
Academic Journal of Business & Management 
ISSN 2616-5902 Vol. 6, Issue 12: 69-76, DOI: 10.25236/AJBM.2024.061209 

Published by Francis Academic Press, UK 
-69- 

Risk evaluation of automobile green supply chain 
under dual carbon target 

Fu Xiaohong, Fang Pengcheng 

Department of Management Science and Engineering, Hebei University of Engineering, Handan, 
056038, China 
1611142910@qq.com 

Abstract: Under the dual-carbon target, the importance of the automotive supply chain is becoming 
increasingly prominent. As a key link to promote the green transformation of the automotive industry, the 
supply chain is not only related to the cost control and operational efficiency of enterprises, but also the 
core driving force to achieve energy conservation and emission reduction and promote sustainable 
development. However, the automobile green supply chain involves many parties, and the stability of the 
supply chain is affected by the potential risks of each link. Based on literature research, this paper 
identifies 3 first-level evaluation indicators and 16 second-level evaluation indicators of automotive 
green supply chain, and establishes a risk evaluation index system by using analytic hierarchy process. 
In view of the high risk factors in the results, improvement suggestions are put forward, so as to 
effectively prevent and control risks. This paper aims to provide theoretical methods and strategy 
support for the risk management of automotive green supply chain, and promote the sustainable 
development of China's automotive green supply chain. 
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1. Introduction 

On September 22, 2021, the Guiding Opinions of the CPC Central Committee and The State 
Council on the Work of Carbon Peaking and carbon Neutrality were released, establishing a strategic 
blueprint, policy framework and implementation guarantee for achieving this goal. The annual 
emission of pollutants from motor vehicles in China reaches 50 million tons, highlighting the severe air 
pollution and bringing opportunities for the innovation of the automotive green supply chain. Facing 
the urgent tasks and transformation opportunities of environmental protection, it is necessary to 
increase the efforts of clean production and green manufacturing, research and development of 
cutting-edge technologies, attach importance to environmentally friendly development, and jointly 
build a sustainable future [1]. In February 2021, The State Council issued the Guiding Opinions on 
Accelerating the Establishment and Improvement of a Green, low-carbon and Circular Development 
economic System, which clearly points out that a green, low-carbon and circular development 
economic system needs to be established and improved [2]. Automobile green supply chain involves 
many parties. The development of automobile green supply chain is faced with many risks from 
external factors, internal factors or intermediate factors. Many scholars have studied the risks of 
automobile green supply chain. Wu Chunyou and others pointed out that for different industries and 
enterprises, the path to build and implement green supply chain management is different. Each 
enterprise shall adopt corresponding strategies according to its actual situation, aiming to achieve the 
dual goals of environmental protection and economic benefits simultaneously [3]. On the basis of 
in-depth research on green supply chain management in the automotive industry, Wang Zhihong et al. 
used analytic hierarchy process to build a set of risk assessment system for automotive green supply 
chain. Subsequently, they used the fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method to evaluate the risks in the 
system in order to implement effective risk prevention and control measures [4]. Ding Weidong et al. 
proposed a method combining reliability evaluation matrix and fuzzy analysis to conduct a 
comprehensive and systematic assessment of risk factors, and put forward risk prevention strategies 
accordingly. Some scholars have pointed out that there are significant threats and challenges in the 
operation of the green supply chain model [5]. Fu Xingfang et al. believe that green supply chain 
management has become a new strategy for the sustainable survival of various industries, and its core 
concept is to fully consider environmental factors, implement circular production management, and 
make full use of network technology as the basic means to achieve green supply chain management [6]. 
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Throughout the existing literature, it can be found that the research on green supply chain risk 
management has achieved relatively rich theoretical and empirical results, but there are still some areas 
that need further research. First, the standard and method of supply chain risk identification urgently 
need to be established and improved. Under the background of dual carbon and the current research 
status of automotive green supply chain, it is particularly important to identify and evaluate the risks of 
automotive green supply chain. Therefore, this paper uses analytic hierarchy process to analyze the risk 
of automobile green supply chain, comprehensively evaluates the risk indicators of automobile green 
supply chain, and obtains the high risk indicators affecting automobile green supply chain. 

The above scholars made an in-depth analysis of the obtained results and proposed strategies to 
avoid and reduce risks, aiming to provide a solid scientific basis for accelerating the safe 
implementation of the green supply chain, so as to ensure that the measures taken can effectively 
prevent potential risks [7]. 

