Attachment — Graphs

Figure 1: New Zealand universities performance in the QS rankings
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Figure 2: The University of Auckland's Times Higher Ranking

THE Ranking

50

100

200

TS

250 |

2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018

——Auckland
Otago
—Victoria
—Canterbury
—\Waikato
—Lincoln
—Massey

—AUT



Figure 3: Total Revenue
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Figure 4: Domestic Fee Income
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Figure 5: International Fee Income
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Figure 6: Research and Contract Revenue
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Figure 7: Research Publications

Number of publications indexed in Scopus
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