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Abstract

This paper conducts a systematic study on the construction of the post-evaluation index system for
training engineering projects. Firstly, it clarifies the systematic thinking and scientific principles for
the construction of the index system. Secondly, it initially establishes a framework of the evaluation
index system that includes 3 first-level indicators and 15 second-level indicators. By introducing
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the rough set theory, an index screening model based on attribute dependency degree and im-
portance analysis is constructed. Finally, a systematic explanation is provided for the screened in-
dicators, clarifying the specific connotations and evaluation directions of each indicator in the post-
evaluation of training engineering projects, which provides a clear index basis for subsequent
weight determination and comprehensive evaluation.
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Table 1. Post-evaluation index system of training and education projects
= 1. NWEIEDBETNERER

Hbx —Jiiatn Bt & (=1
I bRidk s
SR U
WIZRPAT RR N M 87 e R
EilINVR( R 75
WIZRCR AT Al 1
P iE I
GEUR R LR v
I TR0 H 22 ok 35 PURE FL A 5 RIS
Hed R e &
2 Wi AR
AR R
T H AT Fpsk
224 5] FREE PR fR
B IE R RE ST
HE RSt

R 1 ATBVE W, RREEE R T BRI H i R EGE AT R A Ui, AR AR &
SR SHANE IRZ PP R AR BN Z UGB TR AR R R, 9T — D IIRFRIIL . RN A RS
LSRR .

3. ETHREERHTIEIRTTE
3.1 ETHEREEMNERFESR
HURESRFL VG A5 72 b B 2 R RN E 3] (2. Pawlak)Be i, & FT LB RURZ RIS A e B AN

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 12 B2 S5


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015

Fitk

SE BB FEAL AR AT L (T WA B AR 2R, AT B 7R VPR RO U o R SR B AR T LATE i % 55 i A 2
fili b XHEPRLI W, MARLE SRR ML R AR 55 Bk — LE BB B, PRAETPA S5 R 58 8 R [4] - (R,
PEHUH R SR R AT R BAR PRI O, BT IR«
(1) MR THIRESR IR R 4L
PRI TREI H W0 B 5 o — MR AR R G U . B RiE A RQ)Fox:
s={U,AV, f} @)

Ho, U &Zigs, 10 M ERMM, U={12310}; AZEMHES, HEHERO&EBIESEC
(C={C,,C,,Cy,++,Cis } YIURTE R D 2Rk, B D RINERFRGEMZCHbrEME, HFRmn
RINSHRER, PRGBS EES, A=CUD HCND=0: V &AM, V={,23}, RELEXK
SHEREERE NI = B, 2= P8, 3= KK): f RU RANEEREE, f(xr)eV,.

BB IE R 15 N gdebrid &R C , B C={C,,C,,C;,-+-,Cys} » YIREMILAND . i
U B2 ENEG TREE L AR, AT ) AR bRt T AR R d Ty, Bl U = {4,
2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10}, C D mEEN{L, 2,3}, LAKRED, 2 FP5E, 3ARBL, WE 142
TN FEARIEAT B IR, e RV, W5 2 FR:

Table 2. Qualitative description of post-evaluation indicators for training and engineering projects

3 2. NEIIENE RIFNEIRE iR

L Eist & Y i Febr o AR

H bRk 1 Bobh: 20 P 30 K

ST X U 1 By 20 e 30 R

WIRIAAT RR IO ] 7 25 1 Bob: 20 g 30 K
EilINTR (L 7] 1o Bob: 20 g 30 K

IR AT PPAl 12 1o Bubh: 20 e 30 Bk

B E A 1o Bubh: 2.0 e 30 Bk

IR R T 1 By 2. s 30 R

VR R 15 B 1 By 20 o 30 BER
YA 5T 5 A4 M 1B%: 2.0 Po: 3 B

ST R 1 %A% 20 % 3 B

A IRIEE AR 1 WAk 2. %% 3 B

T H A58 1 WA 2. e 30 B

A G Rt B e 1WA 20 5% 30 B
HBEIE N RE /) 1A% 2. e 30 B

WZRRF SR 1% 2. P 3 B

(2) B

1. RGN MIREIEE B A, ATLXIRIRU #EATRIZY . DX R x, Y BT B T
AIBYERIUE A, WS T — A0k, XA e hU/B .

2. WHIES: REEED XU H—MEI4U/D. D[ B IEHId N POS, (D), HHERER A
A (@)Prx:

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 13

X

3

B SR

o


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015

Fitk

POSB(D)=UXEU/DB—(X) 2

HAB_(X)RES X KT B FILM, BMATERESEEEX N B SNEMHE. BRET “IRiEB
IS, AT 100%Mf € 20 T HRER X B R” .

