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Abstract

The attribute weight determination method based on probabilistic linguistic term sets is proposed
in the basis of the multi-criteria decision making with the evaluations in the form of probabilistic
linguistic terms set. At the same time, a new function of probabilistic linguistic term set is pre-
sented, and the distance formula is also defined. Then, the traditional interactive multi-criteria
decision method (TODIM) is extended to the probabilistic linguistic term environment to obtain
the comprehensive value of each alternative. Finally a case study concerning enterprise perfor-
mance evaluation of strategic emerging industries is used to verify the feasibility and effectiveness
of this method.
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1. 5|8

Z MU R NEA Z B A BR 7 R IR B 7 R RE, fEAT. EHSNEAA 2
PN . BT Z BRI E M, RRE RS RPN BUEENR [ DR B 215 B
PREET — MR TH, B3 TIRZ%HE M AMME, WHEEEME2]. Pythagorean BUHISE[3]5 . %
JE B R S ) o 3 E R SR I AR P R e PERVE BRER M, B S RIS, Pang 55(2016)H IRFEH T
MERIE S ARIBE, JHEH THERIE S RIEEREL T 74, & E T HEFRIE S ARIBEN TS5 R E
TR ZE R, FH R LU AN A S 5 ARIBESE RN 4] Gou Al Xu Q016)IRIEFH AN SN 4k A, &
B T EEAE B ARG MRS H R, B is EE N R (RS A R G EME, I BARIEZ R A
I BT SCIE S ARBE RIS 5]. Bai FEQ01 )M — NEIEEIS T TMERIE B ARIER MG, HE
H—ANETREE A R HERAE 5 RBEIITHF([6]. Liao 25(2017)5 42 P H RISt v il 08 35 RAE
WE T2 @R 0, H T bR R A, ST MRS 5 ARBE R A — M —BUE (7).
Cheng Z5Q017)HAZ H R RFZRIEN, AR E T, KA MEZRE S ARIEE B TR % 2 B
A RS ] /B[ 8]

TODIM [9]7& 7E Fi S EAR [ 10] ) EEAl F IR IR I —Fh 2 J@ M 50778, " e A Rl 20 ) 1 5 1) 5
HH KRNI OEAT . HEl, TODIM J5ikC#) 2 T & E maE 2 M, A7 &5t
TODIM J7 3T T AR BRI 8 . FIRTRE(2015) 45 481 TODIM 4 J& B J& 1t 8 9 2 18 h & S 36
b, SRARVUH N 22 R PR S 11]. REFEEQ015) T1E48 1) TODIM J5ik, 5 RE @ 2 7] () 5Bk
P, $2H C-TODIM W JiiE[12]. Bk T RE B RSB, REES(2017)i0% [E F 2 Fa bR e 5k v
HPPAlE A Pythagorean ANHfE 115 5 & & RIENL, 2T L Choquet 145, #&H —Fh Pythagorean A1
SE IS T TODIM J77[13]. Ren %6(2016)% T-Hi 5t B8, 1 0K TODIM J71% N F 21| J& 1418 4 Pythagorean
BRI 2 J@ PR PSR I B, R AT 7 BRI 73 BT e 53 28 110 IR 285 58 2 B ] 52 1l 2 g 28 55 1) R ) &5
S, B I YN Al T T BT AR AT 4% R (0 18 5 )RR ISR A% VA A [ 14]. Qin 55 (2016)32 H—
Tt 1 X ) — AR SE(IT2F Ss) A B 5 A 3%, N2 FH TODIM 5 323K il WA 45 J8. X 0] — AU BOR£E 11 22 J 1tk
P IR, FEHE R B N Sk R R PP Al £ A [ 15]. Wang S5(2016)MR¥EE & REZ R, #&H
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ZINPBARNE S RIEHE(MHFLTSs) R BREL, HIHIRAZIZ M TODIM J7iE, TERGEET 2 A M
B MR TODIM J5i%, FSRARUER = J7 Vi iR 55 $2 Bt e £ [ 16]. Qin ZF(2017)%H @ MEAE N
= B BRI EU(TIFNs) H & SR R @ PEA L # AR R0 1) 2 @ AR DL SR I 3, 3R 1 4881 TODIM J7
s RN 3 P AR BRI IR B I R 17

