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Performance evaluation of government traffic investment

WANG Yu-ting, WU Qun-qi

(School of Economics and Management, Chang’an University, Xi’an 710064, Shannxi, China)

Abstract; To strengthen the management of government investment, improve the use efficiency of
government investment funds, and strengthen the whole process of investment projects, it is need
to examine, analyze and evaluate the government’s performance of traffic investment decision-
making and financial management. This paper constructed an evaluation index system of
performance of government traffic investment, which included 4 first grade indexes, 15 secondary
indexes and 32 third-level indexes referred to several aspects, such as decision-making,
management, outputs and benefits Taking the structure of network among indexes and
characteristics of performance evaluation index system of government traffic investment into
account, using ANP method to calculate the index weight, fuzzy comprehensive model was used
to evaluate the performance of government traffic investment. Then, the feasibility and accuracy
of government traffic investment performance evaluation was verified by exemplification. The
results show that the performance evaluation system of government investment can reflect the
performance and effect of the government traffic investment from different perspectives, which is
important to improve the performance evaluation of government investment. 2 tabs, 1 fig, 16 refs.
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Fig. 1 ANP model of performance evaluation of government traffic investment
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Tab.2 Evaluation form of government transport investment
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