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Research on Relationship Management of Inter-enter prises
Based on Networ k Organization

Qian Min ,Feng Junwen
(School of Economics & Management ,Nanjing University of Science & Technology ,Nanjing 210094 ,China)

Abstract : This paper aimsto provide a theoretical support for relationship quality management between core enterpri ses and node enterprisesin
network organization First of al ,it establishes a value evaluation index system for existing node enterprisesin network ,and classfies node en-
terprises by usng Hierarchica Cluster Analysis method ,and proposes management strategiesfor various types of node enterprisesin a targeted
manner. Secondly ,it constructs a comprehens ve decison- making model on relationship quality evaluation for key node enterprises with high-val-
uein network by usng Fuzzy integral eval uation method which combines Fuzzy set theory and AHP method Finaly ,it explains the application
of the value evaluation model on node enterprise in network organization and the relationship quality evaluation model among core enterprises
and node enterprisesin network organization
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Application of Fuzzy Multi-criterion Evaluation Method in
L ocation Decision-making of Chain Sore

Lu Ying"? ,Ren Qingjuan’
(1 Department of Eectronic Commerce ,Anhui Vocational College of Finance and Commerce, Hefei 230601 ,China;
2 School of Management ,University of Science and Technology of China,Hefel 230026 ,China)

Abstract : Thispaper establishes the eval uation index system on the location decison-making of chain store ,and uses the f uzzy multi-criterion e-
val uate method to determine the location deci Son-making of chain storefrom five aspectsincluding population ,competition sStuation ,transporta
tion ,bus ness environment and ste condition ,which is smple and feasble Finaly ,an exampleis presented to illustrate the proposed approach

Key words: chain store; location deciSon-making; multi-criterion evaluation method; triangular fuzzy number
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