Advances in Applied Mathematics N FHE23E g, 2024, 13(1), 176-188 Hans )0
Published Online January 2024 in Hans. https://www.hanspub.org/journal/aam
https://doi.org/10.12677/aam.2024.131021

S5 HERNBRRR T SR

R AL TR, e
NLIRH RSN E B, VL5 BT
ATIRHE R, LA T

Weks Hi: 20234F12H17H; FHEM: 2024F1H11H; KA HM: 2024/F1H17H

R

ESERRETRHERSEFTERMENEE, RITERT XKW REEEERMREFIEXER,
WERABN. BAFEE. ZAME. RE. HESF. REBELTANKETERS S THEESHE TN
B, MENERABEHFRARE. URHEFERENSESWR, SHMEFNER. B RAER
WAL Critic)T ¥ 5 Vikor B AN R 587, RARRFERBEREHEERNEESSR,
FHoxt BT SLHIRRLEAT T AR PG 5 R

X in

H B WMEER, CRITIC-VIKORIFMM AR, SUREAHT

Examination and Exploration of the Health
Status of the Higher Education System

Li Zhao?, Ying Wang?’, Jiahang Sun?*

!School of Foreign Languages, Jiangsu University of Science and Technology, Zhenjiang Jiangsu
’School of Science, Jiangsu University of Science and Technology, Zhenjiang Jiangsu

Received: Dec. 17"’, 2023; accepted: Jan. llth, 2024; published: Jan. 17th, 2024

Abstract

Regarding the construction of a healthy and sustainable higher education system, we have consi-
dered the relevant factors that affect the efficiency improvement of the higher education system,
such as cost investment, equity funds, degree value, quality, education, etc. Then, a corresponding
higher education evaluation model based on principal component analysis was established. The
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construction factors include the proportion of education investment, the allocation and composi-
tion of educational resources, and corresponding evaluation indicators. By using the objective
weighting Critic method and the Vikor model to calculate the corresponding comprehensive score,
we positioned the measures and steps for the healthy and sustainable development of higher
education system, and conducted corresponding evaluation and sensitivity analysis on the estab-
lished model.
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1. 5|

—AMERE . ATFEE RS E R R NE ST E RN RS LE K. ERRME. 45 PP
MBI A R A MUK BN SO UL B AR SS RAE A R i A IR
fE o HARD 20O OIGHI ) — Le o 54, DL B bR @ BE AT AL/ R SRR R R CBAEA
W PR b BRL A e B ST AR R AR S (KPP A AR, D9 ST — MRS R R S B A A R, A
IS (S B A i T S 5 SO T B SCRR[1] . AERSE B R AR R KO b, ST AT R % R
() — L FE AR ARSI, ) G D0 R PPAS 45 R LR BRI St O S R T R R I e S R AR R
JS212% 73 T AR EATE FE AR r RAR 6 5 A A7 A 1Y) 6 ) RN S P 2 T, R 24 A 38 PP A7 A I B LA K T
I Pk [2] . M ARDIRZS 1) H AR SRS BEAT S P I . ORUERERY B HY (A AH S K — BB AR ph T 585 St 26
BB PR S R3] TR 20 BT A R 1 2 PR 2R AT LAKHA 2415 SR A AR OGEM - I 4 HRH IS R — A ok
Jige, [ FRmUE 2 KPR R S R LR SO VR SRR P B 1) 4% 75 T FR) R 2

ST RO R R TN R R SR PP A 1R, R 3 453 A P g R S Y — 8 S B ) L B e Bt it
TR, ESIRTAERE . TTEALRIVE A RY[A]. BT I R T KB BEAT AR R AR A 0 IR AR
fi s BATAIAE T2 [ (1 30 F R 2 Gt b A6 R S b S ARAT b (K Wt v B . R AR L% i
BB 5 R PERIAFAE IR BT BUR BRI SS, BATTH RER A dn e /s —Sfeidifth 4 Hh AR I 19— VR ek £
RISFRERK I EHE, R EET 2t 5, A5 20— PP 3] 1 ROV E RO BO REF 10—
iR REAMEI BRI T R RE . BRATAIAC B AR 3 25 A Tl ik, R R R Y
Ha B R s B LA BRIy, KR TN GRS, I8 3 ) IR IEAE 5 DTk =R 34T HR AR
BEL, RS AIEE S, VR RSEERTTREAT A B ) B3 A 5 R 1 225 5] [6].

