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Abstract: To evaluate the safety of engineering laboratories in colleges and universities scientifically,
twelve indexes were selected from 4 aspects of management as the evaluation index system of
environmental safety management, including electrical and mechanical safeties to construct laboratory
safety evaluation index system. Comprehensive weighting method, together with the AHP method and the
entropy weight method, were employed to determine the final weight of each evaluation index, and the
TOPSIS method was used to rank the safety on the six laboratories in an engineering college. The result of
safety evaluation can provide basis and guarantee for safety management of university engineering
laboratories scientifically and normatively.
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