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CITATION IMPACT

Saudi Universities 0
ffer Cash
In Exchange for Academic Prestige

Two Saudi instituti
X ons are aggressivel . .
with an C e ely acquiring t S
eye to gaining visibility in research jou gal.h: affiliations of averseas scientis

i King Abdulaziz University

CONTRACT OF PART-TIME EMPLOYMENT

‘ King Abdulaziz University

6.2 Youare required 10 amend your S| highly cited contact and affiliation details
at hlghlycued.corn web site to include your employment with King Abdulaziz
University at dates and times required by your Employer.

6.3 The address of King Abdulaziz University should be included in your contact
details at the \Sthightycited.com 10 jmprove the King Abdulaziz University
world visibility.

6.4 You are required to inform the Employer if you IS highly cited status is
changed or modified.

— 3 i

Inviting. King Saud Universi
. niversity has
boosted rankings by overseas?;nks.

6.5  You agree that you shall, whenever requested by the Employer and in any
event on the termination of your employment, promptly return to the
Employer all property belonging 10 the Employer in your possession,

custody of control. You acknowledge and agree that, on termination of your
employment, you shall not be entitled to retain and shall not retain any

property.

6.6 The employer foresees that, during the course of your employment, you
may create, originate, conceive, disCOVer, design, develop and/or make
works in or relating to which there may pe intellectual property rights. All

intellectual property rights in or relating to all or any works made during the
course of your employment for work sponsored by King
Abdulaziz University shall be the absolute property of both the Employer
and Employee. If you publish any paper, article, book orf section of @ book
pased on such works you shall indicate the Employer as the joint or sole
affiliating institution.

A i
4; : I;esult, in 2010, KSU broke into the 300-to-
racket of universities in the Shanghai

rankings; the Se
> ptember 2011 Sh . .
placed it in the 200-to-300 brackeatnghal "

6.7 During the whole Contract period, the Employee shall do his best 10 publish

. to ten papers in the 1SI journa!

www.scienéemag or
.org SCIENCE VOL 334
L 9 DECEMBER 2011
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KOREA UNIVERSITY

were developed in concert with our rankings data provider,
Thomson Reuters, with expert input from more than 50
leading figures in the sector from 15 countries across
every continent. We believe we have created the gold
standard in international university performance
comparisons.

Our rankings of the top universities across the globe
employ 13 separate performance indicators designed to
capture the full range of university activities, from teaching
to research to knowledge transfer. These 13 elements are
brought together into five headline categories, which are:
Teaching — the learning environment (worth 30
per cent of the overall ranking score)
Research volume, income and
(worth 30 per cent)

Citations — research influence (worth 30 per
cent)

Industry income — innovation (worth 2.5 per
cent)

International outlook
research (worth 7.5 per cent).
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staff, students and

The Times Higher Education World University Rankings ———
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A Home ¥ University Rankings ~ Events ~ Studying Abroad  ~ Country Guides  ~ University Courses Student Life

Warld University Rankings Subject Rankings Latin American Rankings Asian Rankings

Academic Reputation Index

The Academic Reputation Index is the centrepiece of the QS World
University Rankings® carrying a weighting of 40%. It is an approach to
international university evaluation that QS pioneered in 2004 and is the
component that attracts the greatest interest and scrutiny. In concert with
the Employer Reputation Index it is the aspect which sets this ranking
most clearly apart from any other.

The Survey

The survey has evolved since 2004 but largely follows the same general
principles. Respondents are not asked to comment on the sciences if
their expertise is in the arts. Respondents are not asked to comment on
Europe if their knowledge is centred on Asia. The survey asks each
respondent to specify their knowledge at the outset and then adapts
based on their responses, the interactive list from which respondents are
invited to select features only entries from their own region.
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Rankings Universities Initiative Conferences Resources

World Top 500 Universities
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The Global Research University Profiles (GRUP) project Harvard L. = @ Stanford U. =

was conducted by the Center for World-Class UC Berkeley L= MIT L=
U_niuersities (CWCL) of Shanghai Jiao Tong University Princeton U. —— @ ETH Zurich ¥
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Based an the data gathered through GRUP 2011 survey,
21 indicators are available for making rankings in terms World Top 100 Universities in

of indicators and weights of your choice.

U.

