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From responsible metrics….



…to responsible research assessment



Responsible research assessment (RRA) is an umbrella term for approaches to
assessment which incentivise, reflect and reward the plural characteristics of
high-quality research, in support of diverse and inclusive research cultures.

RRA draws on broader frameworks for responsible research and innovation 
(RRI), and applies these to the development and application of evaluation, 
assessment and review processes. 

While RRI is commonly used as a broad framework for the governance of 
research and innovation, and notions of ‘responsible metrics’ can be applied at 
a micro level to indicators themselves, the idea of RRA encourages funders, 
research institutions, publishers and others to focus attention on the 
methodologies, systems and cultures of research assessment. 

Defining RRA



Fifteen movers and shapers





Global Research 
Council Survey 
methodology Completed by 55 organisations / 46% response rate 

Online survey: 23 questions 

Open from September-October 2020



Endorsements 
of existing RRA 
Frameworks



Research Assessment Indicators



Changes in the way research 
proposals are assessed





Priority 1: Continue to build national and international 
coalitions for responsible research assessment 



Priority 2: Strengthen guidance & 
templates to translate principles into 
institutional policies & practices 



Priority 3: Experiment, evaluate & amplify what works



Priority 4: Develop more sophisticated frameworks for 
compliance, accountability & enforcement



Priority 5: RRA needs to anticipate and keep pace with new 
tools and technologies of assessment and evaluation 





Founding Partners:
Wellcome Trust
Digital Science
University of Sheffield
CWTS, Leiden University

The RoRI pilot 
consortium



RoRI first-wave projects with funders (2020/21)
CRITERIA EXCELLENCE FAIRware PATHWAYS RANDOMISATION

Summary
Funders need their proposal 
selection processes to do one 
thing: select the proposals 
most likely to meet their 
objectives. Various inequalities 
in funding rates may exist, 
such as gender or field 
inequalities. The selection 
process a funder uses may 
mitigate or exacerbate these 
inequalities. The project will 
use data from many funders 
who each use different 
selection processes in different 
contexts. The outputs will help 
funders understand the 
potential drivers of inequalities 
in research funding and identify 
where mitigation is possible.

Summary
Initiatives like the UK's 
Research Excellence 
Framework, Germany’s 
Exzellenzinitiative and 
Switzerland's Eccellenza 
grants have put excellence at 
the centre of research policy 
and evaluation. This project 
will assess the ways in which 
the idea of excellence is 
currently used by key actors in 
the research ecosystem and 
the functions it serves in 
specific practices and 
processes in order to explore 
its possible futures. It will 
include detailed case studies 
of 10 funders.

Summary
This project aims to build open 
source software tool(s) to allow 
researchers, institutions and 
funders to assess and improve 
the ‘FAIRness’ of the research 
outputs they produce. Over 
recent years, the FAIR 
principles (Findability, 
Accessibility, Interoperability, 
Reusability) have gained 
considerable traction as a 
basis for describing how 
research data, and potentially 
other research outputs, should 
be documented and shared to 
ensure that they can be 
discovered, accessed and 
used effectively, such that their 
value is maximised. 

Summary
The scope of this work is 
careers in research, broadly 
defined, with an empirical and 
policy focus on six countries: 
Austria, Canada, Denmark, 
Germany, UK and USA. The 
project will be designed and 
delivered by a team drawn 
from RoRI strategic partners in 
these countries, and a wider 
network of data, research and 
policy partners.

Summary
There is growing interest in 
the use of randomisation and 
lottery-type mechanisms in 
grant funding. By linking and 
supporting a series of linked 
and phased experiments with 
uses of focal, or targeted 
randomisation in funding 
processes (our preferred term 
to the sometimes misleading 
“lotteries”), and facilitating 
closer alignment and learning 
between these, the RoRI 
consortium could effectively 
undertake the largest multi-
funder, cross-country trial and 
analysis of these techniques.

Partners: Australian Research Council; 
Canadian Institutes of Health Research; 
Chan Zuckerberg Initiative; EMBO; 
Austrian Science Fund (FWF); Michael 
Smith Foundation for Health Research; 
Novo Nordisk Fonden; Research Council 
Norway; W/DBT India Alliance; UKRI; 
Wellcome Trust

Partners: Canadian Institutes of Health 
Research; National Institute for Health 
Research (UK); Swiss National Science 
Foundation; Wellcome Trust.

Partners: Canadian Institutes of Health 
Research; Chan Zuckerberg Initiative; 
Austrian Science Fund (FWF); Howard 
Hughes Medical Institute; Michael Smith 
Foundation for Health Research; National 
Institute of Health Research (UK); Novo 
Nordisk Fonden; Sloan; UKRI; 
Volkswagen Foundation; Wellcome.

Partners: Australian Research Council;
Canadian Institutes of Health Research; 
Chan Zuckerberg Initiative; EMBO; 
Austrian Science Fund (FWF); Michael 
Smith Foundation for Health Research; 
National Institute of Health Research 
(UK); Novo Nordisk Fonden; Sloan; Swiss 
National Science Foundation; UKRI; 
Volkswagen Foundation; Wellcome.

Partners: African Academy of Sciences; 
Australian Research Council; Canadian 
Institutes of Health Research; Austrian 
Science Fund (FWF); Michael Smith 
Foundation for Health Research; National 
Institute for Health Research (UK); Swiss 
National Science Foundation; Wellcome 
Trust.
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