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Abstract: Based on the panel data of colleges and universities’ innovation system in china during 2004-2009,
this paper estimates R&D innovation efficiency using the classic methods of stochastic frontier analysis and data
envelopment analysis. The results show that the R&D innovation efficiency of colleges and universities remains low in
the overall, but it has been improving in recent years. The R&D innovation efficiency is lower and more stable while
using SFA method. Although the efficiency value calculated by the two methods is certain difference, but the order is
apparently consistent.
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