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Abstract

Takeout market is very competitive in China, and there are more and more takeout platforms, in-
cluding Meituan, Hungry and Baidu. Based on the fuzzy analytic hierarchy process, this paper
evaluates the delivery service of the three takeout platforms in order to improve the delivery effi-
ciency, strengthen the service quality, ensure the food quality and reduce the delivery cost.
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1. EENSHREARE

B b E 2 I A TR L AR SR AOINAR, AR A A O AT A AN AT R R R T
2016 - [E S ST BAASE S AT 250 M2, RERAFFH— SR R . SMER R, WG
I VA Y- R v A PN (N 0 S SRR il P < o = (1 SR B i A i B il w1 S w7
Bk R BALIRSS PR PRIEE A BT FRRICIR BRAS Y H B, AT TERIRZ LN

2. BE 1B BMEBEXSIE—EMEA TR
2.1, BEER

B4, HNEITEG AL, AET ok e BB =T GOSN, T A ANSE,
HEANE=RT 6,

— 5T, AR R R, H5 U5, AMERA RS, SESNEH ORI, 55
BORBZIRANE, MRASRFNREL 8, OIS RS . W s WP 421 65 1iE
BRSSP, T E, RS EERYE, 5B LB LA E T 6, R Sud
AARIE[ 1]

bR b RTANE G PR I A A SE R AR 780, A (2017 w9 RS2 A S 5 T B AR D)
SRt T RER A . R AUR R T XS5 R A o, e ESCR B G T, AT =K
SRSz G KA FEEAR AT I T 08 (HR BN EARET 38 O AR ARG B A NG 1R

Hig L, XTI E B RIEAN SRS & R, AR A SERLE R 2o, WA, PR L
AL T BOIPERLR[2], PRE RN THARERIER . T HABIER. 020 BaBUSNETFERER. BaE
Frm R B AR R I A R R E RN AR, BB T2 o, XA e )
A SR A . SZBIMAT R AR, ASCHE— P FAHP-FSEM A7,

2.2. BERIB R I iEROE L

JZ X5 HTi%(Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP), &¥# & & 5E A% G2 HirikkiE, 2—MiH
AR INE, FEZRTHE F . WSV 2 OUAS 2 T2 B o i T A Rz B4R UK,
VFZ R AR X AT TIRARIBEA, S B 5 2R Bk g &, 2 1 B0 E IR 9 HriZi(Fuzzy
Analytic Hierarchy Process, FAHP).

NEIRIZ R M idi i F R B — B0 5 NSRRI — SR B2 2 5, IRATTIN T RTRIM 1 HE R
DIREERAR RIS B LS S 8, AT T RE R SR e ry &, Il DS A B, SR sl B2, il 2 15
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1) LRI RERE, BB EAMERE F = (/) o SR UCE IR R b R AR A
FESLAERE, —BHT AT RAFERE R RO IAME R . FERE P IIE AT 0.1~0.9 AREEHHE (WAL 1 ),
RRAPbR TR, B LRI A TE R T ) B R AR IR . D T REMEHERA O FA R R N
RO TICME A AR B, X HECRA W 1 sk 0.1~0.9 FrEELS THCEARE .

Table 1. 0.1~0.9 scale table
#1.0.1~09 FFEER

bR T X B
0.5 7 45 2 PITCERAR LR, [FISF
0.6 T o B 22 PITCEHRAMLLE, — TR — R M E
0.7 I PICHEAMLLE, —JiRt S — Ry R E
0.8 HERZ PICHRAMLLE, — RS i REEBL
0.9 A 2 PITCER MRS, — e ) —Jo 3R Wi 2
0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4 LA HICE a, 5TCK o, MR B AW 7 . WITK o, 5ITEK o MBS RHMW r =1-1,

2) R de ok R UG U — BUERE K,
XU B AN 42 AT RN, e AT I R e A e, A5 IR0 — BU0HE R
k —k,

= +0.5
v 2n

o =" fi=1,2,m0
3) tHE A E
—mE, WEINEETA % THE, HiFE, RSOk 74T IR
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1) MR B IR R SRR A
U={u1,u2,~--,um}
2) e S VPN ARFR IR, XANMEbREE FAHP 1T sE AL
W:{ﬂlaﬂzr"'aﬂm}
FR S PN AR IR E LR SR SRR, H
Z/Ui =1
3) WhE VAR RE R
W n ALIZAURE 2, 73 0 IR B — R BB AT B K R VR, AP R R
R= (’?f)
Fo g (i = 1,2, s = 1,2, o) SEVET AR : 528, M, WD), PR EE AT LR R R,
WA DL A E

