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2003 SFEICIRMOMFR KRS T v F v FB RERFETHEEINTHL S, #HAKRFET VF ¥ 7~
HERE2—iThsd, MBEBHEESNOBITICL Y EAMICESTFEIEE D, T2 BHFH
Bilio 7o — e, FAERHIEED AL LTHE 71 7 T 2O 2 RE kAN
FoTwb, MEHBF LMD B BEEPLHIET 2, HRRFET V& 0 FEFEOM#TE
BIROBEHRIFE LT, F-EBENERAERCTFH oML, FBRYES O —FEREE o
7o RETIR, RERKOPRELGR L LTHHSIND L9127 > TE72, OECD O & EHE RS
#7125 A (IMHE — Programme on Institutional Management in Higher Education) {2 & ) F&jifi &
NIZEERERBED) — 5 —L v =27 ATV Y —2{RE L) —TT—TNET U F LTI
B3 2 ERBIFNATIE, 63%D°T v F » ZHERICH LT, WIS, HERKY. BN, 2 35Mmm
THZ R > 72 LM% LT % (Hazelkorn 2008, p.199),

E 22 2 EEBBFMNHOBEFFEE Y, RAKRET V3 73RFE0 [B] 2T 514
MEVIEEEHEE) L LTWVD, 20—k T, HRKRET V0 7 ICHTHHEN AR, T~
X YT OEMMLRBEEIZT TR, FUF VP RBERE VAT AICRIETTRELRHS
TWwh, FyF U 7OREORE S, 20104E12F — 0 v g KM (League of European
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Research Universities) 2SKRFDEFEN 2T »F 2 7IZOWTT PN HF— - R—X—F WL 72Z &
R, 2011 412 H AR DOWFFE R K% O F i 33 4 RU (Research University) 11 7 25 THE #t R K% 5
> % 7" (The Times Higher Education World University Rankings) (2§ L CRHli kDO ET %KD 5
FHXEM L2200 v %,

KES %y ZOEFMbNIED, 2004 IS A AT - I —0 v NEEHEF LY ¥ — L KE
DEFHBEORMZEATIC L Y IREG (EFET v F ¥ ZFHMHK 7V — 7  International Ranking Expert
Group) 2SHEML S, 2006 SEICKET VX Vv FOE N A K4 ¥ [BEHBEREOT v 712
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B, REOHEBRIBOIED HIZZMEL TETw5, RETIE, TFAAICEO S, ERKE
7 ¥ %Y 7 ORAEOHIN & BN BT 5,
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ARWU MFRZZMMZ > F > 7 N .
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DA 2004 4 ~
(QS World University Rankings) 700 £ (QS) 004 %
Performance Ranking of Scientific .. |13 ® HEEACT (%%
= R 2 i~
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—IHNIHRKET Y F 7L FoThH, ZOFHMIOAN L. 4 d. FELHLATH S, B
MNEFMEOMPRYT ¥ F ¥ 7 OFAE T “EUA Report on Ranking 2011: Global University
Ranking and Their Impact” Tl&, 15 OEREW R KRFT ¥ F 2 FOME L% 58 L. 5 HHEIHH
LTwb, £1id, ZOIBLEBELRI0DOKFT v F 72T lddbDThHb, 5HHINLT
VX VT ORENGEL 2SS, EAEOBNINZ 5T S,

21 RBEREF VXD J I ARBRKRZE—-JT7—TI

KOILLSRBAEINT VST v F v 7OfiHIE, ARWU (Academic Ranking of World University)
WHRKZFEM T »F 7, THE AR KT » F 2 (The Times Higher Education World University
Rankings), QS #FK4%25 % 27 (QS World University Rankings) 7 & O KF#HET » F v 7T,
HROMIERIRFED ) =7 F =TV ERELTVDL T VIRV T TH b,

AN BRSO ARWU R EZAM T © F 0 732003 412K S hze 20T U F v
FOBRMOHMIHETHR L XV DORFZDOERIZNF TONRY FI=F T Tholzdd, 7>
FUTRERNT 2T ETARENL L WRP A LEANET 2R L 2572 (Wildavsky 2010) o
2004 FFICIE A FVADIA DX - NAX— - 72— a3y (THE) 25 SEFEHEO~—
Fravy  EREETHLE2 T2 TLY) - VEY M (QS) LRMEL. THE R K%S v ¥ v
TR LIz, 2010 4EA S 1%, THE EEBEW 2 FMEHET, FMLT—F —X—Z, 727 -
AT HALY RO MLV Y - uf y =tk (TR) &Lz 7 F ¥ 7 OHUFERIE THE
R KT % 2 7 TEAE VRS FEEMIZIE 2004 ~ 2009 4F F CTld THE-QS K= T v F
¥ 7T, 2010 4E A 513 THE-TR AR T ¥ % ¥ &b o722 812k %o

