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The Grey Assessment and Grey Relational of the Integrated Development Level of College Students” Corpor—
eity in China from 1985 to 2005
WAN Yi, ZHANG Tiancheng, HU Jianwen

(School of PE, Jishou University, Jishou 416000, China)

Abstract: The integrated development level of college students” corporeity from 1985 to 2005 was analyzed by grey assessment and grey relational models
from grey system theory to provide a scientific basis for the macroscopic decision on scholastic sports sanitation in China. The results showed that: (1) From
1985 to 2005, the order from the best to the worst of the integrated development level of college students” corporeity was 1995>1991>1985>2000>2005. In
2005, the integrated development level of college students” corporeity was at the lowest level and the main reason was that the body diathesis especially the
endurance diathesis generally declined. (2) Social environmental factors intimately affect the integrated development level of college students” corporeity in
China, the impact order from strongest to weakest was medical and health factors>education factors>economic factors. The growth of the integrated develop—
ment level of college students” corporeity is not unlimited with the enhancement of economic development level. When it reaches a certain level and then it
will decease to a moderate stage.
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Figure1 The Scoring Curve of the Integrated Level of College
Students’ Corporeity
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Figure2 The Grade column of the Integrated Level of college
Students’ Corporeity
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Table 4 Gray Relational Grade of the Integrated Development
Level of College Students' Corporeity and Social Factors in Our
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