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Abstract

The British famous Research Assessment Exercise (RAE) has been replaced by
the Research Excellence Framework (REF) since 2014. This paper mainly reviews the
formation and implementation of the REF, after briefly summarizing the criteria and
results of the 2008-RAE .

Almost all British universities have involved in the preparation of the new REF
in 2014, taking account of that the HEFCs will use the assessment outcomes to
allocate their research funding selectively to universities. While the 2008-RAE
divided the units of assessment (UoAs) into 70, accompanied by 15-20 main panels,
and 70 sub-panels, the 2014-REF has tried to simplify the new assessment system, by
reducing the UoAs into 36, with 4 main panels and 36 sub-panels.

The primary outcomes of the research assessment include an overall quality
profile, in addition to the assessment outcomes of the sub-profiles for each of the
following 3 elements (with different weights)of assessment: 1.Outputs sub-profile
(65%), 2.Impact sub-profile (20%), and 3. Environment sub-profile (15%). The
assessment results of REF will be published on 18 December 2014. The HEFCs will
then decide the allocation of their research fund to universities according to their
assessment outcomes in 2015. Therefore, the development of the REF and its relation
to the funding of British universities is worth exploring in the future

Keywords: United Kingdom, Research Assessment, Research Assessment
Exercise (RAE), Research Excellence Framework (REF).
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The overall quality profile
is comprised of the
aggregate of the weighted
profiles produced for
outputs, research
environment and esteem
4x | 3% [2¢ | 1* |ulc | indicators.

Overall
Quality Profile

Quality Level

% of Research| 15 |25 |30 |20 |10
Activity

Research Outputs Research Environment Esteem Indicators

4 |3 |2¢ |1¢ |ulc 4 |3 |2 |1* |ul 4 3 |2 |1* |ule
10 25 40 15 10 20 30 15 20 15 30 25 10 20 15
(Minimum 50%) (Minimum 5%) (Minimum 5%)
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Quality that is world-leading in terms of originality, significance and rigour.
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3* nonetheless falls short of the highest standards of excellence.

Quality that is recognised internationally in terms of originality, srgniﬁcance and rigour.

2 PR - DR RBNET R TEBIE R -

Quality that is recognised nationally in terrils of originality, sig'niﬁcance and rigour.
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PR TR ~ Bt B o BB EEIATE ([T R ST e -

Quality that falls below the standard of nationally recognised work. Or work which does not meet

RIS | PRI S W R - RLIF IS 2 SR PO SRS 0

T T R

PR §9F : RAE (2005a) ; 45 (2008a) °



“Internal and External Quality Assurance in Higher Education” Conference

3 October, 2014 Taipei-CCEST & HEEACT

# 2 #Z W RAE2008 £ 7 :F# % % T3z = 3¢ (g%’mj)
P | [ S R VPSR R Y e
(Unit of B~ Ege s Percentage of research activity in the submission judged to
assessment | (FTE Category A staff meet the standard for:
A, UoA) submitted for assessment) | =R ( ) ﬁf%?d ;;\‘E‘

4 star 3 star 2 star one star unclassiﬁed

F g 50 15 25 40 15 5

LRk 20 0 5 40 45 10

PR YR : RAE (2005b) ; 4" (2008a) °
;‘?Jﬁ:t * 1 BPHR2 V’FF o SR
fpﬁ'uwmmmD*Eﬂi“ﬂ%iV%%ﬂﬁF*gﬁﬁWﬂ&yﬁﬁm@%ﬁbﬁ
ER TR F‘p?w’ ',J/E %f BRI K é[“F S ("% main panel 757
sub-panels F ,Fp % FJj ko
;F?;]Ell_f'—tgj# Fis% | (world-leading ) Fff}@"r f\_jr "zﬁﬁéﬁJ [[4“?{%{[/3{@ (UoA) Fenf %[/
[ [ER
)&F” FFJEU AR DR TR | 2 BRI E fﬁ’l[@?ﬂ”ﬁ‘ﬁ% Jﬁ”if?g‘ JEﬂLfﬁyﬁj
i**“”*ﬂﬁ@“““ﬁﬁ[?“ﬂﬁ%&yw’I TR B FRORL]

Fﬁiﬁ BRI R BB 1
i e e SRS T2

Qj'réaﬂa O [/?F—JIZI“ CRy ST I—J‘F[ RAE SRS L Jf [[J;L{—jT F“Fﬂ:g”{ "E) I quality

