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Research on Quality Evaluation of the Construction of Virtual
Simulation Training Base in Higher Vocational Colleges

Zhang Tongyu
( Xianyang Polytechnic Institute Xianyang 712000 China)

Abstract: With the continuous prosperity of economy and the acceleration of urbanization the demands for professional
talents in architecture show an increasing trend year by year. The construction of virtual simulation training base has
become an important way to optimize the teaching effect of architectural engineering majors in higher vocational colleges.
Based on entropy weight method the study evaluates and analyzes the construction quality of virtual simulation training
base in higher vocational colleges from 4 dimensions: training conditions training implementation training effect

innovation and development; and determines the evaluation level of virtual simulation training base construction quality.
The results show that the weights of the firstdevel indicators are ranked as implementation of training > effect of training
> condition of training > innovation and development. Among the second-evel indicators base characteristics and
innovation campus effect and social service are the top three indicators. Based on this higher vocational colleges
should improve the quality of virtual simulation training base construction through enriching funding sources

strengthening operational flexibility of virtual simulation training and diversifying teaching methods.
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Tab. 1
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Construction quality evaluation system of virtual simulation

practical training base in higher vocational colleges
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Tab. 2 Quality evaluation grade classification standard
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Tab. 3 Results of quality evaluation score

1 2 3 4 5 6 17

Ex.\En He

N Cl 74 78 72 72 74 76 78
C2 73 71 69 72 74 71 74
C3 78 79 82 838 84 88 82
C4 72 76 72 15 74 74 71
C5 83 8 8 83 8 77 89
C6 82 81 80 87 81 85 83
Cc7 73 71 75 76 73 71 77
c8 77 81 75 76 75 81 77
coO 79 76 74 79 74 73 73
Cl0 77 82 80 81 84 84 8l
CI1 82 90 89 80 87 86 82

Cl2 75 79 76 79 75 75 717
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Tab. 4 Results of objective weighted calculation of the

quality evaluation index

Ex; En; He; B;
N Cl  75.22 2.5375 6.4507 0.0802
C2 7211 1.8258 4.6667 0.0758
C3 8211 3.8063 10.1994 0.0864
C4 7311 2.0734 5.1988 0.0769
C5 84.78 3.1565 9.6105 0.0892
C6  82.22 2.3209 6.3136 0.0865
C7  73.89 2.1043 5.5252 0.0777
C8  77.67 3.0636 7.5993 0.0817
C9 74.44 2.9708 8.0588 0.0783
Cl10  81.00 2.5066 7.0000 0.0852
Cl1  85.44 3.8373 9.5496 0.0899
Cl2  76.11 1.8567 4.8505 0.0800
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Tab. 5  Overall hierarchical ranking of quality evaluation indicators
N 0. 0802 7
(BI) 0.2424 0.0758 12
0. 0864 4
0.0769 11
0. 0892 2
() P 0.0865 3
0.0777 10
0.0817 6
0. 2452 0.0783 9

(A) (B3)

0. 0852 5
0. 0899 1
(o) 1 0.0800 8
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