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Abstract

Currently, research funding is mainly divided into competitive research funding and stable re-
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search funding. Compared with long-term stable research funding, competitive research funding
under the project-based system is the main way for college teachers to obtain research funding in
China. In recent years, the number of research projects undertaken by university teachers and the
amount of research funding they have received has increased dramatically, reflecting the impor-
tant position of university teachers in the national research and innovation system. This paper ana-
lyses how competitive scientific research funding affects the scientific research output of college
and university teachers by means of a questionnaire survey with teachers from domestic double
first-class construction colleges and universities and ordinary undergraduate colleges as the sur-
vey respondents. It concludes that competitive research funding is difficult to obtain, the evalua-
tion process still needs to be optimised, competitive research funding promotes research output,
and competitive research funding promotes industry-university-research cooperation. Finally,
relevant policy recommendations are given, suggesting that the government’s participation in the
control of competitive research funding, optimisation of the evaluation process, and the estab-
lishment of a monitoring mechanism can create a positive impact of competitive research funding
on the research output of university teachers.
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Table 1. Competitive research grant acquisition satisfaction survey
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Table 2. Competitive research grant review process satisfaction survey
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Table 3. A survey of the impact of competitive research funding on research output
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Table 4. Competitive research grant acquisition satisfaction survey
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