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ASSESSMENT OF PARTIAL INDICATORS

1. Research outputs

Comment: Points:
The Institute presented positive development in imaging methods and|2.7
electrophysiological signal measurements in the biomedicine, optoelectronic
measuring methods and mathematical statistics. However, the Institute has to
strengthen the research outcomes in its remaining fields of research. The number
of patents is relatively high.

2. Response to the scientific outputs
Comment: Points:
The international response on the scientific outputs of the institute is insufficient. | 2.6

This needs to be changed in the future by publishing papers in journals with
higher impact factor. The number of uncited articles is relatively high.

3. Research status of the organization within international and national context

Comment:

Points:

International cooperation is rather limited. In the national context, the Institute
has a unique position which is needed for other external research teams focused
on the specific problems.

2.6

1/3




4. Projects structure, research grants and other external funding resources

Comment: Points:
In spite of many national and international projects, the external funding is
insufficient. Higher participation on the funded international research projects, | 2.7
especially EU research projects is expected.

5. Organization of PhD education and other pedagogical activities
Comment: Points:

The institute is accredited in one PhD program only, therefore it would be
difficult to increase the number of PhD students. Some efforts are needed to get
the accreditation in another PhD programs, too.

2.6

6. Socio-economic outputs

Comment:

Points:

The cooperation with industrial partners resulted in many important applications.
Knowledge transfer to the industrial partners as well as studies commissioned for
the decision-making authorities covered by many low profit making projects is
good.

2.9

7. Popularizations and outreach activities

Comment:

Points:

The popularization activity in all possible areas (articles in press, appearances in
electronic media, public popularization lectures) is sufficient.

3.0

8. Background and management: infrastructure and personal development

Comment:

Points:

The average age of the staff decreased largely in the last year, partially due to
retiring of many employees. The number of newly employed young researchers
is respectable. The management needs to enhance the activities towards to
preparation of economical good projects in cooperation with other institutions.

2.8
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OVERALL EVALUATION

Comment on qualitative evaluation of global indicators as excellence, topicality and
effectiveness of research, etc.:

The Institute of Measurement Sciences has improved research outputs and response on them
significantly since the last accreditation. It is recommended to further insist on requirements
of excellence and high quality research and to stimulate all teams to publish the results in high
quality journals.

Besides actual solved topics, the new research objectives have to be prepared in the
cooperation with other institutes of SAS. It allows the Institute of Measurement Science to be
involved in the project consortia funded by the international and national projects. The
measurement knowledge base will be added value to the solved problem. Development of the
mathematical methods for the improvement of the measurement quality is a permanent task.

Total percent of points obtained from the maximal number of points with weighting:

68.0%

Proposal of organization rating:

Organization accredited in category B

Comments, objections to organization’s activities in form of suggestions and specific
tasks which must be performed by organization before next regular evaluation, etc.

1) The Institute has to use its interdisciplinary capability to actualize their research topics
in order to succeed in the competition for various research programs.

2) Due to the significantly improved research infrastructure, special care should be given
to its effective managing and exploitation.

3) The Institute has to increase the efforts for finding additional sources for the research
activities.

4) Give more importance on the publication with higher quality.

5) Improve significantly the activities to transfer knowledge to the industry.

6) The research in the new area of X-ray microtomography due to development of
optimal methodologies of measurement and non-destructive testing of objects and
materials has a big perspective in many areas (material research, mineralogy,
paleontology, geology, electronics, microelectronics, micromechanics, archaeology
and preserving of cultural heritage).

Approved in Bratislava, October 5, 2012

Chairman of Evaluation Panel
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