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Executive summary
IREG Observatory on Academic Ranking and Excellence initiated the project called “IREG Inventory of National University
Rankings” as a part of its statutory mission. IREG Observatory aim is the improvement of the quality of academic rankings
and the quality of higher education in general. Consequently, it is interested in gathering information on all relevant ranking
activities in the field of higher education.
The first edition of IREG Inventory was published in 2015 in an electronic form on the IREG website. The positive response
of the academic community to the Inventory prompted the IREG Executive Committee to continue this initiative.
The Inventory is compatible with other IREG Observatory documents such as the “data sheet” used in applying for
the IREG Ranking Audit, and the IREG Guidelines for Stakeholders of Academic Rankings. Collection of data and its
verification was done in early 2022. The Inventory covers 63 national rankings of higher education institutions plus .
The second edition of the IREG Inventory of International University Rankings includes those rankings with the latest
edition published no earlier than in or after 2018. In general, only rankings that were published twice have been considered
and only those that had their methodology published. Rankings generated by application of a country filter to the main
international ranking are not recognized as an independent, self-standing rankings for the purpose of the Inventory.
The Inventory also does not recognize the so-called aggregate or “parasitic” rankings, generated from the results of other
rankings, without the consent of their authors, and in violation of intellectual property rights.
Since the changes in international ranking are of considerable interest to universities and other stakeholders worldwide,
the Inventory of National University Rankings will be updated from time to time. Consequently, on the IREG website you
will find two options: “Up-date your ranking” and “Add your ranking”. The authors of the Inventory count on the members of
IREG Observatory and ranking experts in keeping the Inventory accurate and up to date.
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Comments of the classification of rankings
What constitutes a ranking?
Academic rankings, also called university rankings, have become popular. However, their popularity has led to the overuse
of the term “ranking”. Therefore, to define what constitutes a bona fide academic ranking, we referred to the” IREG
Guidelines for Stakeholders of Academic Rankings” (2015). The Guidelines state that: Academic ranking is a numerical
assessment of the performance of a program, activity, institution, or system of higher education, based on an agreed upon
methodology.
One-dimensional rankings assess performance according to one set of indicators, with a specific weight attached to each
given indicator.
Multi-dimensional rankings provide a series of score-tables rather than just one overall table. This allows users to weigh
indicators according to their own preferences and to construct personalized rankings”.
A “ranking” requires a set of at least two indicators with assigned percentage weight (there are cases, however, where
stakeholders assign the weights themselves). The choice of indicators and their weights reflect the concept of quality of
institutions or programs the authors have chosen for their ranking. Consequently, a list of institutions based on a single
indicator is not considered a ranking for the purpose of this Inventory.
What rankings are included in the IREG Inventory of National Rankings?
To be listed in the Inventory a ranking had to meet the following criteria:
 include two or more indicators or criteria,
 be based on at least one indicator that measures the core mission of universities: teaching, research, and third
mission,
 be published at least twice (with the most recent edition published no earlier than in 2018),
 its website provides at least basic information on the ranking (with results of all indicators accessible on the Internet).
A few exceptions have been made for some rankings published less than twice. They are listed in a separate part of the
Inventory called “Candidate Rankings”.

IREG Inventory
of National University
Rankings

RANKINGS BY COUNTRY
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Good Universities Guide
Australia
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Good Universities Guide

Name of the ranking (in original):

Good Universities Guide

Country:

Australia

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

info@goodeducation.com.au

Website of the ranking:

https://www.gooduniversitiesguide.com.au/university-ratings-rankings

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2001

Type of publication:

internet, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 44, fields of study: 30

Major dimensions covered:

employability, student satisfaction, teaching

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

combination of resources provided by the Department of Education, Skills
& Employment, and graduate and student experience surveys in Australia

Most recent year of publication: 2022

Quality assurance of ranking:
Website of the methodology:

https://www.gooduniversitiesguide.com.au/education-blogs/rankings-ratings/
the-top-performers-in-the-gug-21-ratings

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Good Education Media

Address:

134 Flinders St, Melbourne VIC 3000, Australia

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.gooduniversitiesguide.com.au/about-us

Type of organization:

private, for profit

Website of the ranking

https://www.gooduniversitiesguide.com.au/university-ratings-rankings
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Featured national rankings

Good Universities Guide
■ Methodology
Good Universities Guide provides a series of insights on Australian universities, helping those in the process of deciding
where to study. It provides independent five-star performance ratings for every university in Australia. The ratings can be
filtered by study level (undergraduate or postgraduate). Some of them are also available to filter further by field of study.  
The methodology for the institution rating and field of study specific ranking differs (information has been provided in
parentheses). The 13 rating types listed below are grouped under three broad categories: Characteristics, Educational
Experience and Graduate Outcomes.
CHARACTERISTICS
Social equity – the proportion of domestic students enrolling at each university from low socioeconomic or disadvantaged
backgrounds (this rating is not field of study specific but for the institution as a whole).
Student Demand – this rating looks at where high-achieving students choose to study by comparing the proportion of
commencing students with high ATAR scores at each university.
First Generation – the proportion of domestic students commencing a bachelor degree whose parents’ education is known
and did not exceed Year 12.
Student – Teacher Ratio – the number of students per teaching staff member (this rating is not field of study specific
but for the institution as a whole).
Staff Qualification – the proportion of staff who hold a masters or doctoral degree (this rating is not field of study specific
but for the institution as a whole).
THE EDUCATIONAL EXPERIENCE
Learner Engagement – the proportion of students who felt they were engaged with learning at their institution; it is
based on the extent to which students felt prepared for study, had a sense of belonging at their institution, particpated in
discussions online or face to face, etc.
Overall Experience – the proportion of students who were satisfied with the overall quality of their educational experience.
Skills Development – the proportion of students who were satisfied with the skill development they experienced through
their studies.
Student Support – the proportion of students who were satisfied with the support they received from their institution; it is
based on the extent to which students felt they received suport to settle into study, found administrative staff
and services, health services etc. to be available and helpful, etc.
Learning Resources – the proportion of students who were satisfied with the learning resources provided by their
institution; it is based on students’ average ratings of student spaces and common areas, online learning materials,
library facilities, etc.
Teaching Quality – the proportion of students who were satisfied with the quality of teaching they experienced; it is based on
students’ ratings of their overall educational experience, the quality of teaching they received, and the extent to which they felt
lecturers and tutors actively engaged them in and demonstrated concern for learning, inspired them intellectually, etc.
GRADUATE OUTCOMES
Graduate Salary – the median salary of graduates from different universities.
Full-time Employment – the employment rates of graduates from different universities; it looks at the proportion
of graduates who were employed full time four months after completing their course.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.gooduniversitiesguide.com.au/education-blogs/rankingsratings/the-top-performers-in-the-gug-21-ratings
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College Guide
Brazil
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

College Guide

Name of the ranking (in original):

Guia da Faculdade (formerly Guia do Estudante)

Country:

Brazil

Scope of the ranking:

specific program ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Fabio Volpe