AR AL 4 1) 28 3K 2 HE IR 5 (TODIM) 7 VA 3R JE BIMEETE 5 AREMEE T, JF2 L T EES ARG
SRR AL BB A5, $RHE — P TS 5 RIEEEM TODIM J7v%, IRz ikt — 2 AT
S, BRI VE B AT AT VAN R

2. IR
2.1. IBERIBE

AT IEEFEBMIE, Xu (20053 TMBE T ik, & LT Fhax Rt s = RiE 4
S={s|t=-1....~1,0,L-,7} [18]c W TAERMPHIMNMES RiEs,.5,€8, HE AL e[01], ALK
B

1) 5, @s5=5,4:

2) As, =8,

3) (A+4)s, =hs, + 45, ;

4) As, +s,)=As, + Ay

Farhadinia (2016)#2 ! 1 /N BAME 5 AR RO E T 57:[19].

SEX 1 [19]: BEESAREENS ={s |t =—7,...-1,0,1,...,c} » WIEFHAREKSFREH A 3E XL

t+7 t+7 —t+7 —t+7
E =— In - In ; 1
I(St) 27 (21) 27 ( 27 j )
- !
Ez(st)=(1_;)q[[(’;j +[ ;1] 0<p<l,pg<lor p>1,pg>1: )
T(t+T T —t+7T
E, (s, )=sin—| — |+sin— -1; 3
() 2(22’] 2( 21] )
T(t+7T T —t+7T
E =CcoSs—| — |+cos— -1; 4
o(s:) 2[%} 2( 27 j @
1|alna+blnb a+b a+b
Es(S,):l_;[ > - ln( 5 H,Kl:(1+q)ln(1+q)—(2+q)ln(2+q),q>0; (%)
1
Hr, a=l+qxt+r,b:1+qx_t+r
27 27
(t+z’]p+(—t+rjp
1| 27 27 1Y 1
E (s, )=1-— - = Lk, =———,p>15 6
o(s)=1- 5 @ =T P (6)

2.2. BERIFEARIBEE
N RIS AR E PERII S PE, Pang 25(2016)$2 1 T HERE & KRB (PPLTS), 5t
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MEERAE 5 ARIESEIAT 17 hrdEAb[4].
X2 S={s|t=1,..-L,0,1,.,7} (r RIEBEORMEZRER, M HMRE S REET
LA E SCA
L(p) :{Lm(p(k))‘L(k) eS8, pM 20,k =1,2,#L(p), 3" p® 31} , R

Sk, 10 (p) R A R L) IR (B Y L4, #q) ;7¢mmﬁ%mAﬁ
FES3 Hl: s R L(p) = {1 (pV) )|k - } 9 B A IV 1 F
I L (p) #0785 B B0 ST

__ #L(p) #L(p)
F, a=) r(k)p(k)/z o9,

4 E(L(p)) PR EFARIE L (p), L(p) BATRANLE, WRE(L (p))>E(L,(p))» WFK
L(p) T L(p), M L(p)~L(p): WHR E(Ll(p))<E(L2(p)) s MR L (p) & T L(p), LfE
L(p)=<L(p)-

w1 R S:{s_3,s_2,s_1,so,s1,s2,s3} A RAE S ARIEE SN L ( ) {sl(O.S),s2 (0.2)} A
Lz(p)={s0(0.1),s1(0.5),s2 (0.4)}, TR AT BN T

