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Definitions

ÂNational research evaluation system

Á A policy tool to advise, manage and improve the activities 
of public sector research organisations . 

ÁMay also be used to change the distribution of funding 
among research organisations .

ÂPerformance -based research funding system (PRFS)

Á The part of the organisational level (institutional) funding 
system that is allocated on a competitive basis.
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Four types: United Kingdom
Combines two purposes: Research evaluation and funding

Seven major research 
assessments since 1986.

Originally , evaluation based
on peer - review was the
method and funding
allocation was the purpose. 

Now , the method has become
an even more important
purpose.



Four types: United Kingdom
Combines two purposes: Research evaluation and funding

Seven major research 
assessments since 1986.

Originally , evaluation based
on peer - review was the
method and funding
allocation was the purpose. 

Now , the method has become
an even more important
purpose.

The Metric Tide report 
(Wilsdon et al., 2015): 
ñMetrics should support, not 
supplant, expert judgement.ò 



Four types: The Netherlands
Only one purpose: Research evaluation

This country does NOT have a PRFS.

It has a national research evaluation
system. Itôs purpose is to provide advice
for improvement .

The results of the evaluation do not 
influence the funding .



Four types: Norway (1)
Two systems, one for each purpose: The research evaluation system

National research 
assessments inspired by the
UK are performed at 
intervals .

Like in the Netherlands , they
do not influence funding .



Four types: Norway (1)
Two systems, one for each purpose: The research evaluation system

The aim of the 
subject -specific 
evaluations is to 
provide a critical 
review of the 
Norwegian 
research system in 
an international 
perspective, and to 
provide 
recommendations 
on measures to 
encourage 
increased quality 
and efficiency of 
research.
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Not performance -
based 69 %

Performance -based
31 %

Educational activities

85%

Study points

Student mobility

Final master degrees

Final PhD

Research activities

15%

EU external funding

Publication Points

National external funding

Revenues from contract

research

Four types: Norway (2)
Two systems, one for each purpose: The indicator - based funding system



Four types: Sweden 2009 - 2014
Purpose: Institutional funding

PRFS reallocation of a small
portion of institutional
funding based on two
indicators :

1) External revenues
2) Publications and citations

in Web of Science



Four types: Sweden in 2014: A change of model ?
Combines two purposes: Research evaluation and funding

A UK- inspired model was
designed by the Research 
Council and presented to the
government



Four types: Sweden
Purpose: Institutional funding

The Government chose not to 
implement the model .

PRFS still reallocates of a 
small portion of institutional
funding based on two
indicators :

1) External revenues
2) Publications and citations

in Web of Science

Research evaluation will have 
to be organized locally at 
each institution .
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Four types: United Kingdom, Czech Republic?, ( Italy )
Combines two purposes: Research evaluation and funding



Four types: The Netherlands , Norway (1), Portugal
Only one purpose: Research evaluation



Four types: Sweden , Belgium ( Flanders ) until 2009, ( Italy )
Purpose: Institutional funding



Four types: Norway (2), Belgium ( Flanders ) from 2009, Denmark , Finland
Purpose: Institutional funding
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Indexed
journals
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UCD Dublin and Swedish universities
Purpose: Local needs


