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Fig: The criterion wise distribution of weighted scores (Q,M & QM) for the institution




Comparison of Q,M & QM in Key Indicators based on performance(GPA)

5 4 High Performance Key Indicators
4 e . . . . W Average Performance Key Indicators
* * o . o * 0 4 ° oo ® o A Low Performance Key Indicators
< 3 * * aE= N -
a | | |
5 |
2 A A A
1
0
Qo QT i o e @ R s S P & i P
N 2 O Q7O X 27O o007 @ H & X x@ O Q& & Q. (& &
SO IS SES ORI NS e*é®$o<§é®q°@4900\0‘?i%®§c7"\ S
' P A O LT O . O OO P SN RN O N 2 C LN C Q
FEFF PRGN RFEE RIS VT X TN T S o (LA
¢ F 0 N S EF TR LS XE LF @@ T E N2 O @ FE s B
SEF TG ST ELE F ES L LETS S EF i € O QO & s
N O & Fo M KT E A LTS L& FE A STLO L TS
LU S S SR MC NSO AT AN & & ORI & X270 & A <
F K @ O O o & 2 N & & Q7 O F RGN S ) eS
Aatos A o & W FP & FE® S < W EFF &

Key Indicators

Fig: The comparison of Key Indicators (Q,M & QM) based on grade point average(GPA) extracted from the institution




Comparison of LPKI and HPKI based on Q.M & QM
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Fig: Comparison of LPKI(0-2.0) and HPKI(3.01-4.0) based on Q,M & QM




Distribution of High Performance Key Indicators (3.01-4.0)
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Fig: High Performance Key Indicators(3.01-4.0) for the institution




Distribution of Average Performance Key Indicators (2.01-3.0)

Curricular Planning and ion:
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Fig: Average Performance Key Indicators(2.01-3.0) for the institution




Distribution of Low Performance Key Indicators (0-2.0)

Research Publications and Awards:
32.3%

Institutional Distinctiveness:
33.8%

Best Practices:
33.8%

Fig: Low Performance Key Indicators(0-2.0) for the institution




Comparison of Criteria based on Criteria Grade Point Average
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Fig: Comparison of Criteria based on Criteria Grade Point Average




Benchmark Value
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Fig: Performance of metrics in Criteria | & Il




Benchmark Value
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Fig: Performance of metrics in Criteria Ill & IV




Benchmark Value
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Fig: Performance of metrics in Criteria V, VI, VII
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Score

Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q,M & QM
(griteria 1,1l and 11I)
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria I,Il and 1Il)




Score

Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q,M & QM
(griteria IV,V,VI and VII)
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria IV,V,VI and VII)




Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q,M & QM
(Criteria LIl and III)
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria I,Il and IIl)
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Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q,M & QM
(Criteria IV,V,VI and VII)
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria IV,V,VI and VII)




