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Analysis of the constraints of Internet plus intelligent pension service development
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[ Abstract] The number of the elderly in China is increasing.In the face of the rapid development of aging, the lack of efficiency of
the traditional way of providing for the aged is becoming increasingly prominent. With the rapid development of the Internet and high
—tech, smart pension, as a new type of pension combined with the Internet, has emerged as an useful way to solve the current
pension problem. In order to promote the sustainable development of smart elderly care service, this paper uses AHP method to
evaluate and analyze six indicators corresponding to three factors that affect the development of smart elderly care service. The AHP
method is implemented by SPSSAU software to explore its significant constraints, and finally puts forward corresponding decision—
making suggestions, so that the elderly can truly achieve the old have a place to live and improve their life satisfaction.

[ Key words] smart pension service; AHP; constrained factors

0 351 & R IR — S, R TR AR, H

Fie BRI AR, — N R eI 60 % DL |
EAEN FVBCE: BN 10% , 50 65 % L B4
N B N T 7%, BIV B aX AS E 5E B8
XPEA T ZWAL, 60 A% XL A D # IR
2019 4ER BT 18.1% , Hodh 65 A% B2 LA F A
PR RN 12.6% , 3% 3¢ B v [ 2 314 4k ) 75
ANEBN, ZAEG TR MW, o o &
ENEBE BRI T W HFRE il G e 2 it
LI RN T BAERHE MR BEM TR o [FIRSBE % Bk
WA =BT (e B AR 1) % R, 45 & ELI W 1 2
ZNEETA 2015 FEEZR NG T OCT B« 5
HRI+" 47 sl i da S B 0L B f Hh 1  fe b A
IR K T W R AR, R R B A R R
S5 PRt T TR & R H AR IR S BOR S R, HER
I+ B R DA B A AE BB R RIS, A5 T
JER A X MU FE B flE R 4K A5 E
FlA —A AT A 2 A AR g6 31 B 4 (1) 5 2 R 55 o o
HECW AT LA AR NS5 SRS 2 05 8, (1 248 A

TEFE N TR (1995-) , 2, WIEFFEE , FEDFFT5 Lo e,

i BHA: 2020-04-24

LRI IR R B R e A TR B B, 3 —
R R H G S Z I AR %

AR SO B IR S K R 2 I R A TIR )2
53T, ) il 249 PR 2R AN B s B A T HE T 3 1
RV, AR T S BN+ S R R B i,

1 AHP EHBZFIAEZIT MR IREE
1.1 AHP S#r3%

JZRSIHTIEERIFR AHP | J2: 35 [818 75 24 R VU 35 0%
KEFHBEZRE T L2320 R 400 SR A
TCRTN 3R, BB EW | R PN 4
FREFJZ UK, JE— s s e FE Y BT 45 & B D3R
2 IREEE L) 58 4 5 43 AT 9 ) R FH I 7 9 L3
fRTfE
1.2 B HARRIFN DTN R XS

R TR B R R R R 2 R AT 4
B, S5 2T 5 B 2 3 2 I 55 2 e T A DR 3R 3
T RGN 53 HT , 38 3 2 B8] SCHR S AR G B}, f T il 29
HZ P FRbRis I 2 IR &5, aniEl 1 R,

oS FURIT ML K5 E I @ FIR S5 S A




222 B it w5 MM 5510 %
Fz2 Y-xFIMIER(i=1,2,3)
Tab. 2 Y-x; judgment matrix (i = 1,2,3)
52 SRR R TR s R SR 2 R R
Y X %, x5 WE HEF
v\‘ X, 1 2 1/3 0.252 2
e [ maomoa JAB . 12 I /3 0l60 3
i l x5 3 3 1 0.589 1
*‘égﬂ’% KR, a bbb e e | Tab. 3iE ; —;ljlﬁ:l&friﬁfa(t:i;l(,: ’=3)1,2,3)
1 SIARERMEREN R RSN h d & & L
Fig. 1 Hierarchical structure of evaluation indexes of constraints /i ! 3 3 0.620 !
2 HIAERTEMIER f2 175 ! g 0.0% 3
2.1 FIARFRTEMIERE N /s 13 4 ! 0.284 2
PEA RS 3 A T 29 A6 A2 K4 Y, FIWSERE(i=4,5,6)
HZ bR L 1, Tab. 4 Y,f; judgment matrix (i = 4,5,6)
Y, fa /5 Jfe & H7
®1 HARRRITNER fa 1 172 5 0.334 2
Tab. 1 Constrained factors and evaluation indexes fs 2 1 7 0.591 1
T EIR W R AR R fs 1/5 /7 1 0.075 3
ERBOREHNE «, o7 B HAR AT EORE D £, K5 Y, FIWFER(i=7,8,9)
BRI IR S5 IR A B AL B L £, Tab. 5 Y;~f; judgment matrix (i = 7,8,9)
BUNEALFIE) T AR £, Y, fr fs Jo & He7
AAHE x, R ARAA = £, f 1 3 5 0.633 1
AR R IEAATZ £ fe 1/3 1 3 0.261 2
LEA AT HIERZ £, Jo 1/5 1/3 1 0.106 3
HRME xR AR E AT £ 23 ERFEEFHNETH
BRI £ ST FHJEE AL 23K PR A, 4 A A 0
BRI Z TR, 1o B, BRI, S T 0 B 2 e, A SCR

2.2 BEBIHAEEHIEERE

R AHP 35 (9 43 B IR 38, 51 O B F K
SAATY 1Y 1-9 BYFRBETEE S, 45 R Z (8] P G L
B, AT I AR, W BRI K RS S R R x,
5w, AT, Y, 308 «, X« (IR AR L L, D)
x, WNEY x, HE R EEHWIE R Y, = 1/7Y,,
A RN Y = (V) ., Fm, Y HIER R RIK
X FEECH R

1 Fiw WA R Z 300 «, v, a TER
AR £, = fo o BEASTEBHE bR 52 e B B R 15 43

SRR E S5 15 5 0 A A5 0 25 s A — i

H 35 R FR AR R 4 s AR BETR A 5) o A
e R S Rk e SR DL LA S ELAR D, ) s P s ] £
AP LA W A B, TR R R HIT AR R Y,
EP @ TS S AN NS E 2 1 ¥ 5) )
Y, FAREFZ W Y, k2 ~ £S5,

SPSSAU ¥R it AL E A, SPSSAU 5 H & 4
AN Z AT HoE— e 4 R B Bl Bk &
TH BEE Dt i, o2 —Rh e it o0 ik,
HUTAEBE % G0 il B Sa
I . SPSSAU 45 R B4 i 38, 41 %5 £ s & fig 1k
A3, B REALXT PR AR A A 4 B e T, A5 2B 1k 4y
DIEE S = G
2.4 FERFIETIEPEISIRI—BIERLE

S ) R 28 H T B X bR B TR R WA
AL PR 22 TR I A T R AT — SO R 56, iRk A5
MIZE R G F B AR . — BP0 Ak 2R is ]
SPSSAU BXAFHEAT 43 M, 1153 4 T 5 11 B R AR AIE
R s SRIEBFIEARRT B 9 — B AE AR €1, 24 CI
< 0.1, DAk 0 0o 6 4 1 — 35k vl A2 3% 5 75 0]
FHEIESIBIE RS . 68 AHP 3SR 0 5 45
Wi — SR 3T 5 AMBIE(E RI, BDEXIREHL— S0
K dn, W& 6.,



5 8 1]

EXA: HT AHP 9 H IR+ BRI 55 & B 29 R 2 223

R 6 FHREH—H ISR RI

Tab. 6 Average random consistency index RI
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