Evalveerimine 2040 Application EV10 Tartu Observatory, Biosciencas and Environment:

Subcriteria for evaluation Comments

The research and development in the ;"‘nere is a diversity of funding source. The grant acquisition levels are just under 2 mEEK
field being evaluated is characterized : per capita for alf staff. There are two vary large grants (one of 17 mEEK and one of 11

by a sufficient volume of financing
taking Into account the particularities
of the field of research and the profile
of the Institution.

i mEEK}, the first to build European coilaboration, the other to develop environmental
 remote sensing in the Baltic reglon. The more specific project grants are relatively modest
: and often well under 1 mEEK. There are two ESA projects that provide data but no funds,
i which implies that the costs of personnel for analysis have to be borne centrally,

Positive

The Institution has international

cooperation projects in the field being
evaluated and/or participates in Positive
various international cooperation

networks.

E'i‘nere Is evidence of International cooperation and successfui grant applications with
: colfaborators.

Subcriteria for evaluation Evaluation Commeants

The Institulon’s research groups in
the field being evaluated have at their
disposal the necessary working and
awdiiary facilities (premises).

The observatory has cccupied the same accommodation for 30 vears, and there Is a plan
Positive : to renovate and enlarge the building between 2010 and 2012 to enabla it to attract high-
: calibre staff.

The institution’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 sense of an active evolution of facilities managed through project funding, and
 that this has been 3 successiul policy.

The institution’s research groups in
the field being evaluated have access
o databases, specialized literature

Positive Ne apparent problems.
and other research infrastructures, :

Subreriteria for evaluation Evajuation : Conwnents

A sufficient number of research staff
are employed at the institution taking
Into account the volume and
particularities of the R&D activities of
the institution and the field being
evaluated.

Positive




Doctoral dissertations have been . .~ _ e :
successfully supervised in the fast five Positive ‘.“h.r.- Observatory can not grant PhD-degrees, but staff supervise PhDs enrolied at other
years  univarsities

Research staff have published per

researcher in the last 5 years 3 :
N £ rtindac § : :

?;T;::gi::l?:: :_ﬁ'l :(r:rl"lzsé:‘ Positive : 62 peer reviewed papers by 15 lead academic staff over 5 years is a poor return, even with ;

':;.v‘;ewe 4 res earc}:amorv oZraphc taking : multiple authorship, on an international standard, Toc many book chapters, ‘

into account the particula—rlties of the

field of research being evaiuatad.

Experts’ summary assessmert Positive Ageing staff are being replaced with quality younger players.
Suberiteria for evaluation Evaiuation Comments
I i /oL r gt N . tet
Final assessment Positive ¢ A combination of a younger staff and improving infrastructure suggest a very promising

: future for the Observatory.
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