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Abstract

In order to scientifically, systematically and comprehensively provide timely feedback on the effect
of cloud tutoring, this paper adopts the evaluation method combining grey correlation analysis and
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BP neural network. First of all, using the coefficient of variation method and DEMATEL to determine
the comprehensive weights and combining relevant literature and information to determine the
evaluation index system of the training effect of cloud tutoring, using the indicators as inputs, grey
correlation analysis comprehensive evaluation results as outputs, and training neural networks, the
simulation results show that the model training effect is good.
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Table 1. Indicator system for evaluating the effectiveness of cloud teaching training
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Table 2. Determination of evaluation indicator weights
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Table 3. Comprehensive evaluation results
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Figure 1. BP neural network propagation diagram
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Figure 2. Comparison diagram of the true and predicted val-
ues of the BP neural network prediction set
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