Management Science and Engineering ‘& Bl % 5 T.F8, 2022, 11(4), 479-487 Hans iXiih
Published Online December 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/mse
https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2022.114060

RREETFATEPAUREZEERE
fEPRiE R VS P R

— AT AR O GLR AT LR S 1

X ¥, XN F, KR4
FEARTRREBRAERAR, dba

Wk H i) 20224F11H13H: A HEHM: 2022412 73 H; KA H: 20224512 15H

H E

FERGLE, BAEMERARERT, FEANERN T HERPE SR RIVR, B0V ER, SHEN
A mRiEREHE T PEA RS, 6. RREERBHMLAWIFRERER. RTZERE
RRPHAENSSAEEE AR, REMUBEINTNETHEFES T RSN, BRZIRIR
B RE SRR, S ELEHEE I U ERKBITREHTERE. KRR
HIZEEE H KR AR R P TS 5E S VMR IR AT RRERRE B, 12 FIERZR MR 720 Ak B T REAFE 1
BRI =FI RS RWBERPRARR, FHRBRGERIREIE T R A EA G, #HBh
T EAERMRE RS ENER R .

XKiEid

EintE R, RRERTHT, SBIRGLT, KEER

The Application of Exploratory Factor
Analysis on the Safe, Eco-Friendly and
High-Quality Development Evaluation
Indicators System of Refinery Enterprise

—Taking Market Competitiveness and Resource Sustainability as
Examples

Chang Liu, Yang Liu, Xiaohong Zhang

Sinopec Engineering Incorporation Ltd., Beijing

WEFIH: X, X, TRRA. WRERF N ER A 2 e m R et n ik RGP N AR, SRS T
2, 2022, 11(4): 479-487. DOI: 10.12677/mse.2022.114060


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/mse
https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2022.114060
https://doi.org/10.12677/mse.2022.114060
http://www.hanspub.org

Xy E

Received: Nov. 13”’, 2022; accepted: Dec. 3rd, 2022; published: Dec. 15th, 2022

Abstract

In the context of carbon dioxide peaking and carbon neutrality, Sinopec’s safe, eco-friendly, and
high-quality development evaluation indicators system of refinery enterprise was built based on
multiple domestically and internationally recognized indicator system in order to accurately as-
sess an enterprise’s development status and provide guidance for industrial restructure. However,
itis uncertain whether the indicator system is scientific and efficient. Many measurement analyses
only focus on the visual display of indicator scores, lacking reliability and validity analysis of the
indicator system itself, thus making it difficult for higher management to evaluate the current
status of the system. Taking market competitiveness and resource sustainability as examples of
tier 1 indicators, the main purpose of this study is to find possible problematic tier 3 indicators in
the system and major drawbacks of the system development process with the help of exploratory
factor analysis. This analysis could provide feedback to developers for further improvements and
assist Sinopec in the construction of a well-established indicator system.
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HEfA A G, SRR R RV IEAR PO A R (BL T AR sh o st s B B AR AR 1A &)
FE B AR BIELR G XTLE T E AN 2 DA R R R HE 1, T T HE R R R KT 4
BhAill ) 52 & BRI SR PR PP AR R o 23RS IR R NS — R bs, AT Idahsdlg, BN —T
Irs INK—RARFR I S A T AT & B B s SO T 58 4 0. SROMRBREE ) BHRRER T 58
BEJI. AR LARES . BHLEIIRES . HR ). FRARIUS 708 IR Aolk A2 i Fe bR B (AR 45 RAR
NAZIRARIO B TSR AT AR 3. BN SR] DU A VAR 5 R hR A9 45 205 A BUIR A H 25 45
r, JEEERTIIT A R FRAR A RO AR R A SR BRI T R SRR T D7, Bl
IIHTER T T 75 I T A AR B 0 A A 2 e S e B R AR AR AR R B B BT SEVEATAERA R EAT I8 IE
M IFR A RR AR AR I R

2. HAREH

FATHT 2019 % 2021 FERTL BT AT B 24 IR $EAR1S 7312847 T Cronbach’s o RETT
AN T rdi R BN, WG 5E4 )15 B0 v Re LRt JJE A — R br b2 (5 BE R R
T, Cronbach’s o 15 J& 43 7ilik %] 0.68 I 0.52, HHH P I — AR (1 T I8 = ZHARAR I BN & T —ANFRIT,
P — S B w2 AR BE (1] [2] [3], HFE & T HEAT S5 M RUEEATIG B T B 2% A, BRI BME BE R S0 bR vtE[4]
T F B LI — AR AR B AN IE G AT S AT, 75 ZE4BAr i 2 X e bR AT B 2US Bk AT J5 820 i o

