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Subcriteria for evaiuation Evaluation : Corments

The research and development in the : .
field being evaluated Is characterized : Rather a low proportion of staff are research active, but the PIs are responsible for raising :
by a sufficient volume of financing i @ good level of research funding, Including some large granis. There is some inefficiency in |

taking into account the particularities Positive : having many small grants. The majority of the funding is national, but there has been a

of the field of research and the profile : significant growth of EC-funded research in FP6 and FP7, with involvement in 13 projects.
of the institution. :

The institution has International
cooperation projects In the fleld being

: International collaboration enables attraction of more PhD students and researchers from

N N i { abroad, and recent financing schemes in Estonia have helped this develop, There are PhD |
;:?iﬁj:?gt:::a{ g;f:|r?§;pa::~:gn Fositive : students from abroad; and one Post-Daoc will begin a project in April 2010. There is shared
nebworks ! pEraL : supervision with forelgn supervisors, and some defences abroad. H

Subcriteria for evaluation Evaluation : Comments
The institution’s research groups in §The University is well provided with space. There are several well-equipped laboratories,
the field belng evaluated have at thelr Positive : although space and facilities are not of uniform quality across all research units. The _
disposal the necessary working and  outstations are actively used in research, but the quality of research faciitiles there appears |
auxillary facilities {premises). i to be less advanced. :

The institubion’s research groups in

the field being evaluated have at their

disposal; In the case of experimental  Positive

themes, the necessary equipment and
instruments.

: There is a substantial inventory of laboratory equipment, but different groups have access
i to infrastructure of varying quality. However, there appears to be an adequate coverage o
: the requirements, as well as being several collaborative arrangements for access to other
: facilities.

The institution’s research groups in here Is ready access to scientific literature at the university fibrary and via international e-
the fleld belng evaluated have accass ournal and research databases, and active sclentific communication through numerous
to databases, specialized literature : international networks and scientific organizations. The University also maintains

and other research infrastructures. ollections that are used actively for research and international collaboration.

Positive

Subcriteria for evaluation Evaluatio Comments

A sufficient number of research staff
are employed at the institution taking :
into account the volume and Positive : The volume of staff to perform the teaching and research functions of the University is
particulatities of the RXD activitles of Bty : adequate.

the institution and the fisid baing

avaluated.



i There is an imbalance between the number of graduate students and the number of
{ doctoral defences, and in the past it appears that completion times for PhDs have been

i rather long, with an unacceptable levei of drop-out. However, this seems to be improving,
i and the majority of PhD students now appear to be on target to complete in 4-5 years. In
! soime areas, there is said to be a {ack of good supervisors and, thus, there is a tialning

i problers; this is being tackled by shared supervision under a new protocol,

Dactoral dissestations have been
successfully supervised in the fast five  Negative
years.

Research staif have published per
researcher In the last 5 years a
sufficient number of articles In
international journals or peer- Negative
reviewed research monographs taking

Into account the particufarities of the

field of research being evaiuatad.

: The proportion of international outputs, and the overall number published, were relatively
: lew, and depended on the productivity of a limited number of active groups. There is a

¢ high productivity of “Other” outputs, many baing shott pleces for encyclopaadias and

| popular sclence articles,

: The institution Is in transition, but is making rapid progress to improve beth its doctoral
: training and the number of defences, and its productivity in international published

Experis’ summary assessment Positive : outputs. As 3 result there is s50me unevenness In the level of activity (both in quantity and
i quality}, but there is clear evidence that a trajectory of improvement is under way.
Subcriteria for evaluation Evaluation Comiments

: The institution is in transition, but is making rapid progress to improve its research

! infrastructure, doctoral training and the number of defences, and its productivity in

: international published cutputs, As a result there is some unevenness in the level of
Final assessment Positive | infrastructure provision and research activity (both In quantity and gquality), but there is :

i clear evidence that a trajectory of improvement is under way. Some of the work is already
f a high international standard, and future prospects are good because of the coherent
ission of the University.
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