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

fabio.volpe@quero.com

Website of the ranking:

https://publicacoes.estadao.com.br/guia-da-faculdade

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2019

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: almost 2 000 study programs: almost 16 000

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, teaching

Structure of presentation:

each program receives a grade in stars (1 to 5), based on numeric grades
that the evaluators give for quality of the pedagogical project,
quality of the teaching staff, quality of infrastructure

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

coordinators and professors from Brazilian higher education who have
registered to act as evaluators

Website of the methodology:

https://publicacoes.estadao.com.br/guia-da-faculdade/como-e-feita-2021

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Partnership of Estadão and Quero Educação

Address:

Quero Educação: Av. São João, 1701Q – Garden Esplanade,
São José dos Campos – São Paulo, Brazil
Estadão: Av. Engenheiro Caetano Alvares, no 55, Bairro do Limão,
São Paulo, Brazil

Website of the ranking organization:

https://sobre.quero.com
https://www.estadao.com.br

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://publicacoes.estadao.com.br/guia-da-faculdade
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Featured national rankings

College Guide
■ Methodology
Guia da Faculdade uses a methodology known as peer evaluation to analyze the quality of almost 16 thousand higher
education programs throughout Brazil. In this process, the Guia team acts as a research institute, collecting the opinion of
thousands of professors who work in higher education. All higher education institutions registered with the Ministry
of Education are invited to be part of the Faculty Guide. To be considered, they must meet two criteria:
 have a Bachelor’s or Master’s degree,
 have at least one cohort of graduates.
Guia da Faculdade evaluates programs according to the cities in which they are offered. If the same educational institution
offers the Business Administration course in several cities, each one of them receives a specific grade.
If the institution offers the same programs in different units in the same city, only the institution’s oldest program
in that city is evaluated.
The coordinator of each program that is evaluated receives a questionnaire in which they can present the main
characteristics, focusing on three aspects:
 characteristics of the program’s teaching proposal,
 profile of teachers linked to the program,
 conditions of materials and equipment offered.
There are more than nine thousand coordinators and professors from Brazilian higher education who have registered to
act as evaluators of the Guia da Faculdade. The evaluators are asked to grade programs in their areas of training and in
institutions primarily located in the same region in which they work. They are asked to give three grades (from 1 to 5) for
each program:
 for the quality of the pedagogical project,
 for the quality of the teaching staff,
 for the quality of infrastructure.
The numerical result of the course in 2021 is the average of the remaining intermediate grades. The numerical result of
2021 (weight 3) is added to the numerical result of 2020 (weight 2) and the result of 2019 (weight 1) to extract the final
numerical result of each course. The final numerical result is transformed into stars according to the following conversion
ranges:
 between 5 and 4.50 – 5 stars,
 less than 4.50 to 3.50 – 4 stars,
 less than 3.50 to 2.50 – 3 stars,
 less than 2.50 – not starred.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://publicacoes.estadao.com.br/guia-da-faculdade/como-e-feita-2021
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Entrepreneurial Universities Ranking
Brazil
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Entrepreneurial Universities Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

Ranking de Universidades Empreendedoras

Country:

Brazil

Scope of the ranking:

institutional ranking with an emphasis on entrepreneurship and innovation

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Rafael Morandi Piccoli Rocha

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

rafael.piccoli@brasiljunior.org.br

Website of the ranking:

https://universidadesempreendedoras.org/ranking

Publication frequency:

biannual

First year of publication:

2016

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers, policy
makers, governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 126

Major dimensions covered:

innovation, internationalization, research, social engagement, other:
infrastructure and capital, entrepreneurial culture (referring to teaching)

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey of HEIs staff or
students conducted by ranking organization with collaboration with a HEI,
third-party database (data not provided by HEI): World Intellectual Property
Organization (WIPO), Web of Science, Altimetric and Web of Science

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://universidadesempreendedoras.org/metodologia

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Brasil Júnior

Address:

Caraçá St 427. Vila Madalena suburb. São Paulo, Brazil

Website of the ranking organization:

https://brasiljunior.org.br/

Type of organization:

private non-profit

Website of the ranking

https://universidadesempreendedoras.org/ranking
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Featured national rankings

Entrepreneurial Universities Ranking
■ Methodology
1. ENTREPRENEURIAL CULTURE DIMENSION
1.1. Students’ entrepreneurial posture: this indicator is extracted by three groups of questions (included in the
Ranking Students Survey), about the evaluation of the entrepreneurial characteristics present in the students
of the institution, the perception of entrepreneurial attitude of students and participation in the growth of some
project of the HEI.
1.2. Teacher’s entrepreneurial posture: this indicator is extracted through questions about the evaluation of the
entrepreneurial characteristics present in the HEI’s teachers, the perception regarding the teachers’ entrepreneurial
posture and the teachers’ experience in the labor market.
1.3 Evaluation of the curricular matrix: this indicator is extracted by three group of questions, being about
the contribution of the university’s teaching methodology to the development of entrepreneurial competencies,
the contribution of the course’s curricular matrix to the development of entrepreneurial competencies, the flexibility
in the curricular matrix for engaging in extracurricular activities (highly evaluated by the students as important
in the development of these competencies).
1.4 Entrepreneurial posture remote adaptation: this indicator is extracted through questions about the characteristics
present in emergency remote teaching at the university: the adaptation of professors to teaching, the difficulty
and methods of assessment, the level of learning and discipline of students, and the support of the university
in the transition to remote teaching.
2. EXTENSION DIMENSION
2.1 Network: this indicator shows how student organizations with national representation – AIESEC, Brasil Júnior
and Enactus – are seen. Considering the growing number of junior enterprises in HEIs, they account for 80%
of the score, while the existence of AIESEC and Enactus offices account for 10% each.
2.2 E
 xtension actions: this indicator reveals data regarding the number of extension actions registered at the
university, which were self-declared by the universities. These numbers of extension projects are divided
by the number of students in the institution.
2.3. Altimetry: this indicator considers the impact of scientific productions in online environments including a diverse
set of information, such as citations, mentions, shares and likes in social media, etc.
3. INNOVATION DIMENSION
3.1 Research: this indicator is measured by means of two models, being the results of the number of citations per
article and volume of production for each 1000 students at the university. The result obtained from the indicator
is calculated by the average of these two sub-indicators, which have the same weight, normalized from 0 to 10,
10 being the HEI with the highest value.
3.2 Patents: this indicator reveals the number of patents that were filed by the HEI in a 10-year period.
3.3. HEIs-company proximity: this indicator is measured by means of three models, being the TICs results,
STIs situation and incubated companies.
3.4 Incubated companies: this indicator is evaluated based on the number of incubated companies for each
1000 students at the university.
3.5 S
 tatus of the TICs: this indicator analyzes the status of implementation of the Technological Innovation Center
(TIC) at the HEI, assigning 10 for the TICs that declare the existence of the STI and 5 for those that are in
the process of implementation.
Continued on page 153

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://universidadesempreendedoras.org/metodologia
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Folha University Rankings
Brazil
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

1. Folha University Ranking 2. Folha Ranking of Undergraduate Programs

Name of the ranking (in original):

