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Construction and Empirical Study of Evaluation Indicators System for Chinese
Academic Books in Humanities and Social Sciences

Jiang Chunlin  Guo Qiqin Zhang Guangyao
( WISE Lab Institute of Science of Science and S&I' Management Dalian University of Technology Dalian 116085)

Abstract Research purpose Scientific and reasonable evaluation indicator system of academic writings in humanities and social sciences
provide theoretical basis and methods for academic evaluation activities such as evaluation of outstanding achievements professional titles

project initiation final project and talent selection. Research method This paper analyzes index characteristics of 2175 books from 27
disciplines that won Science Research Famous Achievement Award in Higher Institution ( humanities and social sciences) ( 3rd—7th) . This
paper considers all the principles including 5 first—level 11 second—level and 28 third-level evaluation indexes. We determine the weights
of classification indexes of different disciplines and construct the evaluation index system by savant investigation analytic hierarchy process
( AHP) and entropy weight method (EWM) . Then we make an empirical verification of the indicator system using 577 books of humani-
ties social sciences and comprehensive disciplines that declare Science Research Famous Achievement Award in Higher Institution ( hu-
manities and social sciences) (8th). Research conclusion The empirical results of philosophy and sociology are consistent with the ac—
tual award—winning situation but inconsistent with management. This paper analyzes the reasons from the aspects of subject attributes and
data sources and puts forward that we should strengthen the construction of book review database and the full-text analysis of writings.
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