BT B ] vy S8 2 A A L) ) RLREAT 0 A o BRAT TR 52 B M (K A R e 2k Tl L4 i s
BRG0P0y, BEAT 0 M R BRI AR . AR5 3 B AR ST AR B TN AR . BENMBRFR A E
A ERYE B N A — 28 [ 50 M rh i R e b AR RV R SR S T AT B RS ISR S
X H Al KA AR AR AR LR OE 3 5 2200, AR FOXANMERE R E SRR, A BT
R LR . X HLBATA Critic 75 . S5 SR Vikor FIT7IETHR . 470 LT R L B A
LTI o B B VT o ) — e LA B 4t R P — S ] A AT ) — BE S B A5 R
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2. EFHEBEHARENEISKRE
2.1. TFix RIEREEFEN

2.1.1. $BHREDIEEL

BRI R OB [ 5K 2 T b @ S 0E R &R IR AT VAL IE AL [ 7] [8]. Ge v HEAT AHRLIK) & ME VP
i e RS A G RN R R o B B IOFRBR (1328 U B ) 77 R BB T ARSI T LA T T B 08 — N2 4R
PR A RHAAE L . e R I AR PR SUFON R AR SRR . 58 7 e febr g Pl B0k . A fR
W T bn A B IBE, B v LS BIAE R 2086 20 AT R Ak, AN AT DAORAIE SR 75 5 b 2 57
BORL,  IEXTRRE ALK AR A S PR RE AR . B8 = R B R R I . 456 B SERR B 5 Se bR BB A5
B, R RGBS B BE A B U () S VT A 6 SR — L B S — e, MR Y AT R R N S 3
BB BBV S5 TR AH N AR 5 R . FE bR SR ICHE 5 F2 P L 2 R e A B g 22 (1) — BB S B
) o 0 AR AR SR BE R Er, P AE 2 (AN B R R A B 3 BOAH L R VP A O 22, 3 B0 08 40 i)
B R T BRI TTE, JATHGE AT BE AR AR SEOTIIEG. 2T AR T
B HBE BN, E bR FE X AN J7 T EAT AN DAL PR A5 o
2.1.2. fEFREOEM

1) #EHN L PEI (Proportion of educational investment)

E N BE BN HHNEEEZRANBE NE NS SN S B T

N]|

PEl=—"—
GDP

Yl BR AT, SIRRIEERFZHRABETWH L LY, GDP Fon HFEME N4 BME. A5
PRAE BT LA B SC R AT R, RN B SRR AR, ATRREE R, RS AR G M SR Y R SR A A

AINRFE
2) KA HEUW K LA RCST (Ratio of college students to faculties)
RCST = E
CF

JE X FHEE R AR S @ R MR EE
Y CS TR KA, CF RnmRAUNEE . SR E U8, RS
MR HABRAR I FE AR ZIR . i At FHARAT AR
3) #E T &% EEC (Educational equity coefficient)
7€ S ARBUFIREIE v K/ mxn BIHERE, BRI ER m DMEBRALE LR R, N ZomTE0,
M EEC F7m NEEF &4 MM BUE 2 B M bn it 22 S5 3 A 1 LU AA
1

H= HZL Xj
_ Zinzl(xij _'u)z

o=
n

eec=2
7,

Y RIS H TR BB E A, T ELSEIU AN R A G000 B BEAT LLAL . A5 THE
MMEACR, BRI HE 22 AT . ATRIREENS RIF IO HOE A TR AT BAL, A5 AL,
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ARV . BORICER R —E AT, AEEEEE & E E R Gt R AT FRAT U .
4) 25 %2+ I ABE 5tk PBD (Proportion of people above bachelor’s degree)
JE X AR 25 5 K UL BN ARG b s A mCE A o RIRE N S B A
BD
- Population

Uil Hr BD IR 25 & LA E AR AL 2B AL AN EL, population 7R 25 % LA B AEL. AR4ERR
[FIREAE B ] B B OB T 2K, HR 05 Hedls T DA B AR S AR AT iR I

5) F224E%1 OS (overseas student)

