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Some basic facts about the 
SRA



• Establishing: November 2004, Government of the
Republic of Slovenia

• Status: a legal person of public law; indirect user of the
budget of the Republic of Slovenia

• Mission: performing professional tasks relating to 
implementation of the adopted National Research and
Development Programme

• Budget: 164 million € per year (2008) 
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Policy instruments of SRA

• Research programmes
• Basic and applied research projects
• Targeted research programmes
• Young researchers
• International scientific cooperation
• Research infrastructure 
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Funding of research by fields of
science

Total research funding by fields of science, 2008 
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Main principles of the evaluation 
process

• evaluation processes and procedures in 
the agency 
• use of information tools in these 
activities



Two ways how to evaluate scientific 
research

• Review by colleagues “equals” or "peers« is 
applied to judge research proposals, 
evaluation of research groups, appointments 
and promotion of research staff. Peer review 
is regarded as a qualitative assessment

• Bibliometric indicators – quantitative
assesment



Peer review and bibliometrics

• Peer assessment undoubtedly has to remain the principal procedure of 
quality judgment. 

• Bibliometric indicators can hardly substitute the peer review system as 
the ultimate decision making system, but they can reveal its 
weaknesses on the one hand and on the other can verify peer-review 
marks.

• For a substantial improvement in decision-making the bibliometric
method must be used in parallel with a peer-based evaluation 
procedure.

• An argument for the use of citation indicators and other bibliometric
indicators is that they can counteract shortcomings and mistakes in a 
peer review.



Research evaluation system

• two stage evaluation procedure (for projects);
• combination of qualitative and quantitative criteria;
• assessment of scientific and socio-economic relevance;
• inclusion of peer review (mostly foreign) and
international panel groups;
• inclusion of users into the evaluation process;
• priority list (proposed by panels) 



Call for research projects proposals
I.phase

• Combination of qualitative and quantitative
criteria
– Marks A – bibliometric data - quality of research 

team
– Marks B – peer reviewers – quality of research 

proposal



Main principles of the evaluation - 1

Quality of research proposal – qualitative criteria
• Mark B1 – excellence of research results of a principal 

investigator (foreign reviewer)

• Mark B2 – substance of project proposal (Foreign
reviewer)

• Ba
2 – quality of the proposed project

• Bb
2 – relevance and potential impact of the project

• Bc
2 – feasibility of the study (realistic goals)

• Mark B3 – results of exceptional socio-economic 
relevance (domestic reviewer)



Main principles of the evaluation - 2

Quantitative criteria

• Quality of scientific records
– Mark A1 – publications in last 5 years COBISS
– Mark A2 – number of citations (WoS)

• Socio-economic relevance
– Mark A3 – money from sources other that SRA



Call for research projects proposals
II.phase

• detailed project proposals for further peer review,
• evaluation of two foreign reviewers,
• the mean score of both reviews is the basis for final 
decision about funding,
• final priority list of projects is done by temporary 
expert body and international peers on a panel 
session.



Funding instrument

Research programmes -
Evaluation procedure



Research programme

• an area of research expected to be relevant for a longer 
period of time and important for Slovenia 

• implemented by programme groups in public research 
institutes, universities, higher education institutions and 
private and/or public legal entities with research activities

• minimum 3 researchers (Ph.D.), plus professional and 
technical staff, doctoral students from one or different 
institutions



Call for reports/proposals

• report on the results of the research 
programme in the previous period

• programme proposal (2009 – 2014)



Evaluation elements

• scientific results 
• results important for socio-economic and cultural 

development 
• scientific importance of programme proposal
• potential impact of proposed programme for 

socio-economic and culture development
• evalvacdoma2



Bibliometric and other quantitative
indicators

• Papers
• Citations
• H-index
• Funds from other users
Ocenjevalni doma



Bibliometric indicators
• A1 - number of publications 
• A2 - number of citations, 
• A1' – articles in journals in the top 25% of SCI categories/fields, in 

social sciences articles in SSCI journals, editing a book for an
international publisher

• A1'' – book published by an international publisher; articles in the 
first or second ranked journal in SCI fields, or a journal with IF>5 
or in a journal in the upper half of SSCI for social sciences

• A2 – number of pure citations in the last 10 years from Web of 
Science

• Best known work of researchers in a programme team/number of 
pure citations of the most cited work of members of a programme 
team

• H - index



Sources of Quantitative Data - COBISS

http://www.cobiss.si/cobiss_eng.html


Sources of Quantitative Data - SICRIS



On-line bibliographic data: COBISS









After selection – on-line access to data about 
financial transactions…



Thank you for your 
attention!
stojan.peclin@arrs.si
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