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Abstract

Based on the relevant domestic and overseas literatures of green building materials for interior
design and decoration, the factors for the use of green building materials have been discussed.
Furthermore, by fuzzy analytic hierarchy process and questionnaire analysis, the relative impor-
tance of the factors above has been assessed and four key factors for “reducing environmental
pollution” are selected.
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Fecy 2 O 3 el - v/ O AL e ES T 2P 3 1l wh 5 N 7 e SO SR BT e B P o S5 4 Z Ui
K CPARBE . I LAER R MR AR S R B R I A . I, A A
Wrdd e, REVRAT AR ABZE N [, S ALEM AWIEIL, @A AT A R, R
WREAL S ANE KR A EAGH R SR, R ARG E B RAT I R R BT . 2013 A T
=7 PR, (REEM A KNEEIZIARE! “PIe” 2RI GO P LR R
TUEIE: NPRAERE SR LA AR, SRR AE R R e, OPRG A AT Sk LA 7 H S AE R E
J7H R FN, R EORE G . 2013 4E 1 A 15 H, EZRNZE. HEEKAEHE 7 (Gt
AT %), (SRE@EM™ o H D) il TAF b 2w R 3.

BETI, ACEEHITEE N B 5RE TR RIS O @M A R R R

2. BENE

AT T IR SRR B it sk, S5 A B, IR PEA Rk A T R ST A
PRIZR Z RS L, IR R a U R RIR . SR R Wik s & 7RISR AR 5 R IR i
¥ TR,

2.1. BRSHE(AHP)

FERSERH R R, 2 HAAZEENE, HFENZ & EERRm, FUre Sy, A 0B
5 B VE MR Fe 54 A PRI PEAY . SR FEE (Decision Theory) & & 1 #8435 2 LA 2 58 H AR 58 B0 A
AR B —HE N B bR eR B, AR PG 7 VERR O 22 1R I 1R 58 (Multi-Criteria Decision Making Method,
MCDM). 1fj Z e g7, E R (Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP) i T H ik i 8, H&R S #
H, 1) R B FE A

JER AT N6 B UL 2% 68 K 24 33% Saaty T+ 1971 4= 03 [ [ B R E AT AR IR 1) 2 T AR I BT R 8
F 1972 RT3 E E R RE R G S T o6 E AR R DTk DAk B BT B AT s 1973 4E
Saaty N 75T FFRZEIS N R AT H T, S5 E IR TS # S . 25d Saaty AWiEIE, 45T 1980
R — BRI R[] BEE I A HERS, AHP (RSB H 252 . ERF AHP b5 5 24 1]
R, KRBT X 54 T AIAA DB

1) FEHGR 5 EE A E . BRI B RN L RS, ORI, MR I 2 A 56
S, B EOE I B 0 . EERIES IR, K T RERS IR R SR 1 R R A
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2) FENLZIREEN o FRHRL I AT I BT ARAE I . RELEARAE I B AT R, M E IR
ik JRIRIIESLAERHUH EE RET, BT R AR BCRIUE N E R, mUTRES L
FIHARZR R JRIRZFERRE, MALSERR A @ 2 B2 ETTE . RN L, 2R B R mdf A
SLPE, BB EAMAE AU EZ MR, A REER BB U ROV E, AT ARK R AT S T
VES AL TG, FEINCAE I AL

3) MBBiItHIHA. & RRERAR L RUCE R, AT o b, xhE—
B BT RS, VRS RIERSEARI D ORI, RIFESEE 2, ME R, 2, 2 A E
2, R T HE 1. 3. 5. 7. 9 AWUANREN T LANEAREZZE, JHFKT 2. 4. 6. 8 IfiTE(H.

4) R B . AR G AP BRI AR, S Ont LR S X B R, SRR TR Z
TR RFIE I AR Oz R IR AU SE &, B E S R AU E B R A5 5 a7 SR AR R S i -

5) BARRIR — BN o F5 R A FUXT A B — B AR RE AT & BRI i ZiAer AN SR IR G
M —tE . WAV R RER ) — BV AT G 2R, SRR R IR B ORI [, 2 AT
TR L RIRI 7T o

6) BT RIS BRI EE SR AR, WA BT RS BN, MK R A
JBIRZ A AR R, K e PR S e 2 A A R O R R A, AR AR 0 N A
FRMMRRS T RS RIHEAR RSN, 75 70 A TH SRR — RGE AU RERG VPR, DLUER
Lot

2.2. EHIESTEIR(FST)

TEIS ARG B, (ARG KRB, R B0 2 SCR TR, 9] 5 N 788 s 7K~ 1
MEAR T 255 . BORIEIS ORI A T A I S ) A W e A b, B ORI, R A
W s AR B ATIE R LGRS =2 HE IS BN R BRI G, DAk e iR 2 4%
GURE I B T VE P GV R e IS s e ER O AT B T A R B B ASR R SR R P A DG Ak ) L ST 2 45 i)
TREAAS L% 10 00 DA R AN ff i R N R ke ek o B, AN g oo f il 0 R 5 R 2 1 e, A
UF DB TR A S R vk . DU ER BORIAE S 3R 2 X B, AR H EF
R .

