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Table 1 The evaluation index system of College
Students” innovation ability
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Table 2 A student evaluation grade score index factors
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The Establishment and Application of the Evaluation Indicator
System for Undergraduate Students” Innovation Capability

GU Zhun
(Dept. of Biological and Chemical Engineering , Suzhou Chien — shiung Institute of Technology ,
Taicang Jiangsu 215411, China)

Abstract : The purpose of this research is to establish the evaluation indicator system for undergraduate students “innovation capa—
bility and to apply it. Here we specifically target chemical technology majors of higher vocational colleges as our research sub —
jects. In the first phase of the project , we establish the evaluation indicator system by analyzing the elements of the undergraduate
students”innovation capability and determine evaluation indicators and each one s weight by means of questionnaires , Delphi
Method and the analytic hierarchy process. The final phase involves the application of the evaluation indicator system with fuzzy
comprehensive evaluation method .

Keywords : undergraduate students ; innovation capability ; evaluation indicator system ; fuzzy comprehensive evaluation ; weight
vector
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