€S KA G HER AP E B A R

Yl ARIRPRFT & A SCHRAR I I A B A S 1, 508 AT AT, R X vt Jm 3R

2.1.3. BUETALE

Step 1: FHFMRKEUE

TER S BT A Febr A A UG, BRATAE KRB IE 20 T 50 . (50 TR XS R, B AR5
PEIEATT USR], T2 S EE RS R SR T IR, UvE T2 E R SR Bk
Xof AT ANV 5% CAFEAR 5 RO, K 2 BCEUR B AE I A AR B W B 10 B TR BRI 2k AR ke s . Bk,
AR matlab 4 5 e/ — IRIFAU A M R BUNARHD, KT Bk B G . LA R R O
A RMSE AT X, AT AIFLEr IR 8RN B A, B AN BAT — s Il (s LA R W 1 o

02t o

BLAES
0.3 o il

0.018712*X+0.125

0.2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Figure 1. Data fitting effect
E 1 BEUAHR

Step 2: AbEER/MEIERR
FEHUE R R B R I 5 ANMERR R, BT 4 MR KA SRR RCST, 25 £%+
PAEABE S EL PBD, #HEHRAWE PEI, BHA%0 OS BN R AE R, RIBCE AT . T#E A1
¥ EEC BE S5 HE AL IFR R MM, B EEC BUEMA, ZEFFENESSHE RLE MK, K
PR R B FR AR A N bR, TR BT IE AR, AR
max (X)X
i max (X, )-min(X;)
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FERH EIR ARG, EEC B B —AMEON[0, 110037 R s (] v, (RN IS J5 0 i 4t e 1/
RUBEAR R 7 KRR, MER T 2 G I ZR G VRN

2.2. BT PCARNEZFHEHRTENER

HEH A RRZZAEREMSILEAEN, ASCH o BRFIER T A ER, HEIWEh A
FEAELMER I — SE 4R AR, JUH AN T 10 A p K 2 Bt 2 Bl SR S DL R (i 1 B a5 . 578
PR AMFAER AR R, KA PCA FLRAE RN AR I o 73 A SR Ak B Kcdls O G5 M RIS, AT BB b 2 22
RHIE, 2P

2.2.1. EMSDIHEPCARRIER T

PCA 32— i FI RS IEIR BUTVE, B fEIs RV E Ao Bl R E R s vh AR R e A AL O — 2108
MR EIC R ML, FRON I [6]0 X8 F R AOHEFPAZ I ZE MR, Ferp s — A 3 il #E iy 4 8K
EhRKITI 2, B A TR BRAFRTT Z D ECRE T, RIHE, AT k DI, I
SCHUAE R, R SCRE DR B K80 IR an Bt 1045 2.

2.2.2. ERREIL

Step 1: &R EIEHEE

T e AR B R . T AN E K S S A R R TV, FRATIERRE 10 AR AR A 4
&, A IE AL S R AR R g ) 4 B A A SR R B R B X T T DA I R S 9 A T R R )
ia)=

Step 2: TEB/RBMREAEL

5T PCA fefig it PR B L M AR SR 5 2 1A A S BRI, 00 T BT AR | 2 AV (R ME o R B0
R = AREEEAT 00T A S AR B2 (A AR OC REEIR 1 81, ML T AEAR R R R,
A LEAEF PCA X SR AE AT R 45155

= z?vkzl(xii_)?i)(xik_ik)
\/ZL(X” - Xi)z 'ZEzl(Xik - X, )2
B L B A S B i b B 308 $R AR (R 0 R /R b A OC RECEERE, Wk 1.

R

Table 1. Pearson correlation coefficient matrix between educational indicators

1. HEHIEMREN R /REE X R BB

1 —0.1541 0.1605 —0.4438 0.1080
—0.1541 1 0.7452 0.7107 —0.9825
0.1605 0.7452 1 0.53751 —0.7319
—0.4438 0.7107 0.5375 1 —0.5888
0.1080 —0.9825 —0.7319 —0.5888 1

Fabr 2 (RN R AT AEE W R 0 2 LR 1, X WRE 2 AR RR T R R M R (S R, B
BRI PCA AT HE B4, SR 32 B

Step 3: FIFH PCA I2E = E4SE

1) BdEh AR ER, TEBRISEmES, BRI A A R A E
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2) tHE T EAERE, SRR S, IR AR TURE
C=1X'X
n