Wi 5e g R GHIR T FELLae I s 15 DN =R dehai. 15 g 1R L T ) 56 4
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1y BN ZRARG R, BIEEAIRE (O A BEARRERE). W55 XS (L E R LR, A
MOSA B AR + gl sg a2/ + SRre MO 5 AE 2% ) AN JD B3R (4 53 55 sh A2 77 ) s BT ¢
HLRE TR AR AR FE BHE SR BUNR JI D7 T (P 58208 70, MBI A =ZHRRE 2, 252 BRI
(FRSRILAE 77) s REVRHFE(REIRTY 2 0 + Jion TP~ (EASHE + MR BRI BERE + Il PR R RE) AN 22 IR
MR A A BIR + mE SR + TIKREZFAER + Hi—H =),

3. #ffzRinRR

ARSOREET —PARR I A5 4 70 BRI R RE AT LU R AT -

1) e RN =RARIR IR S A BRI, T RER R R REATIRRYER 7247
2) RETTHR M A3E M R 7 R AR = AR A IR A A

3) KIEtRIA RN L.

4. PHRTE

RR AL 573 M7 (exploratory factor analysis)fe i #4 B A 2%k & (10 J5UIR AR B 456 /b BU LA AR
BB &, FRONRF o ARSI ) =R AR b2 IR &, 11— B A8hs 2 TRA AR 230 H i B 8 1
TATEFE R 1 psych #81(2.2.5 WiA) [SE NI TR, Zthinfean& 1 frox. Bartlett BRJEALLG[6]F0
KMO 56 [ 71473 3 FH TR 2 5 & A A T IR R LR 720 M7 . Bartlett BRIEAS L0 32 B2 46 £ A8 & [A] &
T EHRAL . KMO K6 S T AH5¢ REE 2 KRR I i 7 /A [R5 22 (communality, B K5 45 N 48
BT ZEMIRRERL) . KMO (EBIT 1 SR AL & R A DG PE AR . Kaiser 25 I FE B ARiE&: KMO fH >
0.7 B R T4 I RO R B, 1 KMO A < 0.5 A& & 3EAT IR T4 M1 [ 7]
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Figure 1. Exploratory factor analysis flow chart
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TR LG BT 5 LI R HO7 V2 32 Resr 43 Biridi (principal components: analysis)
A0 3= 5 K 25 v (principal axes factoring), 3 (IME— X BITE T BT o M B HERE[8]. £ R o Wi B s 8
PR AR T ZA A K77 24 R, A SRVPRAIA T 22 80 R ZE AR AE, IR KRG R 70 BT i 4y
WTHIAE G REGERERT 2R 1o 20T R T R B MELE I, X220 & A EE R
F R riEsE TR A R AR By, DARAE R T AT R A R . R R VR R b 4R
PRI A RF 7 2 AR ATy 25, DR FET A 28 0 L B A R 75 22 hy B AR, R RE, XT3
AR ARFFEAR SRR I B A BN T . R iz B S 2 e 2 S, E5REEE A L E sk
[8].

FEHER T 77 2k b, BT i B A TR B RS MR 5B eSS, #E
2 FAVERGTH I S S R B OOF AR M ENESE, RSB 5 2V Al RIS
R HFR %, 38 £ A5 )5 (squared multiple correlation) KA WA I AR 75 2. AREHHE
FEFEIORFIEAE, T84T 43t (parallel analysis) KA A& I K 1M R T PAT 0TIy, S 5
GEEHE AR B — e SR LR S, SRS X I SR R AT R AT, XTI 2 B AR R B
FHEARBCFAME, PR Ll 5 08 JE IR SR SR B R AE (AT L, DR R R v TR S 0 iy
9]

TEHE R TR iR b, BTk B R R TR BB GRS R L ESEBEEN, 5
., FRATVEERGT Hh G B M RO B MRS, FbE B R MR A A EIE, JERIUER
R TR, 18 £ oA J7 (squared multiple correlation) KA WA I A K 77 2% .. AREHHE
FEBERRAEAE, FERE P47 4387 (parallel analysis)Kff & A& K F AN TERMT AT /0T, 2 R
SR EHE AR B — o R RSN EE A, SR 5 0 X AU A R AT IR T AT, R e 5 B rpobE R 11 B
FHEARBOFAME, PR Lol 5 08 JE A B S B R B AT L, DR R AR o T RS s S 1 iy
T 9]

