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Abstract

Based on the rules of 3R-reducing, reusing and recycling, an evaluation index system of circular
economy was proposed by Xuzhou municipal government in its “13th Five-Year” circular economy
development plan. This system effectively combines actual needs and then is designed to cover 1
objective layer, 4 principle layers, and 23 index layers. This article made full use of linear
weighted synthesis and developed the index of circular economy in thel3th Five-Year after the
weights of rule layer and index layer were determined by using AHP and entropy method. Fur-
thermore, an implementation path is explored regarding development of circular economy in
Xuzhou city.
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1. 5]

2015 FHE K Gt RS TIER AT A TP R bR E &R, FER T R EIE L5 K AR BLEAT T
WE[L], S8R =7 EIRERER LT R RS . 2016 B4R M T IE SR BCA Bl K G
ST RIE TR BRI [2], 9, AR M TTBUR L T TH G 7 PR B K06 PR 28 5 7 Y 3k i 8 18 S it = L),
IR T E KGR LT REIm T g% TE, MALFNNARCAETk. 2016 10 H 17 H, 4k
T =17 PEALET R EIRI(2016~2020 4E)) 1EREDASLHE. K EIGIR L5 AR M 17 ik AR 4 5%
RETTR, BRTIRTAR., B A2, SCIL AT REER R R 1 ARk 4%

20 {40 80 AL S WG E L 1 IEFR B O FEANTEA, 90 SEAR BRI SZ I, BL 1996 4E 5Lt
(EA G5 IRYE R Mhrd; FEREZENA9IT2)IREIFEFARAITE IR A R; Daly (1994)4EH ) “ Al &E
SRR VAR FIFEEL” 5 Wackernage [3] (1996)55 4 ¥ “AEZ 278 ” MEa&, BD “&UMEE))” «» ERNYH
WNAE A LS TR AT fabnth &, K BONIRA . A FEB4] (20054 H T — MERZTHIT
R, ZERE3ANER 6 KT E 36 NMAFFEFRI S BIOKTFE . B0 4[5]55(2006) 2 37 AL 46 BH R
FIRRCR . SRR R S . S SRR S BRI PR . RellE 5 %
APER TR ERESIE T DNTTH VPR FR s THIRZR[6]5F Q01 IR MBI BEME S, DU BRI 20K
JEAKF o EIRwI[7]55(2012) 3 MBI 2 TG PN R bRk R 55 o TEREER[8]5F Q015 M B IEM L T 4i- B fabr
&%, RFH DHGF X EIR L GFHRbR 4 A RO

2. IRNTHREARRFENIERR AR

HAT, B AN AL PP T bn BT AU, MG brifE . ASCIEILAR S Y FU kAt b, 25
A RN “ =17 ERETREMRN(2016~2020 4F)) #iE 148 R, I BRI E. BB, D)
RABOUEMANE MR AE TS “ =107 WIRRIN TG IR 5 A R 16 4.

2.1. 1EFRE R

“HR R, RINTIERE TR R BIRGERHACE AR, R A SR TG A
B, PR R @R RPN, W XOEIMbSOE AR, TR TER IR e, 1§
BN Z N SRS N 5L

CEENTE “F =47 THARLHFREMEI2016~2020 ) B 7 “+ =57 WA TIEH S5 K R
Hir. fEHMER b, ERSCPRAIFREMSE AN, 387 4 K323 MRESR, Wik 1, Ko
Fabr B IR R A= E 4000 Jo/ME, B 2015 £EH215 18.7%; HA4A7 GDP AEFESE T R AL Fisfahr, HAL
GDP FH/K&E Bt N4 15%; Ffz GDP 25 R 511 BiAZTT.
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Table 1. Xuzhou City’s “13th Five-Year Plan” circular economy development planning index system

