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» Classements partiels, dérivés, recombinés, régionaux,

etc.

* Nombreux classements thématiques :
démocratie,développment durable, inclusivité etc... ,

» The UniRanks World University Ranking aggregates
the results of five global ranking, combining them to
form a single rank. It uses the following rankings and
weights: THE World University Ranking 22.5%, QS
World University Ranking 22.5%, US News Best
Global University 22.5%, ARWU 22.5%, Reuters
World Top 100 Innovative Universities 10%.



Opérer (des choix structurants et contraints) :

Se procurer des données sur tel ou tel aspect de tous les établissements a classer
Fabriquer un ou des indicateurs « qui font sens » a partir de ces données

Ramener ces indicateurs a une méme échelle (1 a 100) pour les rendre comparables
Créer un indicateur composite (coefficients, composition...)

Apposer un rang

Recommencer chaque année

Survivre (étre orthodoxe mais différent) :

Utiliser les données pour de multiples exercices

Rechercher de nouvelles données

Défendre sa réputation méthodologique (données ouvertes ou propriétaires)
Communiquer activement (directement ou via les medias)

Segmenter les publics, distribuer des labels, proposer des analyses ... : importance des
interfaces de consultation

Contraintes internes et externes :

Culture et identité professionnelle s
Moyens disponibles et modele économique
Objectifs et/ou publics visés

Données accessibles

Utilisateurs réellement obtenus



X j Bibliometriesll 2




Tableau 1
SCI-WoS et SHS-WoS : nombre et part des publications selon les disciplines {2003, 2008)

(ompte frackionnaire (Compte de présence
Nombre Part (%) Nombre Part (%)

Discipline 03 2008 2003 2008 2003 2008 2003 2008
Biologie fondomentale 121 974 149 106 15,6 13,9 154 747 196 920 198 18,3
Rechesche médicole 735713 302 500 30,2 28,1 162 619 337 883 336 36
Biologie appliquée-écologie 53 973 73 470 6,9 6,08 68 628 93 892 88 87
(himie 117904 145113 14,3 13,5 136 477 193 161 7 18,0
Physique 89 316 125 113 14 11,6 106 499 166 576 13,6 15,5
Sciences de ['univers 50 722 14174 6,5 6,9 59 217 91 889 146 85
Sciences pour I'ingénieur 87 235 155 985 11,2 14,5 117 781 206 765 144 19.2
Mathématiques 24 789 36 340 31 34 28 667 45 435 37 42
Muttidisciplinaire 6111 13 009 08 1,2 7271 26 081 09 24
Toutes disdplines sdences de lo mafiére

ef de lo vie 781237 1074808 100,0 100,0 781237 1074 B0 1000 100,0
tarciteciure 3 689 3930 44 35 3845 4305 T 38
Droi 2451 3001 29 27 3052 3788 37 34
Economie 5515 8 065 bb 71 106 10876 87 94
Géographie démographie-ethnographie 234 3390 28 30 3060 453 37 40
Gestioninance 4 537 7254 5,5 6,4 5 655 9416 68 83
Histirerchéalogie 5 897 7212 7] 54 6515 8147 78 71
Leftes hilosaphie 953 10680 115 95 no? 1307 133 ns
Poltques pobligues 2516 4342 3,0 38 3950 676 48 60
Psychologie 19 848 25 419 239 715 71 287 29 038 26,8 75,7
Sanétoire et social 10754 17 585 129 15,6 13043 1317 157 189
Sciences de ['éducation 1996 4932 36 44 3803 b 232 456 5,5
Sciences de |'informaion 1 889 2 550 23 23 7046 3099 25 17
Sciences polifiques 4303 5447 5,2 4.8 5522 7 260 bb b4
Sociologie 5195 6 b7 6,3 59 7655 10073 92 89
Autves sciences humaines 1670 7 365 20 21 7363 3682 28 33
Toutes disciplines sdences humaines ef

sociales 83 099 112 889 100,0 100,0 83 099 112 889 100,0 100,0

donndies Thewmson Rowers, iatements 057 rppert IST2010



Monde : impact direct 3 ans

6,31

I

des sciences et des techniques

Observatoire

:impact direct 3 ans

Monde

3,61
0,87 I

1,08

3,08

3,21

3,01
T T

2,23

3,77

7,48
6,06
5,75

10,34

Données 2004



Productivite des chercheurs, citations des articles, impact des periodiques, efc ...
sont tres concentrés . distribution non normale . Par ex. dans une population

darticles donnee, qq % des articles concenitrent I'essentiel des citations , la notion
de « valeur moyenne » est purement arithmeéetique

Distribution des arcicles sclemtfiques selon beurs nomibaes de citations.
Ie cas de Nindoraation Se sanbé sur intemat




Tableav 3
SCI'WoS : nombre moyen de cifations par publicafion pour les disciplines des sciences de la matiére et de la vie (indice d'i
dimd]sdmcﬁﬂ&aﬂufenﬂresdocﬁ:mp{gﬂd] pe P i

Monde : indice d‘impact direct (2004)

Fenttre de dtafions  :
Discipline 2 ans Jms 4 ms 5 ums
Bicogie fondomentale 349 799 1230 16,50
Recherche médicole 216 491 1 10,60
Biologie appliquée-écologie 1,21 293 490 6,99
Chimie 179 401 634 8,48
Physiqe 1.94 401 605 8,04
Scences de ['vnivers 1,17 395 6,38 897
Sciences pour ingénieur 057 145 251 370
Mathématiques 053 127 216 316
Mutiidisciplinaire 0,9 205 3,67 501
Toutes disciplines sdences de lo mafiére ef de lo vie 1,98 442 6,96 950

denndes Themson Reuters, rairoments 057 wgpart (5F2010






La mission IGF-IGAENR a centré son analyse sur ARWU, Times Higher Education,
Leiden, QS et Webometrics - et sur la cartographie multidimensionnelle européenne
U-Multirank, "sélectionnés en raison de leur importance dans les médias, de leur
poids et de leur caractére structurant sur le monde de I’'ESR ». Dans ces classements,
les établissements francais "représentent 4 a 4,4 %" de ceux qui apparaissent dans les
500 premiers des 6 classements étudiés. Ce poids est stable entre 2010 et 2016. Il est
du méme ordre de grandeur que son poids dans les publications scientifiques du Web
of Science (3,30 %).

De fait, les classements « globaux » sont basés sur des indicateurs fortement corrélés.
lls décrivent la réalité de la segmentation des établissements du monde, liée a la
segmentation socio-économique de I'éducation des différents pays.

— Leiden : performances bibliométriques
— Webometrics : visibilité et influence digitales
— QS et THE : bibliométrie, enquéte de réputation



Tableaw n® 23 : Présentation de P Acodemic Raonking of World-class Universities [ARWU)

Opérateur

Shanghai Ronking Consuftoncy [SRC), une structure privée chinoise dédige aux classements

internationaux, adossée a un centre de I'université Jiao Tong.

Site internet

AW ANWULOrE

Les
caractéristiques du

classement

* Date de création : 2003.
* Palmarés annuel limité & 500 établissements.
= Critéres diinclusion - au moins un prix obtenu ou une publication dans Nature ou Science ou un

niveau minimal de production pour figurer dans le classement.

Donnges et
Indicateurs

Les données proviennent de sources ouvertes et sont contrélables.

