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Fig.1 General structure of evaluation methods
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Tab.2 Reliable scores of every index
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Tab.3 Results each index weight
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Tab.4 Composite scores among projects

Wi
PN i H
1 2 3 4
ZEE 1Sy 84.3 78.7 79.2 81.6
6 it

(ARORE S E AR T U SSUN A SRR
SR AR B 1) AR A7 T BF 5. R AL A 2 e F
S R U R DRI E R N PSSy
LA R ST AR i D K H 0 E A L A Al
{5 BE , 98 M 2 T A5 2 (EL A0 T 5 AR AR e A
PRI A VEAN 15 AR AL, IR i 5 S
285G TR ZR A BCE . T B 25 A AU R AE 4y
(R T H 25 & 1523, P B 2R 17 00 H 57 300 A9 f
DLPR SR A T7 15 A E I JEE 25 08 2 L 1 A i 4
FE AR Fory 22 5,00 H s iR T DL 7E P AR o 7



64 N K 2% (T % R 2014 4

A AR I 6 0 5E 8 AL TR B o BE = MR, A odology[ J]. Journal of European Industrial Training,

TSRk 30 B DAl o R 5 & WLE A . BT — 2006,30(9) : 701 -720.

{4 5 B I3 FE 11 [8]  ARHTNI. BLEL I H WAL 46 45 (1 AHP AL [T]. K
SR 2008(5) 1183 — 184,

S % 3k (9] Thmidk, 2=t 4. B4 W0 B 3P4l b i 2 Ok 63T
R JHBIF ST [T ] B4 8 FRE 5, 2008 ,28 (5) 277

(1] dhor, Besd. EHN MR WA Jr i i [T,
Al 223 ,2005(9) :36 - 38.

(2] #IER,REH,IME2, 205, 5. 3T SMART
D B RL B T DA B A R R AR R [T ]
Bl g SRk 2 H R B HE 2003, 24(2) :46 - 48.

(3] #EE,Wer, 2855, KA I H 204 1 [
FFAERCHI [J]. BBk ,2002,16(4) 114 - 17,

[4] MC M W, BOBERG A. The relative effectiveness of

-279.

[10]  SREIL, XUE K. 4 A ke SR 1 7E ™ e B 1 5 98 3%
B g R T ]. R A ,2010,19(4) 197 - 99.

[11] pHar e $e 80t B0k i 2 2 0O (537 6 Jr ¥
[J]. PEAR R 2 4 B AR B2 i, 2009,28 (4) - 86
- 88.

[12] BLACK D, Partial justification of the Borda count
[J]. Public Choice, 1976,28(1): 1 -15.

[13] HECKELMAN J C, Probabilistic Borda rule voting,
Social Choice and Welfare [ J]. 2003,21 (3). 455

projects in teaching entrepreneurship [ J]. Journal of

Small Business and Entrepreneurship, 2001,9(9) .14

-24.
-468.
5] Sk BhHE I EIE A R QI BFSE[D]. RO T
[5] bf?!‘fk ﬁ'}%{?ﬂ%lﬁﬁﬂi [Hr A5 [ D], BB D141 BT 6 2 . L TR A e 5 B H 7 T
oA A8 B2 B ,2007.

[J]. 83t 5056 ,2007, (11) .50 - 51.

[15]  FESC, B M. 0 A e 5 vk AE TR PP 4 o (9 1
[T]. V522 g SR K2 2 i B AR B34 i, 2004,
36(1):98 —100.

(6] HA. BHE T H WAL 28 (] Bl 22205,
2004,22(3) ;290 —293.
[7] FAYOLLE A, GAILLY B N. Assessing the impact of

entrepreneurship education programmes: A new meth-

Decision of the Selection Model Based on Entropy Weight

LUO Yong, ZHU Bo

(Institute of Electrical engineering, Zhengzhou University, Zhengzhou 450001, China)

Abstract; Scientific research project of project selection should be carried out on multiple projects. To select
the optimal project of science and technology plan, a fair, objective project evaluation results, this paper, by
using reliability analysis and decision based on entropy weight, the study of multiple project optimization prob-
lems. First of all, according to expert research background caused by the different subjective mistakes prob-
lem, put forward a new kind of expert reliability calculation method, to quantify the different expert evaluation
of reliability, the entropy weight decision-making model on the basis of the construction, the project evaluation
results are calculated, and complete the optimal project selection decisions accordingly. Finally, a numerical
simulation to evaluate multiple projects of science and technology optimizing, the effectiveness of the model
was verified.

Key words: science and technology project evaluation, reliability analysis, method of entropy proportion



