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Abstract

Based on the data of the National Natural Science Fund, this paper makes an empirical study on
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the differences in the allocation of funds in different levels and types of universities and the con-
centration of university funds. The research finds that: with the increase of the annual funding
amount of NSFC, the gap between the funding amount of universities and colleges becomes larger
and larger, and the distribution of NSFC in universities and colleges presents an obvious “pyramid
structure”; the scientific research competitiveness of 985 universities is far ahead of that of 211
universities and double non-985 universities, among which the difference between universities at
different levels is the main factor that constitutes the overall difference; there is also a certain gap
in the distribution of national natural science funds among different types of universities. Com-
prehensive and science and technology universities receive far more funding than agriculture, fo-
restry, liberal arts and medicine universities.
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Figure 1. Statistics of NSFC projects from 2010 to 2019
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Figure 2. Total projects amount of NSFC from 2010 to 2019
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Table 1. Distribution of NSFC project funds (Theil index) from 2016 to 2019
%% 1.2016~2019 F2EBRAMEEENELEDH(RRIER)

A T Ty Ty Ty TTHRAD #(%) Ty TTHR A #(%)
2016 0.3912 0.1499 0.2413 38.3% 61.7%
2017 0.4051 0.1402 0.2649 34.6% 65.4%
2018 0.4049 0.0634 0.3415 15.6% 84.4%
2019 0.4185 0.1619 0.2566 38.7% 61.3%
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Table 2. Distribution of NSFC project funds (Theil index) from 2016 to 2019
®2.2016~2019 F2EBARFEETB L BN H(RRIEY)

A T Ty Ty Ty TTHRAD #1(%) Ty TTHRE #(%)
2016 0.3912 0.3361 0.0551 85.91% 14.09%
2017 0.3802 0.3166 0.0636 83.27% 16.72%
2018 0.5444 0.4125 0.1319 75.78% 24.22%
2019 0.4207 0.3373 0.0834 80.18% 19.82%
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Figure 3. Scatter diagram of the allocation of total approved project amount in colleges and universities
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