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Abstract

In this paper, through the analysis of the comprehensive quality of students in the military situa-
tion, we establish the evaluation system by the index of students’ scientific and cultural quality,
military quality, ideological and political quality, leadership and innovation ability, establish the
weights of evaluation index by AHP, and choose the weighted arithmetic mean method to solve the
evaluation of comprehensive quality problem.
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Figure 1. Hierarchical Structure
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Table 1. The importance of scale value
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Table 2. The mean random consistency index
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R A 1 2 3 4 5
R 0 0 0.52 0.89 1.12
R A 6 7 8 9 10
R 1.26 1.36 1.41 1.46 1.49
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Table 3. The total order of C level (C.R = 0.000)
i< 3. C BX B#EFF(C.R = 0.000)

C1 C2 C3 C4 C5 C6 c7 C8 C9 C10

0.312 0.062 0.062 0.312 0.020 0.103 0.013 0.062 0.027 0.027

Table 4. The total order of D level
(C.R =0.000)
Fz 4. D B2 HEF(C.R = 0.000)

D1 D2

0.4567 0.5433

Table 5. The comprehensive quality evaluation results of the 10 students
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4 90 71 76 78 90 80.258 5
5 72 88 83 83 86 80.915 3
6 85 72 79 78 86 78.922 8
7 85 82 76 78 85 82.237 1
8 81 61 80 79 84 73.405 10
9 86 72 79 79 79 79 7
10 81 74 78 75 84 77.719 9
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