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Subcriteria for evaluation Evaluatio Comments

The research and development in the
field being evaluated is characterized
by a sufficient volume of financing
taldng Into account the particularities
of the field of research and the profile
of the institution.

Positive i The grant income is good.

The institution has international

cooperation projects In the field being
avaiuated and/or participates in Pesitive
various international cooperation

networks,

In this field there are some outstanding scientists with high international reputations and
: high citation levels. There is generally active international collaboration.

Subcriteria for evaiuation Evaluation ; Coruments

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

EThe investment in laboratories has been good during recent years and meets 2 high

Positive . o
: international standard.

The institution’s research groups in

the fleld being evaluated have at their :

disposal, in the case of experimental  Positive i Mecessary equipment and instruments are good.
themes, the necessary equipment and :

Instruments.

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

Positive Literature facliities are exellent.

Subcriteria for evaluation

Comments

A sufficlent nuimber 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 The levei of staffing is appropriate to maintain the breadth of activity.




Doctoral dissertations have been leen the size of doctoral cohort, the number of successful defences is surprisingly low,
successfully supervised in the last five Negalive | possibly because of a recent growth in numbers. However, there may be a fow completion
years. i rate or long delays in completion.

Research skaff have published per
researcher in the last 5 years a

sufficient number of articles in S . .
international journals or peer- Positive A!thaugh the total productivity per capita Is not exceptional, there is 3 good level of output A

. 1 s batt &
reviewed research monographs taking . in international journals, indeed, the parformance is better than average in Estonia.

into account the particularities of the
field of rasearch being evaiuated,

. : Productivity across the board is gocd, excapt perhaps in terms of PhD defences. There is
E IS o N T
Experts” summary assessment Positive : evidence of work of a high international standard.

Subcriteria for evaluation Evaluation Comments

{ There are very good facilities and infrastructure based on a considerable level of recent
" : Investment. There Is 3 high sclentific output; especially in international journals. There is
Final assessment ive ; N e : o ‘
nal = Posit : however, some work to be done in ensuring that PhD candidates are encouraged to
: compiete in a reasonable time period.
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