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Fig: The criterion wise distribution of weighted scores (Q M & Q M) for the institutionn l



Key Indicators

GP
A

High Performance Key Indicators
Average Performance Key Indicators
Low Performance Key Indicators

Cu
rri

cu
lum

 D
es

ign
 …

Ac
ad

em
ic 

Fle
xib

ilit
y

St
ud

en
t E

nr
oll

m
en

t …

Te
ac

hin
g-

 Le
ar

nin
g 
…

St
ud

en
t S

at
isf

ac
tio

n…

Ph
ys

ica
l F

ac
ilit

ies

Lib
ra

ry
 as

 a 
Le

ar
nin

…

Main
te
na

nc
e o

f C
a…

St
ud

en
t S

up
po

rt

St
ud

en
t P

ro
gr

es
sio

n

St
ra

te
gy

 D
ev

elo
pm

…

Fin
an

cia
l M

an
ag

em
…

Be
st 

Pr
ac

tic
es

In
sti

tu
tio

na
l D

ist
inc

t…

Cu
rri

cu
lum

 E
nr

ich
m
…

Fe
ed

ba
ck

 S
ys

te
m

Ca
te
rin

g 
to

 S
tu

de
nt

…

St
ud

en
t P

er
fo
rm

an
c…

In
no

va
tio

n 
Ec

os
ys

te
…

Ex
te
ns

ion
 A

cti
vit

ies

Co
lla

bo
ra

tio
n

IT
 In

fra
str

uc
tu

re

In
sti

tu
tio

na
l V

isi
on

 …

In
te
rn

al 
Qua

lity
 A

ss
…

In
sti

tu
tio

na
l V

alu
es

 …

Te
ac

he
r P

ro
file

 an
d 
…

Ev
alu

at
ion

 Pr
oc

es
s …

Pr
om

ot
ion

 o
f R

es
ea

r…

Re
so

ur
ce

 M
ob

iliz
at
i…

Re
se

ar
ch

 Pu
bli

ca
tio

…

Co
ns

ult
an

cy

St
ud

en
t P

ar
tic

ipa
tio

…

Al
um

ni 
En

ga
ge

m
en

t

Fa
cu

lty
 E
m
po

wer
m
e…

0

1

2

3

4

5

Comparison of Q M & Q M in Key Indicators based on performance(GPA)n l

Fig: The comparison of Key Indicators (Q M & Q M) based on grade point average(GPA) extracted from the institutionn l
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Comparison of LPKI and HPKI based on Q M & Q Mn l

Fig: Comparison of LPKI(0-2.0) and HPKI(3.01-4.0) based on Q M & Q Mn l



Distribution of High Performance Key Indicators (3.01-4.0)

Fig: High Performance Key Indicators(3.01-4.0) for the institution
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Distribution of Average Performance Key Indicators (2.01-3.0)

Fig: Average Performance Key Indicators(2.01-3.0) for the institution
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Distribution of Low Performance Key Indicators (0-2.0)

Fig: Low Performance Key Indicators(0-2.0) for the institution
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Comparison of Criteria based on Criteria Grade Point Average

Fig: Comparison of Criteria based on Criteria Grade Point Average
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Performance of metrics in Curricular Aspects, Teaching-learning and Evaluation

Fig: Performance of metrics in Criteria I & II

QLM QNM

1.1
.1

1.1
.2

1.1
.3

1.2
.1

1.2
.2

1.3
.1

1.3
.2

1.3
.3

1.3
.4

1.4
.1

1.4
.2

2.1
.1

2.1
.2

2.2
.1

2.2
.2

2.3
.1

2.3
.2

2.3
.3

2.4
.1

2.4
.2

2.4
.3

2.4
.4

2.5
.1

2.5
.2

2.5
.3

2.5
.4

2.6
.1

2.6
.2

2.6
.3

2.7
.1

0

2

4

6



Be
nc

hm
ar

k 
Va

lu
e

Performance of metrics in Research, Innovations and Extension, Infrastructure and Learning Resources

Fig: Performance of metrics in Criteria III & IV
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Performance of metrics in Student Support and Progression, Governance, Leadership and Management, Institutional
Values and Best Practices

Fig: Performance of metrics in Criteria V, VI, VII
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Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q M & Q M (Criteria I,II and III)n l

Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q M & Q M (Criteria I,II and III)n l
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q M & Q M (Criteria IV,V,VI and VII)n l
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q M & Q M (Criteria I,II and III)n l
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q M & Q M (Criteria IV,V,VI and VII)n l