=1L =R BHEFARAIERER

ViEs =t HARTR bR 2015 4R 2020 FEHARE  fRAREME
BRI & T/ 3250 4000 T
A X A S BE BRI (%) 6 e TIEES A i
B K 737t GDP /K& FF(%) / 15 (AR Ltk
B GDP A B 5 FI U (T /12 70) 753 511 A3
BN TV INAE /K 8 (327 K/ T 78) 14.9 12.1 I
ol [ A 4 R (%) 92.5 98 I
Tl 7K R R R (%) 87 93 T
I 7K A ARt P AR KR F 2R (%) 16 22 T
A8 o 1% FE ) B IR 26(%) 45 70 T
FEAE BEUR ISR 22 (%) 65 90 THE
RIRGREFIH RS EFIHE%) 90 98 T
AW KA BRI 25 0.59 0.62 Tk
BT F 256 R (%) 93 100 Gl
= PRSEA R 2 (%) 57 68 T
SR BRI FH 2 (%) 90 95 T
FEA AT BEIR (5 — IR BEIE T 7 HL T (%) 5.7 10 fitq T
TR KB ARHE R (%) 98.5 99.5 AT
TR A B R TC AL B (%) 100 100 2yt
FEL5 JH(SO,, COD, NH;-N, NOX)JRAHEZE (%) SR TIEES e NIAES Atk
T BHRAL AL FRAL B LA (%) 93 100 I
- I X FEAE BRIV R EE A5 (%) 76 88 THE
B AR FE AR RN 3 (%) 47 75 T
SRR BRSBTS E A5 (%) 84 100 Sl

BOESRIE: (BT “T =7 IEHRA T REMEI2016~2020 4E)) .

2.2. A FTE9] [10178%E

22.1. BRS#E

JE R Tidi(fIFR AHP)J& 36 [ L 24 88 K2 R 5 (A. L. Saaty) T~ 20 tHE20 70 SFARHR ) —Fhdb AT 77
RUBHR 77k ZINER A BRI DRI NS AR R, Z SRR, TR
— NI R U R o I P L 7 3R E SR R A TR A ELELE, AR SR I E TR
SR PR 2R A0 B SR

1) &R R4

2 AHP 3573 At 18] L S8 BN i AT 0 2 BRI — SR IR Mr G MR o SR IR M A AR 3
n=E, BURANEREZ, PEZERMENZ, &a - BATEREZE. SRRZERITR KSR R A B4
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Figure 1. Hierarchical analysis structure of the indicator system

E 1. B RN BRSO REAE
2) a3 ) T
JERA AT GERRET 3NT 2 )5, R — 2T EARR B TP e R LR, M R AR
RERE. LR 2.

Table 2. Judgment matrix

= 2. FIHREERE

By C G .. C,
C Ci Cp e Cin
G Cy Cn e Con
C, Cun Cn Coun

FIWTHERE IR 3E 2 R T T. L. Saaty #URIRM A “9 FREIE” . BIAT 1. 30 5. 7. 9 MR R
ANRPRR R TR VR (RIS, MR, M, WIREE, AXEE). HRESHNED

BN 1, Bl C, Fun R
) ¢;>0

2)q=éf¢ﬁ

3) C,=1(i,j=12,--,n)

FEER W HE vk, 9 7 BETE B R i A IR R, PRI B2 4E — 58 B BE 3R bR 2 O 2t 2 B EAT €
EALHI . HH R 1~9 bREETTVE, WL 3.

Table 3. The scale of the judgment matrix and its meaning

3. FIBTRERE IR R E S X

5 IR C, K
1 i, j LR FAEEE 1
2 i LR TR EE 3
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Continued
3 i JLFEHj T FE BT 5
4 i LI j oK A E 7
5 i TCH L] TCF W EH 9
6 i JLE L j TR E 173
7 i JLER L j JOER W AN 1/5
8 i TR TR B EE 1/7
9 i TEE L j TER AN T 2 1/9

3) FUWTRE R AR B AR B

HI T B AR, IR R AN — 8 2 B — B RS A, AL BT IS 37 10 40 i AT — B
Ko X AHP L, S CR REFIWIEFER 5 BAT SRR @H AN CR<0.1, IO HIWTE
BeRE A b e o R O ) — A G, 75 DU 5 308 R D R e A

4) R HHEF?

