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1 1995- 2003
(1) (2) (3) (4) (3)/ (1) (4)/(2)
1995 5725. 48 738. 63 171.58 11.25 14. 33 % 3.00% 1.52 %
1996 6751. 68 850. 67 200. 31 12. 88 14. 49 % 2.97% 1.51 %
1997 7933. 01 925. 56 224. 36 14. 25 10. 64 % 2.83% 1.54 %
1998 8880. 67 973. 37 254. 87 18. 46 29.54% 2.87% 1.90 %
1999 9725. 13 1010. 82 279. 24 19. 85 7.53 % 2.87% 1.96 %
2000 10954. 30 1037. 27 324.18 21.87 10. 18 % 2.96 % 2.11%
2001 11815. 89 1061. 61 373.19 24.15 10. 43 % 3.16% 2.27 %
2002 12901. 95 1089. 79 397. 56 25.13 4.06 % 3. 08 % 2.31%
2003 14828. 22 1150. 79 452. 30 27.14 8. 00 % 3.05% 2.36 %
, 1996 - 2004
2 1995 - 2003 P P
®p P
P P P P
1995 2145. 92 464. 82 21. 66 % 6. 56 % 2.42 % 8. 00 %
1996 2560. 05 537. 38 20. 99 % 6.43 % 2.40 % 7.82%
1997 2974. 50 576. 63 19. 39 % 6.35 % 2. 47 % 7.54 %
1998 3286. 56 610. 04 18. 56 % 7.24 % 3.03% 7.75%
1999 3550. 24 628. 86 17.71% 7.11% 3.16 % 7.87%
2000 3920. 07 640. 57 16.34 % 6.75% 3.41% 8.27%
2001 4253. 68 651.11 15.31% 6.47 % 3.71% 8.77%
2002 4682. 01 664. 78 14.20 % 6.32% 3.78% 8.49 %
2003 5232. 17 692. 94 13.24% 6. 00 % 3.92% 8. 64 %
,1996 - 2004
, (x2) ,
1. (y) :
) (x1) (x2)
(x3) (xa) (xs) :
(xe) ( LN(y) =4.2133- 0.0842L N ( x3) +0.2507LN ( x4)
3, , (35.75) (- 319 (8.99)
+0.2366L N (xs5) +00876L N ( Xg) (**)
) ), (9. 56) (2.73
: (**) R = 0.9998, :
LN(y) =6.1689+0.2340L N ( x1) - 0.4937LN(xo) ( x3) (x4) (xs)
(4.7 (1.56) (-179 ( Xe)
- 0.1059L N ( x3) +0.2270L N ( x4) (y) ( t
(-3.91) (8.07) ), (* *) :
+0.2547LN( xs) +0.1008LN ( xs) (*) ( x3) ( x4)
(9.87) (2.52)0 (xs) (' Xe)
(*) (x1) (y)
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3 1996 - 2003

C ) ()
1996 850. 67 1261. 11 786. 86 12. 88 61.29 256. 31 100. 83
1997 925. 56 1240. 25 781. 38 14. 25 78. 23 274. 16 118. 54
1998 973. 37 1221. 17 785. 77 18. 46 106. 57 257. 23 137. 47
1999 1010. 82 1213. 85 788.14 19. 85 118. 16 262. 63 156. 14
2000 1037. 27 1187.09 776. 43 21.87 140. 12 244. 74 166. 19
2001 1061. 61 1172. 63 766. 93 24. 15 151. 56 250. 30 181.71
2002 1089. 79 1160. 88 765. 79 25.13 182.44 228. 04 195.81
2003 1150. 79 1149. 02 744.79 27.14 200. 50 253. 04 227. 65
,1997 - 2004

2. (**) ,

, : 1995 - 2002 ,

, (x3) 100 185. 93 ,

(y)92.93 1
(x4) (xs) (xe) , 88.47 ,
100 (y) 47.58 %,
128. 49 126. 70 109. 16
: (x3) (x4) 1. 1998
(xs) (xe) )
. (x4) (xs) ) )
(xe) (x3), ,
) 2.
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Application of Analytic Hierarchy Process in Bidding Evaluation
for Petroleum Engineering

HOU Li-zhong' , WU Jun-xia®
(1. Snopec Internationad Petroleum Exploration &Development Corporation ,Beijing 100083 ,China;
2. Huabe Oilfidd Company , PetroChina,Langfang Hebel 065007 ,China)

Abstract : Based on the characterigtics of multiple hierarchy in the processof bidding eva uation for petroleum engineering , Analytic Hierarchy Process
(AHP) isintroduced to bidding evauation for petroleum engineering. A case study isillustrated to show the application in petroleun drilling engineer-
ing. Compared with current 2 - stage bidding eva uation , AHP diminates the efectsfrom private opinions. Al , AHPiseasy to apply and draw more
comprehengve concluson, which proves that AHP is a practicd method for petroleum engineering.

Key words: Andytic Hierarchy Process; Bidding Evauation ; Petroleum Engineering
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Perfor mance Evaluation and Policies Sdection of Finance of
Supporting Agriculture in Fujian

ZHAN G Wenrqi , L IN Shao-wel
(College of Economics and Management , Fujian Agriculture and Forestry Universty , Fuzhou 350002, China)

Abstract : In thisartide, theimportance that usng thefinancia fund to olve the three problemsof agriculture,, countryside and farmersin Fujian was
briefly explained, the usng performance of financia fund of supporting agriculturein Fujian was evduated , and the factors &fecting on it was andyzed.
Then, the new mechanism of how to exploit the fund’ s utility was set up. At last, Some advice about how to remain the increase of financiad fund of
supporting agriculture in Fujian and exploit its utility was put forward.

Key words: Fujian;finance of supporting agriculture;performance eva uation ;policies selection
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