42007 # B-LEFT - K agET 7T
% P RAE = ””’Lﬁ‘ R S RE LS bR
BRI L B Eg AR R T e ]
FooMew d POIN AR S R THRORERE > LR RBEF AT P
Azgeo v 2006 & F pFE L E KP4+~ § (Chancellor of the Exchequer) 1 G.
Brown .3 * 22 p #7iF938 & j7 i (budget speech) > 47 2 RAE sk %3]+ ik
ﬁ%ow@ﬁiﬂ%ﬁ:ﬁ@ﬁ&%%i%?p*mﬁfﬁM%mgﬁ%%m
S 4% % % (dual supportsystem): — #L8d L EpLER 2 FF T AR § SRS
PRSI LR AT T - PRI § 2R ; AL R
AN R Mﬂ" 5 pzraL B4 fe FTRRH 2008 # RAE 2 47 % 328 (kv
ﬁL—peer review ) *TF UG P A BSR-E B (S - 0 ¥ F ¥ HEFCs p {6 4 e+ &
FLEpREEREFEL Sy »R4IR RS 1 (radically simplifying
the system for allocating institutional research funding to universities ) > ¥ it 735 &
B FREFTHIEE - 2 FE Ak AR (31 p ¥ > 2008a) ;5 Flp o - pEz
B3 EmyE2mh 2220045 §Fd I HLTi8 e RAE R 22
92008 7 7 3FEL (FL 3 A F\?'E‘!”p/z °
2 FR RAE PisptIE v o e o § PFendkey 22 e #% (Department for
Education and Skills, DfES ) = 345 2 % % %5 $% & (higher education minister )
Bill Rammell & £ #1240 % > 227 - B 1 i) & j‘*ﬁ‘ﬁ*%}i mp?ﬁ’Lﬁ’
TEL I FRF -2 TANPED &»&WM (metrics-based ) ~ " i ¥
(simple) 5% ~ 4R 5 § Pt 1 i%/] 28 d HEFCE 7 D. Eastwood # {7 &
( chief executive-designate )> 2 DfES p 3 % ?{? FRF eha ¥ (director general for
higher education at the DfES ) —Sir A. Wilson £ F i #F (1§ ¥ > 2008a) »
1395 Rammell #7284 07> % > DIES & g B - 1 17 2k 5 F R

p 2001&RAE DY S E
e 1 d

1‘?‘“‘



“Internal and External Quality Assurance in Higher Education” Conference
3 October, 2014 Taipei-CCEST & HEEACT

Rrf5 - 40 599 % RAE o4 4] (GE#HL 45 5 > 2008a, 2008b) - @ *+ RAE ¢
L% 3T HEFCs $H 4 R § 58 cnbifs B8 » it 1 17 )
f i Eastwood % 7% 0 FCiHE% g % 5 2008 £ RAE F7 3818 chA R 1 3+
Frerd e BORRGROEE 0 FIR L - BATE L mER A
2O R TEEFENAERLODTERR oA E P EEHY REES A
e 5= Lo RAE thaisb Adt o o it Brown i3 A 2008 4 {4 Bef
RAE F g AR chgc it 3t 2007 & 6 * 33 Tony Blair #ix EW'FT Ap2_ 18
LAvrE e LT o
4£-4f Brown 2006 # i B Y L 2R T A FREEE
(Universities UK, UUK ) # {7 & ( Chief Executive, UUK) ¢#7 Diana Warwick
s g oFw kAT CUUK # L5y REERB PR AL LFTRILER K
EAS Lt FEHE R AEF ERTLET TERAS LR
(dual- support system ) % 3 * g E4 o AXFT 3 =& & 2 £ 57 e UUK $ &
2008 # RAE # § =815 T Rz 4cm e % A FE i B X F PR ehz
B L UUKE A K26t Fb AR D- B7 @S 525 7 25
RS A FRFIRFE R EHRAEF L FEHIR o 47 UUK SRS b
EEOTHALHMADRAEFIRFTE S R2 p B dlERY dnr b o 3
(metrics ) » ig i & {7 2o & 2 B 3tk (full debate ) » ¥ Fo i ™ 800 AT
R kph s, AH B L X BRI AL BIREE Z TR LT o P KR
= % eugfz > UUK 4 # %40 % 2% (% > 2008a)
*?‘13 w1 3FF &5 %7 (Times Higher Education Supplement, THES ) {2

#% 2008 & 12 * 18 p RAE =4 2008 Eiﬂféﬂ’-?gi..‘%%l N7 N
2 % $ T 354 fic (overall average score) 7 5 » &% H ¥73) (H RAE &
AL A% ﬁ}u:}ik 7 % (Table of Excellence-RAE subject rating or ranking table ) °
F395 THES 2. ¢ > % 3 £.2008 # RAE ek v 4% » F 7 T#H 42 M &
G 10 18 2 o

# 3 THES #2008 # RAE #* % (Education) ¥ ##7 7 :##T a3 g% 10 &

Bt

=% 2008 average | 2001 rating % of 4* research | Number of staff
activity submitted

Institute of Education 2.90 5 35 218
Oxford 2.90 5 30 36
Cambridge 2.85 5 30 50
King’s College, London 2.85 5 30 34
Bristol 2.75 5* 25 43
Leeds 2.75 4 20 34
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Manchester Metropolitan 2.65 4 20 23
Warwick 2.65 4 20 35
York 2.65 4 15 13
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#Fen T £ enfe (common family ) » #* #73 % © &R F2 4 2009 & 5 & & 49
B R LR DR RE ik 0 T A 2009 & FF R 0 i g
N IS

LA B2 2 0@ HEFCE ¢ 13350t ek L2 %
2010 & X & 4x MiEFRF > %2 8 ¢ ¥ % (HEFCE, 2008¢) -

T

SN R S8 TR R

HEFCE (2009a) F M7 3 4 A% 2% 0% = (>3 % © # (Consultation on the
Research Excellence Framework: Second consultation on the assessment and the
funding of research) » 3+ 2009 # 9 » 2% » p (P v EEEE R L R
Low AP E 8 2009 £ 9 7 23 p AT 2009 & 12 7 16 p Ak o ¥ it
LW HEELL OB BRI 2010 £ A AL L2 A BRN G
(HEFCE, 2009b, 2010a) % B 4opcfi® @ 24 B (panels) 2 8B 4{ & > *
32010 E ARG REIER R RN EMINTES K o U ABITR PP 5 AR
PERE - XL RPN RS B P REF BRG] ¢ 45 B R T R
3 %2 % & (HEFCE, 2009a) :

