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Abstract: Based on the performance evaluation of the “input-output” model, the paper executes a performance
evaluation of local undergraduate universities. The evaluation initially selected 17 input and 19 output objectives
qualitatively by following the principles of comprehensiveness, low-overlap, proportionality and data reliabili-
ty. The evaluation is also based on the relation between input and output, maximum information and minimum
overlap principle to make qualitative selection with 10 input and 9 output objectives left through two rounds of
selection. According to statistics from 2009 to 2011, the paper conducts the performance evaluation of 27 local
undergraduate universities in Liaoning province, which demonstrates the efficiency of utilizing the education re-

sources.
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T=50+10XZ, 2009~2011 .
T . . . 2010~2011
. 2009 . . 2009~2011
3. .
: .
2 27
64. 7442 4 84.4476 1 1. 3481 1
56. 7255 7 71.0154 3 1. 2561 2
69. 4433 1 83. 7895 2 1.2071 3
53. 9860 10 64.8627 5 1.2028 4
55.5143 8 65. 1407 4 1.1747 5
41, 8442 21 48. 9985 11 1.1711 6
28.6243 27 31.7071 27 1.1110 7
40. 9871 23 44,1008 15 1. 0834 8
57.6111 6 62.1107 6 1. 0827 9
39. 5484 24 40, 4878 22 1.0244 10
41. 4401 22 41.9976 19 1.0232 11
32.1127 26 31. 8587 26 1.0023 12
50. 6822 14 49. 3066 10 0.9798 13
60. 9414 5 58. 6877 8 0.9755 14
36. 1585 25 33.8762 25 0.9403 15
65.0057 3 60. 8635 7 0.9364 16
45. 4268 18 41. 9466 20 0.9269 17
51.0067 12 47.0040 12 0.9239 18
47.1168 17 41. 3629 21 0. 8780 19
52.3618 11 45.5132 13 0.8692 20
49. 3490 15 42.6734 17 0. 8653 21
49, 3146 16 42. 2363 18 0. 8561 22
42. 4418 20 35.7563 24 0. 8508 23
44,5281 19 37.6691 23 0. 8491 24
50. 8303 13 42. 7654 16 0. 8415 25
66. 9858 2 55. 5600 9 0.8323 26

55.2695 9 44.2617 14 0. 8020 27
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