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Abstract

The value evaluation for government and enterprise customers is particularly important for tele-
com operators and enterprises. On the basis of relative literature review, this paper has estab-
lished the evaluation index system about the value of government and enterprise customers. The
index system consists of two dimensions: current value and potential value. Besides, there are also
seven secondary indexes and nineteen third indexes used in the index system. Then, this paper
chose three government and enterprise customers of a certain telecom operator as the research
subjects. In this paper, a comprehensive evaluation based on the fuzzy evaluation method was
conducted and the appropriate conclusions were drawn. Finally, the validity of the evaluation in-
dex system was proved.
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(3) SEAYE SR
BV R RNOZE RS, BAAEANE, RERIESNMER S T, B SEHIA R,

2.2. VHiviERRIR TR

(1) VLR e

Conway K D F1 Fitzpatrick J M W\ A% FNME A % 7 FliE sk & [3]. Hwang H, Jung T #1 Suh E AA
FPMMERER P AT A RN EME P RIS A4 SHESSELE TRV E FIMERE
FUOR A= AR KA I R RE ST, I FLAT LU P 2 5 R ZKSF CA BTN E) FE E R R ) G ZEAN
M)A Z T B3 A AN P B BRI /IN 5] o FFREE AU & 2 N [L1HIE L, AT LR & P A E T
DU AN GE R BEAT i B, RS AT E RS E A, AT E R I T & S BT RNE K, W EANME R
TEPISERRNERE . BAE P WA NP 4ERE, BN N 2 A O S B E TR AR
W B TEE[6] [7].

(2) —%. =HIBRFIIHE
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RSN BT bR . SRR S EEIR R . BIEERRAR[7]. 46 PR EE W
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Table 1. The evaluation index system about the value of government and enterprise customers
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Table 2. The RI value of the mean random consistency index

3 2. FHREN—EMEEIR RI A

M N 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

RI 0 0 0.52 0.89 1.12 1.26 1.36 1.41 1.46 1.49

Table 3. The weight of each index value under potential value dimension

3 BENMEHET RERNER

Bl & RN

s PRy
AR fEHE IR JRKTE ST Cl CR
1 0.342 0.378 0.096 0.184 0.039 0.044 \
2 0.453 0.262 0.118 0.167 0.024 0.027 v
3 0.391 0.151 0.067 0.391 0.014 0.016 \/
4 0.595 0.215 0.050 0.139 0.122 0.137 X
5 0.167 0.167 0.167 0.500 0.000 0.000 N
6 0.310 0.078 0.174 0.438 0.022 0.025 N
7 0.261 0.513 0.150 0.076 0.189 0.213 X
8 0.471 0.117 0.076 0.336 0.033 0.037 v
9 0.523 0.281 0.064 0.133 0.063 0.071 R
10 0.414 0.414 0.063 0.109 0.051 0.057 \
11 0.583 0.093 0.085 0.240 0.011 0.012 S
Table 4. The final weight of each index value under potential value dimension
F 4 BEEETRERRANER
35817953 (il R [PRSEY
& 0.405 0.216 0.101 0.278

HE PREGERE, TR T RO, HA SRR BRI 5 .
3.2. BMGA AR ELSER

HLEIE 8 B & T IME TN T bk R g — NMBC R R A, iZVEIR FE AR A R B2 8 B AR B
A5 MR AR, XLE TR IR IMA RA S B — B MBITE. T PPN A T B AR R A
R, ARSCR B ZE AV T BUE B P E AT B R, BRI RSB R [9]:

(1) BESTIPMARARA RAPYERE . AR R = AR AR TR bR S

(2) ESLVFBEE SN SRR & . PHESES N HAEH, Al ARIBFRIR R 58 —H. 55,
WG, IV ={V\V,. VL.V, Ve ) e 1RSSR a2l Hnstm&ic: U, ={100,80,60,40,20} .

(3) M tebe A, BRI SN 3.1 BUENHE .

