I 08 B T )5 SRR AN BT BB R . 2006 -6 AR T H,
— NI SN IR I [ B T R B I H HRIA 7P B A A ER AR, e 2 b i — AN R0l R R T H BRI SRR,
bR & & I H B AR A B 2 A T T S T R, A RO AR R RS AR YR T Re AR EE I T (5
REFITIG, EREOR A AT AT, AR 5RO e it 2 5F S B R e, VA LA
SR E STk AR T HE AR B VR AR R RS R, DUMER R e ST LB R, IS
Fra B A A = s, b S 7 EBRIE R E TAEE . 75FHBURE 61, BERFRIMTA A RE. AL
BHI N G LR RS, ST N AR T . BURE TR A DO R RO B S B T —
ANHEH B, (HRX— B TEERAANRMEERBE— P RE[15]. X—RUIWCR T E1E
PEVEAS R 25 AH DG 2 5 Al R ) B

(=) SEMEEEEAL(MCE)

A5G T SR VR BT 78 C U T AR A R, i BRI AR I 2 D8 i S e A0 35 AN [R] 4L B
B0 AN B A ) AR 1 PR 452 (the model for collaborative evaluations) PA S PPAt A, AN [F] ) 2 15 5E [ F
AR DA B VT AL P 25 W SN [, 51 S T SCOID 32K 1) S 61 o BT AT () LU O A TR B0 4E . a) TREEH
KELNVIR, b) WHAAT ARG HE, o) R, d) Z5FUEE, L e) BIASWHIHHITM[12],
T 2 57 R B e o S AR PR B R B T NN BARAE I AL RGES 7. a) BRUETEOL, b) BIRRIHEE, o) &
SLARARRE, d) BAORIEE R AT, o) SJiA BUME, LA ) 8 BARKFR e [16].  FLULFN R,
FSEANE —BOkRUL, VPGS AU ER: PRI EDRES . wDE AR TR SEBEVRAL . o IRl S
RI1], MR GBI BN SR PSS

X B E A 2 B O O TR T R LS N AR 3k 28 T A IR A HELE, F 22
THOL BB T B SL AR R BRI IGRAS IR BEhA S % 8 E B AR B 4e S X NN

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2023.135533 5319 1B 512


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2023.135533

ot

b

53

S S TR PR P LSRR . 2 BT LA, B0 ph B L R R ——
LA R AR R LG 7 1 35— — e S A SIS 2 A8 S A O T, LV MY 1 7 50
TEF I A BRI T AR I E R M7 R, TR MR, ST AR ), %2
AR T HL TR 52360 9 2 AL, BRI/ AR SE R 0 797 AR 2 55 Ao 7 2 M M J2 T T DA 45 S
FEENEN:

L B T —— S R 2 TE R AE IE SO 0 2 A, 1 ISR RIS RE AT (0 R e o KRR B
BRI IR AN SR T 3R . LR 4 9 b R FAURAA B % a) i MAEAHSE % b) A2
SRR o) WEIEAEN SWOT (035, 595, WLBFBM: d) B itiGE e, Wiim, TIE
IMREERT): LU o) SR 3.

2 DI —— IR A VR VA 2 R T & 5 T AR AE R 5 5 i A R . (5 Ak
AL TR R T IR A KD T RIIRAS L U, DSBS B B . A4
NENFTE4: a) BHEMH IO G b) BBA R ARIER: o) WOEMEERbE: d) PR
SR LU e) BN T

30 BT UTR I —— SRR E B RSN B O T, DR R 77 2 3 R 7948 X
SR BAES LR TAM: a) @r3EEESR: b) IRRRTHRIG o) B
BOF-Br: d) R RIERE Y DU e) EsrRmis .

4y BRI —— B — M E AR, UF. 5, RS BRI, D
WA VA T IR LA TR . LIRS 9L R FALE: 2) HIRBURZ 5, b) BRI o BiMs A
O d) BRENIT R DA o) B RS 0 T A

5. BRI A S B —— A A S R A VA T 2 TR R A 2 B R P R B 35— 3
SN NUF TS a) BRRHAAZE R b) SUBHATRILIR: o SURMBEEMR: d) SRS EN;
LT ) Il R I KA B

6+ AT ELIR IR S 77 b —— 18 7 EH A8 S O IR PEA5 A SURT M BB AR 5
VA LR T4 a) BORTAE A SO S b) R ITAARAE: LU (MR & 45 S .
3. &F AHP ZERTE R B RUH

() B HTE

FE VAT (AHP $:)J2: h 32 I IE 2% 48 K2 #0007 T.L. Saaty 7 20 22 70 Qe TR M 0, 5 FoA 51 2
MRS E, JHOK R 2 R R R, K ERRE . IR SRR ARk,
TN BRR 2RI, TR HOBH R HI1 7). 07 A e 0T 55 M W7 46 2k
F e 8 0 22 00 T 26 B 5 SR A 2 ) AR L BREFE, O 4 B2 th 5 A TRy R 0
MRS FIFRUR R 407 RO SIS, SEA R T Fh XA «