E(L (p))=1
(

E(L,(p))=1

E(L(p))=5 ®

WL (p)<L(p)-
3. MR ESEAER

AP EERH T RTHMRIESAIBEN —SHES.: MRIESABEENS SRS BN ESEN
B
EX 4: L(p) N MEERESARIEE, WIS BB THE AR E L
_ #L(p)
S(L(p)):(l——#L(p) jx > AN, ©)
27 i=1
*E?EE(L(p)) XPIMEREZRIE L (p), L, (p) BAT RN HEA T
1) %S(Ll(p)) (L (p) ), WFR L (p) BT L, (p), WAL (p)>-L,(p):
2) 7ES( (p)) ( p), WHR L (p) BT L(p)r CHL(p)<L(p):
3)7455’( )= (L(p),)”'ﬁk (p) 5 L,(p) £ZER, EHNL(p)=L(p)-
*Eix?IT’ﬂ(H]EPE’JfEA B, FIFHASCHE 194370 BREOKR RO 2608 5 RIESR IR /NE N &3
2. WG, FIHAKO), HEHRAERIE S AREENS R T:

S(L(p))=1,
S(L,(p))=0.87,

AL (p)- L (p)-
WUEEF AR 2R, L, (p) ARILIOVE AR LS et FLIERZ RO |, 0I5 LR 4
ISP T L, (p) AR UAET L, (p) B H HMERZ AN 0.9, RIL 50 T4 MG
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e RO . A Bl LW, WO L (p) = L, (p) BOSEHE, TP A SCHEER (075 25 B0 B0t S0
o 4 B L 2 AR
RESLS: WL (p) L, (p) PSR 2 AR, W L, (p) 1 L, (p) 2 SRR Sl T

d(L(p).L:(p))=|S(L(p))~5(L(p))- (10)

v, S(L(p)) FS(L, (p)) W) 5
ASCHETF L 2, T MRS REERIE.
SEX 6 umzwwﬁwuszﬁu@ﬁ%~4%%%§ﬁ%ﬁ,Mﬁ%ﬁmﬁﬁﬁﬁmTz

#L(p)
E,(L(p))= 2 plE(s.) ] =1.23,4. (11
X T WHERIEF RIEHENL(p)= {L(k) (p(k))|k :1,2,---,#L(p)} , Hoabh e SR
oy [ (-1")
4. BETERIESAEEMN TODIM 753
AATE SR AT RE B MR CE e U, DU S EE T HESRAE 5 ORIE S TODIM J7i%.
4.1. BENERNTRESE

BT E 1 e M AR e R B OB IR IR
WH m AT R A={A4,4,,,4,} » n DRFERME C={C,C,,---,C,} » XN BE ) &N

w=(w,w,,,w,) How, 6[0,1](j=1,2,~~-,n),2n:w/. =l. HE AN C, N PEAL AR R AE RIS

o es,p“‘)zo,k=1,2,---,#L(p)} . (12)

L(p),» MRS D=[L(p),] .

L(p), L(p), L(p),
po| L(P)y L), L(p), (13)
L(p),, L(p),, - L(p),,
Step 1: 1FHEG—MHNERGEE, SEEEERE D W
E, E, - E,
D= E:Zl E:22 Ezzn , (14)
E, E, - E,
Hob, E,=E(L(p),)-
Step 2: ARAEILEE— MG, 73 BIRRMEALIB(EAERE D IR
Eu EIZ Eln
Do E"ZI E.zz E.2n , (15)
Eml Em2 Emn
— E.
Lrp, Ejy=—4 _ i=1,2,---m,j=12,--,n -
Hrp — {Ej} i m, j n
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(16)