HREE AR TS0 T B — B RA TR, ARRE AR II0E 1 2 R FBUE R
FEEAF . fE L, MRRZECROBRERF. AEE ERUE, Z U TSR ] DA R 21t
SR DR RO ) i KRR R b HEARFARE 1] 8 1 [

5) REHEP

JEESHEFP AT 2 R R i v 23 K ) B A28 Z AT T 5, R S 2= R X
B J2 AN B B . AESERRAE AR, 2 IR B — R B SR — B AT R IR

2.2.2. WEIRE

R — R WL V. PERHIAR AT RO Y, RI76 05 A R S0 5 B
SRATEMRLE, 2 F KSR 10 B2 . R IRUIR RAAPoh 2FE HTE 0 5
RS GARH s RIS % B FIEL, ATLARHGPEAE AL, B, AR AR b
OB HATTE . 7 SO LA o, LR S bR IO SRR L, PR BB SN & SRR AL,
FHERLRBUN 3 JEAR ORI IS IE, AT B 2L J b Ao

U m MEFTUE 0 AVEOERE, TERRIABIEIERE R=(r,)

rll 7"12 7"1"
12 4 I
21 11 2
R= : " (1
rml r;nZ o an mxn

Horp o, N5 7 MRS TS DI BN E
KA TRV E AR FE RN
D) THEE AR AN TH TR ERI TS p,
Py =1 i};’j (2)
2) W j R IIEE: e

¢;==k) p;-Inp; 3)
i=1
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Hr, k= 1/Inm.
3) HIL ) AR w,

w, :(l—ej)/zn:(l—ej) (4)

2.2.3. AL

BT T E AR R R, AFEFRFRERNAE, TEEELSGE, NEBRAR RN, &2
FEbR AT AR HEAL A B o 5 FH ) T RN AR 22, AHIT 5 R ER Ih 30 R B0 48 b B 1E AT TE R A LA 3
Iha R B — T PR AR i — MR AR RV, DR LR, UARYHMEAN TR, 5
FARVRIEINE . AR CIRAR o AT — KRR IEREAR, XIS R T RA S KR 5
— R AR RR, AR EUE NS R TR A 50 R 8 . BAhRuE b A B4 A SUFTR, BUETE 0~1

Z ).
NRCEEL Y
X, —minx,,
xy=—t ' (0<x/ <) (5)
max xl./. —min xU.
JUEE =y i
max x, — X, ,
x| —#(os;@j sl) (6)

max x; — min x;

2.2.4. MEMIVEETE
AR A B S AR N TG A 250 R R K AT V- o RN T IR 5 47 A VR I &5 SRR
MBI TE R RARECA v, 5 ) DRIV w, » WIARMITIAEPR L35F AR IIITAN 22 s 3K(7) o
y= iwj X (7)

=1

~

3. M THEAEF & RAKESEMR
3.1. BEKIR

CIEMTE “+=H" 1EARLTFREMLN(2016~2020 4)) T 4 K323 MRIESER. BIsZENTE
KA R BLGETEN A, HENEASEEER HKF By WIELZEEFIH By 1o H) By IR B, iX
VU5 . $8FRE—35 23 MEWRAR, W& 4.

Table 4. Indicator layer data (2016-2020)
Fz 4. IBAREHIR(2016~2020)

Hizlz T2 Eiztan~ 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
BHIE HE T/ Cny 33234 35363 37627 4003.7 4400

