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Fig.1 Comprehensive evaluation of WISW project financed by the world bank in Shandong province
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Structure of Comprehensive Evaluation Model of the WISW Project

HOU Wei-dong! XU Nian-rong’
1. College of Technical Economics Hohai Univ. Nanjing 210098 China
2. Jiangsu Stock Co. Ltd. Nanjing 210005 China

Abstract On the basis of summarizing the comprehensive evaluation models both at home and abroad according to the

characteristics of analysis of the WISW Project adopted is an improved multiple-level comprehensive evaluation method.

The present multiple-level comprehensive evaluation model is based on the conventional level analysis method integrated

with the Grey Relation Theory. It integrates organically the experts’ opinions quantitative and qualitative data and various

information so as to achieve the goal of anlysing and evaluating the analysis system scientifically.

Key words water-saving well irrigation multiple-level Grey Relation Theory comprehensive evaluation
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