Cij :Cor(xﬂxj):ﬁg(xi _:ui)(XJ _/UJ)

S e [ v AR O AR FE R, R matlab () cov R SRAS BB T 2 HERE, I3k 2 B

Table 2. Covariance matrix of data for higher education

2. BFHENRENTEER

0.0383 —0.0017 0.0358 —-1.4501 0.0080
—0.0017 0.0032 0.0482 0.6736 —-0.0212

0.0358 0.0482 1.2977 10.2150 -0.3174
—-1.4501 0.6736 10.2150 278.2019 —3.7395

0.0080 -0.0212 -0.3174 —3.7395 0.1449

3) PRIURFEE AL &, b 208 C RORHEE, a i CXTRIT A FIRFIE A &
C,=1a

FIF matlab 1) Eig &%, 1HESREEARSE R E@EFRHEF), 03 3 Fix.

Table 3. Eig Function eigenvalues and eigenvector matrix

% 3. Eig R PMISHHEESHFHEEEM

4 FHIEE RFAE ) &
1 278.6379 (0.0052, —0.0952, —0.1834, 0.9783, 0.0133)
2 0.9680 (-0.0024, -0.0263, 0.1216, 0.0337, —0.9917)
3 0.0593 (-0.0368, —0.9737, —0.1843, —-0.1291, —0.0011)
4 0.0209 (-0.9992, 0.0382, —0.0074, 0.0076, 0.0008)
5 2.0925e-05 (0.0135, 0.2019, —0.9579, —0.1583, —0.1282)

THE R TEDUEREE, PRk H DTEREELE 0.95 BAERITT o ANMEFR(q R TR/

’ I ﬂ"k
pr=y _Zk
=

1 R DU AR bR 2 EILRPE R, A SRR PR B OB A AL 2 Jm . HEA 5 — IR R (B
C2 5 T LF A BGE, SRR 5 — M A AR R . FUHEE, ATRE2 T E T
T REZT, FFEAEE—MRERPRE, FIRAFER TN IR RE D, 5% 1R bR 2E gt

bR TR R, AR A b SRR RN T, R G R R EE .
Step 4: IHHELEEH/S
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FEAT q ML -5 00 B SRR A AR AN, T 284570 5
F=P4+PA4 ++R4,

T E SRR RS, NAABR TSR E150)
F-china = 278.64x0.997 = 277.683

3. IRBSHHIKAE
3.1. F#IH CRITIC REZMINE

3.1.1. FERfE ST

CRITIC VX & WA (B 7€ £ A 1 Fahn 8] A0S BB EEANph ek, et 1 AL i R BRI 542 5, R
SFEIZEAE G, RENS TN A LA T M B AU A HERA PE[9] [10] 5 RONSR MR R BLE LR, A
THERIPIANES N, 56 CRITIC YR TSR HR 2 8] AOAR 5% 28 SO T 4t 21 A [R A v 2 8] (0 R . 5C BB
PE, BESEAERI AT VRO, B TRIALE P S EE TR AR I AL B . LU, CRITIC B 578 145
PRIEIIAH RN, REAEAS 45 RN AR E AU BAT G ik, XIS 1R BGE T 5) 5 5 1 Bt e 7 (152 o

3.1.2. ERRME
Step 1: #HEirER
Kl ) S R B T AR e M AR AR . B R ZE A ORI AR R, B O e P
ZESEK, FradmEEmisE, NS T EKIRE .
1

)?j :_zin:lxij

n
! n-1
Step 2: HEIREFH

5 P B 2K AR 5 R HOR RS T bn 1B (AR OGP, A 4R bR AR S Mo, WUl oh SVl s, BTt & A R 1
FREEE, NS T EAMIRE .

_ z?,k:l(xii_)zj)(xik_ik)
\/Z?a(xu =X)L (X =% )
A= Zin:l(l_ Rij)

