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An Empirical Analysis of the Relationship between the Degree
of Doctoral Students’ Academic Activity and Their Research Productivity

— A Case Study of a Research University in China
ZHANG Cun-qun'?, MA Liping®

(1. Of fice of Development and Planning , Peking University, Beijing 100871
2. Graduate School of Education, Peking University, Beijing 100871)

Abstract: This study focuses on the research productivity of doctoral students of natural sciences at a research university in
China. The degree of academic activity is based on students’ time spent on research, their presentations in domestic and
international academic conferences. and the frequency of their communications with their supervisors. A regression model with
negative binomial distributions is used to determine the relationship between the degree of doctoral students’ academic activity
and their research productivity. Our findings suggest that efforts should be made to create a good education environment and
atmosphere for doctoral students to raise their academic activity and consequently their research productivity. They will be
highly meaningful for the improvement of the quality of doctoral education in our country.
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