BT — G bR AE A R NG T 55 AE QS I, FRAT BB R IR A AR DG, DRI 3o 49 10 A2 e e v i
i DL P B KR 7 ik (varimax) [10], R bE AR e e 5 3047 IR A e i J5 I R 3R A S . e IS R kA
(factor loading)#i FE&E M fiifk, RN B EANIE — N AR T LA BRI, 1EIHAMA KT EREAa RN,
DR G B 25 5 6F A TR F-HEAT R o 3SR F- o A B 1) E AR B4R A TR - DA SO AR ik AT r 4, 8
HERRBEIEGE N AEFRE S, DAERT bR ] @ R 4T

5. sTHTeER

1 RIS SR IR G T, R RT RTR 2 B R AR TR A S R BOK T 0.3, AT BT R —2
Kl Bartlett BRIZAG LG 1) 25 S 7 AH DGR BEAS R PR AR B (351 p < 0.05), TREAAR R ARG R % .
KMO i = 0.55 > 0.5, RUIHIE AR RETERE T U, & ST IRRMER T 8. & 2 P47
Mg R, WAES psych AEH )b 3 @ SERER AN . ZERTIN R 7150 A BRPE R, FRATTIE06 —
AR, BPES Ak > 0.4 IR B R bR AN Rl 7 2 1R B WL RO & [11]. Fr KT 0.4 IERF
faf I TELR 2 1 R AR o

MFE 2 R, RFEAT IR F 5 S R T LIRS E TR B ZE AR, (B )5 BT
o BN BHE B P AR R B S T — 24.(26% + 19% > 26% + 18%). & — AN T Smiylise 4 9 H . B s bt
AR S B REAE . PR R AR — M R S ARG, AR TS O A AR
LEMESILE. BARTHFEZR, 2057 Er 2. BRikE 2 s 2R 7 0 Tl 5 B FE = FEAH G
BEURSRELAE 77+ Mt 5 D5 B FE AN Tl /K 5 R FH 2 ) 5 A AT R - A DG PE AR AR A, R B A R
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XZ =AM EBR IR L IR RE AR HAR (A B 77 2290 4 9 007, 0.01 A1 0), PRIEAT LA R8I B i 4 A2 2
TR A1),

Jie e JE (IR T 1 ARRE T 26%I SR TT ZE M B8%IHI A K T U7 2, T IAI T 2 il FE 1 19%I) Ak J7 22
2% AR T I5 22, AR T X FE AR A B R AT R R R A R . ERBTEANE TN =4
TEPR B LR AL, AT M [R5 T ARG 0 Se br & CBEAT T i i 24 R o AR UG, IR R 7
3 M v BT SR HCFR) PR TRV 00 L A A 2 A gt v TR AR AR AR AR P i — R bR, AR A R NI
TG A BHIR AT RREERE S IX A — B AR b P AN IE S I DR TR SR AR RE, AR =R FR L SR $RIF
it s, mEMIESEAL HE AARERSE AR S, HERGEIRE RS T G801

CES kS
6. IBIRES T

Z7% Morgado FI Meireles %6 N\ IR I K AH R SCHRERIA[12], FRATLE 45 AR 98 HR R IR FE AR 14
AR AL

Table 1. Input data (correlations, standard deviations, and means) for analysis of two tier 1 indicators from Sinopec’s
development evaluation indicators system

# 1 AP AURERESRERTERENEE AR MERMARIEMEXRY. REE. F1E)

— R A8 bR 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
iE7ETA iy

1.E S ABEAERE

2AE AR LE 0.38

3 A B A 2 0.72 0.8

4.1y 56 4= 3% FH (ki) 0.44 021 0.49

5. B e B I < 2R A 2l 0.24 0.08 0.26 0.51

6.4 S5 B A PR R 0.05 0.14 031 0.22 —0.18

PR AT REEERE )

