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Abstract Traditional theories and methods for comprehensive environmental performance
evaluation are challenged by the appearance of big data because of its large quantity, high
velocity, and high diversity, even though big data is defective in accuracy and stability. In
this paper, we first review the literature on environmental performance evaluation, includ-
ing evaluation theories, the methods of data envelopment analysis, and the technologies and
applications of life cycle assessment and the ecological footprint. Then, we present the the-
ories and technologies regarding big data and the opportunities and applications for these
in related areas, followed by a discussion on problems and challenges. The latest advances
in environmental management based on big data technologies are summarized. Finally, con-
clusions are put forward that the feasibility, reliability, and stability of existing theories and
methodologies should be thoroughly validated before they can be successfully applied to
evaluate environmental performance in practice and provide scientific basis and guidance to
formulate environmental protection policies.
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1 Introduction

Along with the acceleration of modernization and the huge consumption of energy resources,
the emission of hazardous substances is becoming increasingly serious, and the ecological
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environment, in which human beings survive, is facing unprecedented threats (Chevallier and
Goutte 2015; Cai et al. 2015). Environmental problems have become important factors that
hinder the sustainable development of the economy and society (Bi et al. 2012; Song et al.
2013). In November 2013, after lengthy discussions and negotiations between relevant gov-
ernmental departments of various countries in Warsaw, Poland, agreements were concluded
on some issues including the Durban Platform, green climate funds, reduction of greenhouse
gases, and the Warsaw International Mechanism for Loss and Damage. “These agreements
were for reducing the losses resulting from environmental changes”.! The citizens of each
country also now pay more attention to environmental problems and exert an increasingly
important influence on environmental management decision-making (Glucker et al. 2013;
Paco and Raposo 2009). Environmental performance refers to production performance that
considers environmental factors. International scholars have reached a consensus that sus-
tainability during the production process should be measured by adopting environmental
performance evaluation (Halkos and Tzeremes 2013; Jawahar et al. 2015).

As an effective tool to calculate relative efficiency, data envelopment analysis (DEA), first
proposed by Charnes et al. (1978), has attracted significant attention from many scholars and
has since been expanded continuously (Cook and Seiford 2009; Ramli et al. 2013). DEA
includes the super-efficiency model (Andersen and Petersen 1993) and the cross-efficiency
model (Liang et al. 2008; Wu et al. 2016), which can improve efficiency discernment. Recent
important achievements in this field include the multiple variable proportionality model (Cook
and Zhu 2011), weight restrictions and free production model (Podinovski and Bouzdine-
Chameeva 2013), fuzzy efficiency measurement (Kao and Lin 2012), and non-homogeneous
decision-making units (DMUs) (Cook et al. 2013). DEA has also been widely used in effi-
ciency evaluations with a consideration of undesirable outputs (Fire et al. 1989). It has
gradually become one of the key, widely recognized environmental performance evaluation
methods (Song et al. 2012). However, although there exist some studies in this field—such
as the SBM model that has network structure (Tone and Tsutsui 2014; Lozano 2015), the
environmental efficiency evaluation model with small data (Song and Guan 2014; Arabi
et al. 2016), and green supply chain management based on ecological and environmental
efficiency (Govindan et al. 2014; Dubey et al. 2015a)—shortcomings such as the specializa-
tion of research objects and the weak universality of research methods remain. In addition, as
another kind of representative method for environmental performance evaluation, life cycle
assessment (LCA) also has the same problem (Reap et al. 2008). Previous studies by Wilson
et al. (2013), Fadeyi et al. (2013), Hjaila et al. (2013) and Lozano et al. (2010) had similar
drawbacks.