2. Construction of analytic hierarchy process evaluation model 

2.1 Introduction to Analytic Hierarchy Process 

Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP) is a decision aid tool that integrates qualitative and quantitative 
analysis. It was proposed by Thomas Setti in the 1970s to solve complex decision problems. With its 
practicality and efficiency, it is widely used worldwide, covering the fields of economy, management, 
military, transportation and so on. In the study of social and economic management, AHP provides an 
efficient modeling approach in the face of complex systems and their difficult to quantify and 
subjective factors. In this method, the decision problem is regarded as a system, the optimization 
criteria are refined into criterion layer, and then decomposed into sub-criterion layer, the performance 
of alternative schemes on each sub-criterion is evaluated, and the optimal decision scheme is 
determined through hierarchical analysis [8]. 

2.2 Principles for selecting risk assessment indicators 

The risk assessment of automobile green supply chain depends on a set of perfect risk evaluation 
index system. In building this system, we must adhere to the following core principles: 

(1) Scientific principle: It focuses on the close combination of theory and practice. In the process of 
establishing the risk assessment index system, it must be firmly established on the basis of scientific 
theory to ensure that the logical structure of the system is strict and rational. In addition, it is necessary 
to provide objective and accurate data support, and strive to minimize the interference of subjective 
factors to ensure the accuracy of evaluation results [9]. 

(2) Operability principle: It requires quantitative processing of qualitative indicators through 
scientific mathematical conversion means, while quantitative indicators must be able to directly and 
clearly reflect the changing status and trend of risks. This approach helps us to grasp and evaluate the 
actual situation of risk more accurately, so as to improve the pertinence and effectiveness of risk 
management. 

(3) Integrity principle: In the risk management system, each subsystem is closely linked to form a 
logical and unified whole. Therefore, after the establishment of the indicator system, we need to 
carefully examine these indicators to ensure that they can fully and accurately reflect the evaluation 
objectives, so as to ensure the integrity and systematism of the indicator system. 

(4) The principle of hierarchy: the risk management system can be further subdivided into multiple 
sub-systems, which show a clear hierarchical structure. When constructing an indicator system, we 
must ensure that there is no causal relationship between indicators in the same hierarchy and that they 
remain independent of each other. Doing so helps us to shed more light on the hierarchical and 
structural features of risk management. 

2.3 Establishment of hierarchical analysis model 

With reference to the risk indicators mentioned in relevant literature and combined with the 
characteristics of the automotive green supply chain, the risk factors of the green automobile supply 
chain are comprehensively summarized and analyzed from the perspectives of 16 indicators including 
external risk, internal risk and intermediate risk as follows: 
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Based on the above analysis, this paper aims to evaluate the risks of automotive green supply chain 
[10], and the three first-level indicators identified are: B1 external risk and B2 internal risk. B3 
Intermediate risk. Next, the secondary indicators are classified as follows: external risks include natural 
risks (B11), policy risks (B12), economic risks (B13), social risks (B14) and market risks (B15); 
Internal risks include green R&D risk (B21), green procurement risk (B22), green production risk 
(B23), green logistics risk (B24), green marketing risk (B25), green recovery risk (B26) and financial 
risk (B27). Intermediate risks include cooperation risk (B31), supplier risk (B32), distributor risk (B33) 
and information risk (B34). Based on the above three clearly defined aspects and 16 specific impact 
indicators, we have built a scientific and reasonable green automobile supply chain risk assessment 
index system. For details, please refer to Table 1. 

Table 1: Green automobile supply chain risk index evaluation system 

Target layer Criterion layer Index level 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Green 
automobile 

supply chain 
risk assessment 

system A 

 
 

External risk B1 
 

Natural risk B11 
Policy risk B12 

Economic risk B13 
Social risk B14 
Market risk B15 

 
 
 

Internal risk B2 

Green R&D risk B21 
Green procurement risk B22 
Green production risk B23 

Green logistics risk B24 
Green marketing Risk B25 
Green recycling risk B26 

Financial risk B27 
 

Intermediate risk 
B3 

Cooperation risk B31 
Supplier risk B32 

Distributor risk B33 
Information risk B34 

3. Analytic hierarchy process evaluation model 

3.1 Construct judgment matrix 

In order to compare the importance of different criteria in supplier evaluation and understand the 
specific performance of risk at each indicator level under a certain criterion, we need to qualitatively 
describe the advantages and disadvantages of these factors and organize these descriptions into a 
judgment matrix. However, the evaluation of elements in a judgment matrix is often both difficult and 
subjective. In order to reduce subjectivity as much as possible and improve the objectivity of the 
evaluation, we can use the way of sending questionnaires to several experts. The specific approach is to 
build a pair of comparison matrix, by comparing the factors in the same level one by one, to build a 
judgment matrix. Then, we calculate the weight of each factor to analyze the importance of the factors 
at the next level to the factors at the previous level. When calculating the weight value, it is necessary 
to use the importance scale as the basis, and these scales constitute the measurement criteria of the 
judgment matrix [11], as shown in Table 2. 