Six indicateurs sont caloulés, puis exprimés en pourcentage du score du meilleur tablissement. Le
score global est obtenu, pour chague établissement, par agrégation sans pondératiom des
indicateurs suivants :

—nombre des anciens &tudiants qui ont obtenu le prix Nobel ou une médaille Fields
(10%) ;

— nombre de chercheurs qui ont obtenu le prix Mobel &t ou une médaille Fields (20 %) ;

— nombre de chercheurs les plus cités dans leur domaine disciplinaire (20 %) ;

—nombre de publications de "'université dans les revues scientifigues Mature et Science
{20 %) (données ocuvertes publides par Thomson Reuters jusqu'en 2015 puis données calculées
pour SRC par Elsevier] ;

—nombre de publications de |"université répertoriées dans le Science Citation lndex-
Expanded (SCIE) et le Social Science Citaotion lndex (SSC1) (20%) [dommées accessibles sur
abonnement auprés de Thomson Reuters)

—score ponderg obtenu avec les cing premiers indicateurs divise par le nombre de

chercheurs de I'université en équivalent temps plein {10 %) {calcul effectué par SRC).

Informations

proposées en 2016

* 500 établissements sont classés.

* Pour chaque établissement sont donnés le score global et le rang (rang ou centile), le score par
indicatewr, le pays d'origine.

= Statistiques par région du monde et par pays.

* Imformations meéthodologiques détzillées et liens vers les données source.

= Qutre le classement de référence ARWLU propose :

—des classements (palmarés) thématiques pour les 200 établissements les mieux classés
dans cing domaines thématiques - Fields- (Sciences, Ingénierie, Sciences de la vie, Médecine,
Sciences de la Société) ;

— des classements [palmarés) thématiques des 200 établissements les mieux classés dans
cing thémes de recherche -Subjects-[Mathématiques, FPhysigue, Chimie, Informatique,
Economis/gestion) ;

—un palmarés de référence sans les indicateurs liés aux prix (Nobel, Fields) ;

— des classements nationaux globaux et par dimension telle que la formation, le transfert.
* Le Giobal Research University Profile est un exercice paralléle proposé aux universités [sur
inscription), qui permet 3 1"établissement de se comparer, se caractériser, simuler son rang... La
liste des établissements participants est accessible (14 universités frangaises en 2016, ainsi que la
description des indicateurs (plus de 40) et la methodologie ; mais les résultats eux-mémes ne sont

connus gue des établissements concernés.

11



Chercher Q

University P
Rankings.ch
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Présentateur
Commentaires de présentation
Exemples 


- Mono ou multidimensionnel Palmares
- Composite

- Acceés aux scores (criteres individuels)

- Rang = un indicateur comme les autres

Figure 1 - Distribution des scores normalisés des 500 universités du
classement de Shangai (2009)
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Shanghai

Paramétre

Qualité de
la
formation

Qualité du
personnel

Qutput de
la
recherche

Grandeur
des
institutions

4 février 2015

Indicateurs

1. Nombre d'alumni d'une institution ayant
remporté un Prix Nobel ou le prestigieux prix de
mathématiques Fields Medal in Mathematic.

2. Nombre de chercheurs travaillant dans
I'institution lors de la remise d'un Prix Nobel de
physique, de chimie, de médecine ou d'économie
et/ou le prestigieux prix de mathématiques Fields
Medal in Mathematic.

3. Nombre de chercheurs largement cités dans les
disciplines des sciences du vivant, de la médecine,
de |a physique, des sciences de l'ingénieur et des
sciences sociales.

4, Nombre d'articles publiés dans Nature et Science,

5. Mombre d'articles répertoriés dans le Science
Citation Index-expanded (SCI Expanded) et dans
le Social Science Citation Index (SSCI). Les articles
du S5CI comptent double. (Le SSCI entre dans le
décompte des articles depuis 2006).

6. Mombre total de points aux indicateurs 13 5
divisé par les effectifs du personnel scientifique de
I'université concernée (équivalents plein-temps). En
I'absence de données relatives au personnel
académique, c'est le total de points des indicateurs
13 5 qui est retenu.

Pondération

10 %

20 %

20 Y%

20 %

20 %

10 %

Paramétre Indicateurs

Alumin et 1. Nombre d'alumni ayant remporté un Prix Nobel
prix (sans  ou le prestigieux prix de mathématiques Fields
le domaine Medal in Mathematic.
2)
2. Nombre de chercheurs ayant remporté un Prix
Mobel de physique, de chimie, de médecine ou
d'économie et/ou le prestigieux prix de
mathématiques Fields Medal in Mathematic.
Qutput de 3. Nombre de chercheurs largement cités répartis
la dans les cing domaines de recherche.
recherche
4. Nombre d'articles répertoriés dans le Science
Citation Index-expanded (SCI Expanded) et dans
le Social Science Citation Index (SSCI).
5. Pourcentage d'articles publiés dans le top 20%
des journaux scientifiques
Pour le 1. Total des dépenses dans la recherche liée au

domaine 2 domaine de I'ingénieur, techniques et
uniquement informatiques.

1. sciences naturelles et mathématiques
2. sciences de l'ingénieur, techniques et informatiques
3. sciences de la vie et agriculture
4. médecine clinigue et pharmacie
5. sciences sociales
1. Mathématiques
2. Physique
3. Chimie
4. Informatique
5. Economie&Gestion

Pondération

10 %

15 %

25 %

25 %

25 %

25 %



. Methodology for ShanghaiRanking's Global Ranking of Academic Subjects — 2016

Data Sources
\ion Hippe! Award
Tyler Prize
Scopus

Scival

Corresponding ASJC Codes and Categories

Academic Disciplines
hitp=! e, rrs_orgronhippel’ Chemical Engineering
hitp-ftylerprize usc.edu/ Energy Science & Engineering

hitpz! . info.scopus.com Civil Engimesring

hitpfwwew. infio.scival com
Electrical & Electronic Engineering

Mechanical Engineering

Envircnmental Science & Enginesring

Materials Science & Engineering

Academic Ranking of World Universities - 2016

Data Sources

Indicator

Diata Source

Mobel laureates
Fields Medals
Highly cited researchers

Papers published in Mature and
Science

Articles indexed in Science
Citation Index-Expanded and
Social Scence Citation Index

hitp:/'nobelprize. org/

hitp:/hansew. mathiunion. orgfindex php Tid=prizewinners

1600: Chemical Engineering (all sub-categaories)
2100: Energy (all sub-categaories)

2205: Civil and Structural Enginesring
2215: Building and Construction

2208: Electrical and Electronic Engineering
2203: Automotive Engineering

2208: Industrial and Manufacturing Engineering
2210: Mechanical Engineering

2300: Environmental Science (all sub-categones)

2500: Matenals Science (all sub-categones)

Methodology for ShanghaiRanking's
Global Ranking of Sport Science
Schools and Departments 2016

hitp:/fanww highhycited. conm ndicators

hitp:/hanseer. webofkmowledge_com FUB

hitp:ifanwn. webofknowledge comd cr
CPP

Mumber of academic staff. Data is obtained from naticnal agendies such as National
Ministry of Education, Mational Bureau of Statistics, Mational Association of Universities
and Caolleges, Mational Rector’s Conference. TOP

PUB refers to the total number of papers indexed in Web of Science between 2011 and 2015. Bath publications
of ‘Articke’ and "Review' type are considered.

CIT refiers o the total number of citations received between 2011 and 2015 to papers published by an instituticn
betwaen 2011 and 2015.

CPP is citations per paper and measures the average number of times a paper is cted for.