BT R X A 7= SE AR FERR R (%) Cra 8.92 10.68 1277 1528 18

EHRGTRRE R K By 7176 GDP F/K & T (%) Cis 445 6.11 8.4 11.55 15

LB A

iy GDP @ I HE b (R /MZ90) Ce - 707.09  653.11 60325  557.19 511

B TV IME K ZE 75 K/ i 7T) Cis 1434 1376 13.2 1266  12.1

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2019.92033 230 IS RI R


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2019.92033

BREZ L 5

Continued
Tk A ZE AR (%) Cu 93.61 9469 9579  96.89 98
TV HKEZFIHIZE (%) Cn 8821 8939 9058  91.79 93
ARG K AL BB AR KR 28(%) Cos 1727 1836  19.52  20.75 22
B R FD TR (%) Cos 5043 5479 5954 647 70
FAE BEUR [N SOFI (%) Cos 7031 74.83  79.65  84.78 90
BHIRLEAFIH B, FEF LA R 2(%) Cas 91.62 9318 9477  96.38 98
BAVEW KA BRI ZE C 0596  0.602  0.608  0.614  0.62
PR ZRE R ZE(%) Cas 9441 9578  97.17 9858 100
TEEF A T W7 BIRER S R (%) Coo 5927 6136 6351 6575 68
ERETH A AL IR #(%) Cano 91 91.99 9298  93.99 95
AL RRIR 5 — IR BEIRIH 27 LEE (%) Con 6.65 737 8.18 9.07 10
TV RIKEARHTIEE (%) Ca 98.69  98.89  99.09  99.29  99.5
15454 B; A E DR TG FH AL IR (%) Co 100 100 100 100 100
F 254 COD (%) Cxs 5.04 6.17 7.55 923 11.08
15 PR B AL AL B AL B LA (%) Ca 9441 9578  97.17 9858 100
I DX P AR SRR [ e EEA9)(%) Caa 7847 8076  83.12  85.56 88
BLRil B By
BARANY R WA IR (%) Cas 53.1 5795 6325  69.04 75

IRAEHT RS A R B RN (%) Ce - 873 90.33 9347  96.72 100
BHRIR: R M =T MEIRE5 R EMERI(2016~2020 4E)) EEE I H155.

3.2. NEWHE

1) N Z R E KR 52 ——AHP

SEERM T EIR GG R EHE ARG DL, E AL IR MR RSR PN FER KV o B 2 43 BT (AHP)
SHEN E AR AT A EHET AT USRI 38 hr AR M T G R 2 5 S FL FE HE P . 83 Matlab2014R it
A . CIFICR. W3 5.

max

Table 5. Judgment matrix

5. FIHREERER

A-B FIRP MK By FHRLEFIH B, 5 L1 Bs FRl&E By M
L= MK By 1 2 3 1 0.3630
BHIREREHIH B, 12 1 3 2 0.3020

V5 YA By 1/3 1/3 1 12 0.1060
FERH VI By 1 12 2 1 0.2290

HF A-B ERE, E A Ao SHIT0T 0 CI=0.0569, CR=0.0639<0.10 .t g5t & iF
MR RIBCE R4, WA 5 MisdE—4. EEMEHIT A BIE~HKF By (0.3630), RIELEAFH B,
(0.3020), F:Aiti& it By (0.2290), ¥54A% ] B, (0.1060).
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2) FEARERE R € ——RPUE
Bt Matlab2014R VFH TSR ZFIRE, Wik 6, 43H1AN:

Table 6. Target layer and indicator layer weights
# 6. BIFEFERENE

SRV HEN 2 L WB, Bt~ REWC, W,
FIRF R OT/M) Cy 0.8549 0.3103
BRI A ME BEREFE(R(%) Cia 0.0029 0.0011
B KT B, 0.3630 7376 GDP /K& T (%) Ci3 0.0020 0.0007
A7 GDP &5 FH Hb o AR (BT /A4 0T) Cua 0.1372 0.0498
B TV IME FH /K & (2 J5 K/ JT 76) Cis 0.0030 0.0011
ok R RS R (%) Ca 0.1365 0.0412
Tl K EZ M (%) Cr 0.1291 0.0390
SRR K AR B B R A2 KR (%) Cos 0.0277 0.0084
BB R F I AR 2R (%) Caa 0.0847 0.0256
AR BRI USRI 26.(%) Cos 0.1132 0.0342
BHIRERG A B, 0.3020 FEFFERA R 2(%) Cas 0.1350 0.0408
ﬁf?,ffzi [;E A EBKA BRI 25 Cyy 0.0009 0.0003
TR A 5B FI (%) Cos 0.1384 0.0418
T R AR (%) Co 0.0904 0.0273
HE LR ISR (%) Caio 0.1325 0.0400
AR RETR 5 — IR ARIRIH 2% ELE (%) Cony 0.0116 0.0035
TV AKIEARHERR (%) C 0.4794 0.0508
V5 YAz By 0.1060 A E DR TG H AL B (%) Ca 0.4839 0.0513
FEE5 ) COD JBHER (%) Css 0.0367 0.0039
158 FEIRA AL FR A LA (%) Ca 0.2919 0.0668
P 02290 I X AR B ERAVE [ U EEA1(%) Ca 0.2476 0.0567
AL FE A B (%) Ca 0.1828 0.0419
AR B BE AR AR A SR EEA91(%) Caa 0.2776 0.0636

