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What is the Global Standard for Academic Evaluation

——FEmpirical analysis based on the four global university rankings

0l

Zhou Guangli  Wu Jianxin
(Renmin University of China,Beijing 100872)

Abstract: “Dual—class building program” need to achieve the top level on the internationally comparable
indicators. Evaluation systems of the world famous university rating agencies reflects the essential characteristics
of world—class universities and class disciplines, so revealing the international consensus reflected in the index
system from the statistical significance is conducive to promoting the building process of world—class universities
and first—class disciplines. In this paper, we take the global evaluation index system along with four disciplines
and university evaluation function as the research object, and use research tool of the “three—stage + three
dimension” systems analysis mode. Studies have shown that a multi —dimensional evaluation of academic
organizations has become an international consensus; forming research universities is basic strategy of building a
world —class university; the quality of teachers is the key element affecting the entire evaluation results of
academic organization; the overall level and the scale of academic organizations is considered the importance
elements. These findings have important policy implications for the implementation of “Dual —class building
program in China”.
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