4) 5 Z BRI
SEILBUREGERE W S VFOTERE R (BRI SRR 5. 8w = () R=(r) W%

ril ’12 l’i"
S—woR= e To Ty |
=weo —(,ul,,uz,---,,um)o . . _(Slﬂszﬂl ’Sn)
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BT 1: M(/\,v): FHREREHHET

S, = \m/(,uj /\rjk): lr?%x{min(uj,;fj.k)}, k=12,---,n

Fig A7 REUN, “v 7 NEUR.

B E A TR R g, 5, BN, SR 5 XS S5/ B T R KB . HPPHIEE R
BTSN R EZEHREANE R, HRERARmEAHLER, HBoEH T 520 s
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T2 M(wv): ERERHEET
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FIF M (A @) T, H
Sy :min{l,imin(,uj,rjk )},kzl’z’...,n

VT4 M(+) BT IRCTHREET
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s, :z(al. ~rl.j),k:1,2,---,n

FERAFETH, S NEBENPPHLERIE Rk, ARREARMCD. FREDER R
FEVFLIILAN S, HHELAMES; RER ST & BRI BGE A ST i, WIS RER . DL DI TSRS
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Table 2. Fuzzy operators
F2 BHET

=4 T
A
M(A,v) M(-v) M(A®) M(+,)
PREU L E AN A i AR A i
LA g9 b5 G o
FIA R 1915 B VS Wax ViV % Wiy i
Byt FHEFEER EFZFRHA BN AR IS Sk

5) LA EE R RAHRJE R

BERIPEHISE S = (5S,,S,,---,8,) TS, NEEH v, MBI S HRIEE, thr] IERARDY: L EBOK,
PPAE P ONIZAF RO AR . 42 KSR LR AR 455 4518, B M = max(S,,S,,+-,S,)» M Fruf
TR NERG I EE R

6) % JMMILEETEH

ALAFIL RN EE BRI R R KL, TAEME LT, SRS BCE AR, R R 5 LR E L
NFTIRAE R R PSRRI LG R, LR RELAFRIED AL, FRAERRRD KT KR
R FHATLEE A, IRE SR PR IS5 R BT R W e 2 PP ). SR g R R A A 283K
HHRRL L, AXIERMESE, [E=HUBEZRMERE VPR, 8 EE 5 5 E T 2RI
Ho LR R
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F PP R 2R AH B AL AR Ny
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2.4. THAREIER R

2.4.1. FAHP Bk

BEAT A0S 5 DAL e G B 1) 1) A B 5 DA 4 s 17
RRRMHRRAMRZ, SN2 BMAFBAEE, AR R AR RBANET G BB . v 1R ATRERT N
REBRIER, W48 RgutE, BEEtE, TATYERI, @B eTr L, ZMEREGT, ASOWE T PIRER

B BT RO TANET G KPP T AKX R, Kb EE =708 WK, YRR
P BT, MR SORIZ =05 BOR S — e dabs, BT TIRIsIIEE.

B WRAEARRIEA LA, 7258 ERBSIA AR TIRR . TG HRE,
(] o S o 2% D S R 5 TR Al i ) S5 R BRI, G RS TATREA —Zedabrn o st 7 M EAEE

PR — dabn. B 1 Fri i i) FAHP JZ KU1 3 Fios:

Table 3. Construction of FAHP level
%2 3. FAHP BR B

B A DR R ORI RE SRS 6 B I RCR

EEEa

K (BI)

ST B I RIR A R (A) YR (B2)

BAFHB3)

i (C11)
Bz E (C12)
B O (C13)
AL (C14)
Bk (C21)
ALk HER (C22)
Bk p A (C23)
ALIEAE (C24)
REIIEE (C31)
75 (C32)
R (C33)
EIL (C34)

TRAT AR

[EES LN
B2 A TR L

B R, IR

FIR RS

ISR

RE M5 122 5 I (] P304
Beik £ dh A
S RIS ¥
RR=E L U Ntba) S
G RS
WRBBEFR/ AR
BRI RE A Rtk