3. THEAKEE: &1FEPESE B Xk EE M D MRHBUE E SON:
_|Posg (D)
Y

e, Jp P BEP L HER R R A T ICRIIANEL 7 (D) FIBUETEHZ[0,1]; 75 (D)=1%7 B WL
SEATED (SERMB): 7, (D)=0EIkA B A D 4%
() RN EE I TR R
P AR C e C B ZME, IR K sz m e, AN Sk AT IR PR AR 0 73 S8 RE 0 (AR ) 0 T %,
IBLXA BB THE A B C, 1 LA AF R4 C I B ¥ Sig (C;) & SUN:
Sigc (Ci)=7c(D)_7c,{cl}(D) (4)

Horp, Wi Sig(C)=0, RRBRC G, KBERAZN, WP C ZTURN, WAL MR, R
Sig(C,)>0, FRBMRC 5, KB TRET, WP C Z2ULER, AL M.
3.2. ETHBERFEAMAIENIEIRER

eV A8 3 [ B SR RN 4% ) 2 DL S 4R ) B AP O AT, RS R EE R E A LR E KL
KBRS, WENEE R FEHING TR E &R R br E R A . bR &+
LBHRINT WA, HARIE . SRR ERER R G T8HE, &aBL e B BN fabr ik R 3R,
wn# 3 Fios:

7B(D) 3)

Table 3. Evaluation index decision table

3. THMERRRRER
tBx1 %

N
i

w
At

SN
«rﬁ

(6]
i

(o)}
aft

W oW W N W R W W WwN PR ®® W W Y
-
aft

Mwwwwmmwwwmwwl\)wé\}{}
oo
At

[{e]
i

W oW oW W NN W W W W RN W w w| N
-
1S

ER
C1 3
Cc2 3
C3 3
C4 3
C5 2
C6 3
C7 3
C8 3
C9 3
C10 1
Cl11 3
C12 3
C13 3
C14 3
C15 3

|
X

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 14 2 % R 2

[
3


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015

Fitk

BTSSR AR A T RS AR A T

(1) MEkREL. LLE SN, HPigHU A 10 M R(ER 1 £ 10), %@ MEC a8 15
MEFR(CL & C15), YsEJEIE N D .

(2) WIESEMIS. HUHBEETE M ROSETTA 4.0: KHSHME B LTS E LA R, BB RN
100, 14X 500 1R, A& XAMEE 0.8, HHMAE 0.1, WIEAE 15 NREEMIUE, X 10 A& KT 5
%,

(3) WA IESL POS, (D) £T1X 15 MEIRIITIE, A 2 /D0t FE B e k) o B RS Pk
B, i EA R

POS, (D)=U (5)

X R HE 4 15 ANMEFRIE EREHS 100%4E M H T 4 %k 55 @ 1t D #4790 25
(4) VA JE A
_|Pos. (D) 10
N VI T

EANEER 7o (D) = LRVt £HI44EC A UHEIED A B AMKBLR.

(5) B IR BREAEESE RIIL v o) (D), KIKEBREE—ANEIR, B2 KRR E L2,

1. BEREMEC, (MZRBERAT VTG 1)

B E SN C = C —{Cy ), RIME IR AT 14 M85 (C, - C,,Cy — Cpg ) o SLIEIETIX 14 MRHF,
TR 10 S B FAAT 2, MENEB POS, | (D) MFEZE Sig (C;) t A7) A A K(9)Fir

(6)

POS,._ (D) u )

POS. D 10
70—{05}([)):%:5: (8)
Sig, (C5)=7C(D)_7/C7{CS}(D)=O )

RRIPEREER T Cy 0 HRIARN 14 NRIEH S FHRAI S RE L, KR L LS 10 B RZIB X
Wkl oy B RHR D o, Bt LUK AR Cg 20 i
2. BEREMEC, (B RGE):
5 ERFR e 2R EHJEMEE C—{Cy} BT, 4RMAXA2)FR.

