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A ssessm entM odel of Econan ic Performance of Oil Vapor Recovery
Based on Grey Rehtion ProjectionM ethod of M ulti - criteria D ecision

WANG Wei - bing, WANG Le;, SUN Yi
(School of Computer Science and T echnology, Harbin Unwersity of Science and T echnology, Harbin 15008Q China)

Abstract A in ing at the poblans that the lack of quantitative can parison evaluation of existing oil vapors re
covery methods the assessmentmodel of econan ic perform ance of oil vapor recovery based on grey relation pwojec
tonmethod of multi-criteria decision was established by using fuzzy mathen atics n the gray system theory and
multi-ob jectve decisbnmaking deas n engineerng optm ization. Themodel canprehenswe quan tiatve analysis of
the ndicator data of the existing four k nds of oil vapors recoverym ethods The results show that quantitative evali-
ation of themodel is equal to the non-quantitative evaluaton of existing literature and pove that themodel is effec
tve and credble Thereby it provides decision-m ak ng reference for petrochem ical en teprises to select gasolne va
pors recovery methods and design scheme
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