THE L D/)3— b F =2 v 72FHL72QSIEINFEFTOT v F v 7 Fihe ki L. QS EHK
FITUFRITELTHRELTV A, 72, EWNKRET ¥ % ¥ 7 OKEEE TH 5 US. News & World
Report 13 QS EHHEL. QS D7 — % % b L 1T World's Best University # 583K L. HHRKET »F
FHREIEYH LTS (Wildavsky 2010) .

COMDT rFTIE RO — MFRBKRFED) =7 T =T VOREPERNTH 5 7:
O, FEHEHEEOZ a7 27 24 POFLREAITEHEIML, TREERIIKERZ T V7 DT
9% (Rauhvarers 2010)o V=277 —7 V&) —R L TRFADIEMP AN D D) H ST
NOEDOT XV IHFMHETIEL ZITANSLN TS, ZOMEOFEEICOWTIE, FHlHEE
DR YVERFHI A 2 7 O T OFM I 2 FE A 2 LT\ 5 (Billaut, Bouyssou, & Vincke
2009, Rauhvarers 2010, Usher & Savino 2006, /MK, & Jiii 2007) o

K213 3ODORERFET VF Y 7T IZBT HFHEIEDO —RETH b KFED/ST + —< ¥ 2 DI
U & 57§ 2 O SR TV IR A TH D CORMERD R LD 2 L03bn b,

HBHEOF 2L B L ARWU HEFRRZAM TV F 2 FHPMEH LT aiEE1>T [/ —
NIVE, 20374 - VAEEZE LEEER] L) 77 b AR QSRR T & v
ZX 20T [FFARHBERE] Lo A4 7y MEfEE DEHFEIC X 25FHRA] &v ) I EEE.
THE % KR¥7 % 2 71E 5 2T [FAEMFEHILR] [HE—-AUZDORFOPA] &)1~
7y MEEL [#E— A4 0 ol L3255 (LR LR G BoOLE] Lvws Ty Ty
MEEE THEIC L 2EFHA] & W) FFHEEET.3 20T v & U Il d 5 IE—o b v,
FHICHEOHEOFMiE S>Td, ZBEDOA 7y baFHIiLTwbb0bHiud, 77 b
Ty FEFHILTWE2305H 0., HOWZFIEFHETETH 5,
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XHIZZODT VXU T — O oORETEMIILTB Y., KEOHBFOEIZOW
TERT S EDRBMIEEMITES, ARWUDMEH LTS [V —XVE, F21E 74—V X
HASEUEFEEL] X B0 0K EOE L HMT 240 E LTHEDD %,

COMDORET VF v 7T OFEED b H) — > OREEIE, KEDWFEE OIS KE < fFi->
TWbIEThdb, REEVHIBMR Y AT AZFHMIT21CH720 . KFEOWZTE. HKE. EEE.
A R=2 3 v ERA RSS2 MR % W T3 v 225, BFFEICH T % I E 2 i 12K
vy, ARWU R KM S ¥ 3 v 2B W TSR 2 57§ 5 81855 80%. THE A% T ~
FUZEQSHMRAKES VFUFIZBOTIR0%Z EOTED (£2), ShakEz2H) k%o
NI =<V AEFHL TS LIV, T2, AEELENOBITICL )., BEHEFED
KEALDBEBEIZA D . SHRESHE Y AT L OMEOLEEIEH I Tws, LirL, 20
HOBERET VX rBb 0T [REOZZ 2L VA =2ERIKE] L v ) —Til R KE¥ED
Tu7 7 AND, KEYVAT LAOLMEZ R S8 5 ERESFEE ST 5 (Boulton 2010),
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2 2WMRHF>F2T