Table 2: Scale table 

Factor i and factor j Quantized value 
Equally important 1 
Slightly important 3 

Stronger importance 5 
Strongly important 7 

vital 9 
The median of two adjacent judgments 2,4,6,8 

Suppose that the target layer is A, the criterion layer is B, and the sub-criterion layer is C, and the 
judgment matrix of each factor can be listed as follows 
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A=
















125.05.0
414
225.01

  B1=






















1233.044
5.0125.023

34135
25.05.033.014
25.033.02.025.01

 

B2=




























1734375
14.012.033.017.05.025.0
33.051325.042
25.0333.0125.025.0
33.0624153
14.0225.05.02.012.0
2.045.0233.031

B3=


















1534
2.0125.033.0
33.0413
25.0333.01

 

3.2 Calculate the weight of each factor 

① The standard judgment matrix is obtained by the integration of column vectors [12]. 

A=
















14.017.018.0
57.067.073.0
29.017.018.0

 B1=






















2.026.016.039.024.0
1.013.019.020.018.0
6.051.047.029.029.0
05.006.016.010.024.0
05.004.009.002.006.0

 

B2=




























42.025.041.027.055.031.041.0
06.004.003.002.003.002.002.0
14.018.014.02.009.018.017.0
10.011.005.007.006.009.004.0
14.021.027.027.018.022.025.0
06.007.003.003.004.004.003.0
08.014.007.013.006.013.008.0

 B3=


















56.038.066.048.0
11.008.005.004.0
19.031.022.036.0
14.023.007.012.0

 

② The line sum is normalized, and the resulting value is W. 

A(w)=
















16.0
66.0
21.0

 B1(w)=






















25.0
16.0
43.0
12.0
05.0

 B2(w)=




























37.0
03.0
16.0
07.0
22.0
04.0
1.0

 B3(w)=


















52.0
07.0
27.0
14.0

 

③ Calculate the feature root and get 



Academic Journal of Business & Management 
ISSN 2616-5902 Vol. 6, Issue 12: 69-76, DOI: 10.25236/AJBM.2024.061209 

Published by Francis Academic Press, UK 
-73- 

AW=
















125.05.0
414
225.01

















16.0
66.0
21.0

=
















43.0
14.2
695.0

In a similar way, B1W=






















41.1
80.0
45.2
62.0
28.0

 B2W=




























78.2
22.0
11.1
49.0
62.1
30.0
71.0

 B3W=



















24.2
29.0
14.1
57.0

 
④ Calculate the maximum eigenvalue 

λmax= ∑ [AW]i
nWi

n
i=1  

A( maxλ )=3.08 In a similar way,B1( maxλ )=5.42   B2( maxλ )=7.25,B3( maxλ )=4.18 

3.3 Performing a consistency check 

①Calculate the consistency index  CI(CI= 1
1-max

−n
λ

) 

A(CI)=0.04,B1(CI)= 0.105,  B2(CI)=0.04,B3(CI)=0.06 

②Calculate the consistency ratioCR(CR= RI
CI

),RI Refers to the freedom index, the revised value RI 
is shown in the table 3. 

Table 3: Revised RI data table 

Dimension 
(m) 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 

RI 0.00 0.00 0.58 0.96 1.12 1.24 1.32 1.41 1.45 
Table 4 is obtained by synthesizing the above data: the closer CR is to 0, the higher the consistency 

of the judgment matrix. According to Table 4, it can be judged that the CR values of matrix A, B1, B2 
and B3 are all less than 0.1, which is basically consistent. 

Table 4: Values of each matrix 

 Matrix A Matrix B1 Matrix B2 Matrix B3 
maxλ  3.08 5.42 7.25 4.18 
CI 0.04 0.105 0.04 0.06 
CR 0.07 0.094 0.03 0.07 

3.4 Result Analysis 

The weight calculation results are shown in Table 5. Through the analysis of the calculated weight 
values of indicators at all levels, it can be clearly observed that the proportion of internal risk in the 
criterion layer is the largest, which highlights the core position of internal risk in the automotive green 
supply chain risk system. After that, the ranking of criterion layer weight is: internal risk, intermediate 
risk and external risk. Further refined to the index level, the external risk covers five specific indicators, 
and the weight of these indicators is also different. The weights are economic risk B13, market risk B15, 
social risk B14, policy risk B12 and natural risk B11. There are seven internal risks, of which financial 
risk B32 has the greatest weight, followed by production risk B23, and recovery risk B31 has the least 
weight. Among intermediate risks, the weight of information risk B36 is more important than that of 
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distributor B35, and the weight of supplier risk B34 is more important than that of cooperation risk 
B33. 

