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Abstract
The cruise industry, which has been growing rapidly since the COVID-19 outbreak, has suddenly
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hit the “pause button”. In this context, how to scientifically and reasonably select the location of
cruise public terminals has become the focus of researchers. In this paper, based on the concept of
fuzzy mathematics, the combination of analytic hierarchy process and entropy weight method is
used to determine the weight, and the improved fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method is more
scientific to establish the wharf site selection evaluation system. Through the comparison of the
scores between the two schemes, the best scheme for Qingdao Huiquan Bay as the site selection of
public cruise terminal is determined, and relevant suggestions are put forward for the construc-
tion of Qingdao public cruise terminal.
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Table 1. Cruise terminal site selection evaluation index system
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Table 2. Test results of importance degree of first-level indicators
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Table 3. Test results of importance degree of secondary indicators
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Table 4. Cruise terminal site selection evaluation results
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