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Abstract

The evaluation index system of comprehensive quality for high school students is established, and
the structural equation model of comprehensive evaluation is established through the index sys-
tem. In order to study this method, the relevant data are obtained from two middle schools in
Chongqing by means of questionnaire survey. Based on the survey data and model, this paper
makes an empirical study on the comprehensive quality of the students in the two middle schools.
The results show that it is effective to quantify the comprehensive quality of senior high school
students from four aspects, namely physical and mental health, personal cultivation, social prac-
tice and learning state. Among the four aspects, learning state has the largest weight value, and the
weight value is 0.31. The examination result is only one aspect of the comprehensive evaluation.
High test score does not mean that the comprehensive quality score is also high. Similarly, the high
score of comprehensive quality does not mean that the scores of the physical and mental health,
personal cultivation, social practice and learning state are high. The charm of comprehensive
evaluation lies in the objective evaluation of comprehensive quality based on various factors of
high school students.
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Table 1. A list of comprehensive quality assessment indicators for high school students in some studies
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Table 2. Index of evaluation of comprehensive quality of high school students
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Table 3. Cronbach coefficient of initial comprehensive evaluation index system
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Figure 1. Initial path map of comprehensive quality evaluation for high school students
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Table 5. Model fitting index and test value
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Figure 2. Finalpath map of comprehensive quality evaluation for high school students
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Table 6. Evaluation index system standardization path coefficient and weight
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Table 7. Scores of the top 20 students
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