2.4.2. FAHP $E#sfERTH

—IM S, FAHP MEILER RAEFE T B L 5T 0, (HRAESN AT W R MEE ST N RERRON
AREMERL R, PASGEE HAE AR, Gkl A RSRREHE P& O b R, IR —A

PO EAARRNE MIREAT PR . FLUNFESE —Jedabnrt, 200 Ar32 58 70 a4y 1 4% 4 IXFEI 4G
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Table 4. Voting results
=4 REHLER

febr — & fetn =301 7 E <0 7 232
B (C11) 9
B % BT 4E (C12) 110
B1l) =
( AAh R (C13) 61
HHESE (C14) 20
Biikid B (C21) 60
Bk e (C22) 98
(A) f@ﬁ 81
(B2) Bk (C23) 12
ALk (C24) 30
LB IE (C31) 12
" {EFHJ7E (C32) 40
(B3) HETE (C33) 60
BB (C34) 88

HREERR, AR EAMEERYE, ST ARRERE, ZREOREZ A,
ASCHE IR EZO T BB R P R RN . AELLE SO AL I i, FRELLLA BN
I EHE SRR AT . o8 T & T ZOR IR R R IR, A SRS 702

MARRIERE F,, He TR i j 0 WX NIRRS i) 1685 5 n(), n() AARGRTEHR ih 48F5j 1

nxn
%E%%I, )H\IJ

05+% Uu(i)> n()

e

05- 22 (i) <n())
e

i

Eqﬂe=max[n(i),n(j)]/min[n(i),n(j)} .

Ryt AR R AN 285 S o in e 5, 4% 6 B
2.4.3. FSEM B4y B3R i

AR Z P EIN B, B N IAFR(—E, 8, =&, R, TAE), EHEH
200 DrszUiE X = KPS G, SRS RIERE . SNSRI S8 B TS R vi# N
MZVIE NI A, X T =R 6 E S TS R A& 7 Pios.

7£ FAHP "€ A E LAl -, FIH A

S:WOR:(:UD;UZ:'”wum)O

rm 1 rm 2 e rmn
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Table 5. Evaluation matrix and index weight

= 5. TN ERERIERAMNESR

— i febr: HERBL), PR(B2), HAFB3)IE— R

PN FERE F
A Bl B2 B3
Bl 0.5000 0.9091 0.6010

B2 0.0909 0.5000 0.6235
B3 0.3990 0.3765 0.5000

TRFRALE W

[0.4572 0.2657 0.2771]

Bl Cll Cl2 Cl3 Cl4
Cl1 0.5000 0.4591 0.4262 0.2750
C12 0.5409 0.5000 0.7773 0.5909 [0.2088 0.3044 0.2428 0.2440]
C13 0.5738 0.2227 0.5000 0.6639
|C14 07250 0.4091 0.3361 0.5000
B2 C21 Cc22 C23 C24 ]
C21 0.5000 0.1939 0.6000 0.7500
C22 0.8061 0.5000 0.5612 0.6531 [0.2518 0.3206 0.2052 0.2224]
€23 0.4000 0.4388 0.5000 0.3000
| C24 02500 0.3469 0.7000 0.5000 |
B3  C31 C32 C33 C34 ]
C31 0.5000 0.3500 0.4000 0.4318
C32 0.6500 0.5000 0.1667 0.2727 [0.2079 0.1983 0.2559 0.3379]
€33 0.6000 0.8333 0.5000 0.1591
| C34 05682 0.7273 0.8409 0.5000 |
Table 6. Weight table
6. WMEXR
Eiztay & (L WE A1 Ity WE A2
T (C11) 0.2088
- 2z 12 0.3044
T BAhE4 (C12)
B1 0.4572
(B i Ak (C13) 0.2428
FEEE (C14) 0.244
Bei%H B (C21) 0.2518
Wit Bk e (C22) 0.3206
(A) B 0.2657
(B2) BLiE A% (C23) 0.2052
BLIEZSE (C24) 0.2224
REFIE (C31) 0.2079
; 0.1983
o ffi 58 (C32) 9
B3 0.2771
(B3) RS (C33) 0.2559
LB (C34) 0.3379
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Table 7. Evaluation form of respondents