THEEHOT X 7. REOWE N T + =< Y RAENE ST X v I ThH D, B
@ HEEACT (BB RBSHE S 0I54 & ; Higher Education Evaluation and Accreditation Council of
Taiwan) DT ¥ F X 7L T T2 - T F U 7IE FNGSCRE BT THBICET 2T v o
DL TWwh. BEOHEEACT &, 8 DOFHlfEEEDO AT %Y = 4 PO LZZREAITITX
DI Y IIFLTVDED, FATY - FUF U 7E 5O0FHIRET LICT v F v 7 &fTv, &
BT VR TIITo TRV,

INSZODT yF y7IE, RFEOWGET) % 5Hili§ 5 O i LR E B I HRE W €T
AP IO RIIED WD AT L - B EBEEL TWbe 29 LfED 7
YE VIR FEOMIE L FDORENEBICO W TOHMAL U 7R ASBUT R K27 &0t
ZEMERSF O BRIE I RIZTTHELESL, BIMNEHSITBIT S Assessment of University-Based
Research (AUBS) Tl &Moo H IS U7z % M1 7 i fa B O B 58 & 1D 72 AUBS @ H 1
ERZEOT Y F 7 TR BFOMRRYT ¥ F v 7 OWROFFMiEZ AT L. KFEICH
T2 W98 % 2 ISR % 720 OIREEDOFEZITH % (Expert Group on Assessment of University-
Based Research European Commission 2010) o

2008 SECIHFE o722 DT u Y 2 7 MiE 2010 4 O i #% i 15 # “Assessing Europe’s University-
Based Research” "CHIZEEFlli O H 191258 L 72 3F-MifEEE 2 £ 6 2 L MM 20583~ MY v 7 2 %
RELTVS, TITMOHNTHIZEZ G 5 O 2BEIC L. WRICHIZEEHT O B 1912 #8) 2 ¥
BEZ g T 5o WIZEETlio B i, BIRACS BH2E 3 v ¥ 3 > o2 Lo g, ikt 2~ D2,
W87 + =< Y ADM b, I A - XA 7 4 v M. BB O, FREIBFZEO MO 8
DTH b, Z LT, S5HFSNT 4l OFHIIEEED S WIFEEHlio B IC# L - fefi 2 #INTE 2
£ oT WA aHlifEED 5 DO 5H8IE, HEDEET), HEtE~DRE, [ /) X—V 3
v ERRIER. FERWREME L BB, A VT IR NI I Ty —L o T D,

2. 3 ZEMBRKEFVFVT

SEHHOT V¥ v 71, RKEOZ I L Y AR HIIFED I A TOKRY (HREHE, L% K
FRITHWIFFEII R ) ISR R BECREli T 2 BEfFOKRFET v F v e e L. S K%Y
AT L% ENE L OLHN EFHEEELHV T, 2= —D == X IH 5 72 KFOM 4 /87 + —
RVADIZ LV ARPA I ETBTIVF VI THb, TOMDT Vv 73, KIFED A
aA7Ey A MO L, BREILZZREAITTI V7D L) — 77— 7 VIdRe 3, %4
BEOMERE, F 23RO 5B O R % K%Y 5,

9. FA YD CHE (FEHEMIEE >~ ¥ — : Center for Higher Education Development) 7% 2007
FICRELIZZ IRV VAT R VDD Db, TNFTIC, WRZHEAQLRDIS, 2007 4. 2009 4F,
2010 4E L B3R LTV D, TOT V¥ v 7id, BNHIBOKFD 7 O0%4Mi 58 (W, 1t
S BR MBS, BUAS. RS, DI ORFEREOWETH D, K¥E—DDY AT AL
L CEMIli A D Tld % L EMBENOKFDINT 5 —< ¥ A% 5HMli§ %o 5l 1L 2B R 7 -
TBY., AT OOXMAFEITB T, 6 ~8 DWfFE L EBEICHT ALY “2rkL v
ke TN—TF RRETHHENMBEEZIT) o TOHMEE T, BFMOFITB TR 60 FEDK
FREAGRIEN S, RIC“Z7EL Y b - Zh—F IGRIEN 2 RFERRICB W THRE T — 7 12T 5
BERAE & A X B RO EMRAEZ 479, 2 LT BT T v 7o Tld kL,
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FAHIF A BV THEOKEZHMZ 2 LR 52BNV L > TV,