(4) B Ebm SR E o Fabm I SRR B O e 7R A W, R FLASTRA R 0T i P i v SR I kAT
B, RIS JE B s o0 B AR AT

(2) EMEFRbr TR IE AT WA, 35 B A ML 30 1 & F AT 4, Ban(aliicfs
M N S, BFEMIE—FEFRIPN IR 3. — M. 559, RIS AES N S1, S2, S3, S4, S5,
MZFa bR E N (SLUS, S2/S, S3/S, S4/S, S5/S).
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Table 5. The weight of each index value in the evaluation index system

5 WNERRIERERE . — R R = RIsAEE

e e =T T =itz = QbR
A ¥ 5 B 0.490
Wit 0519 A A PR 0.147
A0 B 0.363
B B AL R 0378
0.207
L 0.611 b5 465 0.282 V

A MoU 14 0.123
HE B R 0202
FREURA 0.430
bl 0199 W% ik 0.236
EAH A 0.335
FE I 0.355
B 0405 B 0324
R CACES 0320
L 0216 SRR R 1.000
EEME 0.389 =IBE 0.101 L B 6 1000
R 0.201
A 0.255

R 0.278 EIRKION
W) 0.282
{5 BAIKF 0.262

(b) & EFRARRBE 5. BB RR R — B P SRR E A, IZFRARIEBOAE A maxA,
B minA, I8 E RN TR B ARMEE Y d, T d 4:

d = (1] A=max A, AIE 25 T4 H7)
d =((A-min A)/(max A—min A) | min A< A< max A, AJE 2826547 )
d = (0] A=min A, AJE R B HE T
d = (1] A=min A, AJR S AR R
o~
d

(max A— A)/(max A—min A)| min A< A< max A, AJg il A7)
= (0] A=max A, AJE B ATUFEDR )
SRIGIRIETHE R d M8, AITHE AN E BRI R E R, BTt 5 0 R 10]:

U = e (A1) (d-1)n2
| =

u, = o 25(d-3/4)(d-3/4)In2

_ p 28(d-2/4)(d-2/4)n2

Uy
u, = o 25(d-Y4)(d-Y4)in2
U = @-25(d-0)(d-0)n2

W3 7€ AR AR A SRR N (U, Uy, Us, Us, Us)
(5) EESLALHAVFUIHFERE R, & F6hm 38 B VA — A AL AT RO PP A 2 % o



ST 2R A TP 12 8 7 B P N SRR AL

(6) ¥t FIFIARB=WxRxUT
4. SCUEE

AT T T L SAEE B R TSI 507, (70 B P 7 SR 7
SR AIEA L.

4.1 HERKIER R H R

FCR A HE ) e B AR R AR TRk B IS E R S RS, BUEKRH —FrME: DR RET
BRAT 2 P 2 PR B 2 AT Bk BRI 6 o

42. EPIEHREHE

BAIZECRA] 3.2 WA ARMINEND IR, ARMEA, AR REEZEFOPRIZEAER . g™
HilE AT A A F A

(1) FBEEMTH.

(a) MIHIE IR RSB LRSI, ASCEAE 11 4L 500 M IRrIT 70, mA&THE A RNk 7
Fizs s BAEFREATIE A 27 01

(b)E AR BT . BZIHE A R 8 o, AAP# &k A AR 9.

(2) FIEBRAVE I FEREVE AT 5

(a) M =R AERE, W4 9 B

(b) H%E 2R e — TR PN AR . BN RS = =GR RE W =R R .

Table 6. The original data

2 6. [RIAHIE
= dehR A RUE AFEflEl A AT SRR B AR HEMEER S C AT
JEES L LN JiTt SRS 10.57 18.31 10.4
H¥A N PR BN JiTt XIERG 2.43 2.01 1.2
H¥E BAN JiTt XHERG 36 421 1.4
Bahfs B = AR A YRS 5 7 9
V W4 EL A % YIRS 73 88 75
J35 MoU 1 RN SUERS 54.78 183.69 62.79
A e MB/A  SIERG 184.78 267.51 158.72
SREUSRA iz BHRAE 3 4 4
JIRk % A Jize LBERAE 5 5 5
EY A Jie RFEANME 2 1 0
FERI K F T RS 8 7 6
PR % LFAGE 85 63 80
o I % LR 23 17 12
IR B % MRS 17.8 338 200
E-Iar PN AFFEEL 0.5 0.08 0.18
ESRKEUN fz.7t AF TR 29.27 8.68 13.86
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Table 7. The degree of membership of qualitative index of company A