3.3. EREFERIEHHE

3.3.1. BEHFRELLIE

FRABARM T “+ =107 JEIETE R R (2016~2020)HIFE 4R, W1 E 2020 £ H ARE ik &
2015 FFIILRECNA RVHE . W58 7, S THIBMATEE, 325 544)(S0,, COD, NH;-N, NO, ) k= H
COD JHER AR, $8FrZ 23 NME R, HA7 GDP 28I Hb o5 FH AU (T /A2 70) AN B A7 T 38 e i /K &
QLI KT ey NG R, HoAx 21 ANEACA IETR R .
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Table 7. The satisfaction value and the lowest value of each evaluation index

= 7. BNMERNHEEENRRE

Hizrz HEN 2 a2 WEA ARVE  EREE
BHRE RS E Cy 4400 3250 +
BRI X AR P SE REFERRR(%) C)y 18 6 +
PR K B, 7178 GDP H7K & T [%(%) Cis 15 0 +
i, GDP g G M (E/ALTT) Cy - 511 753 —
AL DAV IME /K 8L KT TT) Cs 12.1 14.9 —
Tl A LA I 2(%) Cy 98 92.5 +
TV HKESFIHZ (%) Cp 93 87 +
BT K A B it T AR KR 2(%) Cos 22 16 +
BIHEFYHIEUFHZE(%) Co 70 45 +
FEAE BEUR IRTSCR FH 26(%) Cos 90 65 +
e FHRLEEFIH B, FEFFLEA T 26(%) Cas 98 90 +
{%jfﬁf F AR KA A R H Cyy 0.62 0.59 +
WA 255 R (%) Cag 100 93 +
W= IR LR G (%) Coo 68 57 +
BRI HOR F #(%) Cao 95 90 +
R4 AT R 5 — X BE VR PR L (%) Con 10 5.7 +
LAV R A IEFF B (%) Cy 99.5 98.5 +
5 Jedz il B, A SRR FE AL L2 (%) Csy 100 100 +
F BG4 COD JHEZE (%) Css 11.08 0 +
15 U8 B IR AR FE b B HAI(%) Cyy 100 93 +
. 3 X P A R YRR [0 L 81 (%) Cp 88 76 +
Bkt By
FRARNY R T T RIS (%) Cas 75 47 +
WA TR I B R SR LLAR1(%) Cyy - 100 84 +

X T AT E R AL BN 8.

Table 8. Dimensionless data

F 8. LEWILHIE

2016 2017 2018 2019 2020
PR AR Oy 0.0638 0.2490 0.4458 0.6554 1
AL AR S E BEARFEAR (%) Cia 0.2433 0.3900 0.5642 0.7733 1
Ji7t GDP FI7/K & FF%(%) Cis 0.2967 0.4073 0.5600 0.7700 1
AL GDP ¥ b o5 FRUBL(RT /AL TT) Ca 0.1897 0.4128 0.6188 0.8091 1
AL T3 IME K E LK/ T TT) Cis 0.2 0.4071 0.6071 0.8 1
VAR R ERE R 2(%) Ca 0.2018 0.3982 0.5982 0.7982 1
Tk K E I #(%) Con 0.2017 0.3983 0.5967 0.7983 1
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Continued
WS K AR B AR KR 28(%) Cos 02117 0.3933 0.5867 0.7917 1
B A IR R T 2E.(%) Cas 0.2172 0.3916 0.5816 0.788 1
FAE BEUE ISR FH 2(%) Cos 0.2124 0.3932 0.586 0.7912 1
FEFF 45 R H (%) Cas 0.2025 0.3975 0.5963 0.7975 1
PNV HEM KA A H R Cy 0.2033 0.4000 0.5967 0.8000 1
TR 2R G R Z(%) Cos 0.2014 0.3971 0.5957 0.7971 1
W= RIRLE A IR (%) Co 0.2064 0.3964 0.5918 0.7955 1
AL IR I #(%) Cano 0.2 0.398 0.596 0.798 1
A A BRIR o — IR AR IR 2% EL (%) Can 0.2209 0.3884 0.5767 0.7837 1
LAV RA B HIEZE (%) C 0.19 0.39 0.59 0.79 1
AT BIR T EAALFR (%) Cx 1 1 1 1 1
F 254 COD (%) Css 0.4549 0.5569 0.6814 0.8330 1
15 YR B AL 3 b B LB (%) Ca 0.2014 0.3971 0.5957 0.7971 1
I XA BRI [ LA (%) Ca 0.2058 0.3967 0.5933 0.7967 1
B ANV IR T BMCEE (%) Cas 0.2179 0.3911 0.5804 0.7871 1
IREEHT B A R R S L AT (%) Caa 0.2063 0.3956 0.5919 0.7950 1

