Evalvearimine 2010 Application EVL6 National Institute of Chemical Physics and Biophysics, Biosciences and Envirconment.

Subcriteria for evaluation Evaluation : Comments

The research and development in the
field being evaluated Is characterized
by 3 sufficlent velume of financing
taking Into account the particularities
of the field of research and the profile
of the Institution,

Positive i Very uneven funding strands.

The institution has international

caoperation projects In the field being i There appear to be international connections that bring access to infrastructure, and

| enable student and Post-Doc exchanges. However, the structure of the application focuses

avalua | i ositive : : S ) t of the :
v;;ouste‘:t::fa/t?;::(Tg:?;:?asﬂign Fos - on Individual groups, and there Is less of a sense that the institution itseif Is the reason for !
network:;. - : international cooperation. :

Suberiteria for evaluation Evajuation Comuments

The institution’s research groups in :
the field being evaluated have at their -
disposal the necessary working and Positive ; Large capacity.
auxilary facilities {premises). :

The institution’s research groups in ; :
the field being evaluated have at thejr : It appears that ali research groups have the necessary routine equipment and facilities in

disposal, in the case of experimental  Positive : newly renovated laboratories, together with related facilities such as safety cabinets and
themes, the necessary equipment and { temperature-conditioned rooms.
Instruments. :

The institution’s research groups in
the field being evaluated have access
to databases, specialized literature
and other research Infrastructures.

E’T‘he NICPB has itself toxicologicat databases, partly supported by the National Programme
Positive : on Sclentific collections. The library a collaction of publications, with access to electronic
i resources provided through Estonian Universities.

Subcriteria for evaluation Evaiuafiol

particularities of the R&AD activities of
the institution and the field being
evaluated,

Comments
A sufficient number of research staff
are employed at the institution taking :
Into account the volume and Positive Large and diverse staff.




Dotctoral dissertations have been '
successfully supeivised in the iast five Positive
years.

‘The institute can not its=lf grant PhD degrees, but 12 doctoral theses were defended in the
: assessment period. :

Research staff have published per
rasearcher in the last 5 vears a
sufficient number of articles in :
international journals or peer- Positive : Productivity ius OK but more outpus shouid be in ISI registered journals.
feviewed research monographs taking :

into account the particularities of the

field of research being evaiuated

Experts’ summaty assessment Pasitive : Quilified staff with a fair output,

Conuneants

Subcriteria for evaluation Evaluation

Several very good strands, though no apparent strategy for future sclentific advances or

Final assessment Positive : :
) : research area developments.
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