TOP s the number of papers published in top 25% joumals between 2011 and 2015. The top 25% joumals are
those with an impact factor in the top 25% according to Journal Citation Report, 2013,

IC. refers to the percentage of intemationally collaborated papers to all papers.



2017

= Statistics by Country

Country
United States
United Kingdom
Switzerland
Australia
Germany
Netherlands
Canada
France
Japan
Sweden
China
China-Mainland
China-Hong Kong
China-Taiwean
China-hacau
Belgium
Denmark
Israel

Norway

Top2d

16

Topi100

43

Top200
70

20

Top300
39
23

7
14
22
10
11

14

25

18

Top400
118
34
7
21
26
12
17
17
13
10
44

33

Top500
135
33
g
23
3
12
19
20
17
11
a7

45

501-800

33

12

33

45

17
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Collecte de données
quantitatives (« mesures »).
Chaque mesure est
transformée en score. Les
scores sont pondéres et
combinés pour aboutir a un
rang
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Message du 10 juillet 2018

Now we have two major global
rankings:

1) Academic Ranking of World
Universities, next edition to be
published on 15 August

2) Global Ranking of Academic

Subjects, next edition to be published

on 15 July

We also have a ranking of specialized

institutions - sports schools.

In addition, we have conducted a global
survey about academic excellence,

asking deans, chairs from Top

100 universities to nominate top

awards and journals.

5 « fields »

72 SHANGHAI
L4 RANKING

SHANGHAIRANKING'S
GLOBAL RANKING OF 2018

ACADEMIC SUBJECTS
TO BE ANNOUNCED ON 17 JULY

NEWS World Top 500 Universities

ShanghaiRanking's Global Ranking of N Harvard L. ==
Sport Science Schools and
Depparn'nents 2017 Press Release X stanford U. =
ShanghaiRanking's Global Ranking of Sport EN u.cambridge [
Science Schaols and Depatments is n WIT =
published today In 2016, ShanghaiRanking ﬂ UC Berkeley =
published this ranking for the firsttime, .
adopting 3 unigque methodology highlighting ﬂ Princatan U. =
the performance of more than 200 LI Cxford [E=]
univarsities with sport-related units. In the “ Colurmbia U, =
published list, 16 units are sport universities. n caltach =
There are 35 universities with mare than 1
sport-related institutions or units. ... 11 u.chicago E=
More »

ShanghaiRanking's Academic Ranking of
YWorld Universities 2017 Fress Release
The 2017 Academic Ranking of Warld
Universities (ARWLY is released today by
ShanghaiRanking Consultancy. Since 2003,
ARWY has been presenting the woarld Top

500 universities annually based o =

transparent methodoleerTnd third-party data. = U.Cambr
N Princeton . = 1 U Tokeo

ShanghaiRanking's Global Ranking of n Harvard L. = n ETH Zuri

Academic Subjects 2017 Press Release = o = [0 ucra

ShanghaiRanking's Global Ranking of
Academic Subjects (GRAS) 2017 is released
taday by ShanghaiRanking Consultancy.
ShanghaiRanking began to publish
Academic Ranking of world Universities

AEAWWLD by academic subjects since 2009, ... o
R3nking 2017

Global ™
Ranking of
Academic
Subjects




Horme== Global Ranking o Academic Subjects

= NATURAL SCIENCES

hathematics 1Y Sics Chemistry Earth Sciences 50 Ecology

= ENGINEERING

Mechanical Engineering Electrical & Electronic Engineering Autamation & Caontral
Telecommunication Engineering Instruments Science & Technology Biomedical Engineering
Computer Science & Engineering Civil Engineering Chemical Engineering

Materials Science & Engineering [l Manoscience & Manotechnology

Energy Science & Engineering Environmental Science & Engineering Water Resources
Food Science & Technology |l Biotechnology ace Engineering

farine/Cicean Engineering [l Transpoartation Science & Technology M Remote Sensing

Mining & Mineral Engineering Metallurgical Engineering

[=F LIFE SCIENCES

“eterinary Sciences

Mursing Medical Technalogy

Education Communication

FPublic Administration




= Selection of Universities

To be included in a subject ranking, the universities need to have a minimum number of research publications
during the period of 2011-2014. The puhblication threshold is different for different subjects. Bibliometric data are
collected from InCites. Wieh of Science categories are mapped to 52 academic subjects. Details can be found
here.

2017 SHANGHAIRANKING'S
GLOBAL RANKING OF ACADEMIC SUBJECTS
PUBLICATION THRESHOLD

Materials Science & Engineering
Clinical Medicine

[}
o
o

hemistry

fr—
($5]
o

Computer Science & Engineering

Mathematics Electrical & Electronic Engineering
utomation & Control | Chemical Engineering il Biotechnology
Nanoscience & Nanotechnology Jll Energy Science & Engineering

1 0 0 Environmental Science & Engineering

Public Health J§ Pharmacy & Pharmaceutical Sciences

Medical Technology

i

Geography Jl Ecology [ Mechanical Engineering
elecommunication Engineering

Biomedical Engineering

Transportation Science & Technolag

50 Water Resources il Dentistry & Oral Sciences

g —J
£
3
z

Aerospace Engineering | Marine/Ocean Engineering

25 Mining & Mineral Engineering

INDICATORS

The total number
aff of an
itution winning
a significant ard
in an Academic
Subject.

v Normalizec
t from InCites

an Academic Su I:-‘_jv;'r._t.

C}p@

authored by an
institution in an
Academic Subject.

The number of papers
pub d in top journals in
an Academic Subject.
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s Definition of Indicators

Indicators

Definition

FLB

CHC

TOP

AWARD

PUB is the number of papers authored by an institution inan &cademic Subject during the period of 201 2-2016.
only papers of 'Artichke’ type are considered. Data are collected fromWeb of Science and InCites. Paperz in
different Web of Science categories are grouped into relevant Academic Subjects (Classification of Web of
Science Categories into Academic Subjects).

Category Mormalized Citation npact (CMCD is the ratio of citation of papers publizhed by an institution inoan
Academic Subject during the period of 201 2-2016 to the average citations of papers inthe =ame category, of
the same vear and same type. A CHCI value of 1 represents wworld-average performance while a value above
1 represents performance above the world average. Only papers of 'Adicle’ type are considered. Data are
collected from InCites databasze.

International collaboration (1C] is the number of pubklications that have been found with &t least teo different

courtries in addresses of the authors divided by the total number of publications in an Academic Subject for
an institution during the period of 201 2-2016. Only papers of 'AHicle' type are conzidered. Data are collected
from InCites databaze.

TOP iz the number of papers published in Top Journals in an Academic Subject for an institution during the
period of 201 2-2016. Top Journals are idertified through ShanghaiRanking's Academic Excellence Survey or
by Journal Impact Factor. In 2018, 123 top journalz selected by the Survey are uzed in rankings of 41
Academic Subjectz. In Computer Science & Engineering, 14 selected top conferences are alzo taken into
accournt this year. The list of the top journals and conferences can be found here. For Academic Subjects
that do not have journals idertified by the Survey, the JCR top 209% journals are used. Top 20% journals are
defined az their Journal inpact Factors in the top 20% of each Wehb of Science category according to Journal
Citation Repart (JCR) 2016, and then aggregated into different Academic Subjectz. Only papers of 'Adicle’ type
are considered.

A ED refers to the total number of the staff of an institution wining a significant avward in an Academic
Subject since 1931, Staff iz defined az those who work fulltime at an institution &t the time of winning the
prize. If a rezearcher retired at the time of winning the awward, we count the institution where the researcher's
last full-time academic position was at. The significant awards in each subject are identified through
ShanghaiRanking's Academic Excellence Survey. The lizt of the zignificant swards in each subject can
he viewed here.