(=) &% REF chE B3 L X -FE KNG SR BIp 75 P Fd > F o 8
EEAN R R LAY R BERP AL TSRS o RREE AT
#4150 REF e0i & p % (key features) & F £t TF it = & 2 (elements)
2. 3FE 1.2 % R F (output quality ) » 2.8 5 (Impact) » 2 387 3 3t

(Research Environment ) °
Pt itk T o 3 REF Fitd 8 p gy (key features) 2. | EZF L3 » B
T Rk o

(Z ) 247 A PRE REF > 2> 3 4 gL #-2 feiry & 2
%5 & B (Faculties > 3 %FF2 A5 A B ) 5 » 5 & %3282 4§ >
@ﬂﬁ?%ﬁiw%ﬁ@,&ﬁpfiﬁ#ﬁivaE%Qﬁ?ﬁfﬁi
FAR AR wm A L S F R jPERE R AEZES o g E e @
$4A7 0 X B2 REF L3 2 REF L RPIFELERFAFTS
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LR LRI T B IRGL A B R AR A R 2 A0y KT
= o
3
(Z) & S BCERE A L B AR

RIFREFZER I OLFEF R T A RENR
- A _AE ﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁ&%'ﬁb"’]; LiZiEkL B ix

B
BiEgEr (2w LA
’Euﬁﬂ'“i,’\?fgbk’fﬂ :k,;;\
l//éf

A EE LA 3 s 4 "ﬁlﬁbﬁ)of—
BALK R AR L R 2 EiExpFoom ﬁ‘i@iﬁ‘;x%@k& A
ERFLFLF R P SRR EH o oA 2 RS
VEIFTEE o

() p> 247 8AaR3] REF = %4400 4 ¥ 3 ,@%Lﬁ%ﬂ‘—ff’zéwwr’ﬁ ¥ i
P agEg v LA T 448 | 2 338 b=t ey 2 g v )
H R R T Eh I R e B R A R A S
FFZIr EFRL RN PP FFRLEF > 273 VL 305 ¢ 4
BARE G e TAd A e xS (grey literature ) » &4 @ FfF £
ﬂ-’(}'fr]-ﬁkifaég\iﬂmﬁfii;‘»%;}"a% FrELART 2 LA
KPE o2 LTS5 TREBP G g2 2By 7ok
BV |~ X2 FE(F o

(Z) 0= B dom B3 gepr 2 S F PR 30 LTk f ey
T2 287 2 &:E D3 ¥ R /1?’3‘—-%1 Tz it o _;::E,:E;:a Z 14T
ZHEFAFAT AR 2 2 KF o3 EANT AER D T2 HF &
Fld A & fem o B KEF R ’4”‘*1‘@?‘&@:5» A B PR AR 2. IKEF

(=) s~ 47> @ %f) 2008 & RAE i=g55% 16 » A7 REF 3282 5 % >
PR N R EIRATY AREE % (4k 5)o

# 5 ® W REF » 52412 7 7 = % & 5% & % (levels for the outputs sub-profile ) 1% %

FER B | SRR Pél %“ B v 5
' Exceptional TFJIZI“JﬂE TTVIRELANTE ~ Eifel lfﬁgﬂ@%%lip F SR R Jﬂ‘ﬁ‘?ﬁlﬁlﬁ@ °
4* Rt Quality that is world-leading and meets the h1ghest standards of excellence in terms of
originality, significance and rigour.
W“PFF Wﬁrﬁiﬁll* FIR IRt o B ST - (L R T
3 Excellent fiY fet FJ 115 18 ¥ o Quality that is internationally excellent in terms of originality,
e significance and rigour but which nonetheless falls short of the highest standards of
excellence.
% Vet,'y good W‘afﬁ#{m@:@ﬁ“@ . E[ELI‘[@%?E%%‘[\Q:WFEI ) S@U[E;Igjr::l—lafjﬁafgﬁi o
P i Quality that is recognised internationally in terms of originality, significance and rigour.
T QOOd ’IjJIZI ]ﬂ[ m{jeg‘jc"ﬁ'{ﬁ“j: ;,E,[[iﬁﬁg%%[fkp F , VTU gyi[iﬁ J§J—F o
* Quality that is recognised nationally in terms of originality, s1gn1liwance and rigour.

Unclassified| Unclassified

SR

P TSI 2 B[O e 0 RLIT O R S
glﬁlpﬁrﬁmw TR g

uality that falls below the standard of nationally recognised work. Or work which
does not meet the published definition of research for the purposes of the assessment.

IR

L kR HEFCE (2009a) -

(=) p= 'J';fﬁ M AR RTFERZFEITFERILTE 2 RETRELR2ZE A
P X HwmEAs Y R TR A, £)L?\)ll31~4f5 S
fﬁ:a‘.i'tt’ PRETFFAARE T TRZTE 2 RFR L 2
PREFREPE S CEE IR THTAPLFTEFPEE P ALET I
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f’,\—:—d—f #J{@;J%’y- me‘f ?}I‘;Jcﬁl’ﬂ',;\ﬁ'{ RIS #Efzv? IL , puj e ;I‘%’J
BERELGEFARBHBF AT £ A NE ¥ 2 g,ig,fi
FAMEF 4 2R Ff'ﬁﬁm**ﬁ”*7?’mv144\*§f ’ﬁﬂ‘fl#'l,
Fept e AP B A B EF R € R W TRAEY 2 vk
Pl Tk AT H F v B4 o