Mathematics | Physics (& LGS Computer | Ecomomics

p» Position universities indicator by indicator Harvard L. T @ cattech _——
Diata from international databases, GRUP survey and UC Berkeley = =5 Kyoto U, -
statistical agencies in different countries were combined Stanford U — @ MIT e
so thatthe global positions of a university in various U.Cambrid e North ¢ U
indicators could be observed. @ [-amarncge el E ortfwestern L. ——

[E ETH Zurich [+ iy .Oxford el L



5IR World Report 2011
http://www.scimagoir.com

m WR RR CR Organization Sector Country Region Output IC(%) Q1(%) NI Spe Exc

'f__lj 1 1 1 Chinese Academy of Sciences GO CHN AS 144269 215 405 < 09 06 113

z 2 1 1 Centre Mational de la Recherche Scientifique GO FRA WE 130,977 49.0 61.9 1.4 05 187

— 3 1 1 Russian Academy of Sciences GO RUS EE 88,907 35.0 24.2 0 05 0.7 59

E 4 1 1 Harvard University HE UsA NA 69,995 a4 79.0 '3 24 05 357

z 5 2 1 Max Planck Gesellschaft GO DEU WE 49,987 65.0 722 @ 18 07 293

"-'-‘:.'."L: 6 2 1 University of Tokyo HE JPN AS 48,947 26.3 56.7 1.2 05 1789

7 2 2 Mational Institutes of Health United States HL USA MNA 46,819 353 84.3 O 23 0.7 401

D: 8 3 1 University of Toronto HE CAN NA 45,771 41.1 B5.7 O 1.8 04 243

9 3 1 Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Cientificas GO ESP WE 42,087 49.4 68.8 . 1.4 0.6 219

'Uj 10 4 3 Johns Hopkins University HE USA NA 41,399 29.8 745 @ 21 06 301

Z 11 3 2 Tsinghua University HE CHN A5 41,197 18.6 26.8 0 0.8 0.7 6.6

D 12 5 4 University of Michigan, Ann Arbor HE UsA MNA 41,059 25.3 703 @ 20 04 256

i 13 1 1 Universidade de Sao Paulo HE BRA LA 40,196 248 394 P 08 05 99

l— 14 4 3 Zhejiang University HE CHM A5 40,140 15.7 28.6 0 0.7 06 7.4

::I 15 [ 5 University of Washington HE UsA NA 39,428 26.2 717 O 21 04 286

16 7 6 Partners HealthCare System HL UsSA MNA 38,096 28.5 B80.7 O 26 07 385

|: 17 8 7 University of California, Los Angeles HE usa MA 37,994 29.3 707 @ 21 04 288

|_ 18 4 1 Consiglio Nazionale delle Ricerche GO ITA WE 37,928 42.5 63.8 1.3 06 17.7

m 19 S 8 Stanford University HE UsA NA 37,885 29.5 69.8 O 23 04 291

20 10 9 Veterans Affairs Medical Centers HL USA MNA 36,902 16.3 778 @ 20 07 306

z 21 5 2 Assistance Publigue Hopitaux de Paris HL FRA WE 36,013 24.6 45.6 , 16 08 211

22 5 2 Kyoto University HE JPNM A5 34,813 24.0 57.6 1.2 05 175

D 23 6 4 Shanghai Jiao Tong University HE CHN A5 34,484 14.5 282 & 07 07 65

'[:_r::' 24 11 10 University of Pennsylvania HE USA MNA 34,177 236 73.7 @ 20 05 294

25 12 11 Columbia University HE UsA NA 33,902 29.0 2.7 O 21 05 275

C‘ ‘C:C 26 6 University College London HE GBR WE 33,610 46.4 720 @ 19 05 280
:_ E 27 7 University of Cambridge HE GBR WE 32,900 49.8 69.4 O 19 05 26.7
o — 28 8 3 University of Oxford HE GBR WE 32,354 51.6 71.8 @ 20 05 275
C‘ {:_:J 29 13 12 University of California, Berkeley HE UsA NA 31,943 374 679 @ 21 05 266
ol m 30 14 13 University of Wisconsin, Madison HE UsA NA 31,789 26.3 6E.1 '3 18 04 242
o 31 15 14 University of California, San Diego HE UsA NA 31,165 326 734 O 21 05 293
D 32 16 15 University of Minnesota, Twin Cities HE UsA NA 30,883 25.6 69.0 @ 18 04 241
33 7 3 Osaka University HE IPN AS 30,670 21.7 52.0 ., 1.1 06 164

m 34 17 16 University of Pittshurgh HE UsA NA 30,184 23.7 72.0 '3 19 05 278

35 18 17 University of Florida HE UsA NA 30,106 26.6 61.5 , 1.5 04 19.1

— 36 g 4 Imperial College London HE GBR WE 29,851 514 680 @ 19 05 263

m 37 15 18 United States Department of Agriculture GO USA NA 29,796 23.9 60.9 1.3 08 185

