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In this study, we examined methods to check the validity of indicators set
by universities and evaluation organizations, as well as the validity and reliability of evaluation
as a whole, including evaluation methods and procedures. We identified indicators by conducting a
content analysis of past evaluation reports on topics that have been the focus of attention in
recent years, such as "learning outcomes" and "internal quality assurance". We also examined
inter-rater reliability when there were multiple raters in research evaluations, and made
comparisons among research fields. Furthermore, as a non-invasive research method, we used publicly
available data to examine the reduction of burden between evaluator and rater.

These results are meant to serve as basic data for reducing the burden of evaluation in the future.



, 2015

, 2015

JICA, 2013

(2017)

(KPI)

CcoC

JICA

WEB



14

86

FD

2012
8-1-1

WEB

2015

WEB

FD



FD

< .001)

86

18.4
18.4

86

LR A E |
zas mE | %

2 2017 #-~2020 4

W = 0.86,p

40

35

30 -

25 4

20 4

15 4

10 4

54

0 +

94%tH ~96%

80 82 84 86 88 90 92 94 96 98 100

3456

25.9

BCP

8 459

( ) 7.6

1/4

13.3




9.0

7.1 1.9 18.1

9.0

14 .4

(8.1%)

x 1.5

x 1.5

x 1.5

1.00

0.95

0.90

0.85

0.80
1 2 3 4

SHEEI

BN ) BB IGT < BT

JICA (2013).

(2015). 27

(coc ) )

B () MRFRGT < BRI T

1.00

0.95

0.90

0.85

0.80

5.4

@RI (R - ITBIER)

OF - B DOHFHIR > T-RKEDOHEH
QEMERE (FREmIT)

W - BE - BRI
DERSR I (HER - 3R 1)

@ EBE - KR - XY - HIRZEFH
QUE DEHF (ERRELSL)
@1 CTHIE

WKFERITE
BRTF— 7 FNE—~DOHE
BERNER

OEEXE (%)
OFBLTFERIMEE

GEEES

OFRSES)

BRRE~DKE

@17 Z2AY FRLE

0 200 400 600 800

I 635
I 459
I 312
I 279
I 261
. 247
I 231

I 136

I 166

I 163

I 140

. 129

Y

I 67

B30

N 30

B 26

FR

SEE |

AXHER

0.474

"HEMFR

-0.015

1 BEFPR

-0.321

ITH%R

0.199

BER

0.079

HER

-0.453**

ek

0.142

ek

0.809**

wamaR

0.320

 © commmmmue ©
e o
°
BN ) MERIIRG T X TR B

2 3 4
SFEE T

1.00

[ ]
H
0.95

0.85
0.80

1 2 3 4

STEE T

(2015).

Ver.2.



23
2022
19-34
DOl
10.32175/hyokagakui .2022.23001
22
2021
41 - 59
DOl
10.32175/hyokagakui .2021.22002
Ayaka Noda, Angela Yung Chi Hou, Susumu Shibui, Hua-Chi Chou 12
Restructuring quality assurance frameworks: A comparative study between NIAD-QE in Japan and 2018
HEEACT in Taiwan
Higher Education Evaluation and Development 2-18

DOl

21 5 6

Susumu Shibui

A longitudinal study on the levels of awareness among universities regarding Certified Evaluation and Accreditation

INQAAHE Conference 2021

2021




2021

49

2021

85

2021

2021




2021 FD

2022

25

2020

84

2020

2021




Kazumasa Mori, Tomoko Oe, Susumu Shibui

Some evaluations of intuitive scoring in interview selections: Students’ academic achievement in a statistical course

5th International Conference on Education, Learning and Training

2019

2019

2019

2019




2019

Kim, S.,& Shibui, S.

Assessment of Learning Outcomes and Internal Quality Assurance Building in Higher Education in Japan and Taiwan: The Role of
External Quality Assurance Agencies and Universities

INQAAHE 15th Biennial Conference 2019

2019

Noda, A., Saito, T., Kim, S.,& Shibui, S.

University Accreditation and Student Learning Outcomes

The Asian Conference on Education and International Development 2019

2019

Visualization of indicators to enhance the internal quality assurance system in Japanese universities

The International Conference on Research in Education, Teaching and Learning

2018




82

2018

23

2018

Shibui, S.

Investigation of video-conference communication in an evaluation interview

41st European Conference on Visual Perception

2018

21

2018




2019

pp.141-152

2020

pp95-120

(Hashimoto Takamitsu)

(20399489) (82616)
(Nakato Emi)

(30509211) (26301)
(Sakaguchi Kikue)

(40588232) (12601)