As these environmental performance evaluation technologies have insufficient universal-
ity, it is difficult to identify the most appropriate analytic method. Even though some studies
have used similar evaluation methods to analyze comparable realistic problems, their theo-
retical cores may vary greatly. Mohammadi et al. (2013) and Vazquez-Rowe et al. (2012)
combined the LCA and DEA methods and evaluated the environmental performance of the
grape and soybean production industries, respectively. Oggioni et al. (2011) and Zhou et al.
(2014) adopted the DEA method to evaluate the energy efficiency of China’s transportation
sector and the ecological efficiency of the global cement industry. Our detailed investigation
revealed that most studies mainly focused on the specific methods of environmental per-
formance evaluation and their specific application domains, without arriving at conclusions
on how to measure environmental performance precisely, and are yet to devise a scientific,

I The UN Climate Change Conference was held on October 23, 2013 in Warsaw, the capital of Poland.
Agreements on some important subjects were reached.
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specific, and strongly operable theoretical and methodology system (Liu et al. 2010; Cabeza
et al. 2014). In other words, the existing environmental performance evaluation lacks an
axiomatized theoretical system. Hence, developing a scientific axiomatized theoretical sys-
tem and a series of universal evaluation methods based on that system for the environmental
performance evaluation field is a critical requirement.

Scholars have been exploring and promoting solutions to these unresolved problems
(Nahorski and Ravn 2000; Chen and Delmas 2012). The rapid development and wide applica-
tion of big data have brought new opportunities and challenges to environmental performance
evaluation. According to a HACE theorem, big data originates from the distribution and
decentralized control of a large volume of heterogeneous and autonomous data. It requires
complex and evolving relationships between data (Wu et al. 2014). According to current
estimates, from underground physics experiments to retail transactions, security cameras,
and GPS systems, about 4 zettabytes of data will be generated each year (Tien 2013). Big
data has already permeated every industry and business function field and has become a new
production factor that is parallel to labor force and capital. It would drive a new wave of
productivity growth and consumer surplus (Manyika et al. 2011). Some developed countries
have already constructed their national big data strategy. For example, in 2012, the National
Science Foundation (NSF) of America collected key technologies and processes that pushed
big data science and projects (BIGDATA)? forward. The NSF has also invested a large amount
of capital for big data research in five important industries: services, manufacturing, construc-
tion, agriculture, and mining. Other countries, including China, have also increased inputs
in big data research (Wu et al. 2014). From this, many studies on specific industries, such as
Dubey et al. (2015b,c) on a world-class sustainable manufacturing industry, have emerged.

In the environmental management field, a huge amount of high-value information needs to
be globally distributed to solve major scientific and social problems (Hampton et al. 2013).
By using the big data collected, the US Environment Protection Agency (EPA) and US
Energy Information Administration (EIA) have set up the Emissions & Generation Resource
Integrated Database (eGRID), which provides almost all carbon emission data resulting
from power generation in the US.> However, there are few studies on how to establish
the methodological system of environmental performance evaluation using big data. Though
Cooper et al. (2013) have stated that big data in the context of environmental management has
been found, examined, sampled, and applied in LCA, considering both direct and indirect
sample data in the open LCA data memory pool, evaluation process proof and statistical
tests based on LCA are not available. In fact, big data has the characteristics of volume,
velocity, variety, veracity, and valorization (5Vs), which significantly increase the complexity
of solving relevant problems (Ozdemir et al. 2013). The arrival of the big data era brings
unavoidable demands and complex challenges to the imperfect environmental performance
evaluation theory and method. This indicates that the preliminary research on environmental
performance evaluation with big data has not only high scientific value but also great practical
significance.

The remainder of this article is structured as follows. First, we review the literature on
environmental performance evaluation, including evaluation theories and relevant methods
and applications of DEA, LCA, and the ecological footprint. Second, we describe and com-
ment on the theories and methods of big data and their applications in some fields, as well as

2 NSF has released the plan “Critical Techniques and Technologies for Advancing Foundations and Applica-
tions of Big Data Science & Engineering (BIGDATA)”.