1. Ranking Universitário Folha 2. Folha Ranking de Cursos de Graduação

Country:

Brazil

Scope of the ranking:

1. general ranking
2. specific program ranking

Website of the ranking:

1. https://ruf.folha.uol.com.br/todas-as-edicoes
2. https://ruf.folha.uol.com.br/2019/ranking-de-cursos/administracao-deempresas

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2012

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access (except for methodology description for specific program
ranking – paid access)

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 197, subjects: 40

Major dimensions covered:

innovation, internationalization, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): Scientific Electronic Library Online (SciELO),
National Institute of Educational Studies and Research Anísio Teixeira
– Ministry of Education (Inep-MEC), National Council for Scientific and
Technological Development (CNPq), National Student Performance Exam
(Enade), Web of Science, National Institute of Industrial Property (INPI)

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://ruf.folha.uol.com.br/2019/noticias/como-e-feito-o-ranking-universitariofolha.shtml

Most recent year of publication: 2019

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Folha de S.Paulo

Address:
Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.folha.uol.com.br

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://ruf.folha.uol.com.br/todas-as-edicoes
https://ruf.folha.uol.com.br/2019/ranking-de-cursos/administracao-de-empresas
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Featured national rankings

Folha University Rankings
■ Methodology
The Folha University Ranking is an annual assessment of all active universities in the country that uses national
and international data and two Datafolha opinion polls, in five aspects (research, teaching, employment, internationalization
and innovation). The following indicators are considered in the general ranking:
RESEARCH 42%
Papers (number of scientific papers published by university) – 7% (source: Web of Science)
Citations (total number of citations received) – 7% (source: Web of Science)
Citations per paper – 4% (source: Web of Science)
Paper per academic staff – 7% (source: Web of Science)
Citations per academic staff – 7% (source: Web of Science)
Papers in national journals – 3% (source: Scientific Electronic Library Online, SciELO)
Funding received by university – 3% (source: Instituto Nacional de Estudos e Pesquisas Educacionais Anísio Teixeira
– Ministério da Educação, Inep-MEC)
CNPq scholarship (percentage of academic staff considered productive by CNPq) – 2%
(source: Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico, CNPq)
Thesis – 2% (source: Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Científico e Tecnológico, CNPq)
TEACHING 32%
Academic staff opinion – 20% (source: Survey)
Percentage of academic staff with PhD or Masters – 4% (source: Instituto Nacional de Estudos e Pesquisas
Educacionais Anísio Teixeira – Ministério da Educação, Inep-MEC)
Percentage of full-time and part time academic staff – 4% (source: Instituto Nacional de Estudos e Pesquisas
Educacionais Anísio Teixeira – Ministério da Educação, Inep-MEC)
Enade grade – 4% (source: Exame Nacional de Desempenho dos Estudantes, Enade)
EMPLOYMENT 18%
Employer’s opinion – 18% (source: Survey)
INTERNATIONALIZATION 4%
International citations per academic staff – 2% (source: Web of Science)
Papers with international co-authorship – 2% (source: Web of Science)
INNOVATION 4%
Patent (number of patents applied for by the university) – 2% (source: Instituto Nacional da Propriedad Industrial, INPI)
Industry partnership (number of university studies with industry partnership) – 2% (source: Instituto Nacional
da Propriedad Industrial, INPI)

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://ruf.folha.uol.com.br/2019/noticias/como-e-feito-o-ranking-universitariofolha.shtml
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Bulgarian University Ranking System
Bulgaria
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Bulgarian University Ranking System

Name of the ranking (in original):

Рейтингова система на висшите училища в България

Country:

Bulgaria

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

OSI-S CONSORTIUM

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

ranking@osi.bg

Website of the ranking:

https://rsvu.mon.bg/rsvu4/#

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2010

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers,
policy makers, governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 52
subject: 52

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, reputation, research, teaching,
student satisfaction, other: welfare and administrative services

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI)

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://rsvu.mon.bg/rsvu4/#/methodology

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

OSI-S Consortium, consisting of Open Society Institute
and Sirma Solutions, under a public procurement contract awarded
by the Ministry of Education and Science

Address:

Open Society Institute
56 Solunska Str.
Sofia, 1000, Bulgaria

Website of the ranking organization:

https://osis.bg
https://www.mon.bg

Type of organization:

non-governmental organization

Website of the ranking

https://rsvu.mon.bg/rsvu4/#
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Bulgarian University Ranking System
■ Methodology
The Bulgarian University Ranking System web portal was created in 2010 under the project “Development of a Ranking
System for the Higher Education Institutions in the Republic of Bulgaria”.
Two types of rankings are available for the users of the Bulgarian University Ranking System – a predefined ranking
and a custom ranking that can be created for each professional field. The rankings are arranged based on chosen
indicators and their weight (significance) with which they participate in the formation of the final score. In the predefined
rankings there is a fixed number of indicators and weights for each of them, that the users of the system cannot change.
In custom rankings users have the opportunity to choose their own set of indicators and choose the weights of those
indicators in the calculation of the final score in their personalized ranking. This ranking can be used to compare
the performance of each higher education institution within the same professional field.
Since indicators derive figures expressed in different units of measure (number, attitude scale, percentage, currency, etc.),
proper ranking requires that values be standardized. This is accomplished through a statistical procedure called z-scores,
which renders indicator values comparable, while maintaining their order and proportions. Standardization follows
a classical method based on weighted mean and standard deviation. Thus, the final score for each university in the ranking
is presented on a scale from 0 to 100.
The Ranking System uses more than 100 different indicators against which universities can be compared. The indicators
have been developed based on statistical data collected from different sources, including sociological surveys,
and are grouped into six criteria:
 Teaching and learning (including e.g. participation in interships, assessment of mobility opportunities, joint
programs with foreign universities, etc.)
 Science and research (including e.g. H-index by scientific area, average number of citations per paper,
number of articles, etc.)
 Teaching and learning environment (including: satisfaction with the teaching and learning environment, etc.)
 Welfare and administrative services (including scholarships, administration’s assessment of social and living
conditions, etc.)
 Prestige (including: prestige among employers, prestige among students, satisfaction with the choice made, etc.)
 Career relevance to labour market and regional importance (including: unemployment among graduates,
regional career realization, graduates’ insurable income, etc.)