B 7E 44 U R 2 U MR B 96 L TR T 9 M, 3T AHP HEAF UM ST 9 (8673 AHP
R LR RO S S P B BT O WO T v, WIS 2 AT T 56 T R T S0d % i
FMRIBT 18], EBALGRE 5 T3 RIT R E A MBSO O 52 [19], T3R80 T
JKFREE PPP 91 BGOSR S (2015555, I ULHE GOt AHP Vb S B A 1 R S, 1 4
A A 2 5T RS R WHERLI T2, EJRAS AHP V32 P T3P A5 U otk MO 9 5038 A AR
FRIMIISCIR, PR 2 Q7 1 EE Tk

SO B LIRS H B SO A s R, S AHP BTG A BT H B0 . 760l
BB OSERE L, 4 I PR B R SRR TR R, B 1.
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Table 1. Hierarchical structure of collaborative evaluation

*= 1. BEITHE R RS
Hir)z HEN = WIE I

Cl e Rz A

C2 R E T L ER

X1 #E o C3 Hi AL SWOT
C4 iy 2 VEAh Y

C5 H 5 AR VAN VG 3

Co6 BATHITAL & I A

C7 WAHf&1E R 5L IAE F

X2 Wi C8 BT VAl s o A 7
C9 PPl T2

C10 F#E VAN T

C11 g L= vl R 5
C12 #ll @ FRAT B L
X3 HE R C13 BSLfR P S F B
C14 il & PR 2T
Z A AR VT A A Y C15 T3Pl T0

Cl6 HatRFt = 5
C17 Hitril BT
X4 WIS C18 Ty {42 B
C19 MR RIET /5t
C20 Hff {25 2 1 Db B 1 R A FR K

C21 HREANRE R

C22 Bl AR
X5 B R se ik C23 fih | g vk
C24 il L& /RN

C25 Sl RAF A GiE 1

C26 MAEVF N B T B
X6 WA E AR T 55 C27 JEAE At Fr e
C28 A& V4R T S

(=) SEUEHT

RIBAW VPR AR R, B, & EI— 2N EWE, WSOt SEEPEERR, Kk, A e
N (— A8 hR), BPRBERLE SN 7 a7 RIZ(Cdabr) 3t 28 Tifads, HAIFHEN 2.

BHE R BB S Ho56, 1a FE/RSERIBIE STROT il U8R & 240 il AN 7 R
PPERE RIS PR ST 4, B E) 5 AR, @R AR S T RENEECESy . H, B
TR ) 2 o ) 5 G I DA DA W R0 S e v (0 I B 6, SR TE Hh B 3880 RERE A OR 75 & VE Ak IR
HWR, WS AW, T2 RERHET &SRR, 5 TR AT R B SR, O
B S TR AR, DA E R BEAT 75 & A LA R R s . 75 & 1E PRA L B Aty B/ H) 2 A
WisE b, PR — T SRR BORRIEE . RHE R, 85 PR BT E I = e 2 R bR,
BAGPR B — P AR E, S AN FEBE R T S5 R — BUEAR S, TR &R Ar I X B ) T RE
W — B ER[19].

HRAE A AR VEVPAS 2 U 45 M F BE ARG E VA R AR B, A i i B AR B S HEN 2GR 2) B S
J7 RIE(— HARHR A AR bR ) P LU BRI B, 3 7 AN RIBTAERE o TSRS SIS R B DU A7 B S A /N
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GRILE 2 .
i, =347

=1 W,
—HERE: CT =(A-n)/(n—1) CR=CI/RI

Table 2. Judgment matrix of target layer and criterion layer

= 2. BRESEN EF|ErEER

V4 X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6

X1 1.00 1.086028 3.480730 2.418998 2.979087 1.126602
X2 0.867103 1.00 2.059838 1.018868 1.783270 0.739108
X3 0.620964 0.656467 1.00 0.669486 0.867871 0.696053
X4 0.810482 0.886836 1.807302 1.00 1.519011 0.802153
X5 0.357511 0.550231 0.834686 0.515940 1.00 0.443362
X6 0.901731 1.003464 1.851927 1.206246 1.857414 1.00