R

Step 3: HHEEBBINE
Cy R, 5 j MTFINFEARIE BN R IR AR R T R AR, BEROZA KA 2 MAE, mAR
A IR R ICM 0, 1]
Cj = Sj X AJ-
G
e

=17

i

3.2. FIA VIKOR i+&184%

3.2.1. HBREEE
VIKOR #A TR —Fh 2 0bn . 2 IR IR UL ST il id 25 e ik R B AR e U VP Al (B, DA
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RO AR — BE B RAG, IONARRL EAINEL, 13 B3 — 5@ R G T P g e s 1. T LU vt
fih 7 33 B AR R AN e AR ) — e S B ) R o HL R A ) bR R M A R VS R G e o
8 [ 5 S0 ) — S 3 U TR 3R A o 0 A AR 1) — S IR AR B (10— S A K o R ) — S P i S —
W%. BT Vikor XA GRS T A B SLHIHE R, 7R PR R R AT — R oAb E, Wy
PR I ot 2R BT BE SR S TR SR bR B
3.2.2. {EEIRME
Step 1: HIEMAELL
ﬁ?%%ﬁ%F:ﬁmm,ﬁ%%%%ﬁEﬁ%oﬁ?m¢@%ﬁ,BW@%H,¢WE%H%%
FAR TR (S, e S Kb e S BUAR U ) o Btk b o 783 TR AL 1 B T BB b, B
AT P ) — e A B N e 0 A RSB, A 2RI oK B e 31 1[0, L]0
max(X;)-X;
i max (X )-min(X;)
X TR AR B F e s, SR DU A ZO B [0, 1] E I
X, = Xu‘”““(*i)
' max(X;)-min(X;)

Step 2: IEfEEME
FRAE RSG5 (0 6 B s (R FRARAR | A0 AR AR

Step 3: FHAREEMMEBIRME

Horp, S ONERKEEARA], 2 LM RBUNMMEBI, 52 L T

o, AFBYERE; ST =min,(S;), S =max;(S;), R"=min;(R), R =max,(R): v HHRFKEHLHI
FHL ve[01]. 2v>050F, R R RRER M R SHLHI AT R v =051, FRMHER
e ARl U i IA IR U SN LRI AT R 5 s 2 v < 0.5 I, FIRARE /N A 1 D A e SEM LAk AT vk 5

fr—f
Si=Z?W{1 ”}
L

£ -1,
R = max;W,| ———
fr—f

Step 4: IHHERAE[S
VIKOR F R SEML A0 55 17 o A R4 ot e A A A 8 e MR RO BUAT 5 18, i 1 B R SR L) 3%

K2 RGE VI IR GT o 9 T TR i KA AR RO AT e M AR AR, 3 BL R SR AR HH 0.5,
§;-§ R-R'

. 1-2 ,
Qb

i:]_12,...,m
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K43 BUIE 1504 1 [ I B 391 X 161 [0.3679, 1124
Score =exp(-Q;)
3.3. &£F CRITIC-VICOR ZEHMHESHFHE R RZNEESITEN

3.3.1. FEIEHENEE RRITFMN
1) REAF R A

S L A [ % R AL S AR AR S R AR R, TR R 4 R

Table 4. Positive data evaluation matrix

= 4. EEMCBURITHIAERE

PEI(%) PBD RCST(%) OS(5iA) EEC
2013 51205  0.1485 13.08 77.04 1
2014 50973  0.1645 13.34 83.69 0.9621
2015 52445  0.1726 15.44 92.13 0.9016
2016 52101  0.1992 15.87 98.73 0.7960
2017 45667  0.2131 14.46 109.76 0.6708
2018 50194  0.2434 1437 115.43 0.5619
2019 50865  0.2593 15.45 119.17 0.3576
2020 52322  0.273 15.74 89.01 0.1755
2021 50360  0.2934 16.04 101.26 0
2022 49714 03121 16.33 129.11 0.0463
FH CRITIC 15 H & Fa AR FBCE U R
PEI PBD RCST 0s EEC
0.2102 0.1950 0.2007 0.1959 0.1983

09 -

08

0.6~

05

2013

2014 2015

2016

2017 2018

2019

2020

2021 2022

Figure 2. Changes in evaluation of higher education scores in China in the period of

past 10 years

Bl 2. pESFHESDIL 10 FIFNER
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2R B RENH R B A=05, ] VIKOR HikKkGhEIT+HER5E 5281k

2) 4iFordr: UL B BRA  Em S E 7RI 10 R B Bl IEan 1 2 B g AR I,
e ORGSR TS, AR A ) EE R, T REEE R R ek R BT
MASH . SR, FRIERIZE EED I Rt mT R 2B BB Bt i e, il 2017 4 1945 43 LU TS A
IR Z .

