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Econometric Model of Evaluating Scientific Institution’s Efficiency: Study from Enterprise

Efficiency

WU Dong. LI Xixin

(School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing, 100084, China)

Abstract: At present, there are few researches on econometric model of scientific institution’s efficiency in our academic

field. But the evaluating of scientific institution’s efficiency may be studied from the model of enterprise efficiency. The

paper is a total and systematic review on stochastic frontier models of theory of enterprise efficiency. It simply introduces

both idea and concept about enterprise efficiency and remarks on the econometric theory and methods for stochastic

frontier model.

Key Words: Enterprise Efficiency: Technical Efficiency; Allocative Efficiency: Stochastic Frontier Model
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