3 These data include emission loads and emission ratios of oxynitride, sulfur dioxide, carbon dioxide, methane,
nitrous oxide, net-generated energy, etc.
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analyze the associated challenges. Third, we introduce the research progress in the context of
environmental management and its big data association established by international scholars.
Finally, we summarize the existing achievements, as well as examine the scientific problems
that require further study.

2 Theories and methods of environmental performance evaluation
and their applications

As the influence of economic activities on the environment has attracted widespread atten-
tion, international scholars have put forward many theories and methods to monitor and
evaluate environmental performance more effectively (Coelli et al. 2007). A majority of
scholars considered the definition of environmental performance to be the economic value
borne by a unit environment load (DeSimone and Popoff 2000; Koskela and Vehmas 2012;
Liu et al. 2010). A feature of early studies was the attempt to integrate technology, the econ-
omy, and environmental performance measurement technology (Scheel 2001; Tyteca 1996).
Existing methods of environmental performance evaluation mainly involve the measurement
of environmental performance and evaluation of the conditions of material balance (Coelli
et al. 2007). A few other evaluation methods, including strategic environmental assessment
(SEA) (Zhu and Ru 2008) that evaluates the influences of planning, policies, and schemes on
the environment; the ecological footprint (Bagliani et al. 2008) that observes the influences
of human consumption on the environment; cost-benefit analysis (Mouter et al. 2013) that
focuses on the relationship between costs and benefits of social activities; and material flow
analysis (Mouter et al. 2013) that describes the metabolism of social materials (Hashimoto
and Moriguchi 2004), are all supplementary to the mainstream DEA and LCA methods.

As a type of nonparametric method, DEA is one of the best methods to measure envi-
ronmental performance (Bogetoft and Wang 2005). It has the following advantages: it can
deal with complex multi-input and output systems and analyze indicators with prices that
are difficult to determine and for which weights cannot be decided; it needs no preliminary
assumption of relational expressions of the production function, and hence the parametric
estimation problem can be avoided; it is useful in that it reveals the hidden and ignored
relationships in other methods; and it can quantitatively analyze the root causes of the low
efficiency of some DMUs (Liu et al. 2010; Lv et al. 2013).

The core of DEA-based environmental performance evaluation is identifying methods to
handle undesirable outputs such as exhaust gas, wastewater, and waste residues generated
during production processes. The relevant technologies can be divided into four kinds. The
first kind of technology, approved by mainstream scholars, replaces the strong free treatment
of undesirable outputs with weak free treatment (Fire et al. 1989, 1993, 2005; Seiford and
Zhu 2005; Tone 2003; Zhou et al. 2008, 2007). The second kind of technology takes unde-
sirable outputs as inputs (Dyckhoff and Allen 2001; Hailu and Veeman 2001; Liu and Sharp
1999), and one only needs to determine which indicators are expected to be bigger or smaller.
This method is simple and operable, but it cannot reflect real production processes (Seiford
and Zhu 2002). The third kind of technology includes a nonlinear monotone decreasing trans-
fer approach (Scheel 2001; Tyteca 1996) and a linear monotone transfer approach (Seiford
and Zhu 2002). The former approach uses the reciprocal of an undesirable output as a new
output, while the latter adds a sufficiently large positive number to the negative undesirable
output to handle this output. The fourth kind of technology is the scale model proposed by
You and Yan (2011). This method introduces penalty factors to replace undesirable output
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values, and the output of the new system will be the quotient of the original desirable output
divided by the penalty factor.