POS, ., (D)=U (10)

POS. (D) _10
Voo ( ):%:E: (11)
Sige (Clo):7c(D)_K;,{cm}(D):O (12)

XRPREBRT Cp » HEIRM 14 NEVEAEFHIRHEM KGR, KR E LUK 10 17 % FKZ 0B
RIS BIRESE D, Bt LR RS C 201

3. BERHME—JEIEC, (i j=510):

éum%1£17~/\ﬁma$T Bl C, (HFRIAREE)N, HILT /5028 . MIAFE R /DAL 5, Ml
EFIR 14 D@t B BUE AR, HEE T AR RRFERN D « XRWIESSN T, B

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 15 B2 S5


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015

Fitk

POSC{Qd(D)chWPOSC%O}(D)

]

<10 (13)

DRI, ARG R AR AT«
Sig. (C10)27C(D)_7c7{q0}(D)<1 (14)

EHRMBIRT Cyo - FIAN 14 AR HELL A BT 40 2665 R L LU 10 Br e R AT UM 4 51k
KD b, FTBMEERR C, RRELI .

g LT, AL S S TR R VAT 15 4 S AT R 5 B 6 R A
134, AELERMEA 2 1, WA C h R T H BB 0 MTAIRIE, 5] T Bk

RED =C -{C,,C10} (15)

SXAME S5 T 40 18 ML EHERR (C, —C, Gy —Cy.Cyy ~Cp ) » B RAEARIE S5 i 15 MERFIA R A
152 A P 5 28 TR F IO A2

25id ERIEIMRFRIL AL, BB T 13 A GGk, Bk R 4

Table 4. Post-evaluation index system for training project programs
= 4. WEITED B ETNERER

H 5 — AR bR AR bR
FARIE B
SRS $70 5
SRS ULIAL B g
VA A b 3 1 P
Petd Mk
PRSI R HESE

WIZRAAT ROR

IR LRETTH 256 Ak fE RIS
Yy S e Kbk

A ORI f R

T H A8k

A ] R PR etk

B IE N BE ST

WIZRFFEERLBE

4. BT HERAURNASBBIERST

i ApTR, BAILL NG TRIE LR A" AL Bhp)E: B CNGHIITHR " “ i 5TH
Git” 3 MERR AR R “Bl. B2, B3”, B “ HARAMUE” LB BTIRE " 45 13 MERR N
ZAEbRJR “Cl, C2:-+-+-C13” .

A 10 A4 AR OCUR L SRR I H SR S SRR LT AT 7, AT 2T 1-5 Aril(L RN RAE
B, 5 FoNRER), ILAERAE 5:

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 16 B2 S5


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015

Fitk

Table 5. Scores given by experts in relevant fields

F 5 HXTEHERITDER
*

o
aft

W R W WO s R W oW AW oW A
~
Aft

W oW W w s W W R W W & oY
0
aft

w B W w oo s R R BN W oY
©
Aft

N
aft
w A W W s s W A B W A~ oo N

W R W w Ao R AR W W & oY
w
aft

4

o
At

=
o

aft

wwwwmhwwwbwm#&}

H brid
SRS $70 5
INFSLLINAR S §i
EilUNR (L 7]
egad M
PRSI RS S
e B =S
Hey B e Sk
ZeREE G R
T H T R
BRAT Y etk
MBLE R e
WIZREFFEERLRE

e
5
4
3
4
4
3
4
5
5
3
3
4
3

N TR SRR ECE, R PIR AR S RS AR R EOE) SR G I 7 22 B I 4 A B AT 4L
e tre JiZE i KA I AL E B4R WR — SRR AE P P B (5 52) b 0 AL 22 el K (R 75 22
R, VEHIIZARFRAE X AT ELBOX Lt RIS SR AL A (5 B ik, HAE NI . S5 Z B R AL IR
BUER —Fh B X 70 B T D UREUT %, BA W B 9 X BERI L AL, A @A fi
AER LRGPP R B A B LR 2 —[5]. A i F -

