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Abstract

Graduation project is generally the final stage of undergraduate education, serving as the training
and assessment of students’ comprehensive abilities. Starting from the evaluation elements of
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undergraduate graduation projects in application-oriented universities, this paper analyzes the
current status and existing problems in the evaluation of graduation projects, and proposes a con-
struction scheme for the quality evaluation index system of undergraduate graduation projects in
such universities. Specifically, it explores the quality evaluation elements from five dimensions:
topic selection, students’ ability level, writing standardization, innovation and achievements, and
process evaluation. On this basis, a quality evaluation index system is established, consisting of 5
primary indicators, 17 secondary indicators and 31 tertiary indicators. Finally, practical case veri-
fication proves the effectiveness and feasibility of the proposed index system.
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Table 1. Quality indicators for graduation project topic selection
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Table 2. Inspection indicators of students’ competence level
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Table 3. Inspection indicators for thesis writing level and standardization
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Table 4. Inspection indicators for innovation and achievement transformation of graduation projects
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Table 5. Process inspection indicators for graduation projects
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