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Study on Status in Que, Classification and Influence of Research Institutes

WU Bei-min
( The Department of Science and Technology, Ningbo University, Ningbo 315211, China )

Abstract: This paper classifies research institutes into four types: type of basic theoretical research, type of
technical application and achievement transformation, type of comprehensiveness, and type of area-crossing
services. Based on these classified types, the influence of each type is studied, which comes to a conclusion that
the research institutes can, on one hand, improve scientific research performance, and cultivate the awareness of
maket. On the other hand, the research institutes also bring challenges to the current academic management
mechanism, negatively influence the research fruit, weaken the contribution to the local social and economical
development.

Key words: institute for advanced study; classification; influence





