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The Three-dimensional Comprehensive Evaluation Model in Scientific
and Technological Achievements Based on the Mixed Weight

Wang Ying,Cao Wei,Luo Zhen
(College of Statistics ,Hunan University ,Changsha 410079, China)

Abstract:The traditional reward evaluation model of scientific and technological achievements only consideres the indication of
evaluation and the projects of evaluation,but it doesn’t consider the factor of experts weight. The paper uses the reliability
coefficients in education and psychological measurement theory to construct expert weight, then uses the CRITIC method and the
ideal point method to construct the three-dimensional comprehensive evaluation model in scientific and technological
achievements based on the mixed weight. Empirical analysis shows this model can handle the integrated problem of multiple
indication and multiple factor, reduce the man-made factors in the science and technological achievements evaluation and have
operational and practical value.

Key Words: Mixed Weight; CRITIC Method ;Ideal Point Method ;Scientific and Technological Achievements ; Comprehensive
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