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Self-evaluation report – research

Date of adoption of the self-evaluation report: 
Vice-Rector for Research: 
Student/doctoral student participation has taken place in the following ways: 
Contact person(s): 
Purpose and instructions 
Research evaluations are part of the quality system of Stockholm University of the Arts (SKH). The quality system consists of various structured collection activities. The quality system is intended to help ensure and develop the quality of SKH's artistic research, of which research evaluations are one of the activities. 
The purpose of the research evaluations is to generate regular and systematic knowledge that is needed to ensure and develop the quality of SKH's research. The research evaluations should be quality-driven, highlighting strengths and identifying and addressing areas for development. Research shall be evaluated every six years.
A research evaluation consists of four steps: start-up, self-evaluation, external review and measures. 
The research shall be assessed on the basis of the following criteria, which are based on SUHF's Joint framework for HEIs’ research quality assurance and enhancement systems.  
Students’/doctoral students’ representative shall be offered to take part in the work on the self-evaluation report. 
The Vice-Rector for Research shall finalise the self-evaluation report and submit it to the responsible officer at the Research Office. 
Instructions: 
· The self-evaluation report template is part of the Guidelines for Research Evaluations and is mandatory to use. 
· The report shall be descriptive and, where appropriate, analytical and evaluative, and, where relevant, illustrated with examples. It should also identify strengths and areas for development. See also endnote. 
· The report should be based on current conditions and planned developments. 
· Together, the different parts of the report should provide an overall picture of research, without links to further information.
· The criteria are numbered. It is therefore possible to refer between different criteria.
· The report should be a maximum of 20-30 pages, including 'template text'. The number of pages per criterion may vary. 
· 'Template text' and criteria may not be removed. New subheadings may be added.

Mandatory annexes to the self-evaluation report is a compilation key figures for research for the last five years 
Summary
Summary of the self-evaluation in terms of the strengths and development areas identified. 
Approximately 1/2 page. 
Type text here...

Introduction
About research at SKH 
Describe research and the research environment at SKH. 
Approximately 3 pages.
Type text here...

Self-evaluation
1. that there are systematic efforts to create forms and space for the   development and renewal of the research/research environment  
Describe, analyse and evaluate, preferably with examples. Also relate to the key figures.
Type text here...

2. that there are systematic efforts made to promote good research practice, prevent research misconduct and deal with offences 
Describe, analyse and evaluate, preferably with examples. 
Type text here...




3. that there is a systematic work and follow-up of efforts to interact with the surrounding society, inform about their activities and promote the dissemination and utilisation of research results produced by higher education institutions
 Describe, analyse and evaluate, preferably with examples. 
Type text here...

4. that there are fair and transparent processes for recruitment and promotion that support the development and renewal of the research/research environment. Employees are given access to skills development and career support. Equal opportunities and gender equality are self-evident and integrated starting points 
Describe, analyse and evaluate, preferably with examples. 
Type text here...

5. that research has appropriate support and processes for prioritisation and long-term renewal of research infrastructures 
Describe, analyse and evaluate, preferably with examples. 
Type text here...

6. that there is a close link between research and courses and study programmes in an appropriate learning environment 
Describe, analyse and evaluate, preferably with examples. 
Type text here...

7. Other 

Any descriptions, analyses and values regarding, for example, internationalisation, sustainable development and gender equality.
Type text here...



Mandatory annexes
Compilation of key figures for research for the last five years. 


Endnote [to be removed before the self-evaluation report is finalised]
Describe
The description should be based on what is stated for each criterion. Describing in this context means describing a factual situation. One example is to describe research teachers who collaborate with the surrounding community, how research results benefit the community, and how collaboration is followed up in a systematic way. Another example is to describe how research and the research environment promote good research practice, prevent research misconduct and deal with any violations.  
Analyse
Based on the description, an analysis should be made so that the self-evaluation group can evaluate whether what is described is working well or not, i.e. what strengths exist and what needs to be developed. In this context, analysing means weighing different elements against each other based on the facts/description. One example is to compare the overall and reported collaboration with the surrounding community with other systematic reporting of research activities and thus weigh the role and visibility of collaboration in the research environment. For the example of good research practice, this would mean analysing, on the basis of the description, the importance attached to the work on good research practice and the prevention of research misconduct in relation to the requirements.  
Evaluate
In this context, evaluation means being able to draw conclusions about how something works based on the analysis that has been made. In the example of research collaboration, informing about its activities and working to ensure that research results produced by the higher education institutions are disseminated and utilised, conclusions can be drawn from the above analysis as to which parts of the collaborative work may be working better than others, and on what these conclusions are based. For the example of good research practice, the analysis can be used to draw conclusions about whether or not the work is fit for purpose and on what to base that conclusion. Based on this, strengths and areas for development should then be identified.
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