= 7. ZIETNR

KA ERLE AN ERILE BB LN ERILE
ik E@ww&@£WETK@4@W@@w%ﬁgiwaTkﬂ4ﬁwﬁ@w%ﬁ@im5*$@$@@
ik (c11) 0.2 0205 034 02 0.135 0.145 02 0.355 0.195 0.105 0.165 02 029 02 0.145

mx CMRE (C12) 015 05 02 01 005 012 039 03 013 006 013 035 04 007 005
B grvk C13) 003 02 027 04 01 002 019 028 04 011 002 019 029 04 0.1
WERSE (Cl14) 005 01 02 045 02 004 009 02 046 021 007 011 02 042 02
Fli%#E (C21) 009 01 02 04 021 01 01 021 039 02 008 01 019 04 023
Wik BLi%HERT (C22) 0.03  0.07 021 045 024 004 008 024 04 024 004 009 025 04 022
B2) misfiik (C23) 001 03 04 015 005 002 046 03 007 005 011 032 04 011 006
BLI%ASIE (C24) 02 029 027 02 004 021 031 032 011 005 019 033 022 02 006
ik (c11) 025 021 032 018 004 03 025 033 009 0.03 029 022 032 012 005
e 4 (C12) 045 031 023 001 0 046 032 021 001 0 045 029 024 002 0
B3 ervk C13) 041 032 02 005 002 039 029 019 01 003 04 03 019 011 0
WERSE (Cl14) 02 038 022 016 004 016 033 024 02 007 019 036 024 0.16 0.05
Table 8. First level fuzzy evaluation of Meituan takeout
7= 8. EHFINSE—RIEMITTEN
-GS LE A AT
— & -y =B Y A hLE
Bl 0.135486 0.249963 0.249963 0.200362 0.164225
| B2 0.156644 0.183316 0.20611 0.264307 0.189622
B3 0.24519 0.323694 0.229928 0.153286 0.047902
Bl 0.09441 0.254181 0.290493 0.244492 0.116425
B2 B2 0.106553 0.185066 0.207062 0.323431 0.177887
B3 0.272231 0.323453 0.215635 0.143757 0.044924
BI 0.113327 0.236785 0.281403 0.222778 0.145707
B3 B2 0.125177 0.184069 0.257878 0.262993 0.169883
B3 0.266429 0.312664 0.261448 0.128192 0.031266
Bl 0.095956 0.221273 0.301525 0.262672 0.118574
HYT 4 B2 0.097792 0.193089 0.259007 0.296009 0.154103
B3 0.316095 0.301659 0.243834 0.111124 0.027288
TES kb, MR FRE e 7 AR T, BRIt 16 MARBTE 8. A3

EXRRHREH T8, DfEs—
1507 20 KT SR PSS I Fe B A 25

FREHTHET L, BoRbPEHTHETF 2, WEEHETN: BTF
RAGEwE 9 fix:
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Table 9. Final evaluation results of Meituan takeout
9. EANZREITNER

TR VAN
B&ET

—k v} =8 LIPSy hA
HY 185711 0.199967 0.225967 0.20386 0.215558 0.154648
HF1-HT2 0.146672 0.246729 0.246729 0.19777 0.1621
HTF1-HT3 0.181934 0.240521 0.232277 0.209237 0.13603
HY1-5HT4 0.171504 0.252681 0.232758 0.204312 0.138744
HY 285711 0.212112 0.215883 0.226341 0.20706 0.138603
HY2HT2 0.154107 0.237425 0.271343 0.228375 0.10875
HY 25713 0.1634 0.247353 0.246273 0.225832 0.117142
HY2HT4 0.146906 0.255007 0.24758 0.237559 0.112947
HY3-HT11 0.211825 0.220286 0.22373 0.209093 0.135066
HY3-HT2 0.154051 0.22591 0.268478 0.212546 0.139015
HY3-5HT3 0.170332 0.235435 0.270114 0.207112 0.117007
HY3-HT4 0.158896 0.2438 0.269622 0.207258 0.120424
HTP4-HT1 0.217222 0.217222 0.236394 0.208345 0.120816
HTY4-HT2 0.174849 0.201964 0.275212 0.23975 0.108227
HT74-HT3 0.162009 0.237922 0.276783 0.220067 0.103218
HT74-HT4 0.157438 0.236056 0.274241 0.229542 0.102723