38 20 2 The University of British Columbia HE CAN NA 29,569 43.7 63.2 1.7 04 217

39 8 4 Tohoku University HE JPN AS 29,480 249 53.5 ., L1 06 138

19 Massachusetts Institute of Technology HE usA MNA 29,172 346 643 @ 24 06 269
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Actividad Investigadora en la Universidad Espafiola

iuNe™

profesorado reconocimiento actividad cientifica innovacién competitividad capacidad formativa

Home

Indicadores de actividad cientifica

Produccion | Productividad

Publicaciones del Sistema Universitario
Publicaciones por universidad

Publicaciones por profesor

Colaboracion

indice de coautoria
Grado de colaboracidn institucional
Publicaciones en colaboracion nacional

Publicaciones en colaboracién internacional

Impacto de la investigacion

Citas por universidad

Citas por profesar

Documentos no citados

Visibilidad

Publicaciones en 1er cuartil

TOFP 3 de publicaciones de universidades



Produccion Cientifica Anual de las Universidades
por profesor

Universidades Publicas
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Citas por profesor

Universidades Publicas
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Porcentaje de publicaciones en las 3 primeras

revistas de cada una de las areas cientificas

Valores absolutos y porcentajes
Universidades Publicas
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publicaciones en revistas del 1er cuartil

Valores absolutos y porcentajes
Universidades Publicas
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HIGHER EDUCATIOMN he Ce

FUMNDING COUNCIL

FOR ENGLAND

What we do | Publications J Data & Contact us
& reports statistics

Home = Mews & events = Mews archive > 2012

Mews archive

2012

HEFCE allocates £5.3 billion to universities and
colleges in England for 2012-13

29 March 2012

HEFCE will allocate £5.3 billion to 129 universities and higher education
colleges and 186 directly funded further education colleges for the
academic year 2012-13 (note 1).

This funding is allocated across the following key areas and activities:

> £3.2 billion for teaching

> £1.6 billion for research (note 2)

> £150 milhon for knowledge exchange (note 3)
£265 milhon in capital grants

£125 million in special funding.
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Recurrent grants and student number controls for 2012-13

