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Abstract:In order to improve the objectivity and effectiveness of the evaluation of the quality of graduate education and
improve the accuracy of evaluation, this paper proposes a variation coefficient method based on combination weighting.
This method fully reflects the experience and authority of experts in the subjective aspect,can truly reflect the weight of
objective data in the objective aspect,and can use the idea of mutation to carry out combined weighting in the whole. It
has the characteristics of objectiveness and comprehensive information. Through empirical evaluation and analysis of the
quality of graduate education in a university , the results show that the evaluation method is more scientific and reasona-
ble,and reflects the overall education level of graduate education in the university.
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Fig.1 Grey relation entropy group clustering method and angle cosine function combination weighting model
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Table 1 The evaluation index system of graduate education quality based on total quality control
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Table 2 Comprehensive evaluation indexes and results of postgraduate training quality
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