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Abstract

Under the era of knowledge economy, research on higher education system has aroused global
eager attention. Therefore, this article evaluates and studies the health and sustainability of high-
er education systems in various countries, and put forward corresponding suggestions. By col-
lecting and selecting various indicator data from multiple countries, we consider education equity,
capital investment, research level and other factors to establish a health evaluation model for the
higher education system, and predict its future status. Based on the above analysis, we formulate
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corresponding optimization visions and implementation strategies according to the process and
conclusions of the modeling analysis to promote the healthy and effective development of the
higher education system.
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Table 1. Evaluation index system of higher education system health status based on CIPP model
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Figure 1. Health scores of education systems in some countries
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Table 2. The predicted value of some indicators in the next 10 years

2. BROYHERRAEARK 10 FRIFUNME

A HEAT (%) HHE A REBRA FALHHE (%) b S Al (%)
2021 59.61 18.47 534431820 0.048 1515593 95.72
2022 62.43 18.51 563367050 0.050 1561348 95.70
2025 70.91 18.62 650172740 0.054 1698611 95.64
2026 73.74 18.66 679107970 0.056 1744366 95.61
2029 82.22 18.77 765913660 0.061 1881630 95.55
2030 85.04 18.81 794848890 0.062 1927384 95.53
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Table 3. Correlation coefficient between reference sequence and comparison sequence
3. BEFFIMLRFFIZ [BAIHEX R

75 1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9
1 1.000 1.000 0.333 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.488
2 0.863 0.953 0.385 1.000 0.922 0.959 1.000 0.357
3 0.876 0.951 0.455 1.000 0.924 0.956 1.000 0.421
4 0.890 0.951 0.556 1.000 0.927 0.955 1.000 0511
5 0.904 0.953 0.714 1.000 0.932 0.956 1.000 0.652
6 0.919 0.956 1.000 1.000 0.939 0.959 1.000 0.900
7 0.934 0.961 0.714 1.000 0.947 0.963 1.000 0.763
8 0.950 0.968 0.556 1.000 0.957 0.970 1.000 0.577
9 0.966 0.977 0.455 1.000 0.969 0.978 1.000 0.464
10 0.983 0.987 0.385 1.000 0.984 0.988 1.000 0.388
1 1.000 1.000 0.333 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.333
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Figure 2. Trend chart of health score changes with different capital investment growth rates
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Figure 3. Trend chart of health scores under different employment level development policies
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