EANE 5%
Step 3: THE RN C_,- FRAS L«
1 —
w, = =x({1-E;|,j=12,--,n,
n—FE ( )
ﬂ¢,2:§ﬁy,§=ﬁiiw
4.2. BERFEEAIE TODIM
ARV VEA A B T2 1E = AREE N TODIM Ji iRk 1%,
Step 1+ MLFEHHFIENE D=[L(p),| o MTHGMEE, . HIBIHEG AT B2 X T A
PEJEME L, DO N PP b . B
' L(p)y ’iEib
L = o 17
Wiy e 0
E¢,L@Emﬁﬁanﬁﬁﬁﬁoﬂﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁ%ﬁﬁN=u@hhﬂ
Step 2: EFMERKWEEIEASFE R, L hw,, HITESBERAHENSBED T
wjr:wj/wr,j,rzl,Z,m,no (18)
Step 3: THHITHR A MT 4, WL 5(4,4,), BETTRZEFNLHAE, B
5(4s4,) =24, (4.4, (i.0) (19)
Hr
Vo X moxd(Lp), L(p), ) #EL(p), > L),
0 #L(p),=L(p), (20)
%L(p)y <L(p)oj

¢j (Ai’Ao):
1

0

WS, )xd(L(p), L(p),) -
O TR IR -, AR e S 3 P A BEAT AR B R RS . R, ASCH =1 . HARPEES

2kd(L(p),.L(p), ) RA0) 5
@1

Step 4: HHE IR 4 WEEHE
Z::15(A[,AO)—min{z::15(A[,Ao )}

) (S oG] -min 3 04

Step 5: MRIE T RMERGEAT I RIF . Lo EBoR, ARZT Rbly; Zia M, ARIZT%

%,

4.3. RRL]

MR BB i i, 2T BRI S 5 B A TODIM J579 sk SOV BRI R -

Step 1: &R AN EIE T (7 S48, WERRFGERE, IR X14HMA5) G SRR EHEFE D'
5% B

Step 2: R#EH(16) 154G 2R TERE w, 5

156
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Step 3: AR (1 7)bRvEALAE F%

Step 4: MR (18)THFB VKR ELE w, 5

Step 5: MRAEA(19)MNQ0)THHIT R IMIRATE 5(4,4,), TR LR

Step 6: MRIERQD U BILEEE ¢(4,) IRIEEEER R BT .
5. Bl

MG AL AT R SRR R B O E R, REE T Bh Ak i R S AR TE RIS R 5 3
EEFNSA T, H TS R A A5 DLPUR 1 6 5 % e o A SO BT PG 44 1 DU 5 e 14 3 % Al
EIZRZER I A IR A F (4~ TLPUEMA SIS BB A IR A A (4,)~ TLTERERR AL 0 A PR 2 71 (4, ) A
ST TEBCAI S B I G PR A FI(4,), MBIFTRETI(C) BURSCREIIE(C,) H2TTmkEE (G, )Rt
WNAERE 1 C, ) DA T7 T AT SN, DA BN L OB 55 3 R 2 b OG0 HE o G TR R R
BT MBS ARIBE S = {5, = RMKs, =Bl,s, =18, s, =%, s = s, = B0, s, = MM} BRAWIE
BRI REWR 1 PR

Table 1. Decision making matrix of PLTSs
F 1. BREFESANIBERRRIER

C C, C C,
4 {(05).5(03)) {s. (0} {5.(03).5, (0.7) {s.(03))
Y {5,(04).5,(0.6)} {s,(0.8)} {5,(0.5),5,(0.4)} {5,(02).5,(0.8)}
4 {s, (1} {5 (0:5)., (0.5)} s ()} s (04)}.{s, (0.6)}
4 s (0:9)} {5.1(0:6).5,(0:4)} {s: (0.9)) {52 (02)}.4s.,(0.7))

IR R PSR R R R

Step 1: RHE X4 FI1S)THHAF— ANV EIEE, AT B E B FE R R
[0.6169 0.5406 0.6762 0.5092

0.3986 04325 0.5628 0.0608 |

D'= ;
0.6931 0.4222 0.3039 0.6705
10.5729 0.6592 0.4866 0.5357
[0.8900 0.8202 1.0000 0.7595
Do 0.5750 0.6561 0.8324 0.0906

1.0000 0.6406 0.4494 1.0000 |
10.8265 1.0000 0.7196 0.7989

Step 2: RIX(16)HEHIRE C, FIAE, 15
w, =0.28,w, =0.26,w; =0.25,w, =0.21,
Step 3: MUVEALRIEAELE . T ASCEREU =A@ M e R m vk, DRI A Jm B DR SRR 5

PEHEFEAR ] o
Step 4: ARAENIS)TH A BIERIMIXIALE . LI C AEANSH RN, # 8 M FAX R 735508
w;, =Lw,, =0.92,w,, =0.87,w,, =0.74 .