Annex B Tables
Purpose
The tables in this annex give the initial grant allocations and student number control limits for 2012-13.
Figures in £s
Table1 Recurrent grant for academic year 2012-13
Teaching funds Research funds Third stream
Funding for High cost Teaching Other Higher
Fumnding for old- old-regime funding for enhancamant recurrent Education Total recurrent
regime students  studenis (co- new-regime Widening and student  Other targeted teaching  Total teaching Total research Innovation grant
Institution (mainstraanm ) funding) students participation SUCCRSS allocations grants funding funding Funding 201213
Higher education institutions
Anglia Ruskin Univarsity 15447043 819,393 1,113,733 1,665,233 3.516.719 1,336,584 213.487 24,112,192 1,033.840 1.729,596 26,875,628
Aston University 13,326,110 758,550 1,027,719 544,104 723,992 928,111 2,995 17,311,581 5,892,509 1,600,228 24,894,318
University of Bath 21.316,313 5,505 1,384 455 415,478 544.423 1,982,990 46,222 25,695.476 17,267,155 2,376,103 45,338,734
Baih Spa Universily 9,858,892 11,073 103,810 450,634 1,302,058 370194 2,583 12,099,244 536,914 0 12,636,158
University of Bedfordshire 17,779,810 9,469 463,171 925,327 3,376.820 T88.965 1] 23,343,562 1,051,532 484,056 24,879,150
Birkback Callage B.762,223 i 330,530 536,475 1.914.903 3.963.327 T2 15,508.179 10,161.833 640,793 26,310,805
University of Birmingham 49,708,276 17,940 2,492,633 Ar3.ar 917.230 3114678 1287358 58.411.312 42,402,143 2,850,000 103,663,455
Birmingham City University 21,250,344 68,452 924,309 1,499,107 2,897.258 1,185,604 46.727 27,880,891 1,595,718 1,203,503 30,770,112
University Collage Birmingham 5,377,384 48,339 195,756 826,727 1,288,836 290.286 [1] 8,027 328 0 0 8027 328
Bishop Grosseleste University College, Lincoln 2. 210,354 i i 143 348 413 146 743 0 2 767 541 15,203 0 2 782 844
University el Bollon 6.410,503 0 329,849 974 808 1,705,274 BOD.409 50,120 10,360,963 689,403 305,807 11,356,173
The Ars Unlversily College al Baurnemouth 4,776,188 0 100,199 166,831 B46.770 77.632 6,747 5974367 16,263 a 5,990,630
Bournemauth Unlversity 19,550,034 B.079 1,109,433 1,144,433 2,637.301 098,721 247 652 25,695.743 1,862,576 £41,250 28,199,569
University of Bradiord 15,997,310 469,457 1,613,763 1,372,160 1,984,980 751,635 66,561 22,255,866 6,043,966 1,083,699 29,383,531
University of Brighton 24 435 515 73,632 2,270,107 966,228 3,070,871 1,379,012 85,223 32,280,688 5,884,533 1,033,390 39,198,611
University of Bristal 42 B02, 746 0 4,307 154 402 248 390,898 2539200 1310405 51,752 741 48,659,512 2,850,000 103,262 253
Brunel University 18,072,785 ] 1,244 827 563,558 1,293,652 1.917.272 18.326 24110421 11,332,078 1.124 470 36,566,969
Buckinghamshire Naw Univarsity 0,482 383 0 274,992 445,459 1,887,688 B37.808 B.718 12,937.048 245611 756,635 13,939,294
University of Cambridge 36,668,136 33,794 2,671,538 298,718 222 470 4502703 1,312,793 45,800,152 120,540,081 2,850,000 169,190,233
Insiitute of Cancer Research 228,036 0 186,668 10,000 1432 18,700 200,714 654.550 16,668,048 703,125 18,025,723
Canterbury Christ Church University 11.533,635 181,460 163,872 1,453,380 2.466.823 980,480 24114 16.813.764 941.117 878,377 18,633,258
University of Central Lancashire 35.542,993 25,386 2,132,123 2,438,484 4.919.654 2,163,538 160,934 47.383.112 3.208.255 2,261,717 52,853,084
Central School of Speech and Drama 1,410,015 0 0 47 427 141,650 2,271,160 1] 3,870,252 322,756 0 4,193,008
University of Chaster 13,892,727 580,852 471,504 956,437 1,821,260 976,736 151,060 18,850,666 574,924 437,277 19,871,867
University of Chichester 6,364,030 10,147 4,449 440,163 987171 192 931 18,014 8,016,905 269,850 284,915 8,571,670
Clty University, Condon 11,042,451 i 770,021 232,722 730130 2,102,229 a 14.877.553 9,743,374 1.674,567 26,295,494
Courlauld Institute of A 209,924 ] 3,322 13,007 4.162 458.913 1] T79.418 1,138,516 0 1,917,934
Covenlry Universily 23.132,832 34.525 1,512,512 3,160,907 4275446 1,620,803 65,665 33,802,690 1,843,030 2,850,000 38,495,720
Cranfield University 322 421 0 1,193,874 10,000 16,371 6,916,677 19,979 8,479,322 11,999,148 2,850,000 23,328,470
University for the Creative Arls 12,526,141 0 201,317 455 822 1,626,993 220,370 33,105 15,063,748 383,261 0 15,447 008
University of Cumbria 7.634 378 41,630 370,113 656,866 1,351,694 541,195 267,115 10,862 991 100,491 [1] 10,963 482
Consarvatolra for Dance and Drama 2,002,924 0 i 62,686 298.899 5,552,661 1] 7917170 i 375,000 8,292,170
D Montfort Univarsity 25,114,769 79,782 1,241,746 1,592,905 3,006.285 691,539 135.506 31,862,532 4,292,749 1,024,527 37,179,808
University of Derby 17,277,820 336,883 815,042 2,022,421 3,279.673 910,601 247,597 24,890,037 383,806 674,476 25,048,319
University of Durham 24 374,924 44 008 1,320,597 449 829 450,517 1,841,823 84,042 28,566,730 25,257 462 2,850,000 56,674,192
University of East Anglia 22 380 485 37,083 1,129,319 964,504 1,086,186 1,044, 798 621,645 27.264.110 15,619,557 1,766,555 44 650,222
University of East London 23,805,300 602,398 1,042,302 1,015,322 4 117.669 1.207.084 76.741 31,866,816 2,073.421 B8, 391 34,548,628
Edga Hill University 11.888,236 215577 209,118 2011477 2,488,510 511.383 3.B68 17,327,860 253,024 0 17,580,893
Institute of Education 575,829 0 ] 34,304 100,727 2,655,972 1] 3,375,832 7,854,108 1,021,022 12,250,962
University of Essex 15,356,742 302 061 491,140 1,222 198 2,023,754 722 300 [1] 20,208,195 9,107,070 741,047 30,056,312
University of Exater 28,320,082 14.951 1,568,842 488,137 570.725 1.541.818 321,565 32,826.130 19,272,530 2,685,923 54,784 583
University Collage Falmouth 7.780,770 ] 1] 235,288 861,168 1.677.427 8,638 10,563,291 427444 283,436 11274111
University of Gloucestershire 10,565,973 156,105 55,524 466,162 1,500,208 468,036 302,895 13,514,993 682,990 335,239 14,533,222
Goldsmiths' Collaga 7424723 0 ] 196,037 772,385 1,955,207 10,387 10,358,739 8,151,035 331,151 18,840,925
University of Greenwich 20 B53 232 55 738 1 821 626 1.602 741 4 QR 2RZ 2 ROS BOS 61.718 A08T2. 720 2 B38.B50 1.729 901 45 241 480