TR IEARILRE ) 0.21 0.06 0.0 —0.02 0.02 0.31

8.REVRIH T M 055 0.34 0.40 0.21 -0.18 0.31 0.22

9.7t Tk Mt fig 0.20 021 0.44 0.23 —0.24 0.44 0.00 0.33

10. ki PR e 0.15 -0.17 -0.01 0.35 0.05 0.22 -0.12 0.26 0.09

11105 ey P e HE( 2 M) 0.40 0.5 0.35 0.45 0.67 -0.36 -0.03 0.01 -0.18 —0.12

2 s 7~ k% -0.19 -0.41 -0.40 0.27 0.22 -0.18 —0.16 —0.07 —0.28 0.31 0.13

13. = ez 0.39 0.10 0.29 0.47 0.69 —0.35 —0.04 —0.01 —0.26 —0.05 0.98 0.21

14. Tl /K EEF 2 -0.19 -0.16 -0.13 0.13 0.10 0.36 0.03 0.02 0.12 0.28 0.05 0.12 0.07

15— R % 0.15 0.04 0.01 0.40 0.62 —0.51 —0.09 —0.02 —0.29 —0.06 0.77 0.49 0.79 —0.05
451 41.84 20.02 24.40 9.82 8.48 38.61 16.58 22.09 13.26 12.56 7.79 15.18 6.37 17.80 8.20
N 20.26 4.56 14.97 9.21 11.17 899 2.22 12.94 590 5.15 9.48 5.69 7.82 0.71 7.93
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Figure 2. Scree plot with parallel analysis
2. HAT AR

Table 2. Standardized pattern coefficient for unrotated and varimax-rotated factors of the Sinopec’s development evaluation
indicators system

* 2 PANREZESREETERPRIEESHITRAZRZREFENETFEH. BTFHIEE AERRENS

MERHAEFHEZE
- ATk ¥ Tt R ¥
Ei=2an 1 ) . ) h,
iE7 K=
2 HBEA R R E 0.50 0.59 0.38 0.68 0.60
LEMER LR 0.20 0.47 0.10 0.50 0.26
A B FI A % 0.43 0.82 0.26 0.89 0.85
Wity 56 4 2 H (M) 0.58 0.31 0.51 0.42 0.43
B B I AR AR B 0.72 -0.13 0.73 0.02 0.54
2RI E AR -0.28 0.57 -0.39 0.50 0.40
PR W] REALRE
BRI AE -0.01 0.26 -0.06 0.25 0.07
REJRY 7 S 0.09 0.57 -0.02 0.58 0.33
Jige Lk {E R -0.14 0.59 -0.26 0.54 0.36
Pl B DR e AT 0.02 0.11 0.00 0.12 0.01
Wil 57 B REFE (2 448) 0.93 -0.10 0.93 0.09 0.87
ST X TRV & 0.22 -0.42 0.30 -0.36 0.22
L &S 0.95 -0.15 0.96 0.04 0.93
Tk EEFHE -0.01 0.00 -0.01 0.00 0.00
B — R 0.81 -0.38 0.87 -0.21 0.80
FHIEME 3.92 2.77 3.88 2.82
% Variance 26 18 26 19
% Explained 59 41 58 42
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6.1. HAETD

P73 il BER A, FEAID /D 2 S B0 B T (it PEEATUGE J3E (1 1) 38 %R, IR 10 #r
FORFEARNIRFRE K LLE Y 10:1, (H—LLmF i S B s tedl, Flan 20:1. BARRIREA R ORI
THEAEREE, S ETEE 3~4 MR H SIS P AR 72 > 0.7 i, FEARETT DU 2
D[13]. ERXFFEIEIL T, 10:1 KIFEAE SatrE eI i ar 47, EREAE/DT 100 IR 770 #r il ag A
AR PRI, 2 EIRSRAF AL, WIFG2E 20:1 AOFEAC & S fabn s EL il An 2220 400 AN BLERIREA R [14].
Costello il Osborne I FEAIL, KEZHFEAR SIRFFELE] < 10:1 FET 0T 4s R RN, HiX—
LBy 2:1 I, HEIR AL 90%, = FECKEIRFA R PSRRI T L, JFHAE 13 Mt Hrik
THORFEICIERS S5 R[15]. AU LA RNAT 24 4, T =26 d0A 15 4, BIRART 101 [
Hefile FRARMISFI AR T J5 28 049 < 0.7, FHAFFA IR FEAR R I ER,

6.2. RIHEFREITEIR ST

FERFIF RIS, B BB —I, BUVIRTEREE, T5EXRR I N B R AT
VPG, FUWTRBR SR T TR & R B A HERA[16], A RELRIEJS 2245 RAEFL A R . fabrih Rl &
ARG IRITA IR R N R S IR bR . AEMORBE . i SRS I MR bR & R bl — A%
S/NAMEEPRAILT], JFUTHCE AR SR, SRR AT A [12]. P R ekt R R R bR
PR BRI PO R RIR AR B T T ik, B — PR SBURIR A RN A S IE R R,
MR R AE K T M 25 3L