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://rsvu.mon.bg/rsvu4/#/methodology
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Canada’s Top 50 Research Universities List
Canada
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Canada’s Top 50 Research Universities List

Name of the ranking (in original):

Canada’s Top 50 Research Universities List

Country:

Canada

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Ron Freedman

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

ron@researchinfosource.com

Website of the ranking:

https://researchinfosource.com/top-50-research-universities/2021

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2001

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access, print – magazine, newspaper

Main target groups:

higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 50

Major dimensions covered:

research

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by third-party agencies: Maritime Provinces Higher
Education Commission, Ministry of Higher Education, Ontario Ministry of
Advanced Education and Skills Development, Manitoba Advanced Learning
Division, Alberta Advanced Education, BC HEADSet and some individual
universities; third-party database (data not provided by HEI): Web of Science,
Statistics Canada, Research Infosource’s University R&D Database

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://researchinfosource.com/pdf/2021RUYMethod.pdf

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

The Impact Group (The Impact Group family of companies includes RE$EARCH
Infosource Publisher of Canada’s Top 50 Research Universities List)

Address:

@ Centre for Social Innovation
215 Spadina Avenue, Suite 400
Toronto, ON, Canada
M5T 2C7

Website of the ranking
organization:

https://researchinfosource.com
https://impactg.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://researchinfosource.com/top-50-research-universities/2021
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Canada’s Top 50 Research Universities List
■ Methodology
Canada’s Top 50 Research Universities List ranks full-service universities based on their total sponsored research
income. In order to obtain a more balanced picture of how universities are performing, the rankings take into account
key measures of research success. The measures included are: total sponsored research income, research intensity per
faculty, research intensity per graduate student, total number of publications, publication intensity and publication impact.
For each measure, the top ranking institution in each tier (category) was assigned a score of 100 point and the other
institutions’ score was calculated as a percent of the first ranking institution. The total score for each university was out
of a possible 100 points.
Listed below is an explanation of each indicator:
Total Sponsored Research Income (20%) – based on the university’s Fiscal 2020 Top 50 sponsored research income
amount.
Research Intensity per Faculty (20%) – defined as total research income per faculty (full, associate and assistant faculty
positions only were included).
Research Intensity per Graduate Student (10%) – defined as total research income per graduate student (graduate
students include full and part-time students enrolled in graduate level master’s and doctorate programs and courses
leading to degrees, certificates or diplomas).
Total Number of Publications (20%) – publications include articles, notes and reviews published by researchers affiliated
with Canadian universities or research hospitals in 13,415 peer-reviewed scientific international journals, covering different
fields of natural science, health science and social science and humanities. Points are based on the total number
of publications published by researchers affiliated with a particular university.
Publication Intensity (20%) – defined as the total number of publications per faculty (full, associate and assistant faculty
positions only were included).
Publication Impact (10%) – points are based on the Average Relative Impact Factor (ARIF), which was developed and
provided by OST. It is based on a measure of the perceived impact of research through a calculation of citations received
by journals. The impact factor does not measure the specific number of citations per article (direct impact), but rather,
a measure of the probability of being cited (perceived impact). OST developed the ARIF to compare the impact factor
from several specialties because an article’s probability of being cited is not the same for all fields. The ARIF does not
include journals on the Humanities field. To ensure that the ARIF score was meaningful, any university with less
than 125 publications was not allocated points.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://researchinfosource.com/pdf/2021RUYMethod.pdf
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Maclean’s University Rankings
Canada
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Maclean’s University Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

Maclean’s University Rankings

Country:

Canada

Scope of the ranking:

general rankings

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Mary Dwyer

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

letters@macleans.ca

Website of the ranking:

https://www.macleans.ca/hub/education-rankings

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1991

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access, print – magazine, newspaper

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 491

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, student satisfaction, research, teaching, student services

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): Statistics Canada, three major federal granting
agencies: the Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council (SSHRC),
the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada
(NSERC) and the Canadian Institutes of Health Research (CIHR), other:
information on student and faculty awards from more than 50 organizations

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.macleans.ca/education/macleans-university-rankings-2022-ourmethodology/

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Maclean’s Magazine

Address:

Maclean’s, 15 Benton Road, Toronto, ON M6M 3G2 Canada

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.macleans.ca

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

1 Three separate lists are published:
https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-primarily-undergraduate-universities-rankings-2022/ (19 HEIs)
https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-comprehensive-universities-rankings-2022/ (15 HEIs)
https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-medical-doctoral-universities-rankings-2022/ (15 HEIs)

Website of the ranking

https://www.macleans.ca/hub/education-rankings
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Maclean’s University Rankings
■ Methodology
Maclean’s places universities in one of three categories, recognizing the differences in types of institutions,
levels of research funding, diversity of offerings, and breadth and depth of graduate and professional programs.
Therefore, there are three separate ranking lists:
 Ranking of primarily undergraduate universities which have limited postgraduate programs and relatively
few graduate students.
 Ranking of comprehensive schools which have a significant amount of research activity and offer postgraduate
programs including professional degrees.
 Ranking of medical doctoral schools which include institutions with doctoral programs and medical schools.
In each criterian, Maclean’s ranks institutions in ﬁve broad areas based on 13 performance indicators, allocating a weight to
each indicator. Figures include data from all federated and afﬁliated institutions. Maclean’s weights the rankings as follows:
STUDENTS – 28%
Data on the success of students at winning national academic awards over the previous ﬁve years (10%), including
such prestigious awards as Rhodes scholarships and Fulbrights, as well as scholarships from professional associations and
the three federal granting agencies. Each university’s total of student awards is divided by its number of full-time students.
The number of full-time-equivalent students per full-time faculty member (8%) – this student–faculty ratio includes
graduate and undergraduate students.
The student satisfaction survey (10%) – Maclean’s surveyed thousands of students online, asking them about their
experience on campus. In the end, more than 19,000 students responded to the 10 questions that make up the indicator.
FACULTY – 20%
The number of faculty who have won major awards over the past ﬁve years, including the distinguished Killam, Molson
and Steacie prizes, the Royal Society of Canada awards, the 3M Teaching Fellowships and nearly 40 other award
programs (8%). To scale for institution size, the award count for each university is divided by each school’s number
of full-time faculty.
The success of faculty in securing research grants from SSHRC, NSERC and CIHR. Social sciences and humanities
grants (6%) and medical-science grants (6%) are tallied as separate indicators. Maclean’s takes into account both the
number and the dollar value received in the previous year, and divides the totals by each institution’s full-time faculty count.
Research grants are reported by how many are awarded to the primary investigator on a project.
RESOURCES – 22%
The amount of money available for current expenses per full-time-equivalent student (5%).
Total research dollars (8%). This ﬁgure, calculated relative to the size of each institution’s full-time faculty, includes
income from sponsored research, such as grants and contracts, federal, provincial and foreign government funding, and
funding from non-governmental organizations.
The percentage of a university’s operating budget allocated to library services (5%).
The percentage of the library budget spent on acquisitions, including electronic resources (4%).
STUDENT SUPORT – 15%
The percentage of the budget spent on student services (7.5%).
The percentage of the budget spent on scholarships and bursaries (7.5%).
REPUTATION – 15%
Faculty and senior administrators at Canadian universities, as well as a variety of business people across the country, were
asked in an online survey to rate Canada’s universities in three categories: Highest Quality, Most Innovative and Leaders
of Tomorrow. Best Overall represents the sum of the scores for all three categories.
Detailed description of ranking methodology:
https://www.macleans.ca/education/macleans-university-rankings-2022-our-methodology/
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Maclean’s University Programs Rankings
Canada
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Maclean’s University Programs Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

Maclean’s University Programs Rankings

Country:

Canada

Scope of the ranking:

specific program ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Mary Dwyer

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

letters@macleans.ca

Website of the ranking:

https://www.macleans.ca/education/unirankings

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2016

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access, print – magazine, newspaper

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

study programs – in total 100 (top 20 universities in each program area)

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-university-programs-2022methodology

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Maclean’s Magazine

Address:

Maclean’s, 15 Benton Road, Toronto, ON
M6M 3G2 Canada

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.macleans.ca

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.macleans.ca/education/unirankings
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Maclean’s University Programs Rankings
■ Methodology
Maclean’s University Programs Rankings assess quality and research from a reputation perspective. In each edition
different areas in the sciences and social sciences are ranked.This year in its seventh annual program rankings these are:
 Business programs:
https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-university-business-programs-2022-rankings
 Computer science programs:
https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-university-computer-science-programs-2022-rankings
 Education programs:
https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-university-education-programs-2022-rankings
 Engineering programs:
https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-university-engineering-programs-2022-rankings
 Nursing programs:
https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-university-nursing-programs-2022-rankings
Each year, for the purpose of its Programs Rankings, Maclean’s contacts faculty and senior administrators at universities
across Canada, seeking their views in an online survey. Academics are asked if their area of expertise is in any of
the discipline which is ranked. If so, the respondents are asked to list up to 10 universities that they felt offered the best
programs and conducted the best research in their discipline. In the end, for the purpose of 2022 edition more than
1,200 professors, deans and chairs at 80 universities responded.
The tables show the results for the top 20 universities in each program area, based on the survey results. The program
reputation column and the research reputation column show how each university placed on those two questions among
all the schools surveyed. Program reputation and research reputation contributed equally to the final results, both were
weighted at 50%.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.macleans.ca/education/canadas-best-university-programs2022-methodology
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El Mercurio R+D+i Ranking
Chile
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

El Mercurio I+D+i Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

El Mercurio Ranking R+D+i

Country:

Chile

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Pedro Pablo Rosso

Website of the ranking:

https://www.ufro.cl/images/UFRO-Ranking-ID.pdf

Publication frequency:

biannual

First year of publication:

2019

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 46

Major dimensions covered:

research, development, innovation

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Website of the methodology:

https://www.ufro.cl/images/UFRO-Ranking-ID.pdf

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Grupo de Estudios Avanzados Universitas and El Mercurio

Website of the ranking organization:

https://digital.elmercurio.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.ufro.cl/images/UFRO-Ranking-ID.pdf
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El Mercurio R+D+i Ranking
■ Methodology
The first edition of the ranking was published in 2019 and now, for the second time, Grupo de Estudios Avanzados
Universitas set out to analyze the evolution of research, development and innovation (R+D+i) in the Chilean university
system. A key aspect for a country that seeks to find its space in the information age and where it is key for the innovation
ecosystem to have universities articulated with the private and public sectors to generate value from knowledge.
The I+D+i 2021 Ranking has several novelties compared to its 2019 edition. The most obvious is that on this occasion
the analysis was not limited only to the group of institutions that offered doctoral programs, but also included all current
universities. The idea was to align the ranking with the letter and spirit of the new Higher Education Law, which stipulates
that all universities must participate in the generation of knowledge. However, given the lack of data in the sources
consulted for some of the institutions included for the first time, several appear with a final score equal to zero.
The ranking considers 13 indicators grouped in three areas:
Capacity and productivity (50%), including:
Number of publications (5%)
Number of publications per academic staff (7.5%)
Nubmer of Fondecyt Projects (5%)
Nubmer of Fondecyt Projects per academic staff (10%)
Number of research centres (10%)
Percentage of accredited doctoral programs (6.25%)
Average years of accreditation of doctoral programs (6.25%)
Impact and quality (30%), including:
Citations per number of publications (8.1%)
H-index (12%)
Percentage of ‘top papers’ (9.9%)
Transfer of innovation (20%), including:
Innovation patents applied for (10%)
Number of Fondef projects (5%)
Number of Fondef projects per academic staff (5%)

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.ufro.cl/images/UFRO-Ranking-ID.pdf
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El Mercurio – Rankings of Chilean Universities   
Chile
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

El Mercurio – Rankings of Chilean Universities

Name of the ranking (in original):

El Mercurio – Rankings de Calidad de las Universidades Chilenas

Country:

Chile

Scope of the ranking:

1. general ranking
2. general ranking of different groups of universities
3. ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Pedro Pablo Rosso

Website of the ranking:

http://ranking.elmercurio.com

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2012

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

until 2018 – free access, 2019-2021 – paid access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

(in 2018 – 45 HEIs, 2019 – 2021 paid access, no possibility to see it)

Major dimensions covered:

teaching, research, employability, institutional management

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected
from HEIs by third-party agencies and third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): National Commission for Scientific and
Technological Research (CONICYT), National Council of Accreditation
(CAN), the Higher Education Information Service (SIES) of the
Ministry of Education and Chile

Website of the methodology:

http://ranking.elmercurio.com/pdf1/METODOLOGIA_Y
_ANALISIS_RKG_UNIVERSITAS_2018.pdf

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Grupo de Estudios Avanzados Universitas and El Mercurio

Address:
Website of the ranking organization:

https://digital.elmercurio.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

http://ranking.elmercurio.com
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El Mercurio – Rankings of Chilean Universities
■ Methodology
El Mercurio Ranking is divided into three sections:
1. Undergraduate Teaching Ranking,
2. a set of four rankings, where the universities are classified and ordered according to their different institutional foci
 Group 1) Teaching Universities: lacks doctoral programs and publishes an annual average of less than
15 documents (in the last 5 years) in internationally indexed journals.
 Group 2) Teaching Universities with Projection in Research: lacks doctoral programs and publishes an annual
average of 15 or more papers (in the last 5 years) in indexed journals internationally.
 Group 3) Universities of Research and Doctorates in Selected Areas: offers less than seven doctoral programs
in less than three subject areas.
 Group 4) Universities of Research and Doctorates: offers seven or more doctoral programs in three or more subject
areas.
3. an analysis of relevant indicators of 14 non-traditional subjects that are gaining interest among applicants.
The objectives of the rankings are:
 informing those who wish to pursue university studies about the academic profiles and the performance of Chilean
universities and the quality of some of their study programs (careers), thereby seeking to provide guiding elements
of judgment for their choice,
 providing university managers with a vision of the characteristics of each of the accredited institutions and their
relative quality, objectifying their strengths and opportunities to improve, thus hoping to contribute to promoting
a culture of quality and continuous improvement in the respective communities,
 raising awareness among citizens and government authorities about the diversity, complexity and quality of Chilean
universities, as a way to encourage the development of public policies consistent with the challenges and needs
they face,
 serving as input for those responsible for the continuous improvement plans of the universities and for the entities
that make up the Quality Assurance System of the higher education in our country.
Undergraduate Teaching Ranking considers the following indicators:
Quality of students (15%)
Average PSU Score (50%) and Average High School Grades (50%) of the cohort entered in the previous year, adjusted
according to the respective enrollment percentage range that was used as a selectivity factor.
Quality of academic staff (25%)
Percentage of academic staff hired for more than half-time (50%) and percentage of academic staff with PhD (50%).
Teaching quality (40%)
Students per academic staff hired for more than half-time (20%), average number of years of accreditation of the programs,
adjusted by the percentage of accredited programs (60%), percentage of retention to the second year (10%), the gap
between theoretical and real duration of the program (10%).
Quality of institutional management (20%)
Years of institutional accreditation (80%), operating income per student (10%) and percentage of accredited programs
(10%).