Recurrent grants and student number controls for 2012-13

Annex B Tables
Purpose
The tables in this annex give the initial grant allocations and student number control limits for 2012-13.
Figures in £s
Table1 Recurrent grant for academic year 2012-13
| Teaching funds Research funds Third stream |
Funding for High cost Teaching Other Higher
Funding for old- old-regima funding for anhancamant recurrant Education Total recurrent
regime students  studenis (co- new-regime Widening and student  Other targeted teaching  Total teaching Total research Innovation grant
Institution (mainstraanm ) funding) students participation SUCCRSS allocations grants funding funding Funding 201213
Higher education institutions
Anglia Ruskin University 15,447,043 819,393 1,113,733 1,665,233 3,516,719 1,336,584 213,487 24,112,192 1,033,840 1,729,596 26,875,628
Aston University 13,326,110 758,550 1,027,719 544 104 723,992 928,111 2,895 17,311,581 5,892 508 1,690,228 24 894 318
University of Bath 21,316,313 5,595 1,384,455 415478 544,423 1,982,990 46,222 25,695476 17,267,155 2,376,103 45,338,734
Baith Spa University 9,858,892 11,073 103,810 450,634 1,302,058 370,194 2 583 12,099,244 536,914 [i] 12,636,158
University of Bedfordshire 17.779,810 9,469 463,171 925,327 3,376.820 788,965 0 23,343 562 1,051,532 484,056 24,879,150
Birkbeck College B.7B2,223 i 330,530 536,475 1,914,803 3,963,327 721 15,508,179 10,161,833 640,783 26,310,805
University of Birmingham 49,708,276 17,840 2,492 633 873,187 917,230 3114678 1287358 58,411,312 42,402,143 2,850,000 103,663,455
Birmingham City University 21,259,344 68,452 924,309 1,498,107 2,897 258 1,185,684 46,727 27,880,891 1,585,718 1,293,503 30,770,112
University Collage Birmingham 5377384 48,339 195,756 826,727 1,288 836 200,286 [i] 8,027 328 [i] [i] B,027 328
Bishop Grosseleste University College, Lincoln 2. 210,354 i i 143 348 413 146 743 0 2 767 541 15,203 0 2 782 844
University of Ballon 6,410,503 ] 329,849 974 B0B 1,705,274 BS0 408 50,120 10,360,963 689,403 305,807 11,356,173
The Ars University College at Bournemouth 4.776,188 1] 100,199 166,831 846,770 77,632 B.747 5,974,367 16,263 [i] 5,990,630
Bournamaouth University 19,550,034 B.O79 1,109,433 1,144 433 2,637,391 998,721 247 B2 25,695,743 1,862,576 641,250 28,199,569
University of Bradiord 15,897,310 460,457 1,613,763 1,372,160 1,984,980 761,635 66,561 22,255,866 6,043,966 1,083,699 20,383,531
University of Briahton 74 435 K15 73 Aa7 7 270 107 GRA 27R 3070 871 1378017 A5 773 37 780 RRR E AR4 533 1 N33 390 39 198 A1
University of Bristol 42 B02 746 1] 4,307 154 402 248 390898 2539200 1310405 51,752,741 48659512 2 850,000 103,262 252
O e oy [-RY Nyl U | L5, 051 203,208 1,283,005 |- N 18,220 L5, 1 1U.4L1 11, 33£ U008 1, 125,50
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Lniversity of Cambridge