33.2. BEHEFERIBHRETE
FREEZEMEIBOERI AR, FIFH Matlab 1154 “F =7 WG TR R EIEE, AR &N
Rk AT AL, HARERE WK 9,

Table 9. Xuzhou circular economy development index and criteria layer index (2016-2020)

F 9. RMTEIEF R RIBHACEN ZE1E5(2016~2020)

80y a2 DE R IR R AP TR A T 5 etz il S it
2016 0.202 0.030 0.062 0.063 0.047
2017 0.383 0.099 0.120 0.073 0.091
2018 0.569 0.171 0.179 0.084 0.135
2019 0.763 0.246 0.240 0.095 0.182
2020 1.000 0.363 0.302 0.106 0.229

wlE 2, @IEIEEA A, ‘=07 WM TER AT R EIREGRD BT, (RN TR A5 K R
R LT o
3.4. SCiE/NEE

MEEA L AT 45 -, 20016 :~2020 45N T IEIA L 57 KB UBARK T BIF, 1BRLTRER
B BIEFEHACE. BIRGER AT 15 e ML nt oi ) S0P Ra BT . /e RN “+
= TEIAEGE R EMEN(2016~2020 4F)) HIER.
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Figure 2. Xuzhou Circular Economy Development Index and Criteria Layer Index (2016~2020)

B 2. RN TR RS & RARBURAEN E4E51(2016~2020)
4. BMTHERIEIFLFHISKHERE

FENLARA AN . DA XL PRI R PV AR R A 2 DUA 4K IR TR & AW
TR 2 GEARHINLEI Q08T R B RBOR, REEIEHR TR R
4.1. B “NUf—” REHREFiER

TR TH KRG 2 DR AEAE S B A A D) SR B Lt b, 5B AR N T SERR B 0L, ANReE IR “Jeig gy,
JERHL” K2, DAUE EAIAEIA AL PEIA Y X, PRI AR A R A DU AR BIAE
RAEVHER, W, Rl BRI E S B, @b Bl R IEEARN AR, 42
e GRS KT A B IR A R, SEBUR M T ar A R
4.2 HEHHIETREF S BIHLBIQIST

RN K RGP AW A RINLE A . “ =07 W, B RE ORI STHE,
ENLAEIRATER “ LERM+Y G, BURTARSS AL, HEAT A7 DO SR . PR A0 AR SR R
JUAL B, AN HEREAR PN IE IR 2 5 A HI L 815 .
4.3. UM B SRBIR

B BB G S RE T 3 R BLA B8 G IR TE X PR 2 5 T LASCRF, $2 i B < P F AR A A i
QUFT R BT 0, B AL B IR RAT S 08 AP ZF B 08k, BideRms . OREE . BhBTAH 5555 2 SEAd 95 U7 5.
wRgEE RS, (RHRAT S RN K )R RGOS I SCREFF A 2 AF I B2 U506 34 R F A i i
BENA b A [ B R G XA A 2 T 4 b A T AR Bt . R e iR 1R 51, d e
SROVFRIE R . SRR B & SR BRI A I U H & 8. Uit & ARSI & Rk b &
EHEWH

2015 FEEFALRHEESITH (15BGL144), 2016 FARIMNPFZHIH (KC16RH132), &M TH %t 2017
SEREAEAGE DN G RITUE « “ARM T IER AT R JEACELE G M7 (XCX2017211).

SE ik
[1]1  TEARET KB Fabr A R (2017 FiR) [S].
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(2]
(3]

(9]

BTt = IR A B R B LR(2016-2020) [Z].
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