(™)t ,Jf:}ﬂ», P XFFHE R ZALD FREIHEEEY r;\%?’;_g?m
’E&#i’lﬁ:‘ﬁ}tﬁl?_t?; 7|‘a7T)"@5£H'7"mc mj{/ma ﬁ%ﬁ’b”iﬁ E
,Ezv‘m - ﬁ’—ﬂ} » 2 H »}; pé%ﬁﬂ:g—ﬁﬁg;ﬁg;w; R 5 WE o

(4 )= M;}ﬁ»ﬁ A %iﬁ;}i,t_ B ATIOR Srh ] 2 ‘;JLF?’%—PE
P WP PR R 4 AR M t;mua A EHFHERERD - 22 L R
hoim @ Y ERFHEI P LT RIS FFAR B A

==

(L)~ BFRP o igy s badR> %7 RGP eg %3 B FRES

A — i E_ Web of Science (WoS) > ¥ — i &_Scopus o & F]H #ra f 2
’éé‘niilv‘}f%f’%’ﬁ R & O R N S e e ﬁﬂ?ﬂ‘ﬁ@p SIENVI
2N S BB FARE o @ Bk e Bl Bk B 2010 EAEFRGEE &
AU B RS & o
(L =) it * 2 77 2 %@ (impact)2.7=% 2 5 > L2 24 Py 703
MAAT 582 3% Mg F £5 3 kER (£6)

7 #2 %(level for the impact sub-profile); =+t & & & &

# 6 = B REF * %32

F
I |

SEHW | SRs B
' Exceptional }FJIZ[“E&%J S (I TR e U’I‘?*‘F’lri * lﬁ]‘]f!ilﬁ&g[%l‘]‘fkﬂ 1o SR ﬁjbfﬂjiﬂ;ﬂl VRS -
4* sl Ground-breaking or transformative impacts of major value or significance, relevant to a
range of situations have been demonstrated.
Excellent PRy S A DT S R = ORRIAITEVRYAS > BTONE: & B T
3* e ﬁ'ﬁ]ﬂﬁ JTJIZL%P?@ FF#IF&IH%E Highly innovative (but not quite ground-breaking) impacts such
as new products or processes, relevant to several situations have been demonstrated.
Very good | P AR IO T AV £ ! Ii‘%'f?‘ SRRSO -
2% iy {3 Substantial impacts of more than incremental significance, or incremental improvements that
are wide-ranging have been demonstrated.
1* S}ood Wﬁ&%’ S Y [f*?‘iﬁ velse ZUE U ARG - Impacts in the form of incremental
i improvements or process 1nnova[10n of modest range have been demonstrated
Unclassified ?’7“’5‘7%\[;& SR PR o EYARS N R ST AR R JFTFJ[;TE—H'
Unclassiﬁed SEFE (=i p* f# - &VErR] - The impacts are of little or no significance or reach. Or the links
=R=NI between the impacts and excellent research, or a significance research-driven contribution by

the submitted unit, have not been demonstrated.

744 %R : HEFCE (2009a) =

(+2=2) Fﬁﬁ?ﬁa 5 3 W= o Luq,i;}ﬂjg;lz_ ?‘-Efiif‘u'f%il::‘%\iﬁfi'i—
A l.ﬂ—\p\ ## (Resourcing ) > 2.%_¢ 72 (management ) » 3.8_% ¥

( Engagement) °
Bk g;:ﬁg TEZ EE e oo e 2iER o ARXREF2ZF#EmEp
ERLIEP 2 ﬁé‘i ER
L7 = % ik 60% ;
255’"5'%'31%25%;
34T TR B 15%

(__L

i
—

o
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gt 2 ity £ @ > higiT REF &ﬁ%ﬁ"ﬁ’r,{& ) uﬁ;dy;ﬁ_:_ < T8 PR EE A
His e &b > B JF I T A AR

(L) AFMWTEZEENER g o 2 ity %\Trﬁ-:-FEﬁmumfr“‘&" N
KER (£ 7)o
F 7 Hu B REF ) 3]V 77iny IR SN (levels for the overall excellence profile)7" F3 7k A8 ¢
FERE [0 [ ¥ B % @ [
' Exceptional ’m;ld(tﬂ Py P AT W BB T S e YR F A [ R
4 AN fi quﬁﬁlttf:i,#)
Research activity that meets the highest standards of research excellence and impact
(supported by an environment conducive to continuing activity at this level.)
Excellent F *Jrjff T@"ﬂyﬁé%ﬂjpﬁé? FATES > (o 2 Ty J_{-@EI e H“ B [ H %
3% fr# 1\"£thl iV J’I'?él“ %i@'i['ﬁﬁ < $2) - Research activity that is excellent in terms of
quality and 1mpact but which nonetheless falls short of the highest standards of excellence
(supported by an environment conducive to continuing activity at this level).
Very good ?‘M Bt FFF TR B2 S e A e ~ SEEIRE 1@@;.&};}& IFFE - ¥ j’liJI‘}[ SR
2% Ay (£ =) ﬁ/ 5[3; ) » Research activity that is very good 1n terms of quality and impact (supported
by an environment conducive to continuing activity at this level).
Good ’Flfxlu *J T FF’} ks J/%%'Hjlj{ H—é;pl?"[’i( e :\::g‘,T—J [ 5 ;’gggﬁﬁﬁ [F%%‘;‘wﬁyéﬁqrng[u;ﬁ%fﬁ:
1* 3 B ) Research activity that is good in terms of quality and impact (supported by an
environment conducive to continuing activity at this level)
Unclassiﬁed gnilissi‘f}ed F}[ #"EI}JE Jizﬁl% li_*r A PHF il AR A 53 O PR R %IWY £l
a7y == ﬁ” i JrFTEJdF i f# F #&-> Activity that falls below the standard required for one star; or
insufficient evidence has been provided; or the activity is not eligible.