RIS R KRR, ST ARKESE T, s h RN, R, £X 16 M
R BRIV R R 1040, ZRBE 40, WEL 24 MTHR 44, 2584, =&
HS5A, RS LA WTEESSE: —REA44, ZES 1240 KO T BRI, 20
S RSB SRB U O e A I bt 45 RO

NO.1 HEShsE: 44 NO.2 £H: 41 NO3RT4: 35

ZRANEF G R AT G5 R I & 1 B
i E ORI, RIS OO TRV 200 DX RAESHEM, AR AT ZRE B 5 10%
KIS, URBIARRHAY.

2.5. =BG

A

1) FAHP-FSEM HFUH HLAE & 1 B0 2 IR WV RO 28 & Wi, BB 2 AE T 240 R & B
CE, PENHFERE A RN, XOOEIR T — M AHP 7520 AR 255 1 2 5K PR AR R 1D 1]

2) {£ FAHP-FSEM #/¢rh, FAHP (L H TR S RAG R ALE, fESR H A g bri i i, A FAEH
AHP )2 R E AT

3) BEAYREAE NI S5, V8 2 AT LURYE B 5K S 4 42 FAHP AL e AL, SRE M4 FSEM H
WRIES B OHE, SHEUREETEN, [SHESTHCMINZFadr. R, STrRK, Wil
Foxk JE FE PR AT, 0 K B I SO ARR I 2 2% 5
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SEFAHP-FSEMZ: R

Figure 1. Final evaluation results

B 1. RETFMER

B
1) 7£ FAHP #rh, BB RIMPIR L HA T LIE 2, ol DLsE S — R IR, M mA 4 R A
YR AT
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RS T

2) £ FSEM BiMdrhr, FRATREA T 55 K& R NREE AR T & PP FE AN R 57 TR R 2 2, Sk
brb, SmORRREN BT RBE TR RNESR, Mk MRBELE. £5)E1NE—-Doad, A
AR P~ 221925 55 FL A S

3. XTI EERPOMAERE T L
3.1. EEERMHARE

BETRR 1, RATATCAS . IR A SN VE R 2 g Ah S T SR K E R, d T & dh il
VIR — MO 5 R e K, B THR 2 S PEANUE VR I = B2 ST R B Al e BV,
RTHIER IR R AhE GEcE, 2 —MAT AR INE, HRRME 2 s R, — Ik
Il AV (A, BEE PSR I 3K, IR 7 iR A A DU B ] L) o

FEIRA IR, A OB i X U, IR BN P I B, RN THER: AR
R, RYE B SRR RS, ST, KR fa] R 2R b S 5 BN BRI A R DA A2

VAL 03 B 15 B AL B R A LA HE PR A IR, MR B A ME—— LA S RO L . N ARy
i B IR T At AR L T W ATE I SR F B, ARANSET G A BLT U g T e R IR, A
i SRR SR T IR, FRRECS A SR FIE . WREhiE RS A s A ReAL N T 2/
R 7]

AR L, W TREGESNERCIE R A Z EVERT T, BN AT IR BUR 4T, SR
FRIRANE VEDRAL , 52 BT FUER A AR U I8 A B A2 B, AR5 A 55 (4R FH B 5 B g A 4 A EXCEL
LEPESRARAT ) A SR L IA AR . AEIX SR A B W DL SN S AR AR AT AL

pdl L, ARG DAL S BB, TRERSETHA T BN RS, LSRRI
B, RS S IE R A BE RO 9 AR TR I I (A R 4T B by FEROT R e, 8% TAr
B RIS WERET). MR A, R, BRI, ARORBESERER, EIL
[ALREAT B Bogn i G A0S T, R AR 3 T AT I A o I I 0 7 SR IR 175 00 O 3 A R e R4, S
NG TR SR ALILES ;s RN, REUIREJE, 5T Iom 1% i S K T A i (8] A5 B ok e e
i v 7 g TRl O B AR TAA ST W n, RGURIE T BRI AE Ty o At oL, &
Y T AN R Pl 38 ) R IGO0, SEELR I 32 T B o Gl B EARMEE ST N, Frekeiak TR
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Figure 2. Self service takeout counter
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