nslitute of Cancar earch B, i J 0, 1.4 18, F00 A 654550 J66a D48 (13, 025,

Canterbury Christ Church Universily 11,533,635 181,460 163,872 1,453,380 2 466,823 850 480 24114 16.813.764 941,117 878,377 18,633,258
University of Ceniral Lancashire 35.542.993 25,386 2132123 2,438,484 4,919,654 2,163,538 160,934 47.383.112 3,208,255 2,261,717 52,853,084
Central School of Speech and Drama 1.410,015 1] 1] 47 427 141,650 2,271,160 0 3,870,252 322,756 0 4,193,008
University of Chesler 13,892,727 580,852 471,504 956,437 1,821,260 976,736 151,060 18,859,666 574,824 437 277 19,871,867
University of Chichester 6,364,030 10,147 4,449 440,163 987171 192,931 18,014 8,016,905 269,850 284,915 8,571,670
Ty Universily, London 11.042.451 1] 770,021 232,722 730,130 2102229 0 14.877.553 §.743.374 1,674,567 26,295 454
Courtauld Instilute of At 269,924 0 3.322 13.007 4162 458.913 0 779418 1,138 516 1] 1.817.934
Covenlry university 23.132,832 34,525 1,512,512 3,160,907 4,275.446 1,620,803 B5.665 33,802,690 1,843.030 2,850,000 38,495,720
e Comenony i, - o oo o oo s oo v s oo, e T oiomio
University for the Creative Arls 12,526,141 [ 201,317 455,822 1,626,993 220,370 33,105 15,063,748 383,261 [ 15,447,009
University of Cumbria 7,634,378 41,630 370,113 656,866 1,351,604 541,185 267,115 10,862,991 100.491 0 10,963 482
Conservalolre for Dance and Drama 2,002,924 0 0 62,666 208,899 5,552,661 0 7.817.170 0 375,000 8,202,170
De Montlort University 25.114,769 79,782 1,241,746 1,592,905 3,006.285 91,539 135,506 31,862,532 4,292,748 1,024,527 37,179,808
University of Derby 17,277,820 336,883 815,042 2,022,421 3,279,673 910,601 247 597 24 890,037 383,806 674,476 25,048,319
University of Durham 24,374,924 44,098 1,320 537 440 829 450,517 1,841,823 84,542 28,566,730 75,257 462 Z 850,000 56,674,192
University of East Anglia 22,380,485 37.083 1,129,319 964,504 1,086,186 1,044,758 621,645 27.264.110 15,619,557 1,766,555 44 650,222
University of East London 23,805,300 602,398 1,042,302 1,015,322 4,117,669 1,207,084 76.741 31,866,816 2073421 508,391 34,548,628
Edge Hill University 11.B88,236 215,577 209,118 2,011,177 2,488,510 511,383 3,868 17.327.868 253.024 0 17,580,893
Institute of Education 575,829 ] 0 34,304 109,727 2,655,972 0 3,375.832 7,854,108 1,021,022 12,250 962
University of Essex 15,356,742 392,061 491,140 1,222 198 7.023.754 722,300 0 20,208.195 9,107.070 741,047 30,056,312
University of Exater 26,320,082 14,951 1,568,842 488,137 570,725 1.541.618 321,565 32.826.130 18.272.530 2 BA5,523 54,784 583
University College Falmouth 7.780,770 0 0 235,288 861,168 1,677.427 8,638 10,563.291 427 444 283,436 11,274,171
University of Gloucestershire 10,565,973 156,105 55,524 466,162 1,500,208 468,036 302,895 13,514,953 G82.890 335,239 14,533,222
Goldsmilhs Collage 7424723 0 0 196,037 772,385 1,855,207 10,387 10,358,739 8,151,035 331,151 18,840,825
University of Greenwich 20 653 232 55 2985 1 621.626 1.602 741 4 082 382 2 ROS5 ROG 61718 A0.B72 720 2 G3R_R50 1.720 901 45 241 480



REF2014

Background

Initial proposals to reform research
assessment and funding

In 2006, the Government announced its intention to reform
the framework for assessing and funding research.
Following a consultation by the Government, in March 2007
HEFCE set out its initial plans for the development of a new
system.

First consultation on the REF

In November 2007, HEFCE issued an initial consultation on
the REF. This was informed by initial studies on the potential
use of bibliometric indicators in the REF. In May 2008
HEFCE announced the outcomes of the consultation,
including plans to run a bibliometrics pilot exercise.

Bibliometrics pilot exercise

During 2008-09, HEFCE ran a pilot exercise to test the
potential for using bibliometric indicators of research quality
in the REF. The results of the pilot exercise informed the
second consultation on the REF.

Second consultation on the REF

In November 2009, the UK funding bodies issued a second
consultation on the REF, informed by the results of the
bibliometrics pilot exercise. It included proposals to assess
the impact of research. The outcomes of the consultation
were published in March 2010, including initial decisions by
the funding bodies on the design of the REF framework.

Impact pilot exercise

During 2010 the REF team ran a pilot exercise to test and
develop the proposed approach to assessing impact in the
REF. In March 2011 the funding bodies announced their
decisions on the weighting and assessment of impact within
the REF.




June 2009

Interim report of the
REF bibliometrics pilot

exercise
Report by HEFCE

Key points
Expert Advisory Groups’ discussions

4. The REF Expert Advisory Groups reviewed the outcomes from the pilot, and
advised us on the robustness of the data and potential use in the REF. There was a
strong consensus that bibliometrics are not sufficiently mature to be used formulaically or
to replace expert review, but there is considerable scope for citation indicators to inform
expert review in the REF.