If & winner iz affiliated swith mare than one institution st the time of wwinning the aveard, each institution is
a=ssigned the reciprocal of the number of institutions. If the award iz swarded to more than one winner in one
vear, weights are et for winners according to their propartion of the prize. Different weights are et
according to the periods of winning the prizes. The weight iz 100% for winners in 2011-2016, ¥5% for
winners in 2001 -2010, 50% for winners in 1991-2000, and 25% for winners in 1981-19390,

Source bhiblio : Incites
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2017 206 2015 2014 2043 2012 2011 2010 2009 2008 2007 2006 2005 2004 2003

Academic Ranking of World Universities 2017

e R
40 Pierre and Marie Curie University - Pariz 6 I I 1 355 271
41 University of Paris-Sud (Paris 111 | B | 2 350 536
59 Ecale Maormale Superieure - Paris I I 3 286 26
101150 Aix Marseile University 11 a-5 n.a
101-1:50 University of Strashouryg I I 4-5 331
101-150  University Paris Diderct - Paris 7 [ N | 4.8 9.3
151-200  Université Grenoble Alpes | | 74 14.7
151-200 Uniwversity of Bordeaux I I 79 0.0
151-200  University of Paris Descartes (Paris 51 | B | 79 9.3
201-300  Claude Bernard University Lyan 1 | B | 10-14 on
201-300  Ecole Mormale Superieure - Lyon | B | 10-14 197
201-300  Paul Sabatier University ¢ Toulouse 3) | B | 10-14 on
201-300  University of Larraine 11 10-14 16.1
201-300  University of Montpelier | B | 10-14 o0
301-400  ESPCI ParisTech [ N | 1517 186
301-400 Pariz Dauphine University (Paris 9 I I 1517 263
301-400  University of Toulouse 1 [ | 1517 29.4
401-500  Ecole Polytechnigue | B | 18-20 0.0
401-500  MIMES ParisTech | | 18-20 246
401 -500 University of Mice Sophia Antipolis I I 18-20 a0

* Institutions within the same rank range are listed alphabetically.



Tableau n® 10 : Etablissements d’enseignement supérieur francais classés dans les 100 premiers
des classements par grandes disciplines spécifiques d"ARWU en 2016

. Classement ) Economie
Etablissements Mathématigues Physique Chimie Informatique i
global gestion
Paris & 39 o 29
Paris 11 46 10 23
Ecole normale
- N 87 26 A0
supérieure de Paris
Aix-Marseille
S 101-150 25
Universite
Strasbourg 101-150 Je-100 19
Paris 7 101-150 32 Je-100
Paris 5 151-200
Toulouse School of
] 201-3200 a5
Economics
Polytechnigue 301-400 51-75
INSEAD 38
Paris 9 Dauphine 28

Source - Mission

Dans ARWU, un établissement peut étre classé dans une ou plusieurs disciplines sans figurer dans le
classement général. C'est le cas de cing établissements francais qui entrent dans les 200 premiers
dans une ou plusieurs des cing disciplines spécifiques proposées :




SPORTS

» Statistics by Country

Country

Aunstralia

UK

usa

Canada

Belgium

Netherlands

Denmark

Horway

Germanmy

Itaky

Spain

New Zealand

Switzerland

Brazil

Portugal

Sweden

Japan

China
China-mainland
China-Taiwvwan
China-Hong Kong

Greece

Ireland

Finland

Hungary

South Africa

France

Austria

Top20

Top10Dn
12
13
25

13

Top200
19
31
51

18

Top300
20
39
TS

25

25



European Journal of Medical Genetics 000 (30000) 100100

Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

journal homepage: www.elsevier.com/locate/ejmg

European Journal of Medical Genetics ;ﬂ?‘“
(et

TLE1, a key player in neurogenesis, a new candidate gene for autosomal
recessive postnatal microcephaly

Mara Cavallin®>“', Camille Maillard™', Marie Hully“, Marion Philbert*™",
Nathalie Boddaert™', Madeline Louise Reilly™*", Patrick Nitschké’, Amandine Bery™"**,
Nadia Bahi-Buisson™®"<%*

* Laboratory of Embryology and Genetics of Congenital Malformations, INSERM UMR 1163, Imagine Institute, Paris, France

™ paris Descartes-Sorbonne Paris Cité University, Imagine Institute, Paris, France

* Pediatric Neurology APHP- Necker Enfants Malades University Hospiial, Parts, France

9 Centre de Référence "Déficiences intellectuelles de causes rares”, APHP- Necker Enfants Malades University Hospital, Paris, France
“ Pediairic Radiology APHP- Necker Enfanis Malades University Hospital, Paris, France

" Image- Insifiut Imagine, INSERM UMR1163, Paris Descaries University, Hipital Necker Enfants Malades, Paris, France

¥ Luboratory of inherited kidney diseases, INSERM UMR1 163, Imagine Institute, Paris, France

" Paris Diderot University, 75013, Paris, France

! Bininformatic Core Facility, INSERM UMR1163, Imagine Institute, Paris, France

1 Geneties and development of the cerebral cortex, Institul Imagine, Parls, France

" Corresponding author. Laboralory of Embryology and Genetics of Congenital Malformations, INSERM UMHR1163, Imagine Institute, Paris, France,

* = * Comesponding author. Laboratory of Embryology and Genetics of Congenital Malformations, INSERM UMR1163, Imagine Institute, Paris, France.
E-mail addresses; mara.cavallin@institntimagine.org (M. Cavallin), amandine. bery@inserm.fr (A. Bery), nadia. bahi-buisson@nck.aphp.fr (N. Bahi-Buisson).

1 These 2 authors contribute equally to the manuscript.
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'3 Cla rivate Highly CttEd ResearCherS Researchers list « Infographics Articles Methodology
Analytics

nghl : 'C_ ted Researchers

: Ranklng in the top 1% by citat or-fleld and publlcatlon year in Web of Science,

: -ngh ly flted Reseatchers are leadmg tﬁe way in sel\n ng the world’s blggest challen ges

See who's on the 2017 list

Purpose

Highly Cited Researchers from Clarivate Analytics is an annual list recognizing leading researchers in the sciences and social
sciences from around the world. The final new list contains about 3,400 Highly Cited Researchers in 21 fields of the sciences and
social sciences. The 2017 list focuses on contemporary research achievement: only Highly Cited Papers in science and social
sciences journals indexed in the Web of Science Core Collection during the 11-year period 2005-2015 were surveyed. Highly Cited
Papers are defined as those that rank in the top 1% by citations for field and publication year in the Web of Science. This data
derives from Essential Science Indicators (ESI). The fields are also those employed in ESI - 21 broad fields defined by sets of
journals and exceptionally, in the case of multidisciplinary journals such as Nature and Science, by a paper-by-paper assignment to
a field. This percentile-based selection method removes the citation advantage of older published papers relative to recently
published ones, since papers are weighed against others in the same annual cohort.

