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Table 5 The results of the analytic hierarchy
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Table 11 Objective weight value of secondary index
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Table 12 Indicator weights
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o 0.035 0.054 0.057
Ca 0.064 0.081 0.088
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Cr 0.573 526 78 0.000 031 72
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LT 0.68300562  0.13461902 0.164 64649 7
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Evaluation of Overall Logistics Packaging Solution for Fresh Food and Its

Implications for Packaging Enterprises

LI Zhengjun', HE Junhua"’

(1. Institute of Logistics Engineering, Hunan University of Technology, Zhuzhou Hunan 412007, China;

2. College of Business, Hunan University of Technology, Zhuzhou Hunan 412007, China )

Abstract: The overall logistics packaging solutions in the field of fresh food processing are highly standardized,

leading to great similarities in the solutions provided by packaging enterprises. Taking the seven solutions provided by

packaging enterprises collected from the bidding of a fresh food processing enterprise as sample, the evaluation index

system was constructed with four levels, namely packaging scheme cost, emergency measures, degree of automation and

reputation of packaging enterprises, and the overall logistics packaging solutions for fresh food were comprehensively

evaluated by AHP-EWM-TOPSIS method. The construction of the model can provide decision-making reference for

fresh food processing enterprises to choose the best overall logistics packaging solutions, especially for packaging

enterprises to realize high-quality development and provide improvement suggestions.
Keywords: fresh food; overall logistics packaging; AHP; EWM; TOPSIS
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