5. There was widespread agreement that the most appropriate approach is to focus
on citation indicators for selected papers by the staff in each submission, rather than

-| attempt to capture all papers.

6. There are a number of ways in which bibliometrics can be used to inform expert
review to enhance the reliability of the process and in some cases reduce assessment
panel workloads; the particular ways in which the data are used could vary between
panels.



REF-01 .

Research Excellence Framework

March 2010

Initial decisions on the Research Excellence Framework:

1. In the light of responses to the consultation (HEFCE 2009/38), the UK funding
bodies have taken the following initial decisions about the REF.

2. For the purposes of the REF, research will be defined as ‘a process of investigation
leading to new insights effectively shared'.

General features
3. The assessment outcomes will be a product of expert review, informed by
indicators where appropriate.

4. The assessment will be undertaken by an expert sub-panel to be established for
each of 30 to 40 Units of Assessment (UOAS), working under the guidance of four

a4l broad Main Panels. Each sub-panel will assess work within its discipline or area of
adl research, with the Main Panels ensuring common procedures and consistent

il application of the overall assessment standards.

5. For each submission, three distinct elements will be assessed: output quality,
impact and environment. Output quality will be the dominant element, with a
significant weighting for each of impact and environment.



REF2 e

Research Excellence Framework

) . . ) March 2011
2. Following the conclusion of the impact pilot

exercise, the four UK funding bodies have decided
that:

a. In the REF there will be an explicit element
to assess the ‘impact’ arising from excellent
research, alongside the ‘outputs’ and

environment’ elements. c. A weighting of 25 per cent for impact would

b. The assessment of impact will be based on expert give due recognition to the economic and social
review of case studies submitted by higher benefits of excellent research. However, given
education institutions. Case studies may include that the impact assessment in the 2014 REF will

still be developmental, the weighting of impact

any social, economic or cultural impact or benefit
in the first exercise will be reduced to 20 per

beyond academia that has taken place during

. : cent, with the intention of increasing this in
the assessment period, and was underpinned ,
subsequent exercises.

by excellent research produced by the .
e el — ; _ d. The assessment of research outputs will account
submitting institution within a given timeframe. . :
for 65 per cent, and environment will account for

Submissions will also include information about 15 per cent, of the overall assessment outcomes in

how the unit has supported and enabled impact the 2014 REF. These weightings will apply to all
during the assessment period. units of assessment.
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La Comision Nacional Evaluadora de la Actividad Investigadora (CNEAI) realiza la evaluacion de la actividad
investigadora de los profesores universitarios y del personal de las escalas cientificas del CSIC, con el objeto de que
les sea reconocido un complemento de productividad (sexenio). La evaluacion se lleva a cabo anualmente y, para
obtener el complemento de productividad, los investigadores han de someter a evaluacion los trabajos cientificos
realizados durante un periodo no inferior a seis afos. Para la realizacion de las evaluaciones, la CNEAI cuenta con
Comités Asesores, formados por expertos que efectian el estudio técnico de los expedientes. La CNEAI puede nombrar
también a otros expertos para actuar en areas especificas o para otros cometidos.
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Universitaria de Paris
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Criterios de evaluacion

Criterios de Evaluacion

Una vez creada la CNEAI, el procedimiento de evaluacion se ha ido regulando mediante sucesivas disposiciones
legales, siempre partiendo de los mismos supuestos; a través de ellas se puede observar una progresiva definicion.

Resolucion de 23 de noviembre de 2011 |__:’, de |a Presidencia de la Comision Nacional Evaluadora de la Actividad
Investigadora, por la que se establecen los criterios especificos en cada uno de los campos de evaluacion.

» 0. Transferencia de Conocimiento e Innovacién ¥

» 1. Matematicas y Fisica |

» 2. Quimica i

» 3. Biologia Celular y Molecular

» 4. Ciencias Biomédicas

» 5. Ciencias de la Naturaleza

» 6. Ingenierias y Arquitectura

» 7. Ciencias Sociales, Politicas, del Comportamiento y de la Educacién
» 8. Ciencias Economicas y Empresariales

» 9. Derecho y jurisprudencia |

» 10. Historia y Expresion Artistica 2|
» 11. Filosofia, Filologia y Lingliistica

El Real Decreto 1086/1989, de 28 de agosto, introdujo en el régimen retributivo del profesorado universitario un nuevo
concepto destinado a incentivar la actividad investigadora mediante evaluaciones anuales que quedaban encargadas a
una comision nacional evaluadora. Asimismo, la Resolucidn del Ministerio de Hacienda de 28 de diciembre de 1989
introdujo el mismo concepto para el personal investigador del Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Cientificas (CSIC).
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PORTUGAL

