DOI:10.16080/j.issn1671-833x.2009.12.024

)ﬁl» N, \/\ »
RESEARCH %*LKI

JLT BP pif 2 45 (14 [ B A B AR G e T *

Technological Innovation Ability Evaluation on National Defense Enterprise
Based on BP Neural Network
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[ABSTRACT] Put forward a technological inno-
vation evaluation system for national defense enterprise
combined with self-organization theory, and the BP neu-
ral network model is constructed, model simulation is
carried out by using MATLAB software. The results are
basically the same with experts’ opinion, so it is current,
convenient and practical to evaluate the defense enter-
prises technological innovation ability with BP neural
network method.

Keywords: Defense enterprise BP neural net-
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Fig.1 BP neural network model
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