A RORRFEL 7 D DEMGEHN K RFBEAD, FaiEE, BEOERMMA, 40"
MIAETEN TNV DR EZRN S 2D FREND, RFFEET VT 7 Xy MEHIZIEA TWS 25,
LR3I DODOFIRIC T LI, R LR BDOL WIHICHERDPZ D Z EDWEETH S, T2 YA
P25 30F TREREEY, KT LI ENTE L, TORKRTIZKFOBEL - HLHE
DTV T T KAOMARENE T THENTE b,

IRV YR T rFrrE L 0E  OFMMIREE & £ 5k % 57l 1 TREM 22 KD Hei & )
BEICLTWwd, LAL, 78 L YA - ZV—7OHRFEZ BT ST 2RI
NI TORBRET &3V 7k MAEREERZ 5. Ll 2OT Y& V7 R¥RIC
REINTWEIEE2EZEITE MENNT+ =< VAPELEEINLILORZLYNE2HEIZITE
LW, T7 XLV YRA T F 2 7E WINORFENDHEFEEZEZ TWDLFEIZE 5T, KFE
BOOHFEN Y —NVTHBEEEFEZAEA),

WA T O Z M 5 KT » 3 v 770 BN LA A5 Ty A U-Multirank (Multidimensional
University Ranking System) 2%@ 4. U-Multirank 1Z, Z—% =2 H3OHWIZB LT, K¥EE2Z0
SRR OVWTHIKT 27200F ¥ 54 vy — VOREZBIELTWD, K¥EE GFR)
LEME (TR T h) ©20DLNVT, KR¥ED LSOO (BIZL 78, W%, Mg,
FERSPE, Wit~z OFFMiZ3ECT X0 735, T v 7 DT IEFHRIE Z & T, A
DT TIE %L, i i, TV —F D3 DDV RVTHIRENDL, RFEDNT +—< VA
ZEORILT, EOFHTRE TR T 2 23— —BHINRINT 5, /25 v F v 7]
B K%, FREOFMASBORF /707 I A0RTiiTbb, FlziE, R¥EOIvvav
PESBRLDZRFEZHETH I LIETE RV,

U-Multirank 13, 20114E 6 HIZ7 4 =Y ) T4 - A7 74 —=2%b ), fsEsi s sz,
N4y b T A ORER, U-Multirank 2 A THERS 5 2 & IXEBREZZA5, BUHRH IR
LANLVTREBT 203 LW E¥bhol. TORKIIZ, HEWTRZZBNT -5 258052
EDHELNWT LIZH S (van Vught & Ziegele 2010, p.21) o

2. 4 FHRFE

AMBEHD T % 0 713, BEYEOBROBERNIBETH 52O BR & R I BT
% OECD |2 & % AHELO (Assessment of Higher Education Learning Outcomes: 155 #HE 2B} 558
BREHE) TH 2. MAFOKRFET VF VIR FOHUBFEOEEHE— ALY OEEHE Vo7
SR BEE IR ARG T il s E O MM 2 IR TR L TV %A%, AHELO 3% 4 D% H
DB L ZUOFHETH ) KRFOHE OE % HHENISEECIHMET 2 2 & 127% %, 3 (2008) 13,
Wiz B S BE OH ORI O Y — v & LT AHELO 23B% S 2RI, HRWICHSHE O
REAIZ & D MO TORE OARIANDOHLTREE - TnDH I 8, 270 — N Lo
HEEHEICD KA, LN TUREN % @ SEHE KB O EBEILEOE/_~DOB LA E T > TE
TWB I EEEITFTTWD,

AHELO T#aFli S 15 F BRI — iy Bone & MW HERETH 5, HMWHERBICE L Tid, T
FERBEFOGHIZRONT WS, T2, 8, HH, RFFTLIEFHE RIS FHEORE,
BB OAGRSLHM,. T4 —F v 7 OBBFELEFOFE T RICH T 2 BMMAAR D ORI H W
bhb, £/, AFRPOREFEROFHERSFMEREO—2 L LTHEITFLN TSP, HET
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LIHETHEL Y —VIZOWTIZSBOMFEHREL ToTWb, 2010EPSL 74—V EYTF 4 - A
FFEAPIRTE D 2012 EERIEE ROV TOWMHEIITHONETFETH b0

