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An Evaluation on the Performance of Scientific Researches in

Local Colleges and Universities Based on Data Envelopment Analysis
Shen Lihong, Zhao Yi

With the help of data envelopment analysis, the study evaluates and ranks the input and output

performance of scientific researches of local colleges and universities of 31 provinces or municipalities

in China. The result shows that there are differences in scientific research performance among those

local college and universities, and that there is still plenty of