Table 5: Risk evaluation weight system of automotive green supply chain 

Criterion layer weight Index level weight 
External risks(B1) 0.21 Natural Risk(B11) 0.05 

  Policy Risk (B12) 0.12 
  Economic Risk(B13) 0.43 
  Social Risk (B14) 0.16 
  Market Risk (B15) 0.25 

Internal Risk (B2) 0.66 R&d Risk (B21) 0.10 
  Procurement Risk (B22) 0.04 
  Production Risk(B23) 0.22 
  Logistics Risk (B24) 0.07 
  Marketing Risk (B25) 0.16 
  Recovery Risk (B31) 0.03 
  Financial Risk (B32) 0.37 

Intermediate risk (B3) 0.43 Cooperation Risk(B33) 0.14 
  Supplier Risk (B34) 0.27 
  Distributor Risk (B35) 0.07 
  Information Risk (B36) 0.52 

4. Conclusions and Suggestions 

4.1 Conclusion 

In the risk assessment of automotive green supply chain studied in this paper, internal risks account 
for the largest proportion, accounting for 0.66, followed by intermediate risks, accounting for 0.43, and 
then external risks, accounting for 0.21. Among the three risk levels, the internal risk needs the 
attention of all stakeholders in the automotive supply chain, and the financial risk and production risk 
are the highest among the internal risks. Recycling risks and procurement risks are minimal. Financial 
risk is the most important of internal risks 

All stakeholders of the green automobile supply chain should pay attention to it. Protect financial 
security, avoid risks, and affect the normal operation of the green car supply chain. The weights of each 
intermediate risk index are information risk, supplier risk, cooperation risk and distributor risk from 
high to low. Information risk in today's society needs special attention, once the information is 
inaccurate or information leakage will cause a lot of unnecessary trouble, bring danger to the entire 
automobile supply chain, information risk also needs to be attached great importance. In the three 
perspectives studied in this paper, the external risk weight accounts for the smallest proportion, and 
economic risk and social risk account for the largest proportion of external risks through analytic 
hierarchy process, followed by policy risk and natural risk. When the external economic situation is 
relatively severe, the green automobile supply chain will also be affected by the external economy, and 
the heavy damage to the external economic risks will endanger the safe operation of the green 
automobile supply chain to a large extent, so it is necessary to do a good job in the automobile supply 
chain emergency protection mechanism and measures. 

4.2 Suggestions 

4.2.1 Suggestions for External risk Optimization 

In the context of dual-carbon, the green automobile supply chain is facing many risks from the 
economy, society, policy, and nature. In order to effectively deal with these risks, the following are 
some specific measures. 

The company implements financial risk response measures. First, the green automobile supply 
chain should improve cost control and efficiency. Second, it should establish diversified financing 
channels. Third, it should strengthen market risk prediction and response. The company implements 
social risk response measures. First, the green automobile supply chain should strengthen the health 
and safety of employees. Second, it should establish a harmonious supply chain partnership. Third, it 
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should strengthen social communication and information disclosure. The company implements policy 
risk response measures. First, the green automobile supply chain should pay close attention to policy 
developments. Second, it should ensure compliance management. Third, it should actively participate 
in policy formulation. The company implements natural risk response measures. First, the green 
automobile supply chain should strengthen environmental monitoring and early warning. Second, it 
should make emergency plans. Third, it should improve supply chain resilience. To sum up, the green 
automobile supply chain should comprehensively consider economic, social, policy, and natural risks in 
the context of dual-carbon, and take corresponding countermeasures to reduce risks. The 
implementation of these measures will help promote the sustainable development of the green vehicle 
supply chain. 

4.2.2 Suggestions for internal risk optimization 

The company implements financial risk response measures. First, the company should establish 
diversified financing channels. Second, the company should strengthen cost control. Third, the 
company should establish a financial risk early warning mechanism. Fourth, the company should 
improve the capital structure. The company implements production risk response measures. First, the 
company should adopt advanced green production technology. Second, the company should focus on 
quality management and control. Third, the company should carry out supply chain coordination, 
establish close cooperative relations with suppliers, and jointly deal with production risks. Fourth, the 
company should formulate emergency plans to prevent and respond to possible production risks. The 
company implements marketing risk response measures. First, the company should strengthen the 
research and forecast of market trends. Second, the company should establish the concept of green 
marketing. Third, the company should develop diversified marketing channels. Fourth, the company 
should strengthen customer relationship management to improve customer satisfaction and loyalty. The 
company implements development risk response measures. First, the company should increase 
investment in research and development to improve research and development capabilities and levels. 
Second, the company should establish technical cooperation relations with universities and scientific 
research institutions to carry out technical exchanges and cooperative research and development. Third, 
the company should strengthen the awareness of intellectual property protection and improve the 
intellectual property protection system. 

