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Graphical Representation based on Quantitative &
Qualitative Metrics
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Fig: The criterion wise distribution of weighted scores (Q,M & QM) for the institution




Comparison of Q,M & QM in Key Indicators based on performance(GPA)
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Fig: The comparison of Key Indicators (Q,M & QM) based on grade point average(GPA) extracted from the institution

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




GistriButlon of High Perfermance Key IAdicators {(3:01-4.0)
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Flg: High Ferformance Key IRdIcators{3.01-4.Uj for the Instltution

GistriBution of Average Performance Key IAdIcators {2.01-3.0)
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Flg: Average Ferformance Key IAdicators{Z:01-3.0j for the Institution




GistriBution of Low Ferformance Key Indicators {(0-2.0j)
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Flg: Low Performance Key Indlcators{o-2.0j for the Instltution




Comparlson of Triterla Based on CTrlterla Grade Polnt Average
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Flg: Comparlson of Criterla Based on Criterla Grade Folnt Average
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Performance of metrics In Résearch, IAinovatlons and EXtenslon, IRfrastructure and Learning Résouices
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Fig: Performance of metrics In Triterla v, Vi; Vil




Score

Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria LIl and III)
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria I,1l and I1I)
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Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria IV,V,VI and
VSII)
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria IV,V,VI and VII)




Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria 1,1l and IlI)
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths(4) and Weakness(0) of the institution based on QM & QM (Criteria 1,1l and I11)
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Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q,M & QM (Criteria IV,V,VI and VII)
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Fig: Graphical representation of Strengths and Weakness of the institution based on Q.M & QM (Criteria IV,V,VI and VII)
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