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Abstract: System efficiency is the satisfaction degree of special task in some defined conditions.
Nowadays there are many organizations engaged in the research of system efficiency evaluation,
and they have obtained certain research results. Based on the brief introduction, several classic sys-
tem effectiveness evaluation methods were reviewed, such as: Analytic Hierarchy Process
(AHP), the ADC Analysis, System Efficiency Analysis SEA and Support vector machine evalua-
tion, including the basic idea of the methods, the main steps, application scenarios, and corre-
sponding improvements. Analyses cover the advantages and disadvantages of each method, as well
as the applications problems. This work helps to evaluate the effectiveness and how to evaluate the
effectiveness of the method.
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Fig. 1 The classification of efficiency
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Fig. 2 System effectiveness
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Fig. 7 The basic structure of the SVM evaluation method
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