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Abstract

Aiming at the problem of how to evaluate the comprehensive quality of college students through
standardized and quantitative methods, establish an index system of professional quality, basic
quality and developmental quality, and use the analytic hierarchy process to determine the rela-
tive weight of each index. Construct a fuzzy comprehensive evaluation model for the evaluation of
students’ comprehensive quality in colleges and universities, to provide a basis for objectively re-
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flecting students’ comprehensive quality. Examples show that the use of Fuzzy Comprehensive Ap-
praisal can more objectively reflect the real comprehensive quality of students.
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Figure 1. The evaluation index system of comprehensive quality of college students
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Table 1. Index weight at all levels
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