SUM  4.557791296 5.183025404 11.03448276 6.829538061 10.00665399 4.807278319

YW Z R MBI R AR, BEAT PIWTAE BE 3% 53— 4k “FIRA. 47°F3” 1S3 r R E, 45
R 3, 455 CR=0.0032<0.1, @it —F MRS Ae s 2 — SR,

Table 3. Results of normalization of judgment matrix

= 3. FIBRRERE)T— AR

z X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6 o8 Aw
X1 0.2137 0.1881 0.3432 0.3718 0.3134 0.2198 0.275 1.721632
X2 0.1853 0.1732 0.2031 0.1566 0.1876 0.1442 0.175 1.105370
X3 0.1327 0.1137 0.0986 0.1029 0.0913 0.1358 0.1125 0.713387
X4 0.1732 0.1536 0.1782 0.1537 0.1598 0.1565 0.1625 1.027217
X5 0.0764 0.0953 0.0823 0.0793 0.1052 0.0865 0.0875 0.542979
X6 0.1927 0.1738 0.1826 0.1854 0.1954 0.1951 0.1875 1.177963

IR PR ERAE, X RARARI 6 A FIWHE R S BEAT A AT B, [F) B T A5 8N R AR E ) B o,
RSB SIRIAALE, 25BN 4.

BT AHP EFEAS T AR VPR % 2 b RHBCEHE Y, N —Zd8bs 2R, BUEHET
9 X1 HEESL . X6 MR TI7E . X2 MIHIEE . X4 #RORJTBGIA M . X3 @R KE . X5
EA R TES A RARAR T, & AR B E R O

IR HE PR, SR VPAS RIS (1 5 100 P 25 42 BB HE P A2 AT A AR R St T e s 0
S HE. H—, TEMEBOLIX —d R, BRI R AHOCE B VTAS Y B AN i G VPN TG Bl B
4EbR, WHCIEER) SWOT AR EZ 48R, TLAMRE, RANZHER TR IX —FBAR LR A BUE XL
AN, BTSRRI, 5, SR, EE TN IE A E RS, XSRS sl
SR /INFIVPAl I8 B AR /N A SR RBEE A R — 3, 55— J51Hl,  PTRE B TP Al 38 76 SL bR Il B PPAG
T AL IR A I E TR G5 DA BURAE , DRI 50 B B A 1A 2 11 A 00X — BUAICBEE AR AR A 5 PP Al S ik
WS, LLE . =, EESAEMGREA g, @R TR T H AR AR BAE LN, TS
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Table 4. Weights of each index based on AHP method
= 4. BT AHP EREIEFIE

— YRR &S 7 Ei=0 S LR RUE

C1 #5E M i AH I3 0.3125 0.0859375

C2 RN T 0.1125 0.0309375

X1 ff & 15 0.2750 C3 ffi & HE7E M SWOT 0.1750 0.048125
C4 s VFAIE 0.2125 0.0584375

C5 1178 KB MIPEAN 7E 3D 0.1875 0.0515625

C6 BHRA VTl 2 1) i1 0.1126 0.019705

C7 WG AE R R IEH 0.2612 0.04571

X2 BH A 0.1750 C8 B VAL bR AN Ar o 0.2114 0.036995
C9 WIHAITfh 1 2 0.1512 0.02646

C10 #IETFM 0.2636 0.04613

C11 L= P it J 55t 0.2153 0.02422125

C12 il ERARAT B 0.1937 0.02179125

X3 g AR 0.1125 C13 ST R R ETBL 0.2039 0.02293875
C14 il 52 RFFR T 0.2134 0.0240075

C15 @7 3k T 0.1737 0.01954125

Cl6 MRtk =5 0.1316 0.021385

C17 RN BT 0.1517 0.02465125

X4 AT IV 8 0.1625 C18 HtR(E SIE M 0.3014 0.0489775
C19 Hf TR RIS Js2 15t 0.2134 0.0346775

C20 FPRAS FE I L BV R A ) 0.2019 0.03280875

C21 BRh R B AR R 0.1183 0.01035125

C22 W AN 0.1324 0.011585

X5 B BT B 0.0875 C23 il 52 He itk 0.2953 0.02583875
C24 Gl LSRN 0.2433 0.02128875

C25 B3l RIS VEFI A& 0.2107 0.01843625

C26 MAETH A A ¥ fia 3 5 ) 0.3152 0.0591

X6 HAERARIHE 375 0.1875 C27 GVl b ifE 0.4103 0.07693125
C28 MAEEE4R 2 R 0.2745 0.05146875

Fro ZB0U, RO EGGAEA M, TOHEARE S HE P AR, #EE T 0.02, HAEiREE
TEMRCE R, BRI S SR /D, (HARAB T AR B BN fahR, 7T LS S R
B IR bR . T, FESUMA RCEERA b, S E S SR A BRI SR R AR X =
TR EIBUEEOR, TSl s AR 22 AN Sl 2~ R IRAE SR 5 A /T 0.015, IXAE— 2R E B2
HI & VR VRl SC BE SN Y E 2 35 25 VRO N SR H AR N A& AE, — ORI & K28 VTAl
FIARAR LE R BB E M S 54, RN WEREH T H TAEE K2 S, WSS EiEIT e, BT
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Figure 1. Collaborative evaluation model based on AHP
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