Apart from DEA, LCA is also widely used in the field of environmental performance eval-
uation (Blengini et al. 2012; Mestre and Vogtlander 2013; Slagstad and Brattebg 2014). In
1969, when Harry E. Teasley Jr. was assigned to manage the packaging of Coca-Cola Com-
pany products, he suggested using LCA to evaluate the influences of the life cycle on the
environment (Hunt et al. 1996). Currently, the four stages included in this method, namely,
the objective and scope, the Life Cycle Inventory (LCI) Analysis, the Life Cycle Impact
Assessment (LCIA), and result interpretation, are all included in the ISO 14000 Environ-
mental Management System (ISO 1997, 2006). Relevant guidance relating to the method
has already been provided by some studies (Guinée et al. 2002). Because it can effectively
resolve the influences of the complexities of the three dimensions of society, environment,
and the economy in a sustainable development evaluation system of performance evaluation
(Finnveden et al. 2009), as well as consider the diversity of influences of production on the
environment (Hauschild and Pennington 2002) and estimate its potential influences (Tiruta-
Barna et al. 2007), LCA was acknowledged and applied in industries such as wind energy
(Schleisner 2000), waste disposal (Cherubini et al. 2009), and biology (Pérez-Ldpez et al.
2014).

However, the scheme selection problem involved in LCA has the challenge of uncertainty
and therefore affects the evaluation results (Finnveden et al. 2009). Moreover, it does not fully
consider the economic benefits of the production unit (Dong et al. 2014). Therefore, some
scholars tried to combine the LCA method with others to avoid these problems. In particular,
a combination of LCA and DEA is likely to become widely accepted (Mohammadi et al.
2013; Vazquez-Rowe et al. 2012), as this combination can be used to calculate the composite
environmental performance of multiple DMUs (Iribarren et al. 2010) and is more accurate.
However, the discriminating capability of this combination remains unsatisfactory (Iribarren
et al. 2013), and it cannot effectively settle the problems that emerge during environmental
performance evaluation under the condition of big data (Stamp et al. 2013). Hence, evaluation
methods based on a combination of DEA and LCA are still in need of further improvement.

3 Fundamental principles of big data and their challenges
and breakthroughs

Recently, the quantity of information generated by enterprises, governments, and academic
circles has been increasingly rapidly because of science and technology developments. It is
estimated that the quantity of data will reach 40 ZB globally in 2020, exceeding the original
estimation of 35ZB (Tien 2013). Moreover, the data in China will reach 8.6 ZB An May 2011,
the McKinsey Global Institute published a research report that analyzed the development
prospects of big data in the fields of innovation, competition, and the productivity frontier,
among others (Manyika et al. 2011). In May 2012, the United Nations Global Pulse published
research illustrating the challenges and opportunities presented by big data and its applications
(UN Global Pulse 2012).

At present, no precise and uniform definition of big data exists. Snijders et al. (2012) refer to
big data as data collection that cannot be captured, curated, managed, and processed by using
traditional data processing tools in a tolerable elapsed time. Some scholars have deliberated

4 International Data Corporation (IDC) presented relevant research in their report “The Digital Universe in
2020: Big Data, Bigger Digital Shadows, and Biggest Growth in the Far East”.
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that big data has five characteristics (the 5Vs), with volume being the most fundamental
and principal. The constant increase in data quantity is attributed to the improvement in
storage technology, the acquisition of detailed information, and the wide use of digital sensors
(Ohlhorst2012). For example, Walmart processes over 1 million customer transaction records
every hour, transmitting about 2.5 petabytes of data, the information quantity of which is 167
times that of the books stored at the Library of Congress of the United States (Johnson
2012). Furthermore, big data is usually generated in the form of dynamic, high-speed data
flows (velocity). The value of the contained information decreases rapidly over time, thus
requiring that data be tested and analyzed in real time (Schroeck et al. 2012). Variety, which
indicates numerous data types and complex structures, is another important feature of big data.
Structural data are stored in different tables based on predefined rules, and data access and
filtration are relatively simple. However, non-structural data lack uniform and fixed modes
or properties and cannot be arranged in the form of a traditional database. This presents
challenges concerning the storage and analysis of such data (Ohlhorst 2012). Another problem
that needs to be considered about big data is its veracity, that is, the inherent inaccuracy of
certain kinds of data. One typical example is that although many countries require that a certain
proportion of the yield of renewable resources be utilized in regional energy production, the
unpredictability of wind energy makes it difficult to form plans (Schroeck et al. 2012).
Some studies have suggested that big data has the problem of valorization. The current
negligence in supervision and the imperfections of the incentive and reward mechanism affect
the ability of big data to propagate knowledge appreciation and innovation. The problem
is especially serious in low- and middle-income countries (LMICs), but the situation is
improving (Ozdemir et al. 2013).