©¥R[ ¥ : HEFCE (2009a) °

(L3 )@gh > @& ars)d g R £ 2009 £ &+ 538 (7% - = 37 52010
EP PR L RN weg,bfwac(HEFCE 2010a)‘«%r LH R E
’I—‘&y‘ | e ﬁ(“ BEiE 2% B2 ’l’é'-;%‘ﬁ e ‘E‘ﬁ;? REF F'j:’li
9&3\,: 1512010 -ﬁ-‘ﬂﬁi&’\#é%? 5%5#%&7 4% , -p /\# »,
B2 fkzdps 02010 # Ao 73%F [ wd f 28T 2011 4{

EFEE LR T X 2\-(;;;%;;}%@}_ ~ == REF Tz w i k58 2012
EpEEE CHE TR ME 2013 E4EF ] 2 R B AR A
,:;, 2013 & & 2 # S R o

r ~HEFCE ## 3 £ A23%H 5 - PP ¥ 2avr

HEFCE (2010a) 1345 #7{c 31534 2w i > #-2 > L L x4 2010 &
3% 2% 7 4 REF &4~ # 4 2 (initial dec1s10ns)i TR ALE I e FT 2 0 &
R rc iR P~n REF € & £ A 7 = %;I—g;#ﬂ L dP T
(=) B34 {7 REF PF > i3] a7 3 Rdp it § 2ERT A ZAFRTD 477
A2 o
(=) FELFgEng s L5 f e ghhd ik id (The
assessment outcomes will be a product of expert review, informed by
indicators where appropriate. ) °
=) PR FERR e 2 %37 (four broad Man Panels) 45 HTd %3040 B
33'—1%:5 = (UoAs) 2t B % 73754 A il TR 4L ik
Vit b A F gL B AR B (TR o
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(2 ) HiEgmgas B> > R ESHEF Y z\-%w’? (output quality ) ~ FUL
B 58 (impact) > B 7 B (env1ronment) ENEN i 3 A EReor R S
L R U A W= gl R i

(T )RR FERTPHFHRLTEIR LG ERDES > LRI L
%?%ﬁﬁ?&ﬁ@mwm’gﬁﬁ~P2&ﬁ’ﬂiF2¥gw&j
[P r TR A R EEL R 45T 2 0 RS A ST B T
BT AR P ’”E’ﬁ 1 it £ & B (research-active staff) 5#7 7 = % & i
FoXFTHREFARLE SR 20 bl A3 F RS LT aE £ 5
%, @m0 5 - &H%g‘gii%mﬁﬂ”"'s\%u4 B S

(# )3 FA S & F gL Fai - R4 2 £ & {2 (The criteria for assessing
the quahty of outputs will be ‘rigour, originality and significance’ ) °

(=) EPam g SR L L3 e jfins 43 wm ey T A
¢y ez /]?U (grey literature)) Gi4e @ F3 € F 2 2 FF T o> 3 &0 F
PR RA#E T (practice based outputs ) » 7 #FF X Fo i b & 2w H >

L ER AL HE AR T v B A WSO A F  Hrok

REFAEs x> TR ﬂ’%ﬁﬁ%rﬁ e L - B =R S i
% o P\?'F%REF "“iﬂ:/ﬁ’v&%?ﬁii A‘T%P;Zojﬁ,ﬁfigﬂﬁg\;%iﬁg@jﬁ.}%
ifﬁ’ ﬂl%j\ Fﬁ,ﬂqﬁﬂ"“m_@ﬁi, B A B ik oo

() S54SR 22 RSB R P25 LB P L FRR

SRR I R &1 R Lﬁméﬁﬁﬁﬁvﬁﬂ*’«ﬁﬂfﬁ
b ks T xzﬂ’" R B EER T AR L
it R F TR L B PR A SHALE RS ﬁv\ AN

£ R R ORI~ F R G BB @?I““’x‘*"*’;i‘é FeR e & REF

Tliﬁﬁ‘*—l“ﬁ T——*‘i”' i ey /Ztrm._t_gift L?cf‘?‘ﬁiﬁi’ﬁ
Sl SR EeaN :‘"Jfﬁﬁ% T R AR A B EEES A Y T &
AMAZASED wnPE s s EE GBI AL PR 7 e B H
A RPE2 =goo

(1) &3 52 PREFFH E77H 57 82 - > impact sub-profile—

i
@ ¢ sub-profile )@{d _E;K <Ev;;\2 R ,’j;% BB IR B L ?‘&TL%)&%?
AL L2 7 ¥ ¥P T A SRRz =g 2 m%ﬁ.ﬁ,ﬂr%gﬁi%ﬁ
VA A S e giégfﬁmﬁ el S =&

('L) éfzjzi%\ﬁm;Liﬁ’REF N F-Fr,\r‘;q‘»? ]i_%_"_/_%}%!“"r;ljﬁﬂ I—?/&J
(Resourcing ) ~ " ¥ 72 | (management ) > % " %2 | (Engagement) ¥ =
> m R EET o