4.2.3 Suggestions for intermediate risk optimization 

The company implements information risk response measures. First, the company should enhance 
information sharing. Second, the company should improve its data analysis capabilities. Third, the 
company should establish an early warning mechanism and a risk early warning model to forecast and 
warn of possible risks based on historical data and real-time information, allowing for proactive 
measures to prevent them. The company implements supplier risk response measures. First, the 
company should rigorously select suppliers. In addition to considering price, quality, and other factors, 
it should also focus on their environmental protection capabilities, carbon emission reduction measures, 
and sustainable development abilities, ensuring that suppliers meet the requirements of a green supply 
chain. Second, the company should establish a supplier evaluation system. Third, the company should 
strengthen cooperation with suppliers. The company implements cooperative risk response measures. 
First, the company should define the objectives of cooperation. Second, the company should strengthen 
communication and coordination. Third, the company should establish a risk-sharing mechanism. The 
company implements distributor risk response measures. First, the company should strengthen 
distributor training. Second, the company should establish a distributor evaluation system. Third, the 
company should optimize distribution channels. 

References  

[1] WANG Xiaotong. Research on Risk Evaluation of Automotive Green Supply Chain of Tevers 
Company [D]. Liaoning Technical University, 2016. 
[2] Chen Shiyi, Xu Lu, Wu Haipeng. Theoretical interpretation and realization path of green 
low-carbon transformation of China's industrial chain under the goal of "dual carbon" [J]. Social 
Sciences of Guangdong, 2024, (05):63-74+286. 
[3] Wu Chunyou, Zhu Qinghua, Geng Yong. Green Supply chain Management and Enterprise 
Sustainable development [J]. China Soft Science, 2001, 3:67-70. 
[4] WANG Zhihong, Wang Xiaotong, Li Dan. Research on Risk evaluation of automotive green Supply 
chain [J]. Journal of Applied Functional Analysis, 2017, 19(04):442-451. 



Academic Journal of Business & Management 
ISSN 2616-5902 Vol. 6, Issue 12: 69-76, DOI: 10.25236/AJBM.2024.061209 

Published by Francis Academic Press, UK 
-76- 

[5] Ding Weidong, Liu Kai, He Guoxian. Research on Supply chain risk [J]. China Safety Science 
Journal, 2003, 4:67-69. 
[6] Fu Xingfang, Bao Xiaolan. Green supply chain Management: a new strategic model for modern 
enterprises [J]. Contemporary Economic Management, 2006, 1:37-40. 
[7] Jiang Junqiu, Wang Kun, Wang Guangzhi. Curriculum Teaching reform of Environmental 
engineering major based on the goal of "double carbon" [J]. Journal of Heilongjiang Teachers 
Development College, 2023, 42(09):76-78. 
[8] Ma Cunyi. Supplier Selection Strategy based on Analytic Hierarchy Process [J]. Market 
Modernization, 2024, (21):16-18. 
[9] Jia Z R. Research on risk and simulation of green supply chain based on complex network [D]. 
Beijing Information Science and Technology University, 2021. 
[10] Hu Yongping. Research on Automotive Green Supply chain Management [D]. Nanchang 
University, 2011.  
[11] Fan Rui, Ye Chunming, Yan Jinhui, et al. Study on Risk Factors of prefabricated building supply 
chain based on FAHP-Grey relational degree analysis [J]. Project Management Technology, 2019, 
22(08): 97-103. 
[12] Liu Rongwei, Wang Puqing. Agricultural product supply chain risk analysis based on Analytic 
Hierarchy Process [J]. Rural Economics and Science and Technology, 2021, 32(01):115-117. (in 
Chinese) 


	2.1 Introduction to Analytic Hierarchy Process
	2.2 Principles for selecting risk assessment indicators
	2.3 Establishment of hierarchical analysis model
	3.1 Construct judgment matrix
	3.2 Calculate the weight of each factor
	3.3 Performing a consistency check
	3.4 Result Analysis
	4.1 Conclusion
	4.2 Suggestions