T SRR R A AT HE R SOV B, R DR b Bl o B E AN P e . R
XF m AL FAE n PPN FE AR T RPP AT B AR B, S NSRS | USRS TRIMEDY X, FREE

BNy, -
XTI A 4R R -
_ X —minx; 16
W_mwm—mmﬁ (16)
X AR e (R 4R A
max X; — X;
Yi 17)

maxxj—-minxj

A IE PR RS, R . SRR, R RAFRE G, EE, # HI%
VRO R I — AR, y={y,)

4.1 TRABGENETE
AR 5 Z H0% (Coefficient of Variation, CV)id it i+ B AR MEZE SIE R LR, GEUE A U= WA HE 1A X622
S, AE T PR AT o AT A 6]
(1) HHEIERE R R
Vi =0,/y, (18)

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 17 B2 S5


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015

Fitk

Xt o, N | MRIRIARERE,  y, 958§ DNEARIIME, VO | MERIRIA R R
()T 5AR R ECE AL E

mfzw/ﬁyj (19)
]

e, @h R SRR .

4.2. HXFRBENETH

R RBOE RN E R A SEHE W LA H SN e 5 Hir 2 RIFIAHE R B, AR X LA ¢ RECR
EARE[7]o
(1) THEE K DRV AR S B
Zm:()’k _yk)()ﬁ _VI)
fy = ——=% (20)

\/i(yk _Vk)ziZ::(yl _VI)Z

i=1

b mOREARRE: y My, 2 MESRZ A IIEIE s o r AR “ 17 FoRPIAS AR A) IEAH G
R rEBEREE =17, FRORPIASTEARIA U DG PR .
(2) IR

ZUJB =2 N /erkl (21)
A o] FRH | THRARIIACE .
4.3. BEFAERKUANEAETR

WA RS, AREITH, of #REFRIEREH, o FoFHXARERER. 4
o =(a} @}, o) FAERREENE, 0° =(0f,0f, 08 RFMERIER .

LU 0= (0,0,,0,) » v=Aa+ 4o . Kb, 4. 4, WALGRE NGRS RH,
HAl R AR 420, 4,20, 22+27 =1

WIS R RIS T 209 E o JE T 2 SR, ST ALY, (R L b 1

RAE ST ER A

max E:éé(yij —y_ij)z(ziwfmzm?) (22)
Hr, oy, ﬁ%%%%ﬁlﬁ(y”)m MIMVEAL S5 2R,y RoRER | AN HEAR I m DS FEA B SR M,
y_ij:gyij/mc

12 H lagrang BRECR R AR, 314, 4, .

%%%@ M?E%ﬂﬂé

Ms
Ms

]

I
[N
I
=N

(23)
n m —\2 n.m 2
ey e85t ] [ 07
j=1i= j=Li=
DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 18 B2 S5


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015

Fitk

R —REEAANAK, FMLIEMRITrE, W15 4, =0.4997 . 2, =0.5003 , ML HIFEFRHIA
BRELIHE 6 ProN.

Table 6. Weights of each evaluation method
= 6. FITNTEINE

fabn WE 7" BE z° )
C1l 0.1190 0.0908 0.1049
C2 0.0870 0.0840 0.0855
C3 0.0588 0.0588 0.0588
C4 0.0813 0.0801 0.0807
C5 0.0751 0.0944 0.0847
C6 0.0518 0.0772 0.0645
C7 0.0674 0.0933 0.0804
C8 0.0963 0.0830 0.0896
C9 0.1277 0.0552 0.0914
c10 0.0499 0.0724 0.0612
Cl1 0.0490 0.0695 0.0593
C12 0.0753 0.0556 0.0654
C13 0.0614 0.0857 0.0736

4.4. MEFENBRERE

NIGAERR A R, SRR S ER AR B A S IBGE S 2 M —IRBU AR AR — Bk
ARGEAEEIE T A A TABEE A — TBOR A R Z S A, SR N R SE RO, R — L
PESESR[8]. #E R, THEEES p MUTAN 7R M SRS At PN A S R I AR EE AT D

