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Abstract

Taking Dalian Minzu University (Jinshitan Campus) as an example, this paper systematically sorts
out the factors affecting the garbage classification and treatment system, establishes an evaluation
model by using analytic hierarchy process (AHP), assigns weights to the influencing factors of each
layer, and formulates reasonable and feasible implementation suggestions according to the re-
sults.
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Figure 1. Garbage classification index system
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Table 1. Weight index reference table
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Table 2. A-B judgment matrix of criterion layer to target layer

%= 2. ENEX BFRER A-B FI i 5ERE
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7r2Kisk B, 1 1/4 14
PRI B, 4 1 1
551Uk By 4 1 1
Table 3. B;-C judgment matrix of scheme layer versus criterion layer
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Table 4. B,-C judgment matrix of scheme layer versus criterion layer
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Table 5. B3-C judgment matrix of scheme layer versus criterion layer
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Table 6. Total target layer weight table
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Table 7. Weight ordering table of each scheme layer
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Table 8. Average random consistency index RI
iz 8. FIIREM—FIEEHR RI

n 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
RI 0 0.0001 0.52 0.89 112 1.36 1.41 1.46 1.49 1.52
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