Step 5: MRIEXANMQO)IHFETT RIMKINIAE 5(4,4,) FERIRICHFEREFE
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FEJEMEC T, T RZIARILH T R AR IR 2 for.

Table 2. Dominance of alternatives under criterion C,

F2.COTHARRMBE

4 4 4 4 4,
A, 0.0000 —1.7955 0.3442 0.6119
A, 0.5105 0.0000 0.6157 0.7969
A, -1.2105 -2.0165 0.0000 0.5059
4, -2.1519 ~2.8026 -1.7791 0.0000
EEMEC, T, TRZ PR RS Rk 3 s,
Table 3. Dominance of alternatives under criterion C,
=3 THARRBE
¢2 AI AZ A3 A4
4 0.0000 0.2292 0.9756 0.6277
4, —0.8726 0.0000 —1.3089 0.5844
A, 0.2562 0.3438 0.0000 0.6780
A, —2.3896 —2.2246 —2.5811 0.0000
EEMC, T, TR E A R 4 Fios.
Table 4. Dominance of alternatives under criterion C;
F4. G THRRLBE
4 4 4 4 4,
A 0.0000 -1.5275 -3.0000 —2.1448
A, 0.3819 0.0000 —2.5820 -1.5056
A, 0.7500 0.6455 0.0000 0.5244
A, 0.5361 0.3764 -2.0976 0.0000
EEMC, T, TR E S R 5 s
Table 5. Dominance of alternatives under criterion Cy4
=5 G THARRBE
¢4 Al AZ A3 A4
A 0.0000 —3.8627 —1.4907 0.1565
A, 0.8112 0.0000 0.7483 0.8261
A, 0.3130 -3.5635 0.0000 0.3500
A, -0.7454 -3.9340 —1.6667 0.0000

gi b, BBTREZIERAELR 6 Fin.
Step 6: MRHERQDTHEIT RIVEREE (4,) W& 7 s

WG T RIVLREHIAT T RHT, 354, > 4, > 4, > A, » RNLFHEMAHIZ)E A A R A 7 LRGN
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G, LIEREDCHERERM A RA T R E L SiRZE. M SR, Ptk il UZH L E0F
HEFPEE A, O R

Table 6. Dominance of alternatives
6. ARIMBE

4, 4, 4, 4,

4, 0.0000 -6.9565 -5.1221 -0.7487
4, 0.88310 0.0000 ~2.5268 0.7018
A4, 0.1088 ~4.7396 0.0000 2.0583
4, ~4.7507 ~8.5848 -8.1245 0.0000

Table 7. Overall prospect value of alternative 4;
F1. AR AWNEEE

#(4) 0.4218 1.0000 0.9229 0.0000

6. &g

Al A 3B 2 7 M ) AL S — A SR 1 2 Ja PR GRS LR, AE PP IR AR R IR 2 e VTR A
bR AR S50k S, S iE A A B AT PR . A SCE T HERIE S ARIEERNG R BE A
PASZJG AR, CARE 9 SE iR T R MEALE AR 2 ik, EtEERt B, X$f%48 TODIM J5ikdtiTinife, &
H 2R THERIE 5 RERN TODIM Tk, ZJETE 518 T RS WS by, il v 5577 S 2 A1 1Y
MR R %, Bm il WS R B Hr I8 e T ASCHR AR A AT YA k. sk, A
SCERH B NERA TR DPREM A RRIFT T, TP BRI H AR M A LUK
WA — RS s RAh, BT R RA RIE N5 BAE N, DMy N A md T, Aefé
DT 2 0 2 i P R 5 ) R

SE
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