2. 5717 LOERHMIEES XU

SHEHEHOT V% 70k AXRA ¥ o EAWSEEEH 2K (CSIC: the Consejo Superior de
Investigaciones Cientificas) DA /X=X bV v 7 « FERDS, 2004 SE» S PEIC—EAEREL TV S
MROKED Y 2 TDHENS VX T ThHb DS VF U TIETAFIvZ A3 2254 —
Lo TOY 2 TOBEENZRTIEZHNELTBY ., WROKFOHKA RFMEII % 7 =7
Lot & FRMEETEAfIS % (CSIC 2011), FFHfifEEEIE 4 T, HHEIL, KFEDOY 2 7T DR—
DB Vv F T ANV S BT 3IRIE. FLC, BAERINEO) v o o 148
BEZoTwb, 2OF Y F 7O, o) =7 F—TVROKRES V¥ 0 712X, 5
VIMFENDRENIEZDENIZEL N ETH D, 400 ~700 . FTHOT v F 2 7@ TH DA
CSIC DT v F 713 12,000 7. F TTH S (Ravhvarers 2010), 2012451 HIZEKEINL T v F
51320000 FETT Y7 OFENBETFETH b

3. #HRKRFEZ T DEMEFRE

5005 4 TOWRKES VXV FEMGET A2 128D SRMET AR RES V30 7128
WCZODERBMARLZTL b, 9, HRR¥ET VRV 7IEIR¥ED [H] 2—20HFTTH
HL72 DRV HOPEBLENTELEZAD) =TT —TAh o, BhbIL TORFDE
MR ARREZ I 2 720 O Y — VAL L TE T 5,

ARWU, THE. QS & W o 2R EET % ¥ ZFORERF L, kMl (2007) 25T 2 11i%;
RGN OS5 2 BEAQ M L TV 2, Gl FAASREETH . IEHIED D 5 1EHRE T » ¥~
rwyHEibs b2 ) R T W TRET 5, K¥EE—2D Y AF AL LTEHliL, 20
MRE) =TT TN ) =R L TRFORIF DI LA THBRERMLT 2, 202DITK
BOINT F =Y AR T L EIMEEO AT A EB L, FAbE YL PO LEb DR
BEFLREA a7 E M T 501 TH S, Rauhvargers (2011) FAEK SN2 a 7L, FF0E
BZObOOMITHTIE AR, BHWBEORKRTH S LBTVDE (p13), /2. I b0l
RKET VF v 7 OFMERIC X o RIS NZFERE L. Z0REBWSNTED (6~ 13).
2RI R > TV T, 7Y F UV ORNRIEIMAERKFIIROND, ThoDTF yF 7%, i
R by THREBMREOY =77 =TV TH Y, TRIEHFUBETL2RK¥%D 1~ 3% I E 2w
(Rauhvargers 2011, p.13),

AR I N TUAHREKRES U F U 7id, RFEOZ VLV Y A —ToH R IEE TR
PICEH§ 2 — 77— 7V A BB L. REDNRT + =< Y A2 LMW A TRZ, K¥ED
SHMICIE L7 2L VY ARRBT AV AT LA TH D, TNHDF Y F U 7V IIREA AT 25
W, Kl £ 7213388 % 27V — 712 L2 3E Mot & S SRR, 2L ~ov (AT,
R, T Z2FERT . KR¥EDNST +—< ¥ AL HMIZEHEYT 5 720 bR ERAZ . 12—
YW=l Xk TRLLT X 7OMFHBMICHE L - REOIKFIZWREL T4 AT A% B
LTwWb, T/, FfEHODOZMEFFML CIZEREH L LV XY VATV > Tnh, Z
DHDS V%V TOWBEEIT> TOLDIEHMMNOLIEETH Y, BEUFOLHEMZEN L
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NS HE B O 2 HIFL TWd L W) FRPD 5.

