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Abstract

According to the social needs, its own educational conditions and the characteristics of colleges
and universities, building a scientific, reasonable and rigorous professional construction quality
evaluation system is an indispensable and important link in the implementation process of profes-
sional construction. At present, the existing research on the professional construction quality evalu-
ation system is less, based on the higher education quality monitoring national data platform, com-
bined with the domestic mainstream, high recognition of university ranking data, using the factor
analysis, and based on RankNet neural network model and three-level comprehensive evaluation
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model quantitative measurement model, this project aims to establish a reasonable, objective and
scientific ordinary institutions of professional construction quality evaluation system.
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Figure 1. Research ideas and technical diagrams

1. R BREEARE

2.4. BB

FERF AR e 1T el B AR TR 2 AR S SCRIRI Atk B, S5 308 A (1 i v S A RH
BHAHZIGTER A R) » ISR ISR U R A L BT R bR A &R, WA 2. My
WARRES, 238 7 AN—RA8FR. 22 D AR, 49 N =ZHRER.

3. NENTHE
3.1. FiEE, BEERE

A A 2 B B E T R AR A 2 R RO R B T 3, DA PR A% R A v S O A N [ K
AT BRI, G HAE T 0k R SRR A I T B S . Sl T RE A R AU T K
LHOMBATIR VIR, SRRV M B AK Y o H 48 & A AR T A AT H 0 1Al b DL Y
FEVERT, JEVASE N RAE SR S IP A fa bR K RNV AL . ARIEYIE LA SRbn iR R AT BRIk, T2
it .

TS B BT SRR AE AL, X EAEH K-means SLEREATA BORAN . AR50 RN T B (B HEAT R
B, WS EEIRSTE R VEES o A, BEEA m A, BN EIRERE SR
TRb5:

DOI: 10.12677/aam.2024.132050 513 IR Esid


https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.132050

AR, PR

Xy = yS j’(l:1727...5n;j:1’27.. ’m) (1)
J
e e T
stz SUBLA
wrprsTR | LRI WEBR | wympmsee
Spbay TR
T A
R mmrmis o _ FARG T
BERRETR SV SEMIEIT R TN
AFERER e EAEH
B (18%) HFHR HER | gespums
AT TR
@IJ %ﬁﬁu ﬂ.l[ REIRRER
SR
| ehR

Figure 2. Professional construction evaluation index system
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Table 2. KMO value and Bartlett sphericity test value
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Table 3. Weights of tertiary indicators for professional construction
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Table 4. Example of normalized teacher structure data
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