(+- )3 MEF T %E2 %8 REF #-4]* HESA *73# & chjp b TR (£ H £
FrAAmEEyr)ih#fomny f2bue —%—i o B - kL EE

i’xﬁ ﬁ&—’_‘l‘-f‘?wﬁ‘g—f#ﬁ’r)gﬁﬂ ¥ mﬁﬂz—’é&;};‘,bﬁaﬁz b5 %74

Ry

2009 # 12 7 4 (EHRFFE A EE FETRBOA LT R) 05 I erEn

2 {3

% HEFCE % = =x o B i F4F REF » %3.3]% & 2 F FF » HEFCE ~ DEL
( Department for Employment and Learning Northern Ireland ) ~ Universities
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UK > # GuildHE?£ 2 2009 & 12 7 & 2% — > (FERFE & § o F
# ek k% ) (Future arrangement for quality assurance in England and
Northemlreland)m’fxr; T ESOFEHaRL R R A HE iz p 2010
#3797 5p (HEFCE>2009b)° 3%~ 3 & & ficzg & > # ﬂlixe\\.s,‘ﬁt =
(=) A PRIl A REFERFEIAECEFIEL A ERTREDT L
RIBEFOEYS%R? B ELNIE ’ﬁqﬁélﬁmﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁ:/
2 g frimE ] (£ 2 2 QAA) T o
(Z ) 4P U B4 ARED T ETZ AFR g g Y ;Vmgbg.;%‘r?
(Z) 7323 B2 BV S%RZHIFEHT PR R e REBH &
SR UL T TG ecy FRFN?
{94 HEFCE A fF78 3 352

2= 1

1692 (42 28) vE— kL F&3
if%mw#’ e 7+ I ?m §Pm‘§iiﬁx:.g > £ 2010 4 7 0 AL
» H

EA

2 R Eﬁ’f p R B chd- o £ L ¢ 45 (HEFCE, 2010b)
(— )«“KI»\W@J‘ AFEZRLDDAFF LI ATREERFENAECREFE
fvrv?* ’iﬁ& |2 E N R R AF AL RFRFEAR AR

J\'Fi Rk By o

S P FFESRREE AT R A 2w RL RS > AT p 2011 EAH
ERFEMAMEE DR RST FERSY o QAA % 1 (audit) 1
B XA R el o LT (FPe (core) & FihF A LT AR
(themes) % Pr LT (7> &2 B F Pdp iR 2 2B BT { X B 18
2P e B S RREE P e

* REF #i*#Fm 7 B2 -2

REF % % 2011 & 3 7 3 v 3 B 388 7 # 54 2 (Decision on assessing

research impact ) v 2 » 22 2 “/]E %‘ﬁ 2014 & REF FOMIETRE Y S kR
320 REE R - BER

PN I “er'ﬂ%amT % 4 o REF /&% > 2014 & 5=
TIESETERF > LA 2L S D 25 &F (output quahty) 65% > #
T B 5 (research 1mpact) 20% > 7 3 %8 (research environment) ¢ 15%°¢F >
z#rw |4 T B 28 T 7P (REF, 2014a)

(- )4 %~++p;z B R LA & ik ) kR R AR
B SV *‘“WTL/”\’FE'E‘ H_25%; e F1 A ”ﬂ"%—méﬁﬂeﬁ—f TS EE
A £ Jfﬁ Ti% B & Ak g SEF 2 G P B ep Ak kTR ¥
AT RE AFH G B T P RMRE R AP B R &k
% %2014 & REF > % %P A 5 20%; A RE X 7F BT & 4eipo
ELHREDRAALEEAE -

(=) %)% REF 253 T4 4% | 775 & % ameg 132 ¥ g 277
N Rwrt B T g% sk d HE B ESVE ARmaEEe o

(Z)HF L B P2 Pgs AUl o) S | g e ¥ 207 5 1 4

2 GuildHE is one of the two recognised representative bodies for Higher Education in the UK.
It is a Company Limited by Guarantee and a Charity. It was founded in 1967 as the Standing
Conference of Principals, registered as a company in 1992 and became GuildHE in 2006.
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RG] {#F,ﬁ ok Sl
ALE S KA 2 LG
g

AP BABEFTT A E o B RITL %frEﬁ?» E )
kB FIEG ooa ¥ Ay AU 2 42008

TAHAIRE Y ARG R P p A H P ownet § 4
2
F

E17 1P 22013773 pHEELFR -

(= ) REF $+= % 50 ~ #2582 zﬁg;yfxgm—&aﬁ};%g Mept &% L p Fomd
sub-profiles e E#F % % » T 7 » 35T H 5 %gg;%ﬁ @ > % (overall
quality profile ) 2_3=% &3k °

= -~ REF #3:2&20.% (assessment criteria) % 32352 % £ % (levels) z %2
Rk

BEAX b b T AR - B 3Rp ¢ @ 4w & (HEFCE, 2010a) # -
HEFCE ¥ & £ $3 "?ﬁ PRI LA E AT ERN A I o
REF ** 2013 # 4 * 23 EI Aot oY E(GEREARE 2 R o & Y Assessment criteria
and level definition) * FiEM ¢ % T ik § M7 § 8% %2 ©& (REF,
2014b)> 24 7 REF %2014 # R#-2F o 73088 % 2 4 h 52 252 F R

= 5\4 ‘Q‘—_—v—f o

(- ) REF &M 7 &5 > #(Overall quality profile)2 ;%#-% % & % % T &
4o 8o

8 il REF Pyl i IT i | F AN (levels for the overall quality profile ) 78 F=S57R45YE

EER = T B = =P
‘ R HETRPRCAITEE - I e e e+ = 2 T 0 P S qpai ot -

%

4 Quahty that is world-leading in terms of orrgmality, significance and rigour
TPAHEERLANTE ~ CIREEE I B RS - (L TRV f s -

3* Quality that is internationally excellent in terms of originality, significance and rigour but which falls
short of the highest standards of excellence.