Those researchers who, within an ESI-defined field, published Highly Cited Papers were judged to be influential, so the production
of multiple top 1% papers was interpreted as a mark of exceptional impact.
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https://clarivate.com/products/web-of-science/?utm_source=highlycited

Inst Pasteur Paris, France

CEA, France

CHU Lille, France

Univ Versailles St-Quentin-En-Yvelines, France

PRES Univ Lyon, France

Univ Bordeaux, France

CNRS, France

Univ Aix-Marseille, France

Inst Pierre Simon Laplace, France

Univ Paris Descartes - Paris V, France

CNRS, France

Pierre & Marie Curie Univ - Paris 6, France

Validation par les chercheurs ;
iIdem Nobel et autres prix

Univ Claude Bernard - Lyon 1, France
INRA, France

King Abdulaziz Univ, Saudi Arabia

Gustave Roussy Inst, France

Univ Grenable Alps, France
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SHANGHAIRANKING ACADEMIC EXCELLENCE SURVE'

Thank you very much for taking time to participate in ShanghaiRanking Academic Excellence Survey 2017 along with other academic leaders fri
in the world. In order to participate in this survey, you need to be a professor from one of the top 100 universities in the world. The data collecte
setting critical criteria for evaluating universities' academic excellence and will be viewed by millions of researchers, students, alumni, and other
all over the warld. Different from maost of other surveys, we will publish the names and affiliations of the participants but NOT their ques
results. Please submit some basic information about yourself and we will get back to wou with the personalized survey link to your work email,

FROGRESS
Enter your personal information
What is vour first name? * Wihat is your primary affiliation? *
First name T
What iz yvour last name? * Which department are you waorking in? *
Last name Department you are working in
What is vour gender? What is your job title ™ *

hiale Female Job Title



GRUP

Benchmarking m Ranking by Indicator

GRUF zerves as a benchmarking toal
and allows users to view and compare
statistics on the 40 indicators {13
indicators about Students, 9 indicators
about Faculty, 13 indicators  about
Resource and & ARWLU indicators) for
universities in different rank ranges and/or
in different regions/countries. |t not only
provides comprehensie and quantitative
descriptions of world leading research
universities, but also helps universities to
identify  their  advantages  and
disadvantages as compared to those of
their concem.

Read mare

GRUF serves as an estimating toal and
allows  universities to analyze and
estimate  their ranks in  Academic
Ranking of Warld Universities based on
their actual ar expected data on one or a
series of indicators. It helps universities
to understand their current ranking
performance and forecast their future
positions in the world according to their
planned goals.

Fead maore

Ranking by Indicatar combines  data
reported by universities with those from
national higher education statistics and
those fram international sources o
present rankings of universities based an
particular indicators. It helps uniersities
to position themselves at a global level
fram vanous angles and perspectives.

Read maore
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Leiden Universités européennes

le CWTS propose quatre indicateurs différents, pour 750 universités, chacun donnant
un classement différent selon:

1. le nombre de publications (P)

2. le nombre moyen de citations par publication (MCS)

3. le score moyen normalisé de citations (MNCS)

4. |a proportion de publications dans le Top 10% (PP Top 10%)

L'indicateur 4 (PP Top 10%) est I'indicateur principal selon le CWTS {crown indicator)
et le seul présenté sur notre site web.

Pour en savoir plus: The Leiden Ranking &

FNRCTLE IR R PRI R L IV FREI LRI L 1L O SRS BRI L.

Tiable I.2: Wesights of indicators and criteria in NTU Ranking 2012 compared to HEEACT rankings of 2010 and 2011,

m-

Rascarch  Numberof atices In the last 11 years (2001-2011)

producthity Number of articles In tha current year (2011) o oy B
Number of citations In the last 11 years (2001-2011) 109 15%

= Number of citations In the last two years (2010-2011) 0% 3% W% 35%
Average number of citations in the last 11 years 2001-2011)  10% 10%
Irindax of the [ast two years (2010-2011) W% 10%

Research  Number of Highly Cited Papars (2001-2011) 1% o 19

BUEIENCE  ymber o rtices i the curent year n ighimpactjoumals -
2o

Seure: g rigrrking by iy vtk W

":n'rn.prim'n'ﬁl'dumm abnchie rmben fvou bege enberiie: s Recvacen 1001, wdin T onp 14
" Farsicunly hrwn i HEEACT Tatsman Raniing of Seienife: papen, sineer 2017 called ML Raniing

" ibeusch urmanities see o womes exvien | inciudedin he werkd mnkng

M ot anexplanaticn on HEEALT methedsloogy in previo yean s fackragen, 091, pp 4041

5CImago Institutional Rankings

The SCImago Irstitutional Rankings (SIR) Workd Report (Smago, 20123) is not another global league
table, anvd ke the CWTS Leidan Ranking, it does not present a composite overall score, so no indicator
weights are apphied. In the S table higher aducation institutions are ranked by thed total publication
output basedt on the oversll count of research documents in the Scopus database. SIR data s also shown
in tws ot tables: the SIR World Report 2011 and Normalised Impact Renort in which the nstitutions ase
ranked acconding to their scores in the nonmalised impact indicator, and the Excellance Rate Renart table
Irwhich they are (istad in order of thelr scoes in the excellence rate indicator,

YCImag database sers can read the ranking tables, and also customise the rankings on the bass of thair
needs and infesests.

URAP

The Research Laboratory for University Ranking by
Academic Performance (URAP) was established at the
Informatics Institute of the Middle East Technical University,
Ankara, Turkey, in 2009. URAP s interesting

because, contrary to most popular university rankings, it
has selected a set of indicators that provide

sufficient data to be retrieved to publish league tables with 2
000 entries. Therefore more universities than

in other rankings are able to compare their performance.
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CWTS Leiden Ranking 2018

The CWTS Leiden Ranking 2018 offers important insights into the scientific performance of nearly 1000 major
universities worldwide. Select your preferred indicators, generate results and explore the scientific impact and

collaboration of universities.

¥
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Select, generate and explore

The Leiden Ranking enables you to select sophisticated hibliometric indicators, to generate
results based on these indicators and to explore the results from three different perspectives.
Best known is the traditional Iist wiew, in which you can rank universities according to a selected
indicator. The Leiden Ranking offers two additional perspectives: the chart view and the map
view. The chart view shows universities in a scatter plot, so that you can explore the
performance of universities using two selected indicators. The map view shows universities in a
world map and provides a geographical perspective on universities and their performance.

Multidimensional perspective

The Leiden Ranking stands for a multidimensional perspective on university performance. To
read more about why this is crucial, please see our principles for the responsible use of
university rankings. The default order of universities in the list view is based on the size of 3
university's publication output. It is up to you to select the output, impact or collaboration
indicator that you wish to use to rank universities. Size matters when comparing universities:
performance can be viewed from an absolute or a relative perspective (the number versus the
percentage of highly cited publications). That is why size-dependent and size-independent
indicators are consistently presented together inthe Leiden Ranking. This highlights that both
types of indicators need to be taken into account.

Subscribe to the Leiden
Ranking newsletter

Responsible use

CWTS has developed ten principles for
responsible use of university rankings.
We present these principles in a blog
post and in an animation.

University Rankings

L_Il [ I &




CWTS

May 18, 2016. Release of the 2016 edition of the Leiden Ranking. The following changes have I
been made compared with the 2015 edition:

= Selection of universities included in ranking. In the 2015 edition of the Leiden Ranking, the 750
universities worldwide with the largest Web of Science indexed publication output were
included. Inthe 2016 edition, we use a different approach to select the universities that are
included in the ranking. Rather than selecting a fixed number of universities, we include all
universities worldwide whose publication output is above a fixed threshold. This threshold
equals 1000 fractionally counted Web of Science core publications in the period 2011-2014.
Using this threshold, 842 universities have been selected for inclusion in the 2016 edition.

