OFFICIAL SENSITIVE

1 Guidance for UKRI grant assessors (reviewers and board/panel members, etc.)
We are committed to support the recommendations and principles set out by the San Francisco
Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA; https://sfdora.org/read/). You should not use
journal-based metrics, such as journal impact factors, as a surrogate measure of the quality of
individual research articles, to assess an investigator’s contributions, or to make funding
decisions.
For the purpose of research assessment, please consider the value and impact of all research
outputs (including datasets, software, inventions, patents, preprints, other commercial activities,
etc.) in addition to research publications. You should consider a broad range of impact
measures including qualitative indicators of research impact, such as influence on policy and
practice.
The content of a paper is more important than publication metrics, or the identity of the journal,
in which it was published, especially for early-stage investigators. Therefore, you should not use
journal impact factor (or any hierarchy of journals), conference rankings and metrics such as the
H-index or i10-index when assessing UKRI grants.
1.1 For board/panel members only
We encourage you to challenge research assessment practices that rely inappropriately on
journal impact factors or conference rankings and promote and teach best practice that focuses
on the value and influence of specific research outputs. If you are unsure about DORA, please
speak to the panel convener or the panel chair.
2 Guidance for grant applicants
As part of our commitment to support the recommendations and principles set out by the San
Francisco Declaration on Research Assessment (DORA; https://sfdora.org/read/), UKRI
reviewers and panel members are advised not to use journal-based metrics, such as journal
impact factors, as a surrogate measure of the quality of individual research articles, to assess
an investigator’s contributions, or to make funding decisions.
The content of a paper is more important than publication metrics, or the identity of the journal,
in which it was published, especially for early-stage researchers. Peer review and panel
members are encouraged to consider the value and impact of all research outputs (including
datasets, software, inventions, patents, preprints, other commercial activities, etc.) in addition to
research publications. We advise our peer reviewers and panel members to consider a broad
range of impact measures including qualitative indicators of research impact, such as influence
on policy and practice.
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