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Abstract

With the continuous improvement of the quality requirements for graduate education, how to sci-
entifically and fairly evaluate the guidance relationship from the perspective of “academic norms”
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has become a problem that needs to be paid attention to and solved. This article constructs a multi-
attribute evaluation model for guidance relationships, determines the evaluation index system for
guidance relationships based on the core requirements of academic norms, and proposes three
multi-attribute evaluation methods based on comparative language expression. In response to the
problems of strong subjectivity and inconsistent standards in the existing evaluation methods of
guided learning relationships, this article proposes to divide guided learning relationships into
three categories based on three decision-making principles: high-quality guided learning relation-
ships, problem guided learning relationships, and uncertain guided learning relationships. By in-
troducing three decision theories, the evaluation model of guided learning relationships can not
only identify “good” and “to be improved” relationships, but also scientifically identify “uncertain
relationships”, providing educational managers with more scientific intervention methods.
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Figure 1. Guidance relationship pattern diagram
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Figure 2. Evaluation process of guidance relationship
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Table 1. Three decision losses table
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