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Topsis Methods on the Industry Benefit Analysis of Anhui Province
FANG Shi-jian» HUA Wu. CHEN Gang
( University of Science & Technology of China, Hefei 230026, China)
Abstract Industry economy benefit is the centre of the industry economy. Economical benefit index can reveal the de-
velopment level. This article uses the Topsis method to analysis the industry benefit of Anhui Province.
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