3.3.2. FEESTIEHIE ST
1) #HEHNALLE PEI
IR PEI SR AR, @ E 0 5 EFARMTFHIFERE, Wk 5 s,

Table 5. PEI indicator country and year evaluation matrix
= 5. PEI $RIFEIR 5 10 1THI B

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
F ] 5.12 5.09 5.24 521 4.56 5.01 5.08 5.23 5.03 4.97

bENES| 54 5.7 5.6 55 54 55 54 5.7 55 55
E3Es| 6.25 6.14 4.95 4.8 511 491 4.99 6.05 6.06 6.07
Hrhnag 2.85 2.92 2.86 2.87 2.77 2.86 2.74 251 2.81 2.86

FIH CRITIC-VIKOR 584 E K ML 6157

il 0.8637
2 1.0000
ES 0.9807
Hrmk 0.3679

2) 25 &%+ LL  ANBE 5 L PBD
I PBD fEbr%dE, @i m S E KA R PEAFERE, W5k 6 Fin.

Table 6. PBD indicator data evaluation matrix

5% 6. PBD f5#rEIE 1T 5ERE
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

W E 0.148  0.164 0.172 0.199 0.213 0.243 0.259 0.273 0.293 0.312
SPNES| 0.157  0.163 0.176 0.174 0.18 0.189 0.197 0.200 0.206 0.212
ESES| 0316 03196 0325 03344 0.3453 03499 0362 03752 0.3789  0.3873
Hnyk 0.196  0.198 0.202 0.201 0.204 0.210 0.212 0.213 0.215 0.217
FIH CRITIC-VIKOR 115 H &N E K 145 51545
EegES| 0.4170
EHE 0.3679
EE 1.0000
Bk 0.3987
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3) REFZFAELHINMLLE RCST
IR RCST #Rbr¥dE, ELF 5 E KA RIVFAIFERE, Wk 7 s,

Table 7. RCST indicator data matrix
%2 7. RCST 15 Fr 81 RFIAEFE

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

H 13.08 13.34 15.44 15.87 14.46 14.37 15.45 15.74 16.04 16.33
% H 16.42 15.52 15.69 15.79 15.56 15.36 15.21 15.07 14.93 14.78
EH 12.76 12.46 12.35 12.13 12.02  11.801 1162  11.439  11.258  11.077
Brimd 1355 13.61 13.67 14.26 13.34 13.4 13.46 13.52 13.58 13.64

FIH CRITIC-VIKOR TH5 H B E X L5 6195

el 0.5932
% 1.0000
% H 0.3679
B 0.5408

4) BE¥H%0S
IR OS febrdlds, @A m 5 EFAMMTFHIFERE, Wk 8 fis.

Table 8. OS indicator data evaluation matrix
%z 8. OS 1RFrEUIRITHIZERE

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
H[E 770,400 836,900 921,300 987,300 1097600 1,154,300 1,191,700 890,080 1,012,584 1,291,088
VEIE 231,750 254,810 277,870 300,930 323933 343,000 370,052 391,780 414840 437,900
%£[E 819,644 886,000 974,926 1,043,839 1078822 1,094,792 1,185,315 1,243,119 1,300,922 1,358,725
B 6450 7200 7950 8700 9450 10,200 10,950 11,700 12,300 13,200

FIH CRITIC-VIKOR 5 H &N E K 456135

G2 0.8524
% 0.4942
% 1.0000
g 0.3679

5) #E ANV R%EEC
W EEC f84n 5085, B 0 5 E KA RPEHIERE, 07 9 Fir.
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Table 9. EEC indicator data evaluation matrix

5% 9. EEC 35HrBUREHIFERE

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
W 55.52 55.94 56.60 57.74 59.11 60.29 62.52 64.50 66.41 65.91
EE 31.27 33.19 32.45 33.64 32.75 34.72 35.03 34.29 34.71 33.97
ElES| 56.32 59.34 57.34 58.26 55.41 57.59 56.03 53.16 52.27 51.54
SH Nk 53.76 53.85 53.94 54.02 54.11 54.20 54.28 54.37 54.46 54.54
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Figure 3. Analysis of indicators in various countries
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