WIZHETF SN EEOTANL, KFEDIST + —< v AOFEEEOZLICH 5, T3, ¥ T
FA MY Y 7RO HRIIIED VI RFEOMIEDOFMOLE Y HH b NIHD 720 KRFEDWIFED Gl
B EEM AT EBIVHME VI ET YA A MY v 7BV TRIES N TE 2, L
L. P EICG5 2582 WL ICEENTERTDTH L, /20 ETVF XA NY v 77—
FZDODDORMED DL, I ZOORMEEDOLE T VA AN v 77 —%, bAV Yy -0A
SOV 2T FT AL REINEETHDOA D= NRNANFELETHDOATH Y, Filiak
RWTIHT — Z 1AW, F2HBN Lm0 2355 Z LIFACHEMIN TV S (Vught & Ziegele
2011, p. 27)6 HHITHEAR (2011) ZETUF A MY v 7 F— 12 X 5 b S A ZEDFE Y
FEE FIF LR WHEZ IR L TWwb, THE O X ) WMo RKES v 5> 7
WEWFZEEFM OBRIC, FICHFEME T I B HIMICFIH SN2 LOAENRE L TWD, W7ED
BRIGEFERO SN THSIMENIETTIIIA LI 7DD, ThbDT v F v 7 TR
HHA NI VEEDCMEOARDR AT PENDLZEIZEY, BMWIZKE R L A LH5ED
FEWMANLERMEERATHDLZEZ2IEHML WD (AR 2011, p. 3489),

HIFRFEREA B VT, KEPRBERBEOL YV Th b E D BHIE T 5, KFIIHIZE -
HE - A/ N—3a Y OMEEHZEL ZERINEITURICHFEENL I ko7 HOME
WHEHRA / R—=2 3 Y E2RIET 2720120, IROEEERLE 2 &9 FHili§ 5 X & 2D h. 2010
AR CIRE SN2 AUBS DL LR Mo~ ) v 7 A%, FMliox4% & Higlc
WL 7ML & SR T 2 AR L O BB AT L, 41 ORI EL IR L TWw i,

AR D2 LI, RFEOWIZW 2 Tl v 70— N b 5 JIERIERT 52 2 2 5 AW
DOF R & EERFHBIRICR Y, REDBEFOENOMBOMLIEHE ), KEOHE S
T A=Y ADFMOLERNEDLNDL L)k olze HBEOHEOFNIE. ZNFETIFHEE—A
W23 B A R W% 5 J e E O EIBRIIZ T — & BUEE DS e 72 MBI R IBREAS .U CTh - 72,
LALBZZCHEESNTWSE T V& 2 7Rl Y — VT, HEDOE 2B E OB S i T
&2 X )T, B AR MR & SRR ANT, BB ELRILT 2AL, HEOM
BT b h A EBGET 2 FEHEROFEORADEE > T b,

29 LBt K% v v F OB L EEICET 5 16 OFHIZR L7 T~y YEHL 2>
72bDREEE R B 2006 FICZ OJEAIZ 5 L7z IREG &, 2010 SEICKET V¥ v F oS EE
fid s EEHEEL, 2011 4 11 HICHEOFEESLTFIAZ £ & 72 [IREG Ranking Audit Manual |
HERIRE N, 20124E X0 7 v F v FHEAEZ BT 50 20124E 1 ARPHBAD T ¥ F ¥ FHEND
SRR & o TWVD, BAHEAIIZ. 1) FyF Y 7O, WEHE. BRI ML, 2)
AT 3) MRORXKEIUR, 4) BUMELREEL. 5) BHRAEICHT 5 20HATH L, =
DFEAFIVY VEANZEDSE, Sy F v 7o EEEMEL, F/29 0 F v 7D —H—
WWEEEODHE T VX v 72 lAa 05— VaRET 52 ZEPHIFEIN TS, 4%, IR
SRV = NULT D ESHEHEE» OB EHETIEFE I, SRR ESHTF Y A
TADREEERL, =W -l THEHGERFETI VXV ITE2FLT VRV TOFGY AT LD
P L BRI SHOMEL S 2 5,

B CTREEOBHVIERKRFT F 7L TOL ) —2OKRE ZIEEIE, BEHHFICHT
5 EBRINC R 77— Y ORRTH 5, WMNZEEHSIZ. EUMIDA Project & L THIS 115 R
DORFOIZUF—=FWEDT 4 =V T 4+ A ¥ F 1 21T 5 720 U-Mulitrank DI HETIE,
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EUMIDA Project D7 # U —T v 7 + 25 74 47\, BINDEEHEOT— 5 VAT AT
52 EDOEBEWEIERS5N TS (van Vught & Ziegele 2011, p.156)o F72. DY AT Ah&K
DOEEHERMZ R E LG8 7 — % ~X—Z IPEDS (Integrated Postsecondary Education Data
System) D & ) ZHRLEOEEHEDOT -5 ¥ X7 A L OMENZWIHIC L THE S 2
VEETHL LML TV S,