=71 AREIEREIREEE

bt SR Liles
1R 5% Gt — 75 1R 55
AL 4 3 4 0 0
B AL S IRRRE
FIRE 0.3636 0.2727 0.3636 0 0
A 4 5 2 0 0
AN F2mi /g
RIRE 0.3636 0.4545 0.1818 0 0
SEL 4 4 3 0 0
15 B K
SR 0.3636 0.3636 0.2727 0 0

Table 8. The degree of membership of quantitative index of company A
8 ARRIERERREE

AL R B

hrdE d {8
U1 Uz U3 U4 U5
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398
1.0000 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000
0.7829 0.2630 0.5840 0.1487 0.0043 0.0000
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398
0.2395 0.0000 0.0065 0.1829 0.5914 0.2192
0.5000 0.0077 0.1988 0.5871 0.1988 0.0077
A nE
1.0000 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398
1.0000 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000
1.0000 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000
0.0000 0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398
1.0000 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000
1.0000 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000
1.0000 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000

B, AT — RO PE I AR DL SR A PRI IR . — BEIZR A PRI AEREICON R, BRI
AR . HLAHN:
0.1414 0.1585 0.0996 0.1969 0.4039
] 0.5487 0.24444 00781 0.0325 0.0959

R*=[0.2998 0.1919 0.0912 0.1330 0.2841
(©) THE A AF IR E RV E T E IR E

=P E A
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R"xUy =61.81

A ST AE A

RxUy =[48.74 82.33]

HI AR B 48.74, WETEME A 82.33.

(3) HE LAITHLE, 15 B AFM C A UHE HHTiHE LB E. THE ARk
10 f7ss

Table 9. The fuzzy evaluation matrix rings (3)

9. ZRARMITINAERE

SRR R
U, U, Us U, Us

0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398

Ry 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000

0.2630 0.5840 0.1487 0.0043 0.0000

0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398

0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398

R 0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398

0.0000 0.0065 0.1829 0.5914 0.2192

0.0077 0.1988 0.5871 0.1988 0.0077

Rs 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000

0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398

0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000

Rs 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000

0.0000 0.0000 0.0097 0.2505 0.7398

Rs 0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000

Re 0.3636 0.2727 0.3636 0.0000 0.0000

0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000

0.7398 0.2505 0.0097 0.0000 0.0000

" 0.3636 0.4545 0.1818 0.0000 0.0000

0.3636 0.3636 0.2727 0.0000 0.0000

Table 10. The customer value of company A, B. C
= 10.A. B\ CAEIMEFANE
& e LETIE TTEME
7l A
WME Ho PAME Hep PHME Herp

Azl A AT 61.81 2 48.74 3 82.33 1
SR ORE B AH] 68.14 1 80.08 1 49.38 3
LR MEE T G C AT 56.18 3 51.35 2 63.76 2
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4.3. R

bR AT, PRSI A AFRE PIMETEGE L 9 61.81, UK T &ERKT
AL B AT 68.14, {HRNSE THRMEBET BTN C Afl. B AF%F I EHE S 1 E 5 A
RIHCUFIME R, H80.08; METMMEMACE MR, K 61.1%. A AR FMEERIEAS 2, AR
TEME ik 82.33, RKAHI R, HISEERARZ S HRR REFHKERR, ARSI A
TR, DURE TR M SR 5 LA
5. &g

BRI E XS E RO RO 2, RIS N, AW T R E MBS S HME VR
PR R RPN BB B VPR IR R R T S B S AT E e E N e R, B
TRERIRREE . RJE R TR SR G VR M EREAT T SEbR G0, AR TN RS e, FREEE T
PUMEIR R R IR A G B

BEAG BNV B R P ER ROV R R MRS TR, 8 PRI TP, fF4 A 26
gt — 0SSV IR bR RPN AR Y, 15t BN AT SR 538, DAIESE A A S Al sk
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