1. Late massification of Higher Education

2. Late arrival at the research community

1. Very late concern with knowledge transfer
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Late massification of Higher Education
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2. Late arrival at the research community

Scientific production, Portugal vs. Spain
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Scientific production relative to the EU(15)
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Source: Science and Higher Education Observatory, PhDs concluded or recognized by Portuguese Universities, April 2003; Official
Joumnal {ll Series): Semester break down of PhD diplomas obtained abroad and recognised in Portugal under Decree-Law 216/97, of
18 Augqust: Director-general for Higher Education: Registry of PhDa obfained in the European University Institute of Florence under
Decree-Law 93/96, of 16 July.
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R&D expenditure by main sources of funds, 2009'";
in brackets R&D Intensity, 2009
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Ré&D Intensity 2000 and 2009
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Public-private co-publications per million population,
selected Member States, 2000-2008
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Esboco de uma
proposta de avaliacao de investigadores

a. Basela-se num sistema de avaliacao por pares tutelado pelo
Conselho Cientifico da FCT,;

b. Havera um sistema de recolha bibliométrica (para todas as areas)
com producao de alguns indicadores considerados mais relevantes;

c. Seréo constituidas comissodes para cada uma das grandes areas do
conhecimento com competéncia para definir e publicar os critérios
gerais de avaliacao nessa area;

Paulo Bartolo (IPLeiria), Rui Fausto (UCoimbra), Carlos Ramos (IPPorto),
Carlos Mota Soares (UTL) e José Ferreira Gomes (UPorto)

http://www.fc.up.pt/pessoas/iffgomes/investigadores/
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Esboco de uma
proposta de avaliacao de investigadores

d. Serao definidos 4 niveis onde ficarao alocados todos os
Investigadores,

1. Sem avaliacao, para aqueles que nao pedem a avaliacao ou nao
atingem o limiar definido abaixo;

2. Bom, dependendo de atingir um limiar previamente publicado tao
objectivo quanto possivel que a FCT se limitara a verificar atraves
de peritos cientificos;

3. Muito _Bom, dependendo de atingir um limiar previamente
publicado tdo objectivo quanto possivel que a FCT se limitara a
verificar atraveés de peritos cientificos;

4. Excelente, dependendo de uma avaliagcao por pares a pedido do
Interessado em datas previamente divulgadas

Paulo Bartolo (IPLeiria), Rui Fausto (UCoimbra), Carlos Ramos (IPPorto),
Carlos Mota Soares (UTL) e José Ferreira Gomes (UPorto)

http://www.fc.up.pt/pessoas/iffgomes/investigadores/
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Esboco de uma
proposta de avaliacao de investigadores

e. O investigador que pretenda ver o seu nivel de Bom ou Muito Bom
confirmado submetera um conjunto de elementos previamente
definidos pela FCT com a demonstracéo de que satisfaz o nivel
pretendido de modo a poder ser simplesmente validado pela FCT;

f. O investigador que se candidate a mencao de Excelente deve
disponibilizar

(i) todos os seus trabalhos relevantes susceptiveis de uma analise
bibliométrica,

(i) os 3trabalhos que considere mais importantes publicados nos
ultimos 6 anos e (opcionalmente),

(i) uma breve descricdo de um trabalho seu cujo mérito academico
tenha sido reconhecido pela comunidade cientifica internacional
e que jatenhalevado a algum impacto social, cultural ou
economico;

Paulo Bartolo (IPLeiria), Rui Fausto (UCoimbra), Carlos Ramos (IPPorto),
Carlos Mota Soares (UTL) e José Ferreira Gomes (UPorto)

http://www.fc.up.pt/pessoas/iffgomes/investigadores/
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Esboco de uma
proposta de avaliacao de investigadores

g. Feito o posicionamento de um investigador, este sera valido por 6
anos mas o investigador podera pedir o seu reposicionamento ao fim
de 3 anos;

h. S6 poderao candidatar-se a mencao de Excelente os investigadores
gue tenham ja (por um triénio) a mencao de Muito Bom.

I. O conselho cientifico da FCT (ou quem ele nomeie para o efeito)
convidarao avaliadores confidenciais para darem um parecer sobre as
submissoes;

j. A decisao final de avaliagao cabe ao Conselho Cientifico da FCT;

k. Da decisao pode haver recurso para a Presidéncia da FCT com base
em erro grosseiro.

Paulo Bartolo (IPLeiria), Rui Fausto (UCoimbra), Carlos Ramos (IPPorto),
Carlos Mota Soares (UTL) e José Ferreira Gomes (UPorto)
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Role of Scientometrics In
Research Assessment

Obrigado!
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