Zadeh ##% T 1965 & H R 45 A4 FE18 (Fuzzy Set Theory) [2], HATE XHIBMES T : 4 U Aitie
AR %, BN (Universe of Discourse); I8 RN RIMMOTE, LLx £ons U _LH— AR
TEHA, 2R MTEExeU , 88 DRE T, (x)e[0,1], FRHA x FJ&T 7 A BIFEE, 8 £, (x) B
PR T4 A TS B8 5 (Membership Function). 4 A ISR B £, (x) REUE T 0 811, £, (x) WAL
BN AR R A, T A AR A A A S B, FONERI SRS

TR 5 A 10 5 (Height) 2 48 i kSR JB R (Degree of Membership), TfibriHE AL K (Normalized) Bk 45
HMRIBZEGZDE A TCRZFBELN 1. Flun, #—BEk b EEE 90 km/h BLEFRAE R, 60
km/h 2 90 km/h FRy— B, 423k 60 km/h BLR ROy 8, W “ st P72 B4R & A R LU BB
"

0, X < 60;
fa(x)= % 60 < x < 90; 2.1)
1 x> 90,

oo H RIS R BT = R AR, s )W T=/E.
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2.3. ERIBXDHTE(FAHP)

Buckley (1985, 2001)# Hi#5U4 J2 7 23 #1i% (Fuzzy Analytic Hierarchy Process, FAHP), I LUfiF 1k 2 v I
R R[3]. M7 iEFE BRI AR A B S4BT, ARG 7 ORI T 7 RVFIE S 1) g v, ik
LR EATIZ RGN, FIWT A R 2R BT S A (AR o B R RS, DA AN R 3R BT S A E B
AT R 85 ARV R K BT B0 TR AR, B4 B AT Tk

FAHP 2 3= 25 S AR & — TR IE = MR s ok o, HPRAR A e 1 s

FAHP Z$ATD B, A T LA L ZE Y BL:

1) ERSLJZ RGBTSR A B H Bont B R R 5

2) FESL = ARSI, M B ABOR ) R R ORI

3) B Bl — S A I

4) tHH o-cut fH:

5) FREI I ERAL 5

7) WIS B, KR R B B AHET .

I RS, B E R 4 AHP BUE B IE, AR DAL ST s, I 55 T
FHI PR SR 25 A B T eI 52, & — /M T AT A
3. [t

K R)SZRA NIRRT AZKREBER, B BRI E B G a@M AR, MR
LTRWRGEHR A ORI AR, rTHUESE ZE K. EBMERSH, wE 1R,

AW TR TG HH 1) S B R 2R 3R AT I 9 JRt LA, DA RN A b T Ry AR G B o T A DA RO
AR EWMERN A IAER, BT 1. 3. 5. 7. 9 MR, AT RAEARERAYANER, W
T 2. 4. 6. 8HIMTEAL. FEUMAME, FAMRERRLYIFEREEN K THIIFEE.

IF) 5 YR A GO R P BURF . EARRL R UL ERE R, M LR &K ZARAEK,
ITBWLG. P RL R — B REIL 20 4, WA AN: @M T @8E 44, ENKBEEE 44,
BUMRR TAEN G 1 4, BURE TRAMITMTA L4, ERHAHEE 24, KRERKHECELE

Table 1. Evaluation scale for relative importance (Buckley, 1985)
= 1. X EEM TS RE (Buckley, 1985)

AR 1E = f BRI
7% [ 4 L 2L (1,1,1)
EES: i (112
T Wi 6] (1,2,3)
2 (234)
N THHE I (3/4,5)
i o (4.5.6)
T Wi 18 (5,6,7)
I ER (6,7.8)
AT HHE I (7,8,9)
ot % o (8.9.9)
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Figure 1. Hierarchy of factor for improving the using rate of the green building
materials

E 1 eREMEAFEREZEEZER RSN

K4 %, ENBBHEEE S L. ot gy —8ttE, REGHHE 15 4y, HMEGHERN
75%. ANERETHE LS T SCER[4] [5] [6] [T1HI A
4, ER5118

AT 78 S 8 SRR TR AR = RS S SR @AM 2 PR, TR ERAS S AT S R R T
SR, B HER NS RGN F R s T 2w 2 BB 0. NIRIG SV R T 2 AR
SR E U o A D PP AR LR, SRS SR IR T AU, RGN 2 R R RS
PECABE 0 M o A 1050 M, A% T SCHR[8] [9].
4.1, FHEERINE

BRI BEE S TR NG RITEYE, HENEM T, LR kT,
411 F—EEXEEZIEWME

HHOR P RS REE, IFRIH = A A ROLB]), DRSS Z R R AR oy, 855014 2 Fos.