» Acodemic hospitals. The treatment of some academic hospitals has changed inthe 2016
edition of the Leiden Ranking. In earlier editions, publications mentioning an affiliation with
an academic hospital that is part of or controlled by a university were assigned to the
university. In addition, publications from an academic health science center to which a
university delegates its medical research and teaching duties were also assigned 1o the
university. In the 2016 edition, publications from academic hospitals that do not satisfy the
above criteria but that are nevertheless very tightly integrated with a university are also
assigned to the university. Researchers that work at these hospitals but that are employed
by the university often turn out Not to mention their affiliation with the university. We
assume that researchers do not mention their university affiliation because the hospital is
perceived to be part of the medical faculty of the university.

» [nter-institutional collaboration indicators. In the 2015 edition of the Leiden Ranking, a
collaboration between a university and an affiliated organization that is considered to be
part of the university was regarded as an inter-institutional collaboration. For instance, a
collaboration between Leiden University and Leiden University Medical Center was seen as
an inter-institutional collaboration. In the 2016 edition, these collaborations are no longer
regarded as inter-institutional collaborations. 34
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Downloads

On this page the full results of the CWTS Leiden Ranking can be downloaded in an Excel file.

CWTS Leiden Ranking 2018 [ e + Downloads

The results of the CWTS Leiden Ranking 2018 are available =: = = + CWTS Leiden Ranking 2018

for download inan Excel file. The file can be used to analyze s+ Previous editions

the results of the Leiden Ranking in more detail. For each

combination of a university, a main field, and a time period,

the Excel file provides the values of all indicators. Inthe case » = === == )

of the size-independent indicators, stability intervals are also — Share this page O O @ o

provided.

Download results of the CWTS Leiden Ranking 2018 > |

Previous editions

The results of previous editions of the CWTS Leiden Ranking are also available for download.

» Download results of the CWTS Leiden Ranking 2017

» Download results of the CWTS Leiden Ranking 2016

» Download results of the CWTS Leiden Ranking 2015 CWTS

» Download results of the CWTS Leiden Ranking 2014

» Download results of the CWTS Leiden RBanking 2013

» Download results of the CWTS Leiden Ranking 2011/2012







Shanghai

Paramétre

Qualité de
la
formation

Qualité du
personnel

Qutput de
la
recherche

Grandeur
des
institutions

4 février 2015

Indicateurs

1. Nombre d'alumni d'une institution ayant
remporté un Prix Nobel ou le prestigieux prix de
mathématiques Fields Medal in Mathematic.

2. Nombre de chercheurs travaillant dans
I'institution lors de la remise d'un Prix Nobel de
physique, de chimie, de médecine ou d'économie
et/ou le prestigieux prix de mathématiques Fields
Medal in Mathematic.

3. Nombre de chercheurs largement cités dans les
disciplines des sciences du vivant, de la médecine,
de |a physique, des sciences de l'ingénieur et des
sciences sociales.

4, Nombre d'articles publiés dans Nature et Science,

5. Mombre d'articles répertoriés dans le Science
Citation Index-expanded (SCI Expanded) et dans
le Social Science Citation Index (SSCI). Les articles
du S5CI comptent double. (Le SSCI entre dans le
décompte des articles depuis 2006).

6. Mombre total de points aux indicateurs 13 5
divisé par les effectifs du personnel scientifique de
I'université concernée (équivalents plein-temps). En
I'absence de données relatives au personnel
académique, c'est le total de points des indicateurs
13 5 qui est retenu.

Pondération

10 %

20 %

20 Y%

20 %

20 %

10 %

Informatique

arwnPE

Paramétre Indicateurs

Alumin et 1. Nombre d'alumni ayant remporté un Prix Nobel
prix (sans  ou le prestigieux prix de mathématiques Fields
le domaine Medal in Mathematic.
2)
2. Nombre de chercheurs ayant remporté un Prix
Mobel de physique, de chimie, de médecine ou
d'économie et/ou le prestigieux prix de
mathématiques Fields Medal in Mathematic.
Qutput de 3. Nombre de chercheurs largement cités répartis
la dans les cing domaines de recherche.
recherche
4. Nombre d'articles répertoriés dans le Science
Citation Index-expanded (SCI Expanded) et dans
le Social Science Citation Index (SSCI).
5. Pourcentage d'articles publiés dans le top 20%
des journaux scientifiques
Pour le 1. Total des dépenses dans la recherche liée au

domaine 2 domaine de I'ingénieur, techniques et
uniquement informatiques.

1. sciences naturelles et mathématiques
2. sciences de l'ingénieur, techniques et informatiques
3. sciences de la vie et agriculture
4. médecine clinigue et pharmacie
5. sciences sociales
Mathématiques
Physique
Chimie

Economie&Gestion

Pondération

10 %

15 %

25 %

25 %

25 %

25 %



La catégorie « Services privés »

Exemples de THE et QS :

pas d'acces aux Sl publics et intérét a avoir des donnees proprietaires (utilisées pour des services payants) qui
sont collectées aupres des établissements ; enquétes de réputation. Qualité des données difficile a établir
Néanmoins, ne pas étre attaqué sur motif méthodologiques (variations méthodes)

|l s'agit « d’informer le marché » de I'éducation : tous les établissements ont vocation a étre classés
Déclinaison en classements multiples spécifiques, intuitivité des indicateurs, interfaces, animation etc...

QS : plus orienté étudiants et établissements avec une approche « décomplexée » du point de vue des utilisateurs
initiaux (étudiants) tempérée par la nécessité de partenariat avec les établissements

Tonalité éditoriale a culture « marché » (optimiser ses choix d’'un c6té/ valoriser sa valeur concurrentielle de l'autre) :
vignettes journalistiques, actualites des EES ...
Intuitivité des critéres

THE : plus orienté établissements et étudiants avec une approche prenant en compte le point de vue des décideurs
politiques et académiques (lectorat)

Tonalité éditoriale visant I'information de qualité et la transparence (vue globale, point de vue des experts et
décideurs, analyses ...)

Insistance sur la qualité méethodologique et sur la volonté d’objectivité de I'approche (« équilibrée », complexe,
dévoilement ...) ; systeme d'indice relative complexité comparé a QS

Importance de la réputation dans les résultats et éditorial faisant place aux commentaires

et mis en valeur
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!TO PU N |UERS|T| ES Rankings > Discowver > Events > Prepare > Apply > Careers > Co

Study Level Subject of interest Study destination

BisT= Who Rules?

Discover the world's top universities.
Explore the QS World University
Rankings® 2019. 1

O Meet the Top 10

Read more

'/ Jeep
VDX [IH EXPORENTIAL &

QS World University Rankings



QS

0 Wednesday, June 06, 2013 at 9pm Save = 426 shares 'i a a E

The continue to enjoy a remarkably consistent methodological
framework, compiled using six simple metrics that we believe effectively capture university
performance. Since faculty area normalisation was introduced in 2015 to ensure that institutions
specialising in Life Sciences and Natural Sciences were not unduly advantaged, we have avoided
fundamental changes. In doing so, we aim to ensure that year-on-year comparisons remain valid,
and that unnecessary volatility is minimised.

Which institutions

pl‘DVidE thE tDp MBAIS? | Get the full results .

