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Survey on the Performance of Graduate Summer Schools in China

XIE Dan, MA Yong-hong, Zhang Xun-zhe

(Institute of Higher Education, Beihang University, Beijing 100191)

Abstract; A survey is presented on the performance of graduate summer schools in China. Results show overall positive evaluations of
school performance; in particular, evaluations by students of previous years are higher. Summer schools have mostly achieved the
anticipated objectives in expanding students’ horizons, inspiring in-depth thinking, and enhancing research and creative abilities. There
are also problems, such as a lack of fully-established operation mechanism, insufficient enrollment publicity, and a funding shortage. It
is suggested that summer school should be incorporated into long-term institutional plans, and efforts made to increase funding and
brand-building, to upgrade enrollment campaigns and to recruit high-quality teachers and students,
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