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Research for Dynamic Evaluation of Academic Conferences Based on Multiple Indicators

ZHANG Yang YE Yue
( Sun Yat-sen University School of Information Management, Guangzhou 510006, China )

Abstract: In order to better evaluate the level of international academic conference, this paper proposes a research method of dynamic evaluation of
academic conferences based on multiple indicators. Data of international academic conference is collected in the field of artificial intelligence from 2007 to
2014, which is including paper information of 64 929 papers in 235 conferences. The correlation analysis was carried out through 7 indicators and meeting
grades, and the ranking of meetings was conducted by using Topsis, and the dynamic ranking and comprehensive analysis results of each meeting were
obtained.
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