Big data contains huge values through which we can better understand consumers, opti-
mize supply chains and human resources, and improve financial indexes to bring profound
insight to decision-makers (Wamba et al. 2015). Selecting suitable analytic tools according to
the above characteristics of big data to acquire the information and knowledge needed from
multifarious data quantities is the key to developing big data. Internationally, research is still
in the preliminary phase, and highly developed modern information technology is needed to
put forward relevant theories that are ready to be tested and modified. The combined use of
advanced analytic technologies, including predictive parsing, data mining, statistics, human
intelligence, natural language processing, and data visualization will be the main tool to
analyze big data (Russom 2011). Enhancing storage capacity and developing technology to
counter the rapid growth of data and to analyze its life cycle, evolution, and transmission
laws to propagate research on the theory, method, and application in the society, economy,
and environment are key challenges in the field of big data that need to be solved urgently.
Only by collecting, processing, and acquiring key information and constructing appropriate
evaluation theories and methods can big data be transformed into useful information for
decision-making.

4 Big data research that relates to environmental management

Currently, environmental management data generated by remote sensing, network-based
investigation, and computer modeling are increasing rapidly, and even social contact media
have attracted researchers’ attention (Jang and Hart 2015). For example, different kinds
of production enterprises and merchants can directly release various kinds of information
through network platforms; consumers can obtain information quickly and consequently
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select more environment-friendly products owing to the aspects of maintaining individual
health and protecting the environment according to the obtained information. Moreover,
consumer selections will be transmitted or fed back through these network platforms, thus
encouraging merchants and production enterprises to improve the environment-friendly qual-
ity of products. During this process, big data contains abundant information. If relevant data
in the field of environmental management could be passed to the government, the concerned
government officials would be motivated to improve the level of environmental manage-
ment. Thus, analytic tools must be developed to handle these data with different structures
for environmental evaluation and prediction. The linked open data method is one tool for data
mining and analysis that is more favorable for interdisciplinary analyses, especially those
that involve environmental analysis (Lausch et al. 2015). Some scholars have suggested that
different countries and regions need to cooperate more broadly to collect and sort through
big data in the areas of energy resources and the environment, and then test the level of
global sustainable development through modeling (Gijzen 2013). The capacity of big data
lies in accelerated growth, which will raise increasingly complicated questions for scientific
researchers, including those concerning space-time dependence in multiple scales and mul-
tiple social aspects. Thus, the traditional data processing approach is no longer applicable.
Given the large quantity of data in the environmental evaluation, one available option is to
reduce the dimensions. First, the huge quantity of data can be divided into several subdata
sets by using a sampling technique based on data types. The optimal data mining technology
can then be employed to integrate these subdata sets. Finally, the environmental evaluation
indexes may be divided into several equivalence classes according to the required accuracy,
and the subdata may be evaluated accordingly. It becomes progressively more important to
find methodological solutions (Wikle et al. 2013).

The exploration of big data confronts researchers with many difficulties and challenges
(Bizer et al. 2012). However, numerous opportunities are also provided for the development
of the advanced sciences, including ecological science and information resource management
(Hampton et al. 2013). To improve the research efficiency, some scholars proposed the concept
of big science (Aronova et al. 2010), which is based on a long-term ecological research
network. Big science depends on a big-enough database system set up by governments and
financial groups, and the data it contains can fully cope with the problems likely to be
faced during scientific research processes; however, not all the important data are included
(Hampton et al. 2013). In social ecology, for the construction of big data, the sources of data
and characteristic analyses are of great significance to the scientific nature of management
decision-making (Reichman et al. 2011).