Dzicos(dp,dd) (24)
A, d) NE p PIEN AR BRIV AR dy A s Flonk BEOTVEAS 0 OTEAN 45 Rk 7 pros

Table 7. Comparative test results of each evaluation method
F 7. BVNEMTRIGIGER

5 RHOE HHE R E0E HHATRAL AME
5 REOE 1.0000 0.9405 0.9854 2.9259
R REGE 0.9405 1.0000 0.9846 2.9251
A AL 0.9854 0.9846 1.0000 2.9700

M2 7 "R, FERSEERR T, HEBCEENRKRLR Y 2.9700, KTHAl 2 Ff i — I ik AR 56 45
R 2.9259. 2.9251, YiHIiZIIESHE 2 ROERR MG, MR . Bk, SCR AT Z RO
(A A AL PSR AR BT e 2 PR — R 7 vk B e i — Stk

5. &hig
A SIS 2 TR H S R 18 btk R AR IR I R0, B2, 36T TR0 B 145 o,

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 19 B2 S5


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015

Fitk

Wt T AR IA R I R G VE BB S RLAVE IR, B ORI R AR A R BERS A . B WM S R T H 42
I R E R . FL, AEWT PR A IR SRR T SR AR AR L, PN TR 3 A
— AR 16 D IERRIIE IR RAELS, VST TUBUE 1A . XTI SR BR AT REAFAE LR
W, G eI G NARE SR EIE, MR 15 TR PR RO 5 5 B 7 A (4R AR B . @i ROSETTA
BAFR 10 A1 % K MAT > Bt AT SR AR 20 T, BHARBIFSIER T I ZRBCR W PGP 5 « 22 3 i
PISUCAR AR, AT 1 BE 3D —ZdRtr. 18N JIRrIEH . SO R R. &G, WifkE
WIFEAREEAT 7 R GRS, W 1 S FE AR e I 25 LAZITH G VPO B B AR AR S VPR 1R, D9 JE SRR
SR AV R AL 7R TR AR A .

grLEpriR, ENBER I SECAEEMA S, WET BRI E . SN, FTERIETER 2
TRETH JE PP bR A R, NJRERER SN BE 1 IR SR TR AR LA .

SE 0k
[11 EFREEBSCEZE. B RBUFEE D E TN E B IME0RT) [2]. 2004
[2]1 Bk, BT B ROTUR) M) JEaT: FUBCT L H R, 2010.

[3] Pawlak, Z. (1982) Rough Sets. International Journal of Computer & Information Sciences, 11, 341-356.
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01001956

[4] =85, whesr, AlE, & ETHREENREETIWUESRE LS 1P [I]. AT T~ LFE, 2021, 41(7): 160-163.
[5] FWZE. —MHRIZNELEA TN TIED]. B R 2R, 2002, 5(2): 49-54.

[6] Vurb o, Z=efI, B BT ARR RE-Z YR A AREE AR D). A S IR, 2023, 23(2): 326-
332.

(71 ik, RISV, R, % ETHRRBIEN S 8585 TRB TR BT I, A5k 5, 2025,
50(8): 119-124.

[8] TKEM, BRXUH, £/Re8, 55 BT 4 L eE A SMBOT R[], SR 545, 2024, 26(2): 65-72.

DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.162015 20

X

3

B SR

o


https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.162015
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf01001956

	基于方差最大化的组合赋权评价指标体系构建研究
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research on the Construction of a Combined Weight Evaluation Index System Based on Variance Maximization
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 评估指标体系建立
	2.1. 指标体系构建思路及原则
	2.2. 训练工程项目评价初始指标体系

	3. 基于粗糙集理论的评价指标筛选
	3.1. 基于粗糙集的指标筛选步骤
	3.2. 基于粗糙集指标约简的评价指标体系

	4. 基于方差最大化的组合赋权指标分析
	4.1. 变异系数法权重计算
	4.2. 相关系数法权重计算
	4.3. 基于方差最大化的组合赋权
	4.4. 权重方法的有效性检验

	5. 结论
	参考文献