4. bl

FAEOMFEKRY:T ¥ 0 77— 20BFFIF.,. SELENHO 7 a— Wiz, #HRox
ZEWKT DERAND = AR EE > T WD DD D, BINGFT 2 FAEITEEC 300 5
AN#=iHB 2. 2025 FE\ZIEZFDOEDP 700 FAEZBZ 5 v FHEL B TWS (Bshm, Meares, Pearce,
Follari & Hewett 2003), HIXHALRLEETH Y. KRFEOFHIA LD R T WREKRET VF
FHOMENIL S RBAISND L 9T o720 KFD T2, EFHRFARIE - HBEICB W TEEDY
W1 T& 8= b F—OEHO70IC, WRKET VF 0 72 REOEEMEE LTHHT %
ZER, WRRET U F Y TSN 2 ESE TV,

MEADPMRKES VX v Z2BPCEREE LT, ZOFELAREZROTWL0IEHE
Thb, LL, TOBEROEELEEZS ¥ F v ZORHEDIMECTHT 203 E LD THL WV,
A (2007) X, SV F VIO FEAEDT VXL S OB MR EMRICHIESE, O
iz B3 e W) HMBENERELILI2L), TV F v 7PESLE N, ZORERER L
TtV HEEEIRBL TS (p.59).

2012 4F 126 F 5 IREG KT V¥ ¥V VAN, R¥ET VXV IOBOEBN G Y — Ve b 2
ICHIEEASD TAHDN K, I-mSHFUCROBBREL. HRARES U F ULl MELES
TV Db TnE, I TORFEETEOMELZ BiFL T BN, HHRERYET V%
TOFEEBRETHOTIE R, BEL TR EZIT BN LTS, MNOKEOEEHLD
FCIEMICHFICRET A MAZEBL TV bH, HAOKRFREELFEOREFAE L, HA
DORZFOTE#Z EBRIICHRE L TOWL BEED 5, e ORFOWEEHICET 2EB13DBAHAL
M MROKSFE B RE R BEHEFEOT— I N—=A Y AT LA ORBEVPLEARNTRTH 5o

b3

(1) RU (Research University) 11 (&35 21 4 11 A 1233 Sz HROIFFERM KFDa > v — 3 7 AT,
IERAHRE TR S o BUE, ALIEE RS, ALK UK, FART R 57, B ek 7,
LR R BEBKA. KBRS, JUNRE, LR, B TERPEO 11 KA & - THRE
hTwab,

(2) 20104 TIE. 2002 F TOFETDH > 72552011 4E0 5 4000 F THREEND L) Ik -7z HL,
200 fir F TRMAMLDVF BT B %5, 201 2205 300 i F T 25 T8 (201 — 225 £, 226 — 250
fir. 251 — 275, 276 — 300 7). 301 fir7*& 400 7 F Ti1& 50 iz =& (301 — 350 fif. 351—400 fi7.)
DI IHTERSTEY, REMIIBBRIN LV,

(3) 2004 4EF TIE QS & THE AR KEES v F v 7T 7— & O L 5HT 24T 5 T 7225, 2010 4 &
) THE £ D/8— M= v TRIEHE L. QS HFKRET v F ¥ 7L LTHEL M.
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Trends and Issues of World University Rankings
Yuki Watabe

Abstract

It has been ten years since the first world university ranking was published in 2003. Used as a resource
to assess the quality of universities around the world, the rankings have become increasingly popular.
However, the methodologies used to create the rankings have been criticized for various reasons. Most
importantly, there is a risk that the rankings could have a negative impact on the development of a diverse
higher education system that is essential to the emerging knowledge-based society. As a result, scholars and
experts in higher education have begun to re-examine how university rankings should be determined. Based
on a literature review of five types of international university ranking systems, this article discusses the
trends and the main issues involved in creating world university rankings.

World university rankings use league tables that evaluate the overall excellence of a university with
a one-dimensional scale focusing on research. More recently, new ranking systems have emerged that
aim to recognize the diversity of universities and compare their performance by using multidimensional
approach. However, the biggest challenge continues to be the lack of internationally comparable data on
higher education. As the globalization of higher education markets progresses, it is urgent that Japanese
universities and the Japanese government develop systems to accurately present and deliver information on

the performance of Japan's universities.

(Assistant Professor, Organization for the Promotion of International Relations,

Kyoto University)
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