Given that data in various dimensions are encountered in the analysis of big data of eco-
logical science and sustainability, higher demands for synergy and sharing have emerged.
For example, the US Department of Agriculture and the US EPA facilitated the synergy
between agricultural development and environmental protection through data exchange and
sharing (Hawkins et al. 2013). One important example about data sharing is the focus on
public feedback, such as sharing environmental data to the public through the Internet. This
will stimulate public participation in environmental management and could further gener-
ate a dynamic, complex, and large amount of feedback data on environmental evaluation.
Integrating data sharing into environmental performance evaluation will be beneficial in for-
mulating unified priority objectives among the government, enterprises, and the public, as
well as enhancing the accuracy of environmental performance evaluation and improving the
environmental management level. However, as the study of social ecology has been in the
long tail of science for a long time (Heidorn 2008), the sharing and synergetic collection of
data resources in practical scientific research cannot be realized smoothly (Ellison 2010).
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Although scholars have focused on LCA because a different selection of samples will result
in different evaluation results, the evaluation methods that are based on LCA are difficult to
popularize. For example, when performing environmental performance evaluation from the
perspective of nations, there may be significant differences between evaluation results and
reality (Cooper et al. 2013). Some scholars also use the infinite dimensional spectral theory
in the functional analysis of referencing and adopting eigenvalues and eigenvectors to avoid
such mistakes (Cooperetal. 2013). Some scholars propose the idea of Climate Analytics-as-a-
Service, inquiring whether computing that stimulates innovation and technology transfer can
be applied to the big data analysis relating to the climate field, but its potential renewability
and capability needs to be further assessed (Schnase et al. 2014). Dubey et al. (2015c)
investigated the effects of big data on a world-class sustainable manufacturing industry and
presented a big data analytic framework for the reduction of gathered data. They applied this
framework to big data that satisfies the 5Vs. Some scholars have proposed the Artificial Neural
Network (ANN) (Millie et al. 2013) or a combination of ANN and Geographic Information
Systems (Pijanowski et al. 2014) to evaluate the ecological environment. However, the actual
ecological relevance of ANN requires further verification.

The complexity and huge values of big data research in the field of environmental manage-
ment will inevitably facilitate the further improvement and innovation of existing evaluation
theories and methods. Although DEA, which is one of the most commonly used methods for
environmental performance evaluation, has already been used in the efficiency evaluation of
large-scale data sets by researchers such as Emrouznejad and Shale (2009) and Medina-Borja
et al. (2007), there are only a few cases of its application to environmental performance eval-
uation facing big data. Not only does this indicate the commencement of big data theories,
methods, and applications but it also predicts that the research of environmental performance
evaluation with big data, on the basis of DEA, will develop widely in the future.