T -

Advertizement

Thus, universities continue to be evaluated according to the following six metrics:

. Academic Reputation

. Employer Reputation

. Faculty/Student Ratio

. Citations per faculty

. International Faculty Ratio
. International Student Ratio

FaW o =

o Ln



! TOPUNIVERSITIES Rankings »  Discaver 2 ) repar ) » Careers  »  Community

5

Miversity searc Study Level L Subject of interest w Study destination w [ o)) £ SEaN

OWVERWVIEW UMDERGRADUATE POSTGRADUATE MORE

Ecole Polytechnique

¥ Route de LSaclay Palaizeau View map

#

. ] R A { 3 \ Download
View website T3 k. b Pt w5

J video shartlist \ J Center

Q5 Global World Ranking & Awverage Fees (USD) & Status & Research Output & Total Students &

#65 <2K Public Very High 2,908

Giovana and 171 others shortlisted this university 5I1:|Eﬂﬂm E F‘Dl | DW U n ive rs Itv

GEDEAC

Overview

ABOUT

L atest Feeds

, 8lso known as 1'%, is the leading French institute which combines top-level research, academics, and

innovation at the cutting-edge of science and technology. Its academic programs - , , Tweets by @ olytechnique
. and - are highly selective and promote a culture of excellence with a strong emphasis on .
science, anchored in humanist traditions. @ Ecole palytechnique @
@F olytechnique
L¥ guarantees an outstanding experience to its international students, from their admission to their careers’ follow-up, Retoursurla période de la #Grandedy
providing them with very dedicated services, such as individual academic coaching, administrative and financial support and avec |3 découwerte des fonds iconogra)
counseling, or Alumni mentoring. This unique environment, combined with the high-level of the students who go through a du Petit Crapal, le journal des &léves d

lépoque #centanaire 1S #11novemb

very selective process to aocess Ecole Polytechnique, also attracts some of the most distinguished faculty in the world. ) o i
d'infos parici -= bit. w2 RDkG
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THE

Orienté établissements et étudiants avec une approche prenant en compte le point de vue des
décideurs politiques et académiques

Tonalité éditoriale visant l'information de qualité et la transparence (vue globale, point de vue
des experts et décideurs, analyses ...)

Insistance sur la qualité méethodologique et sur la volonté d'objectivité de I'approche
(« équilibree », complexe, dévoilement ...) ; relative complexité comparé a QS

Importance de la réputation dans les résultats et éditorial faisant place aux commentaires

Tous les établissements ont vocation a étre classés
Déclinaison en classements multiples spécifiques
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THE

“Data collection
Institutions provide and sign off their institutional data for use in the rankings.

The calculation of the Times Higher Education World University Rankings 2019 has

been independently audited by professional services firm PricewaterhouseCoopers (PwC),
making these the only global university rankings to be subjected to full, independent scrutiny
of this nature.

Read more about the PwC/Times Higher Education World University Rankings 2019 report.



https://www.timeshighereducation.com/world-university-rankings/methodology-world-university-rankings-2019

UNIVERSITY

RANKINGS PROFESSIONAL JOBS SUMMITS RANKINGS  STUDENT  ABOUTUS C\': & Q

World University Rankings 2019

The Times Higher Education World University Rankings 2019 includes more than 1,250 universities,

making it our biggest international league table to date. ELSE\#rl E R

It is the only global university performance table to judge research-intensive universities across all of
their core missions: teaching, research, knowledge transfer and international outlook. We use 13

carefully calibrated performance indicators to provide the most comprehensive and balanced

comparisons, trusted by students, academics, university leaders, industry and governments.

Read more...

Show me universities best for overall v in any country / region v offering any subjectv

) Read more about the World University
RANKING SCORES Rankings 2019

STUDENT INSIGHTS

Best universities in the world
Rank 4 Name
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‘ANU O A 20, o Foundation and Dploma m
College P A - students successfuly progress to ANU

The pathway provider dor ANL

Contact Us | Write for the THE | Terms & Conditions | Privacy | Cookie Policy

English | simplified Chinese (i&fke12)

Subscribe
Register now to receive the latest

If you like what you're reading online,
student news and advice.

why not take advantage of our

subscription and get unlimited access (7 ot _
to all of Times Higher Fducation's - = Register

content?

You'll get full access to our website,
print and digital editions, and the
Times Higher Faucation app for i0S,
Android and Kindle Fire devices.




THE World University Rankings 2019: elevating
influences for lower-ranked universities

Ambitious institutions have taken a variety of steps to achieve uplift from legislation to tenure, says
Ellie Bothwell

Please login or register to read this article

Register to continue Subscribe

Get a month's unlimited access to THE content Or subscribe for unlimited access to:
online. Just register and complete your career

~" Unlimited access to news, views, insights &
summary.

reviews
Registration is free and only takes a moment.

Once registered you can read a total of 3 articles v Digital editions

each month, plus:
~" Sign up for the editor's highlights

" Receive World Universitv Rankings news first

Digital access to THES university and college
rankings analysis

Unrestricted access to the UK and global



WORLD
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U M R Concepts : mesure, score, dimension, profile, classement

M Subset of comparable HEI —_—— e
uMap | L (example: many A, Subset of compareble HEI
profile NSy internatio-nally oriented, iEm y E n r? " dym VB A’

research intens.) ovation-oriented, many BA)
Target Main target group: Main target group:

J MA/PhD students HEIS/HEI managers
groups
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_ Research ‘ . . T e | AR
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Internationalisation . B D ST 5 kg
Regional engagement . ? G

51



=1 [miE][§LEY)

™

(S

ST Ry eE

&

Mes contacts-

L= L ) =

e

SAYErie - fon compte «

[mE R LR 8= )
l
UL

Musigue -

[l =) = =) L ey
|
L=

Yidéo -

L 1LE =]

=Ty
[ ).
Photos

L3

Shopping -

> & |
Voyages - Jeux - fokile

.

)
'
L,

-

. ré]' [Zr hitp: tivanking zet dedche20 Qlens

~ | ok @ @ |:J |:] l:'l 3%) l Rechercher sur Internet ~ CHI] £, Mes réglag

CHE Ranking l University Ran... X J

FI_I‘ Qi mon kios:

MY INDICATORS

(57 Students jugdements (F'F Facts (F)F Professors judgements

ACADEMIC STUDIES AHD TEACHING
Contact hetween students (5) [7]
Counselling (5) [?]

Courses offered (S) [?]
E-Learning (5) [?]

Excursions (S) [7]

Research orientation (5) [?]
Study organisation (%) [¥]
Teaching evaluation (53 [?]
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EGUIPMENT

IT-infrastructure (3 [
Laboratories {S) [?]
Libran {53 [?]

Roaoms (S [?]

L
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L
|

IHTERHATIOHAL ORIEHTATIOH
|| Support for stays abroad (5 [¥)

JOB MARKET AHD CARFER-ORIENTATIOH
[ Job market preparation (S [?]
|| Practice Support (53 [7]

OVERALL OPIHIONS
[ | Owerall study situation (5) [7]

|| Reputation for academic studies and
teaching (P [7]
| | Research Reputation [7]

RESEARCH
|| many doctorates (F) [7]
[ much third party funding (F) [?]

TOWHN AHD UHIVERSITY
|| Highereducation sport {3) [#]

L | low rent (F [7]
[ small university location {F) [?]

