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Abstract

The sustainability of higher education is the standard to measure the health level of a country’s
higher education. The existing model of higher education sustainability evaluation has some
shortcomings, such as incomplete evaluation index, too objective or subjective evaluation method.
To avoid these shortages, based on entropy weight method and fuzzy analytic hierarchy process,
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evaluated and analyzed from the five dimensions of development, inequality, stability, contribu-
tion and others, Disco model of higher education sustainability evaluation including 5 dimensions,
11 elements and 16 indicators is established. Then, several countries are selected to verify and
analyze this model. Finally, based on the analysis results of Japan, using PMC quantitative policies
model, targeted policies are proposed and the effects of the suggestions are predicted by BP neur-
al network.
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Table 1. Three level index system for higher education sustainability evaluation
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Table 2. Some three-level index weights
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Figure 1. Radar map
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Table 6. Multiple input-output table
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Figure 2. PMC Curved Surface of two policies
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Figure 3. Policy effect fitting image
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