Figure 27.2. Comparison of Reputation and World Rankings.
Includes Tables 27 2.a and 2b.

Reputation Better Than Rank
2016-2017 World Rankings and 2017 Reputation Rankings
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Since this is a chart of rankings, the lower the rank the better. Nine of the 15 Asia-Pac
universities in the top 10 in the world or reputation rankings had better reputation than
world rankings.

See Table 2a below for data



Table 27 2.a. Asia Pac Top 10 World Composite and
Reputation - World Ranks and Asia-Pacific Ranks

2016- 2017 2017 2011 2010-2011 2011
A W R AP W W R 2011
P World World Rep World Top Top Rep
w Rank
1 NUS 24 27 5 3 34 27 3
2 Peking 29 17 3 5 37 43 6
3 Melbourne 33 46 7 4 36 45 7
4 Tsinghua 35 14 2 9 58 35 4
5 Tokyo 39 11 1 2 26 8 1
6 U Hong Kong 43 39 6 1 21 42 5
7 ANU 47 61 13 7 43 51 9
8 HKUST 49 71 17 6 41 91 14
9 NTU-SG 54 81 19 22 174 91 14
10 Queensland 60 10 81 81 12
11 Seoul NtlU 72 46 7 12 109 51 9
12 Kyoto 91 25 4 8 57 18 2
13 Ntl Taiwan U 195 51 9 15 115 81 12
14 Zhejiang 201 51 9 26 197
15 Osaka 251 51 9 16 130 50 8

NOTES: A P Asia-Pac; W- World
Highlights — Top ten in world and reputation differ in 2017 based on Asian rank.

2011: Eight of ten same for reputation and world top ten



TABLE 27.2. b
THE World and Reputation Composite Rankings

2016- 2017 2010- 2011
Top Top Top
World World Rep
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Sept 2016 Sept 2010 2011
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