=> QOutil d’orientation

[+]
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@ top group

Jacobs Univ. Bremen (priv.)
School of Engineeting and Science

Contact between students (5)
Counselling (S)

Courses offered (5)
E-Learning (5}

Excursions (5)

Research arientation {S)
Study organisation (3
Teaching evaluation (3)

middle group @ bottom group

not specified






e There are more than 18,000 higher education institutions worldwide,
according to the World Higher Education Database. However, only a small
minority will ever appear in the rankings, no matter how much they try and
how many resources are devoted to the task. Indeed, the top 100 universities
represent only 0.5% of higher education institutions or 0.4% of students
worldwide. No doubt being ranked is itself an accomplishment, but
maintaining position and even climbing in the rankings is not easy. There are
rising expectations and slippage is a constant problem — bringing inevitable
negative publicity. ../.. The problem is particularly acute — and concerning —
for the overwhelming majority of middle- and lower-ranked universities and
colleges that have got caught up in the rankings maelstrom.../.. Even if much
attention and resources are so expended, the results will not be favourable.
(Why most universities should quit the rankings game - P G Altbach and E
Hazelkorn, 2017)



Connaitre et comprendre 1) Utiliser I'existant

v' Connaitre les données utilisées

v' Connaitre les traitements

v' Connaitre les biais de résultats

v' => Surveiller et anticiper les résultats

v Demander a accéder et a contrbler (principes de Berlin)

v' Promouvoir les exercices intéressants (initiatives multiples délaissées)

Utiliser

v Rechercher les classements et les EES pertinents par rapport aux objectifs
politiques

v' Préparer la communication : décider ce qu’on veut éclairer des résultats des
classements en interne et vis-a-vis des partenaires

v' Créer de I’information nouvelle (par exemple : radars et bidims de rang, de

positionnement relatif, de dynamiques comparées) pour des analyses
stratégiques et pour le suivi d’actions
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Concrétement

Mettre en place une capacité a comprendre et anticiper les résultats, préparer la
communication en fonction des publics des différents classements

1) Sélectionner les classements en fonction i) de ce qu’ils montrent et comment ils comptent
et ii) de quels publics ils impactent et pourquoi

2) Pour tout classement potentiellement « utile » , mettre en place un « back-office »

= Connaissance et surveillances techniques, surveillance et optimisation des données
utilisées, compréhension « technique » des résultats ; communiquer avec I'opérateur,
s’organiser a plusieurs

= Choisir 3 ou 4 établissements de comparaison dont les résultats sont accessibles et
« trianguler »

3) Elaborer les outils pour créeer les analyses souhaitées, et utiliser ces informations pour les
partenariats, le pilotage et le suivi des politiques, les mises en visibilité, le renforcement de
I'identité ... + préparer la communication sur les résultats des classements

= ATTENTION AUX DYNAMIQUES
—> Attention aux effets de bord (nomenclatures) et de seuil (dedans/dehors ; palmares)
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Résultats par domaines

I:' Leiden - Cognitive Sciences

|:| Leiden - Earth and Environmental Sciences

I:l Leiden - Life Sciences

|:| Leiden - Math, Computer Science and Engineering

I:l Leiden - Medical Sciences

D Leiden - Matural Sciences

|:| Leiden - Social Sciences

[ as-
[ Qs5-
O Qs-
] Qs -
O Qs5-

Matural Sciences

Engineering and Technolagy

Arts and Humanities

Social Sciences and Management

Life Sciences and Medicine

D Shanghai - Matural Sciences and Mathematics

|:| Shanghai- Engineering ! Technology, Computar

Seiences

|:| Shanghai - Life and Agriculture Sciences

I:l Shanghai- Cliniczal Medicine and Pharmacy

D Shanghai- Social Sciences

|:| Times - Engineering and Technalogy

I:l Times - Life Sciences

|:| Times - Clinical, Pre-clinical and Health

I:l Times - Physical Sciences

D Times - Social Sciences

|:| Times - Arts and Humanities

I:l Times - Computar Science (since 2046)

I:' Times - Business and Economics (since 2016)

Comparer maintenant

Le classement de Leiden 2019
introduit des criteres sur le genre et
I'open access. Sorbonne U est en téete
pour la France

Sorbonne Université, au 82e rang mondial en nombre de publications
scientifiques, reste en téte des etablissements frangais de l'edition 2019 du
classement bibliométrique de Leiden, devant AMU et Lyon-l. Les Ftats-Unis
continuent de dominer le classement avec 173 universités représentées, dont 7
dans le top 25, suivis par la Chine avec 185 universités, dont 11 dans le top 25. La
France compte 2b établissements parmi les 963 du classement. Le classement
de Leiden introduit cette année deux nouveaux critéres : la part des publications
en gpen access et le genre des auteurs des publications.

O UBO 12¢me en océanographie

57


Présentateur
Commentaires de présentation
Exemples 


Champ tres dynamique 2) Participer aux évolutions
et fortement concurrentiel

Ré-orienter : se coordonner pour favoriser les conditions de nx
classements

v'1) Créer de nouvelles données et des indicateurs ; 2) trouver les conditions
pour les mettre en démonstration de facon solide et créer de nouveaux
« champs d’action »

- accords avec les classements existants
- mise en place d’outils simples pour faciliter leur usage -y inclus par des

acteurs nx
=> Puiser dans les compétences internes (cf Shanghai)

= Préalable a ne pas oublier : établir une culture forte de la qualité des
données et de la compréhension des indicateurs (ex : bibliométrie) 8
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Abstract

Background: Universities closely watch international league tables because
these tables influence governments, donors and students. Achieving a high
ranking in a table, or an annual rise in ranking, allows universities to promote
their achievements using an externally validated measure. However, league
tables predominantly reward measures of research output, such as publications
and citations, and may therefore be promoting poor research practices by
encouraging the “publish or perish”™ mentality.

Methods: We examined whether a league table could be created based on
good research practice. We rewarded researchers who cited a reporting
guideline, which help researchers report their research completely, accurately
and transparently, and were created to reduce the waste of poorly described
research. We used the EQUATOR guidelines, which means our tables are
mostly relevant to health and medical research.



Prise de conscience
du désalignement
global-local et du
déphasage entre
étre et avoir été ;
stratification des
universités selon
des valeurs

« d’économie de la
connaissance » et
ses acteurs (3) au
détriment des
missions
d’éducation et de
transformation de
la société (5)

=> Urgent de
prioriser de
compter « ce qui
compte » avant de
n’avoir plus de
marges...

Nombreux travaux pour définir les indicateurs d’impacts
Exemple de SIAMPI : Social Impact Assessment Methods
for research and funding instruments )
Pilotes isolés d’universités avec leurs partenaires

régionaux
If these
If you benefits to
accomplish If you participants are
your planned accomplish achieved, then
If you have activities, then your planned cerlain changes
access to you will activities to the In organizations,
Certain them, then you hopefully deliver extent you communities,
resources are can use them the amount of intended, then or systems
needed to to accomplish product and/or  your participants might be
operate your your planned service that will benefit in expected to
program activities you intended certain ways occur
Resources/ Activities ’ Outputs Outcomes » Impact
Inputs P p

(D

O,

@

(D

(&)

Your Planned Work

Figure 2. How to Read a Logic Model.

Your Intended Results



“we are surveying the possibilities of providing more diversified ranking lists, particularly rankings
based on different types of universities with different functions, disciplinary characteristics, history,

size, and budget, as well as other topics. ../..
(Nian Cai Liu . The Story of Academic Ranking of World Universities)

« Conclusion : Any ranking is controversial, and no ranking is absolutely objective. Nevertheless,
university rankings have become popular in almost all major countries in the world. Whether
universities and other stakeholders agree, ranking systems clearly are here to stay. The key issue
then becomes how to improve ranking systems and how to use their results properly. Ranking
methodologies should always be examined carefully before looking at any ranking lists, and
ranking results should be used with caution. » (Nian Cai Liu, ibid.)



La place des objectifs intermédiaires dans le processus de production des services publics.

OBJECTIFS INTERMEDIAIRES OBJECTIFS STRATEGIQUES

: PRODUITS RESULTATS SOCIO-
# MIOYENS H ACTIVITES H SERVICES ECONOMICUES »

Efficience Qualité de Efficacité
de la SErvice pour pour le
i FUSAGER CITOYEN
pour ke
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