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[ Abstract] With the rapid development of the new generation of information technology, data has become an important means of
social production and a key factor to drive business intelligence and develop the digital economy. In order to speed up the process of
data circulation, data asset valuation and pricing are the necessary conditions. Therefore, the basic evaluation index and weight of
data assets are scientifically calculated by using fuzzy hierarchy method, and the coefficient of reference data assets is modified by

combining with market method to calculate the valuation of data assets.
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Tab. 1 Data asset evaluation index hierarchy
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W, = (0.17, 0.22, 0.20, 0.20, 0.21) ;

W, , =(0.32,0.32, 0.37).
3 EESBRELGINE
31 FHTR

SR FHTE L 28 7 Bt 0 7= b e ik, 3l el e B AT L
TELRAE S B G7 | WF A B % 7 K 4% T He L
P e P SRR bR B A AR | T AR R S 1 25 St
AT AT VR | S5 200 2 PRAR X 2 1 PRAR1EL

SR T 3 3 6 080 0 = R AT VA YR T RE
g ST PR | [ 3 KL RO 9 R A, 5 S T
PO B8 7 (B S, ELAA S 3T 58 1 P £ U
AR, 7 AT O 5 I A5 F A S0 2

(1) AT HE B¢ = SE B ) e B, 6 Bl o =5
HE 00152 491 22 v 0 2 A ) SR AR AL SE 3] e A (i
n = 3), JFEEEUM G R B % S b, AE AL
SEAG 7 2 BS BE Rl A A AN R e R, L
T 2 S T R Rk

(2) AT LLAB AR IR R AN E B E . (3)BIER
BT e B R R IR AR T R
BEAAL 0T M N2 S e —
etk AR | AE TR R A AT R B R
—— LB IE 13 DL & A HR AR AL TR A5 B & 45 bR s
IERE, FXPAIE bR B IE RECK AL SR IE R
A PT M,

(4) G WAL S5 R . AR IPEAGBIA HET T 4L
PG EEAS T, R Ak,

(5) BN EEA, Bl L4385 5 fE—x
WIS bR , EHHEIE 28, 32 EZeny ¥
e EHANE, SIS
3.2 MELG

A TR A5 8 %877y 2011-2019 4F B AT X
SBAE, Ko R S, HAKE R VS, BUdE & 48
e AR B AR ARR L R KU K R s SR
S A T LRI B T S B e A R 3R 2 B
No

MR R A 08 77 55 0T LU S B AT 8 bR ——
FeAE I 15 3B E R B 51 0.95.,0.89 F10.92,

g AR (1), BIrT 453 VS = (1.00%x0.95+0.85x%
0.89+0.78%0.92)/3=0.81,
x2 FHEIEETLE)

Tab. 2 Examples of comparable data assets

B2 B 25 Lo (T8/1K)
Ol RE NG API 360 1.00

Z5 AT Bt 371 0.85

Sty API 362 0.78

4 HEXRE
AR SO Bt B 7 A (E A TR, $ i 1 1 i
ik R 2 R TSR Tk o MRS R T2 Uik

B BV T8 bR A EAT 1 BB 4G

B A BB B BB I R IR LT RS

BT A . A TR, B B8 A (BT A

IR AR RS TR, W] 3l 50 B 5™

I P AR T B A TT M0 e, 46— 5T LA

SEWFFERY T [m)

S 3k

(1] AFE ibR%dE <= [J]. hEEEAL, 2015 (4) : 58-61.

[2] Tt REMEI MR TR F B [T]. £&FIRS
Fl, 2015 (9) : 228-229.

[3] XIE. ®ie KRB FE BN S8 [T]. @ilksit, 2014
(18): 3-4.

[4] RIS, LM, G-I EHSELRE RIS T]. e 4B
EREAEH, 2013 (2) ; 34-39.

[5] ABARA R. Estimation and evaluation of asset pricing models with
habit formation using Philippine data [ J ]. Applied Economics
Letters, 2006, 13(8) . 493-497.

(6] Z=3Cik, Xm0 . KA BT 7= Al 0 Jr e i R ——J T 57 A
J7 R BRI AP BT [T MR EIE 5 92k, 2019(8) : 116-119,
148.

(7] Ma3CHy, W%, Buve™ a2 24 1], hEREL,
2019(22) :233-234.

[8] WANG Q, ZHANG J, WU J, et al. Data Cleaning Algorithms for

Power Information Communication Assets Data Based on Self —

coding[ C]//2019 International Conference on Mathematics, Big

Data Analysis and Simulation and Modelling ( MBDASM 2019).

Atlantis Press, 2019.

NCEKARA A, ETINKAYA H. Liquidity Risk Management: A

Comparative Analysis of Panel Data Between Islamic And

—
=)
[

Conventional Banking In Turkey [ J ]. Procedia Computer ence,
2019, 158:955-963.

(1O Z4=REIAN DU, ¥ 3y, 4. B BT Sk RAFIELT]. HASH)
2#,2019,35(2) :105-112.