Finally, we will take environmental performance evaluations of thermal power plants as
examples to explain the applications of big data. The thermal power industry is a typical high-
emission industry, with the primary undesirable outputs being total suspended particulates
with diameters smaller than 100 um and dust particles with diameters larger than 10 pm,
both of which received considerable attention recently. Other emissions include respirable
particulates, including PM10 with diameters smaller than 10 pm and PM2.5 with diameters
smaller than 2.5 pwm, which are harmful to human health, as well as exhaust gases, such as
SO2 and NOX. These emission data are acquired mainly by installing environmental moni-
toring devices. However, not all thermal power plants are capable of installing such devices.
The bulletin published by the State Ministry of Environmental Protection at the end of 2013
showed that 3127 thermal power plants had been included in the scope of the key-point inves-
tigation and statistics. Along with the enhancement of environmental protection in China, an
increasing number of thermal power plants will be monitored. In addition to governmental
monitoring, the public is highly likely to pay more attention to the pollution discharge con-
ditions of enterprises. Meanwhile, information is freely available on the Internet, and public
evaluations will be reflected on such media. Data acquired through monitoring devices and
public feedback satisfy the five basic features of big data. By processing and sorting these
data, we can screen out the valuable information that we need. However, the originally col-
lected emission data are mixed with many inefficient, time-varying, inaccurate, and unstable
data or data in the form of extreme values. Relationships between inputs, desirable outputs,
and undesirable outputs are very complicated. Thus, we cannot directly analyze these data
but instead have to apply a dimension reduction process. One suggested method is the devel-
oped DEA 4 LCA approach. First, each input is analyzed during the life cycle of repeatedly
usable inputs by using the DEA method to perform environmental performance analysis with
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consideration of undesirable outputs. Then, the final environmental performance evaluation
results are obtained through the LCA method (Vdzquez-Rowe et al. 2012). In sum, only
through the continuous comparison and development of new reliable analytic methods of big
data can decision-making suggestions for improving environmental management levels of
thermal power plants be provided.

5 Summary and prospects

The collection and arrangement of big data in the context of environmental management
and the construction of proper scientific models for performance evaluation will provide the
basis for establishing an environmental protection platform, as well as for improving the
effects and efficiency of environmental protection. This will also provide a reference for the
improvement of environmental treatment schemes. However, as the relevant literature shows,
the theory and method of environmental performance evaluation with big data can still be
significantly improved in at least three aspects:

(a) The traditional theoretical system of the axiomatization of environmental performance
evaluation needs to be improved. A scientific, perfect, and feasible environmental perfor-
mance evaluation system adaptable to big data should be set up, such that environmental
performance evaluation can be conducted more accurately in terms of collaboration
with increasing indicator data, and timely and accurate information can be provided for
environmental management decision-making.

(b) An environmental performance evaluation system using big data is based on differ-
ent scientific fields, including management science, computer science, statistics, and
environmental science, and specific evaluation processes involve the improvement and
integration of DEA, LCA, and artificial intelligence methods. Deciding the ways by
which to select, extend, combine, and test these methods is the key to improving the
evaluation confidence coefficient.

(c) Unstructured information should be collected, arranged, grouped, and summarized dur-
ing the evaluation processes to minimize the loss of information. Moreover, when, after
treatment, big data expresses conditions of infinite samples and finite indicators, rules
about sample homogeneity should be set up, and homogenization should be applied to
non-homogeneous samples by feasible means.

(d) New extended models must be designed based on traditional environmental perfor-
mance evaluation theories and methods for constructing the theory and method system
of environmental performance evaluation using big data. This requires the effective
identification and complete sequencing of a huge number of DMUs, an analysis of the
relationship between undesirable outputs and between inputs and desirable outputs, the
processing of dynamic and unstructured information, an effective measurement of inac-
curate and unstable data, a homogenization technology for non-homogeneous DMUs,
and the consideration of combined performance evaluation that can make multiple use
of inputs. After verifying the applicability, reliability, and stability of such a theory and
method system, it can be applied to practical environmental performance evaluations to
provide a scientific basis for designing environmental protection policies in the new era.

Apart from the focus on innovation and the development of theories, another important
application direction of environmental performance evaluation methods is the performance
evaluation of the environmental supply chain with the help of big data. Currently, the sup-
ply chain development strategy has become an important tool for industrial competition.
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The concept and requirement of the environmental supply chain encompass “green” and
“environmental protection,” both of which should run through the whole process of supply
chain management. Energy consumption and pollutant emission throughout the supply chain
should be minimized, and the industry should be able to develop sustainably. The manner by
which to establish a big data analytic system that supports the environmental supply chain and
to integrate data resources in the big data era for evaluating environmental efficiencies and
resource efficiencies in the industrial supply chain will be important application directions
of theories on big data environmental performance evaluation.
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