TSR 2N BRAE K HA 6 N LT 8. AL, an3e 3 fios.
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BT = SO SO AT SR AR R LT P28, RO WERE SRR A, W05 4 P

THELA R 3R 2 b BRAR A FORDS LA LT P2 8, AL, 0 5 o

TNV R E 4 DMl = MEisce b b PRI AR O = B, A R SR R

RBRIE, RS RMES] T4 6 .

I EIR AT AIED, SRTPE N BRSO M 2 RN R, D@ E s O E 2 R
U BB M N B AE SR UEFHNRIEE ERGIRTY, JFREIE E SR e | WM E R, ekl
WEX TR OEMIERAE TN Z T B8, OEM IR 2 AR . 5 RIRSBR
RIBSRIR (I 7 B
EEXfeas R, PBEAERER BN, K “GE@ihlE” REXNTRITENRBaROEM Y

Table 2. Triangular fuzzy numbers after integrating the experts’ questionnaires

2 BAREROEFEN=HEMHK

BUFEUR FEgEL e e W
BUFEUR 1.00,1.00,1.00 0.21,0.28,0.38 0.19,0.25,0.35 0.41,0.55,0.83
SO 2.67,3.63,4.74 1.00,1.00,1.00 2.05,2.58,3.36 1.59,2.23,3.23
el 2.87,4.07,5.35 0.30,0.39,0.49 1.00,1.00,1.00 0.68,1.07,1.51
ke 1.20,1.81,2.43 0.31,0.45,0.63 0.66,0.94,1.46 1.00,1.00,1.00
Table 3. Geometric mean and weight of lower limit value
% 3. TIREMNJUAEHHENE
TRRAE BURBUR s ML E Rl MEkiEa TP 355 AE
B BE 1.00 0.21 0.19 0.41 0.36 0.10
SRR 267 1.00 2.05 1.59 1.72 0.47
AV 2.87 0.30 1.00 0.68 0.87 0.24
W 1.20 0.31 0.66 1.00 0.70 0.19
Table 4. Intermediate values and consistency checks
= 4. PEER—BERE
HpE)E BUNEGE @il BedohkE JUfA[~F 3555 N E B R A
B BE 1.00 0.28 0.25 0.55 0.44 0.10 0.39 415
SRR E 3.63 1.00 2.58 2.23 2.14 0.46 1.88 4.10
el 4,07 0.39 1.00 1.07 1.14 0.25 1.02 417
NEkiEq 1.81 0.45 0.94 1.00 0.93 0.20 0.81 4,02
Table 5. Geometric mean and weight of upper limit value
% 5. ERREMJUTEHHENE
BRAE BB MR Rt ke JIRCR Sk BLE
BUFEUR 1.00 0.38 0.35 0.83 0.57 0.10
SRR 4.80 1.00 3.36 3.23 2.69 0.46
el 5.35 0.49 1.00 1.51 1.41 0.24
W 2.44 0.63 1.46 1.0010 1.23 0.21
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K, HEHE

WA 2, HMEM B BLZ 3R T = A R S L@ M 2 b B R — 2, HANATHtdE.

412 BERXERZEHNE

WARSE 2RI E T P, A58 = 2 oot 5, 30 mitit .

B BUCE S = 2 R R R RO R R R I 8 . AR,  “HEbriEp” N —HEBEH
7, IARERATIR T 2625 fEREERMRIR S, T ERE AR, 68, LB EERH.

SGEEM S =R RE R OB EERHFE 9 fin. AHEEH, “BRARSEE NARE
RN ER, RS LR RIS R BGE, & E# 9o BRIBOE,  THBOR 1
NSBNZA w E  EE S IR, DASR RS (5 i P I A B P 7 1

BAS WL 58 =2 KR R BOIR A e HEF a0 3E 10 Fion e AMERH, Lk AR
ZEREEMHNE, MEZHEER, BEEIHIEST TR EEM AR, Wil 2k 8T R &
(HET 5 2 AR O Yol A SR A OGS s TBUR X A8 B T E 3 A G BR RE U SRl S AN A
e B A s IR .