- P EETIFEREITE ~ R - o H B gy -
Quality that is recognised internationally i 1n terms of originality, significance and rigour.

| PRI - (R R S5 R -

Quality that is recognised nationally in terms of originality, 51gn1 icance and rigour.

Unclassified ﬁrrngu ﬁl%ﬁ/\,\[ﬁl&[[iﬂjﬁfl s Pﬁﬁ_& FIJ?:JLE&,F’J R R %t Jhﬁ Iﬁ'EIF”FE WHJ 4

P EARYE © Qua

=
L does not meet the published definition of research for the purposes of the assessment.

PRI F7F © REF (2014b) -

Z )REF &/ § & % &2 :2#% % (Outputs sub-profile) ¢ 65% > # & Mm%
B ArE 9o

9 iRl REF P2 MRS BT S (Outputs sub-profile ) 7SRk ARYE

ity that falls below the standard of nationally recogmsed work Or work which

F:'IE““EJEFF R |

.| PEf f TR - F o B Bl Py = 0 = F Tl PP 8 & - Quality that is
world-leading in terms of originality, significance and rigour.
PR R - EEI’I‘%?%%’E&P'J?, IR SEEATE o ([ R A TSR AR

3* Quality that is internationally excellent in terms of originality, significance and rigour but which falls
short of the highest standards of excellence.

. PRI - R REE 7 - SHBE FR -
Quality that is recognised internationally i 1n terms of originality, significance and rigour.
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‘EEI':“‘EE'% PSR E S M

* PRI RO %l%’lfg’ﬁr‘?%lip B TR B -

Quality that is recognised nationally in terms of originality, s1gn1Ecance and rigour.

W‘L’ T [AT = B Iiﬁ VERMAREE  E R '.E@Wi'?‘}%\'\ F EE = %tm |‘Ft,El FYET ‘ﬂ -
Unclassified FF 1“ g .

=R=lE Quality that falls below the standard of nationally recognised work. Or work which does not meet the
published definition of research for the purposes of the assessment.

I f * REF (2014b) -

(=) REF ey B2 = % (Impact sub-profile) ¢ 20% > # & Iﬂ,ﬁiikfi
#4r% 10; » * REF & RARFEBmgp 2 p el 2 8n T d
&% €& (reachand significance) & (&% & » @ 2o B =8 -

¥

< 10 il REF P [ RY2% | 205 ] (Impact sub-profile) 7 PSR 51

it ki il W BE s M

" A By [fktﬁlgl ol [fkﬁz*ﬁﬁ'* » ZUHTERRURYEY o
Outstanding 1mpacts in terms of thelr reach and s1gn1ﬁcance
34 i RO S R BT A S R R -
Very cons1derab1e 1mpacts in terms of their reach and significance.
e | BRI RO DR 5 R R -
Considerable impacts in terms of their reach and significance..
- H RS I E BT A S R
Recognised but modest impacts in terms of the1r reach and significance..
-5 RO [ P Py WA . A o e Pt
Unclassiﬁed Peaireril o Jy H R 2 A VP Y T AR
=R=NI The impact is of little or no reach and significance; or the impact was not eligible; or the impact was not

underpinned by excellent research produced by the submitted unit..
PR F © REF (2014b) -

(4) REF {47 3 %8 2. 7= # % % (Environment sub-profile) ¢ 15% > # & & &%
i%%%lL‘EIEF£$p£ﬁ& RIEEPE 0 R R BEA R 2 @
3R B b o REF & 8§ ﬁ2%€HW§W%Pmr‘*JWMMW
2 T4 (sustainability) » 2 2 & T3 AFHE e HREIFTA

ATt -

F< 11 gi REF P TR 78N (Environment sub-profile)7 S A

'*EJE'FE:'IWTE“?*%’EF‘FJ

'“H

S SBURAONE Ay o ST R e
4* An env1r0nment that is conducive to producmg research of world-leading quality, in terms of its
vitality and sustainability.

it %ﬁ?'i]i' S Jﬁzﬂ\qgﬂ[imr , 5T [Eylﬁ]?ﬂ“tﬁpjlf#@f‘r o
3* An enV1r0nment that is conducive to producmg research of internationally excellent quality, in
terms of its vitality and sustalnablhty

HopEl %ﬁ?‘i]a U5 Jﬁiﬂ\1g,[ip 15 i’ B ?J [ES“'IU? ) fi Jlﬂr B o
2% An env1r0nment that is conducive to producmg research of internationally recognised quality, in
terms of its vitality and sustamablhty

Rkl ﬁ*ﬁﬁ”? pES e = F—  SUED as«'e;a i pjfﬁ[f?to

1* An env1r0nment that is conducive to producmg research of nationally recognised quality, in terms
of its vitality and sustamablhty
Unclassified | ikl fﬁﬁ?‘lﬂ I EE s IFi > U[@‘«'ﬂ}\ iy Jﬁ B o
mEFIE An env1ronment that is not conducwe to producmg research of nationally recognised quality.
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4 1 ®E RAE 2008 # "3 5 | (Education) # #1477 :®=#% % (Overall quality
profile)
<~ TE | REITE G| ORI PR ESD E
Univ. ek | HEEE S BV | Percentage of research activity in the submission
UoA | =% (FTE judged to meet the standard for:

Category A staff | BES7 € ) BHES5E

submitted for 4% 3* 25 1* ER:S B

assessment) 4 star 3 star 2 star | one star | ynclassified
U. of Bath 45 32.70 15 30 40 15 0
Bath Spa U. 45 10.00 0 15 30 35 20
U. of Birmingham 45 46.80 10 35 35 20 0
Birmingham City U. 45 3.55 5 20 40 30 5
Bishop Grosseteste U. College, | 45 5.00 0 10 15 35 40
Lincoln
U. of Bolton 45 8.40 0 15 30 40 15
U. of Brighton 45 10.74 10 25 30 30 5
U. of Bristol 45 42.56 25 35 30 10 0
Brunel U. 45 15.50 5 10 35 40 10
U. of Cambridge 45 49.60 30 35 25 10 0
Canterbury Christ Church U. 45 19.00 10 25 35 25 5
U. of Central Lancashire 45 11.60 0 5 25 50 20
Coventry U. 45 12.00 0 20 40 30 10
U. of Cumbria 45 9.10 0 5 25 50 20
U. of Durham 45 30.80 20 35 30 15 0
U. of East Anglia 45 14.60 15 35 40 10 0
U. of East London 45 7.80 5 20 30 30 15
Edge Hill U. 45 15.91 0 5 25 50 20
Institute of Education, London 45 218.03 35 30 25 10 0
U. of Exeter 45 23.83 20 40 30 10 0
U. of Gloucestershire 45 5.60 10 15 40 20 15
Goldsmiths College, U. of 45 17.70 10 20 30 35 5
London
U. of Greenwich 45 5.30 5 5 45 40 5
U. of Hertford shire 45 5.70 0 20 35 35 10
U. of Huddersfield 45 7.00 5 10 50 30 5
U.of Hull 45 18.10 5 20 45 25 5
King’s College, London 45 34.15 30 35 25 10 0
Kingston U. 45 4.00 0 25 25 35 15
Lancaster U. 45 17.90 15 30 35 20 0
U.of Leeds 45 33.60 20 40 35 5 0
Leeds Metropolitan U. 45 13.70 0 20 35 35 10
U. of Leicester 45 41.30 5 25 45 20 5
U. of Lincoln 45 3.40 5 30 40 10 15
Liverpool Hope U. 45 8.80 0 20 30 25 25
Liverpool John Moores U. 45 11.19 0 20 40 35 5
London Metropolitan U. 45 10.80 10 40 35 15 0
Loughborough U. 45 7.00 5 15 30 35 15
U. of Manchester 45 40.60 20 35 30 10 5
Manchester Metropolitan U 45 22.80 20 35 35 10 0
U. of Newcastle upon Tyne 45 11.10 10 40 35 15 0
Newman U. College 45 3.00 0 25 35 30 10
U. of Northampton 45 17.00 5 10 40 35 10
U. of Nottingham 45 51.20 20 25 35 15 5
Open University 45 77.01 10 35 40 15 0
U. of Oxford 45 36.00 30 35 30 5 0
Oxford Brookes U. 45 11.00 5 25 40 25 5
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g FE | WBITHE B | TR PR HNEED e
Univ. Hitk | HEEIE M BV | Percentage of research activity in the submission
UoA | =5 (FTE judged to meet the standard for:

Category A staff | B[S ¢ ) BT

submitted for 4% 3% 2% 1* S IEYNE

assessment) 4 star 3 star 2 star | one star | ynclassified
U. of Plymouth 45 15.40 10 20 40 25 5
U. College Plymouth St Mark 45 8.80 0 5 15 50 30
& St. John
U. of Reading 45 8.60 10 20 35 30 5
Roehampton U. 45 27.20 5 25 50 20 0
St. George’s Hospital Medical 45 3.20 0 25 25 35 15
School
St. Mary’s U. College 45 4.60 0 10 20 40 30
U. of Sheffield 45 24.20 15 25 50 20 0
Sheffield Hallam U. 45 14.00 5 20 35 35 5
U. of Southampton 45 24.40 10 25 45 20 0
Staffordshire U. 45 8.30 5 30 25 35 5
U. of Sudderland 45 9.80 0 25 30 40 5
U. of Sussex 45 21.50 20 35 30 40 5
Thames Valley U. 45 1.40 0 25 30 30 15
U. of Warwick 45 35.43 20 40 25 15 0
U. of the West of England, 45 12.50 5 10 50 35 0
Bristol
U. of Winchester 45 9.90 5 35 30 20 10
U. of Wolverthampton 45 14.00 5 15 35 40 5
U.of York 45 13.49 15 45 30 10 0
York St. John U. 45 3.60 0 0 15 55 30
U. of Aberdeen 45 11.23 5 20 40 30 5
U. of Dundee 45 13.00 5 15 35 35 10
U. of Edinburgh 45 84.97 15 30 30 20 5
U. of Glasgow 45 62.30 10 20 35 30 5
Glasgow Caledonian U. 45 6.90 0 25 50 25 0
U. of Stirling 45 20.60 15 40 25 10 0
U. of Strathclyde 45 54.08 5 25 40 25 5
U. of the West of Scotland 45 5.00 5 25 25 25 20
Bangor U. 45 4.66 10 20 20 35 15
U. of Wales Institute, Cardiff 45 10.00 0 0 30 50 20
U. of Glamorgan 45 6.75 0 20 35 35 10
Glyndwr U. 45 5.70 0 5 20 35 40
U. of Wales, Newport 45 1.00 0 0 25 55 20
Swansea Metropolitan U. 45 8.89 5 10 30 40 15
Queen’s U. Belfast 45 19.00 10 40 30 15 5
Stranmillis U. College 45 6.00 5 20 15 40 20
U. of Ulster 45 13.00 10 15 50 25 0

R 7} : Times Higher Education Supplement (18/25 December, 2008) ©
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