6.3. BRIREEEFEREA

g, ARG MHEEATRSTRAS 5EWE. B ME. BOREE. RN
SESSE L, BT TR RLE[18]. ASRBE AR T 1S3 5 4l k% EXCEL FRIFIAE . R ARl 3 T
NS IR ARG TR RERF, 5L IER 5 3 3R & 75 ToE S E) 58 41
NVRAIE, FEARAM SR IR o LA DL IR A% 22 3 e A 18] E IR AR A4 S 1 R 2% P9 #4823
FRFZAPIEHI[19], X G SRR RYER 7 28 £ T

6.4. EIFRNIEFENREFAE

BEALTRARERT, W ATE PR PR AT & BAME RIS, 2 HEE IR bR A R 1A 240 (convergent
validity), IXERERIF K RIE WRILR, FHEZ T8 DA i S i Ebn il R BU[12] . BT B
ZSHE MR, RS SAH MM SRR BhAh,  Faba 1] B AR ASOR R A LA e 25 2 5 DL vl
Z—[20]. X2 FEORA X GICIERARTESR W AR, 0 B AR & B — BB . A IR AR 10 8N 1% 45
FNEF WG, AN GG TR, SRR ERENANE . HEANEAESUEBUEERE, A
A2 ALECAT A 1, BEORUE [F1 2 1) 22 R PE[12] o 8o 1] R Pl Py A AR B2, T G4t 7 B B P Il A8 i T
SRR i) R B S, A B TR A GRIR] 58 i 45 [21] . AR A, &R RIS i A 18
BT JoVEBAR B LE S 0 n) 8, . SRR IRELAE ) Fe b B R S AR REYR o5 LhX — il TR R
M. BT AU A M HBURE], CERGS BATHEIE, S e S BUE,
S B ) o =

6.5. kiR
o  SEENIINEGFO TR BRI SCHR, R E YA AT TR G AE bR I RS bR e .
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o WTHUM UL RIE N, X HRAREE N FIFEAR AT (2 L Bl M -

o EE—UEREMSARR S AL S IE T N A, A A TRRIE,  HEAT R AR T,
LEARATTRRE HEORT AR A 1) 2 55 PR, S TR LS N T, & TS .

o HuEERIAE A, W LAEEX AN A A — @ AHE SAIRM A BT RNES I, BiEY
REHNFERGHLERE—ITIEES, $&AEEE A .

o WUUAE JEHEN L FATIR R MR K b, B OR T AF I A M FR AR R R Y I = 2 dR AR
MGG HNEAE R — S da8hs, K IRIRbR R R IS5

o T AMATIHERAYHC, ERHER, B L) BE—BEN TBOVEE, ANSTERE N
I KIF SN, FTUIERE AR R, S E A br R R I GE Tk o8 — 2 ) 18] B I BEFE L/
FEA G NEAT . DRIIG PR A 90 445 1 R0 R I ] DA JE AT FH 22 458 53 — 22 J7 955 B (mltitrait-multimethod
matrix)F1 75 243 BT (ANOVA) &5 7 v BE T #h 78 [22]

o HELEEI LATUE, SEEEAE I, K80 0TS SRR AR S VA DG H AR R T8
N Fbnid R TAE BRI .

o JEIAME B ARUITELE SR . BBt B SEE A ) S S S S e, D TR 1)
R [F]AS K Isf 55 DR 38 10 T Jie S5 SRR bR 20 A AR B s i BELAS

. RERE

hEA A, S, R RS IRTR PP R R A P E AR S A SR e, SEELE R
BRI E I, fabrik RO AHEFIVERIRFAIEOC R B A KU R . U2 M e Xt 4R b
FATERIVEAL, Gl B IR A N 1 M FEAn AR AR BEAT R SEAGL G, RT LAHS B b e BE 3 4K B W REAT A 7]
AR = AR IOF T LM IE . HE R IR A R AN 5235, o] LB EIT RARR KR bn ik Ris A &,
flan: b B RS ARR BRSNS TR SRR B ST I 2 ROF AT )
Prifde, AWt g, LR EMEE, LR EE S A T, e ARl A Dol 4
WA R o N5 S 2 AR T M I GE T M 5 R P AT ST R BRI, AR £ M 4R 11 1 SRR BL A
WATARRE, RTHAEE, AEAERKBEIN RGN TR AL BT 70 D)

~
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