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Research on estimation of inventory system based on ERP

ZHANG Yonghong' DING Yang'
1 School of Information and Control,Nanjing University of Information Science & Technology,Nanjing 210044

Abstract Based on analysis of traditional estimation methods for Enterprise Resource Planning ( ERP) system,
this paper introduces the analytic hierarchy process (AHP) and fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method into the es-
timation of inventory system based on ERP.A mathematical model integrated of AHP and fuzzy comprehensive eval-
uation is established for inventory system.An estimation example is carried out,and the result verifies the feasibility
and reliability of the proposed method.

Key words inventory system based on ERP ;analytic hierarchy process ;fuzzy comprehensive evaluation ; judgment

matrix