MW E S =2 R IR E A S I E 11 iR, AMEE L,  “SR b s e A
REZ BEBEHE, SGOEMOMIE . ESGOEM. KR REM. Sk, HAEs

Table 6. Triangular fuzzy number after adding the adjusted coefficient

6. MANFERYEZ = AIRWH

fEE SR TRE LB _EBRAE LV ARAA)
BURFEUR 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10
LR 0.46 0.46 0.47 0.46 0.46
EBRIhkE 0.23 0.25 0.25 0.24 0.21
HHFE 0.19 0.20 0.21 0.20 0.20

Table 7. Fuzzy weight value of each indicator in the second level

7. BRRBIERIEMNER

O AN B T ORI 1 4
Sl 0.46 1
sl 0.24 2

P 0.20 3
BURF B 0.10 4

BRI —SUEER: C..=0.04, CR.=0.04

Table 8. Fuzzy weight values of all factors in the subordinate level of government policy

F* 8 HFHRTREZERZERNRMINEE

BUBUCE TR H =2 RO E A ERV e
B bR 0.58 1
LR TR T I R T 0.25 2
= SaRC vy R RN 0.09 3
LM E 0.08 4

BUFECEN & R —gE tk=. C.1.=0.09, CR.=0.10
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A, HARER . BAEA. BPER. R W55 BASOEMARE TR BB R, R
R RNV 2, RS M He Ry 2 S L M IO S0 2 B 3R T

4.2. RREBERSTHT

JE R R B AR A JZ VR R AR KN AT B B HE P 45 3, 3R 12 Ao . iRIESR 12 A
EH, SEEBREENES, KIESFIRI=F “BRIAEIGE” « “ERNBBMRIEET” D& T
TR AR F S MIRRGHRE, “st@ZilbE” ERASNESSGEEM R ERE P
WL EER A,

4.3. &ip

AW 7 A AR 2 U i e AR T Y 3E s s e i@ b 4t 2 e IR & s %, B HIIRTEE
WS SR M 2 R R . ZE5 IR SCER PRI R 0T S SESS b4t R, AL TR JLs 4518

1) FEREESH, BATRIEA NG SO @E M 2 B R R, StEdmlE R
AR EE, RRKFAEEEIHEE. HE SHFBUR.

Table 9. Fuzzy weight values of all factors in the subordinate level of green building materials industry

F9. FEEMIETRE=ZERSERNRMNEE

GO TS =R ORI A EN
BEAR A B35y 047 1

E NS R R T 021 2
P TR RE RS T 0.20 3

P & BUR B 30 0.12 4

s @M E NEZ Rz — 8% C1.=0.02, C.R.=0.02

Table 10. Fuzzy weight values of all factors in the subordinate level of decoration and design industry

F 10, RERITIETREE=ZRREEAZHIEMNEE

BB TR =R ORI 1 EN
A 0.37 1
PRI 28 AL 2 0.30 2
PN N8 3 0.18 3
MR E S 0.15 4

BT R Emfbr 2 —8iktk#: C.1.=0.03, C.R.=0.00

Table 11. Fuzzy weight values of all factors in the subordinate level of consumers

F 11 HBEETREZBREERZNEMNEER

HRE TR =2 R A #iIK
LR RS K R 0.45 1
FETHm AR 0.31 2
W% 25 1 0.13 3
N R G % 0.11 4

WHE N R EmEr 2 —8EL®R: C.1.=0.01, CR.=0.01
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Table 12. Factor weight table of the overall hierarchical
=12, BERRBEKEZRNER

BRRRAER BZERAER JE IR B Her

=l rag 0.58 0.058 9
St A R 0.08 0.008 16

BB 0.10
ES AR ELY P TR R ) 0.09 0.009 15
SO MR E ISR T 0.25 0.025 13
fic & BUR BURES) 0.12 0.055 6
FEAR IR BT TS Yo 0.47 0.216 1

s @M E 0.46
PV T R TG 0.20 0.092 3

oA S A e o A o L T

i 0.37 0.089 5
W RHER 0.15 0.036 11

il 0.24
NN )& 3: 0.18 0.043 10
PRBEH 2B B 0.30 0.072 7
T3 0.31 0.062 8
N g FRAR fa 5 0.11 0.022 14

NEkiga 0.20
SR M TR AN R R 0.45 0.090 4
MIEERE 0.13 0.026 12

2) H=RRER DN, BAVE T = B 2k (U M 2 SC B R B AR O PR A S5 G
FNREHEHESRTE POLTHRYERF S ) O i AR

3) B=JRRIAZR A, RS ZA S KIS RN R 2 5 2, T RS i5 G () F 2L
Jr AUt ZR RS, T AR AT R A SR T S Ak UM 7 i A SR R R gt s O 1 A
AR RAEE, RN, SATEEMSRT B T R AR 54 7).

PA b2 H7 5 SERR BT, BEIIRAIE B ASHIT 7870 M7 A AR 11
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