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San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment
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« The Leiden Manifesto for Research Metrics
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*1 HEFCE: Higher Education Funding Council for England
*2  AEA RTD-TIG: Research, Technology and Development Evaluation Topical Interest Group of the American Evaluation Association
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San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment (1/2)

« San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment

[http://www.ascb.org/files/SFDeclarationFINAL.pdf?x30490]

°
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i

asch.org

San Francisco

D#*RA

Declaration on Research Assessment

assessment of scientific research to sign DORA.

The Declaration

There is a pressing need to improve the ways in which the output of
scientific research is evaluated by funding agencies, academic
institutions, and other parties. To address this issue, a group of editors
and publishers of scholarly journals met during the Annual Meeting of
The American Society for Cell Biology (ASCB) in San Francisco, CA, on
December 16, 2012. The group a set of rec ions,
referred to as the San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment.
We invite interested parties across all scientific disciplines to indicate

their support by adding their names to this Declaration. The outputs
from scientific research are many and varied, including: research articles
reporting new knowledge, data, reagents, and software; intellectual

property; and highly trained young scientists. Funding agencies,

] (]

DORA

About DORA

Sign The Declaration
Inspiration and Good Practices
A Letter to Thomson Reuters

The San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA), initiated by the American Society for Cell Biology
(ASCB) together with a group of editors and publishers of scholarly journals, recognizes the need to improve the ways
in which the outputs of scientific research are evaluated. The group met in December 2012 during the ASCB Annual
Meeting in San Francisco and subsequently circulated a draft declaration among various stakeholders. DORA as it now
stands has benefited from input by many of the original signers listed below. It is a worldwide initiative covering all
scholarly disciplines. We encourage individuals and organizations who are concerned about the appropriate

News About DORA

Bias Against Novelty in Science: A
Cautionary Tale for Users of Bibliometric
Indicators

RA News Archives

Download the

Search for
Signatories

Individual
©0Organization

The Japanese Biochemical

Society

Signed By: Yoshinobu Nakanishi

Cell Structure and Function (a
journal published by Japanese
Society of Cell Biology)

Signed By:

Cell Structure and Function (a
journal published by Japanese
Society of Cell Biology)
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San Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment (2/2)

3D0D&NE -

The need to eliminate the use of journal-based metrics, such as Journal Impact Factors,
in funding, appointment, and promotion considerations;

Bxbdn, £, NOFEICODWTORFDBRICEBITS, Jv—FIbA2VINT T 7
72 —DX 2%, FMEICED CRAEEDFAZERT 50E .

The need to assess research on its own merits rather than on the basis of the journal in
which the research is published; and
MENRRENSEMEEICEBNEBES KVE, AEBERORFAICEDWTHEZFTE
T AHNE MU,

The need to capitalize on the opportunities provided by online publication (such as re-
laxing unnecessary limits on the number of words, figures, and references in articles, and
exploring new indicators of significance and impact).
FTUTAVHEBRMETAHEICKVREBREINSEE GEXICHEITHEHR, KE, KU
SENBAICE T 2R EBEGFIRZEINT 2, MTICERLA /N7 MRS
BIEZRT T HEWV e &) ZERT HRE.

18 IHE DXi%
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The Leiden Manifesto for Research Metrics (1/3)

« Hicks, D. et al. (2015) “The Leiden Manifesto for research metrics,” Nature, 520, 429-431.
[http://www.nature.com/polopoly_fs/1.17351!//menu/main/topColumns/topLeftColumn/pdf/520429a.pdf ;
HAEEER ' : http:/www.leidenmanifesto.org/uploads/4/1/6/0/41603901/leiden—manifesto sjapanese 161129.pdf]

00 < ] leidenmanifesto.org ¢ LN R E=N

LEIDEN MANIFESTO FOR RESEARCH METRICS

Home

10 principles to guide research evaluation
with 9 translations & a video

Research evaluation has become routine and often relies on metrics. But it is increasingly driven by data and not by

rease the quality of research are now

expert judgement. As a result, the procedures that were designed tc

threatening to damage the scientific system. To support researchers ar anagers, five experts led by Diana Hicks,

Paul Wouters, director of CWTS at

professor in the School of Public Policy at Georgia Institute o
Leiden University, have proposed ten principles for the measurement of research performance: the Leiden

Manifesto for Research Metrics published as a comment in Nature

Hicks, Wouters, Waltman, de Rijcke, Rafols, Nature, April 23,2015

*1 BPH, TOHXERTIE 'metrics” I LT [EHE] EWSEREHAHTHSNTWLBH, "metrics” |&, £ LERED [EER ] (KA
TNBHEDEIFICREETNGZWNT &, £z, 'method (5&) "OBERERTT S EHDS, T TE TRIEZE] ELTWA.
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The Leiden Manifesto for Research Metrics (2/3)

10 DRA :

1. Quantitative evaluation should support qualitative, expert assessment.
EENFHHIE, EMNGEMARICESFEDZEICAVWAINETHS.

2. Measure performance against the research missions of the institution, group or researcher.
R, JIV—7, XISHREDOHZEEMNICES L (EREZAEY L.

3. Protect excellence in locally relevant research.

HUSBEE R ICH I 2 il & REE L.

4. Keep data collection and analytical processes open, transparent and simple.
T—RINEEDITEREEA—T >, &R, HOBEMICRT.

5. Allow those evaluated to verify data and analysis.
WEHMBED T — 2 EDMEMHILT 5 EDTEALDICHE K.

6. Account for variation by field in publication and citation practices.
NEICKDRKREFIBEITICBITPEEREICERE L.

/. Base assessment of individual researchers on a qualitative judgement of their portfolio.
&% DIFREDFTE L, TDR—FT 4 1) A DOEMENHEICIRILZES.
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The Leiden Manifesto for Research Metrics (3/3)

10 DIRAI () -

8. Avoid misplaced concreteness and false precision.

REY)FEAEEDR o T Z 8T K.

9. Recognize the systemic effects of assessment and indicators.
FE CHEEDY X T LB RZ 583 L.

10. Scrutinize indicators reqularly and update them.
B2% EHIMICRE LEHE K.

Recent International Perspectives and Trends in R&D Assessment and Evaluation

MEXT R&D Evaluation Symposium FY2016, Towards Upgraded R&D Evaluations on the Basis of the Revision of the National Guidelines for Evaluating Gove

rnment Funded R&D, Tokyo, Japan, 22 March 2017
Tomohiro ljichi, Faculty of Innovation Studies, Seijo University