Note: The methodology described is the one used for the 2018 edition of the ranking, as there is no recent methodology available on the website.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://ranking.elmercurio.com/pdf1/METODOLOGIA_Y
_ANALISIS_RKG_UNIVERSITAS_2018.pdf
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El Mercurio – Rankings of Chilean Universities
A set of four rankings, where the universities are classified and ordered according to their different institutional
foci:
The methodology for 1) Teaching Universities and 2) Teaching Universities with Projection in Research is the same
as the methodology for the Undergraduate Teaching Ranking described above.
The methodology for 3) Universities of Research and Doctorates in Selected Areas and 4) University of Research and
Doctorates considers the indicators included in the methodology for the Undergraduate Teaching Ranking with different
weights assigned: Quality of students (weight 15%), Quality of academic staff (15%), Teaching quality (30%), Quality
of institutional management (15%) and some other indicators:
Quality of research (15%)
Publications per academic staff (20%), number of citations per publication (30%), percentage of projects approved
in the Fondecyt regular call for proposals (25%), average resources for research assigned per academic staff with
doctorates (25%).
Quality of doctorates (15%)
Percentage of accredited doctoral programs and average years of accreditation of doctoral programs (adjusted
by the percentage of accredited programs), with a weighting of 50% each.
An analysis of relevant indicators of 14 non-traditional subjects that are gaining interest among applicants:
The rankings offer a look at the most relevant indicators of the academic offer available in 14 non-traditional subjects.
They consider:
Indicators of the quality of the institution and academic staff
Years of accreditation: It is the result of the career accreditation process, expressed by the number of years (from 1 to 7)
that the CNA grants to them. Good indicator of the degree of compliance with certain criteria and basic quality standards
required.
Real and nominal duration of the program: Measured in semesters, they indicate the real time it takes for a student to
graduate, versus the time theoretically foreseen in the curriculum.
Indicators on economic aspects
Fee: Total annual cost of a program. It allows estimating the total investment in studies by multiplying this value
by the years of actual duration of the degree.
Income: Estimate of the range of gross income that the future professional will receive, on average, the fourth year after
graduation from the degree.
Employability: Percentage of professionals who receive income a year after graduation.

Website of the ranking

http://ranking.elmercurio.com
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AméricaEconomía Ranking
of the Best Universities of Chile   
Chile
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

1. AméricaEconomía Ranking of the Best Universities of Chile
2. Sub-Ranking by subject

Name of the ranking (in original):

1. AméricaEconomía Ránking de las Mejores Universidades del Chile
2. Sub-Ranking por Carrera

Country:

Chile

Scope of the ranking:

1. general ranking
2. ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Ándres Musalem

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

amusalem@americaeconomia.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.americaeconomia.com/rankings
https://www.americaeconomia.com/articulos/notas/estos-son-los-resultadosdel-ranking-de-las-mejores-universidades-de-chile-2021

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2009

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 30 (general ranking), subjects: 16 (TOP10 universites are listed
in each out of 16 subjects)

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs
by third-party agencies and third-party database (data not provided by HEI):
National Commission for Scientific and Technological Research (CONICYT),
National Council of Education (CNED), Universities Centralized Access
System (DEMRE), National Council of Accreditation (CAN), the Higher
Education Information Service (SIES) of the Ministry of Education and Chile

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

no methodology published on the ranking website

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

AméricaEconomía

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.americaeconomia.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.americaeconomia.com/rankings
https://www.americaeconomia.com/articulos/notas/estos-son-los-resultados-del-ranking-de-lasmejores-universidades-de-chile-2021
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La Tercera – Qué Pasa University Ranking
Chile
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

La Tercera-Qué Pasa University Ranking (it used to be Qué Pasa University
Ranking before)

Name of the ranking (in original):

La Tercera-Qué Pasa Ranking de Universidades

Country:

Chile

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

Website of the ranking:

https://especiales.latercera.com/ranking-universidades-2021

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2000

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 43 (general ranking), subjects: 9 (in each subject TOP10
universities are listed)

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): www.scimagoir.org, www.mifuturo.cl
(Ministry of Education database)

Website of the methodology:

https://especiales.latercera.com/ranking-universidades-2021
(no separate methodology page but details are given in a footnote)

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

La Tercera

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.latercera.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://especiales.latercera.com/ranking-universidades-2021
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La Tercera – Qué Pasa University Ranking
■ Methodology
The aim of La Tercera-Qué Pasa University Ranking is to provide information that helps young people and their families
to make an informed decision about their studies. The ranking considers indicators grouped in five dimensions:
Employers’ reputation – 40%
This indicator considers the perception of quality and level of knowledge that employers grant to universities.
Executives who directly or indirectly decide on the hiring of future professionals are asked to evaluate the universities.
Management – 15%
 Years of validity of institutional accreditation – 50%
 Number of students (Full Time Equivalent) – 20% (this indicator allows for standardizing the academic load
of teachers)
 Retention rate of the 2nd year students – 15%
 Overduration of studies (the difference between the formal and real duration of the programs expressed
in semesters) – 15%
Quality of academic staff – 15%
Percentage of academic staff with a doctorate and percentage of academic staff with a master’s degree and medical
specialties.
Quality of students – 15%
Students’ grades:
 NEM average (30%) – the average of the High School grades of all the students enrolled in the first year.
 PDT average (70%) – the average of the scores obtained in the Reading Comprehension tests and Mathematics of
all students enrolled in the first year.
Research quality – 15%
 Number of publications indexed in the Scopus database – 50%
 Normalized impact – 25%
 Percentage of publications in journals in Q1 – 25%
Rankings by subject consider TOP10 universities in each out of nine subjects:
 Architecture
 Law
 Industrial Civil Engineering
 Commercial Engineering
 Medicine
 Odontology
 Journalism
 Psychology
 Nursing
The data for the universities which go beyond TOP10 are published under the TOP10 list for a particular subject.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://especiales.latercera.com/ranking-universidades-2021
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Best Chinese Universities Ranking
China
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Best Chinese Universities Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):
Country:

China

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Lu Wang

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

lu.wang@shanghairanking.com

Website of the ranking:

http://www.shanghairanking.com/rankings/bcur/2022

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2015

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: between 62 and 5903, depending on the ranking

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, research, social engagement, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

third-party database (data not provided by HEI):
Ministry of Education of the People’s Republic of China

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

no methodology published on the ranking website

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

ShanghaiRanking Consultancy

Address:

9F, 133 Xingeng Road, Xujiahui District, Shanghai, China

Website of the ranking organization:

www.shanghairanking.com/index.html

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

2 Ranking of Chinese Cooperation Universities
3 Best Chinese Universities Ranking

Website of the ranking

http://www.shanghairanking.com/rankings/bcur/2022
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Best Chinese Universities Ranking
■ Methodology
Best Chinese Universities Ranking (BCUR) 2022 considers all universities included on the list of universities that can
grant bachelor’s degrees recognized by the Ministry of Education of the People’s Republic of China.
The universities ranked in BCUR 2022 include:
1) Universities which have undergraduates graduated in 2020.
2) Universities with a minimum number of 100 teaching staff.
Universities are ranked in ten separate rankings:
 Best Chinese Universities Ranking
 Ranking of Chinese Medical Universities
 Ranking of Chinese Financial and Economic Universities
 Ranking of Chinese Language Universities
 Ranking of Chinese Political Science and Law Universities
 Ranking of Chinese National Universities
 Ranking of Chinese Sport Science Universities
 List of Chinese Art Universities
 Ranking of Chinese Cooperation Universities
 Ranking of Chinese Non-government Universities
The main ranking of BCUR 2022 contains ten main metrics tailored for evaluating the performance of public universities
in the context of China, including:
 education level,
 academic level,
 education resources,
 faculty,
 teaching and learning,
 scientific research,
 social service,
 academic talents,
 major projects and achievements,
 internationalization.

Website of the ranking

http://www.shanghairanking.com/rankings/bcur/2022
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U-Sapiens Ranking
Colombia
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

U-Sapiens Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

U-Sapiens Ranking

Country:

Colombia

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Carlos Roberto Peña Barrera

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

editor@sapiensresearch.org

Website of the ranking:

https://www.srg.com.co/lasmejoresuniversidades-usapiens
https://www.srg.com.co

Publication frequency:

twice a year

First year of publication:

2011

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

higher education institutions, policy makers, governments and funding
agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 72

Major dimensions covered:

research

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

third-party database (data not provided by HEI): National Bibliographic
Index, National Information System for Higher Education (SNIES)
of the Ministry of National Education,
consultation of research groups by institution on the Scienti platform
of MinCiencias

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.srg.com.co/usapiens/metodologia

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Sapiens Research Group

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.srg.com.co

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.srg.com.co/lasmejoresuniversidades-usapiens
https://www.srg.com.co
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U-Sapiens Ranking
■ Methodology
The U-Sapiens Ranking is the classification of the best Colombian HEIs according to research indicators.
These indicators are:
 Indexed journals (RevI): total number of journals indexed and categorized in A1, A2, B and C by the National
Bibliographic Index.
 Postgraduate (PosG): total number of active programs that can receive new students for master’s degrees
(or equivalent) (M) and doctorates (D) according to the Ministry of National Education-SNIES.
 
Research groups (GruP): total number of research groups categorized as A1, A, B and C by MinCiencias.
U-Sapiens Ranking is the oldest ranking published by Sapiens, it has been published twice a year since 2011.
Apart from it, there a few more classifications published by Sapiens:
ART-SAPIENS RANKING
The ART-Sapiens Ranking is the classification of the best Colombian universities according to the production of articles
published in scientific journals (Articles published in Colombia, Articles published abroad, Articles published in Spanish,
Articles published in English, and countries where these articles are published). The ranking has been published every
year since 2016. In the 2021 version, 242 HEIs were classified.
Ranking: www.srg.com.co/lasmejoresuniversidades-artsapiens
Methodology: www.srg.com.co/artsapiens/metodologia
DTI-SAPIENS RANKING
The DTI-Sapiens Ranking is the classification of the best Colombian universities according to indicators of technological
development and innovation. It has been published every two years since 2017, and there are five indicators considered:
Certified or validated technological products (TEC), Enterprise Products (EMP) , Regulations, Standards and Technical
Regulations (RNL), Scientific and technological consultancies (CON), Copyrighted Works of Authors (MR). In the 2021
edition 230 HEIs were classified.
Ranking: www.srg.com.co/lasmejoresuniversidades-dtisapiens
Methodology: www.srg.com.co/dtisapiens/metodologia
GNC-SAPIENS RANKING
The GNC-Sapiens Ranking is the classification of the best Colombian universities according to indicators of generation
of new knowledge. It has been published every two years since 2019, and five indicators are considered: Research result
book (LIB), Research result book chapter (CAP), Patented technological products or products in the process of applying
for a patent (PAT), Plant variety and new animal breed (VVR) and Creative works of art, architecture and desing (AAD).
In the 2021 edition 252 HEIs were classified.
Ranking: www.srg.com.co/lasmejoresuniversidades-gncsapiens
Methodology: www.srg.com.co/gncsapiens/metodologia
ASC SAPIENS RANKING
The ASC-Sapiens Ranking is the classification of the best Colombian universities according to indicators of social
appropriation of knowledge. It has been published every two years since 2016. The ranking considers four indicators: Citizen
participation in science, technology and innovation (PCI), Pedagogical strategies for the promotion of science, technology
and innovation (EPF), Social communication of knowledge (CCO), and Circulation of specialized knowledge (CCE).
Ranking: www.srg.com.co/lasmejoresuniversidades-ascsapiens
Methodology: www.srg.com.co/ascsapiens/metodologia

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.srg.com.co/usapiens/metodologia
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DAUR Rankings
France
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

DAUR Rankings – French Graduate Schools of Engineering Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

DAUR Classement des écoles d’ingénieurs

Country:

France

Scope of the ranking:

engineering schools ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Pierre Quiros

Website of the ranking:

https://www.daur-rankings.com

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2019

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 174

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, research

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

official websites of the different awards and CAC40 companies’ websites,
SCEI (Service de Concours Ecoles d’Ingénieurs) statistics, the CTI’s
(Commission des Titres d’Ingénieur) annual certification campaign, the
CGE’s (Conférence des Grandes Écoles) professional insertion survey, etc.

Website of the methodology:

https://www.daur-rankings.com/en/rankings/engineering_school/2021

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Data Analysis for University Rankings

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.daur-rankings.com/en

Type of organization:

Comparative guidance platform for higher education

Website of the ranking

https://www.daur-rankings.com
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DAUR Rankings
■ Methodology
DAUR Rankings are published within the framework of Data Analysis for University Rankings which is a comparative
guidance platform for higher education. It is established entirely on the basis of quantitative criteria for which the data
comes from secondary sources (they are not communicated by the institutions themselves). DAUR includes different
classifications (depending on the publication year) prepared according to the same methodology. In 2019 one ranking was
prepared – French Graduate Schools of Engineering Ranking which has been published until now. In 2020 MBA Ranking
of French HEI was additionally published and European Business Schools Ranking. In 2021, for the first time in France,
DAUR analyzed diplomas rather than schools to propose a ranking of 361 diplomas – from 174 engineering schools
and 37 business schools – according to 16 sectors.
For the purpose of the Inventory only French Graduate Schools of Engineering Ranking can be considered as it is
the only DAUR ranking which has at least two editions published so far. Therefore, only this one has been described below.
The other DAUR rankings can be treated as candidate ranking for the next edition of the Inventory.
French Graduate Schools of Engineering Ranking is the result of a study conducted on 174 engineering schools. The study
analyzes in particular the engineering degrees offered by these schools under student status. The schools are classified
according to five criteria harmonized according to the sectors of output and the size of the institution.
SELECTIVITY
This criterion shows the average level of the school in the selection of its students, in proportion to these different access
paths (post-prep, post-bac). It is based on the access path on the average for the French baccalaureate or the average
rank for national competitive exams.
EMPLOYABILITY
This criterion shows the value of the diploma for companies in the sectors targeted by the school. It is based on the median
salary of young graduates treated according to the output sectors.
RESEARCH
This criterion shows the interest in research of students when they leave school. It is based on the proportion of young
graduates continuing their thesis studies treated according to exit sectors.
INTERNATIONALIZATION
This criterion shows the interest developed in the school by foreign companies, universities and students. Five rates
are used to calculate this criterion, which makes it possible to avoid valuing a particular school policy (tour on foreign
recruitment, double diplomas or other) and to avoid valuing a school by its size.
The criterion results from the average of five rates:
 proportion of students recruited on foreign courses,
 proportion of students entering the school with a foreign double degree,
 proportion of students obtaining a foreign double degree while attending the school,
 proportion of graduates with a foreign nationality,
 proportion of graduates who took up employment abroad.
ALUMNI
This criterion shows the stability of the school through the academic or professional success of its former students.
For each of the CAC40 CEOs since 2000, the diplomas are raised and confer a point to each school. For each of the
members of the CAC40 management committees (as of February 2020), the diplomas are raised and give one point to
each school (thus the CEO is counted twice).

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.daur-rankings.com/en/rankings/engineering_school/2021
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Eduniversal Rankings
France
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

1. Eduniversal Ranking of Best Licenses, Bachelors and Grandes Ecoles
2. Eduniversal Ranking of Best Masters, MA and MBA

Name of the ranking (in original):

1. Classement Eduniversal des meilleurs Licences, Bachelors & Grandes
Écoles
2. Classement Eduniversal des Meilleurs Masters, Mastères Spécialisé
et MBA

Country:

France

Scope of the ranking:

1. specific program ranking
2. business school ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Marie-Anne Binet

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

marie-anne.binet@eduniversal-group.com

Website of the ranking:

https://meilleures-licences.com

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1. 2009
2. 2002

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers

Level of comparison:

1. fields/subjects: 52 and study programs: 720
2. fields/subjects: 75 and study programs: 990

Major dimensions covered:

employability, reputation, student satisfaction, teaching, internationalization

Structure of presentation:

ranking per rating and stars

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

1. https://meilleures-licences.com/methodologie-methodologie-duclassement-eduniversal-2022-des-meilleurs-licences-bachelors-etgrandes-ecoles.html
2. https://www.meilleurs-masters.com/methodologie-methodologie-duclassement-eduniversal-2022.html

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Eduniversal Evaluation Agency

Address:

19 boulevard des Nations Unies, 92190 Meudon – France

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.eduniversal-eea.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://meilleures-licences.com
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Eduniversal Rankings
■ Methodology
Eduniversal Rankings evaluates program according to market criteria. With more of a focus on market conditions rather
than strict academic criteria, the rankings are based on 3 main areas:
REPUTATION OF PROGRAM (BOTH RANKINGS)
It depends on two main elements:
 the mark issued by the institution that manages the program,
 the influence and recognition of the institution in its sector of activity or in its professional environment.
With regards to the Ranking of Best Licenses, Bachelors and Grandes Ecoles the reputation criterion is assessed
upstream (depending on the number of admission requests from students) and downstream (depending on the level
of recognition at the end of the recruiters and this, in relation to other program of the same type).
With regards to the Ranking of Best Masters, MA and MBA the criterion of reputation is assessed according to two elements:
 the number of applications from students and the intensity of these applications (degree of motivation),
 the level of recognition at the exit of recruiters and this, relative to other programs of the same type.
Eduniversal sends a survey to about 1,000 human resources professionals every year. The question they are asked
is the following: In each of the following specialties (Banking-Finance, Marketing, Business Law, etc.) what are the 3
courses (university or school) at the Bac +5 / Bac +6 level that you prefer?
THE SALARY FOR THE FIRST JOB AND THE PURSUIT OF STUDIES
(RANKING OF BEST LICENSES, BACHELORS AND GRANDES ECOLES)
The first job salary at the end of the program and the continuation of studies after the program graduation are evaluated
on the information obtained from schools and universities in the survey or obtained thanks to the research carried out by
Eduniversal rankings consultants. When the Eduniversal agency observes too great a discrepancy between the salaries
communicated by a program and those indicated by the other sourses, it corrects the salaries for greater consistency.
THE EXIT SALARY (RANKING OF BEST MASTERS, MA AND MBA)
The exit salary is assessed using information obtained from schools and universities.
When the Eduniversal agency observes too large a discrepancy between the salaries communicated by one program
and those indicated by the other formations, it carries out checks and adjusts the salaries for greater consistency.
STUDENT SATISFACTION FEEDBACK (BOTH RANKINGS)
All the students making up the outgoing class are interviewed. The score is calculated when at least 10% (Ranking of Best
Licenses, Bachelors and Grandes Ecoles) or 20% (Ranking of Best Masters, MA and MBA) answer the survey.
Weight of questions:
 Are you generally satisfied with your program?: 25%
 Would you make the same career choice again today?: 25%
 other questions (refere to the quality of the educational content, the teaching staff, or international openness of the
program, etc.): 50%
Eduniversal conducts an individual online survey which invloves several groups of stakeholders: companies
& university deans, higher education institutions and students. A program that does not respond to the survey may still be
classified by Eduniversal.



Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://meilleures-licences.com/methodologie-methodologie-du-classement-eduniversal-2022-des-meilleurslicences-bachelors-et-grandes-ecoles.html
https://www.meilleurs-masters.com/methodologie-methodologie-du-classement-eduniversal-2022.html
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Le Figaro Rankings
France
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

1. Le Figaro Engineering School Ranking
2. Le Figaro Business School Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

1. Le Figaro Classement des Ecoles d’ingénieurs
2. Le Figaro Classement des Écoles de commerce

Country:

France

Scope of the ranking:

1. engineering schools ranking
2. business schools ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

redacetudiant@lefigaro.fr

Website of the ranking:

1. https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr/etudes/ecoles-ingenieurs/classement
2. https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr/etudes/ecoles-de-commerce/classement

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2012

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

1. institutional: 164
2. institutional: 36

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs
by third-party agencies: Commission des Titres d’Ingénieur (CTI) and
Conférence des directeurs des écoles françaises d’ingénieurs (CDEFI) data

Website of the methodology:

1. https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr/etudes/ecoles-ingenieurs/classement
2. https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr/etudes/ecoles-de-commerce/classement

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Le Figaro

Address:

14, bvd Haussmann – 75009 Paris – France

Website of the ranking organization:

https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr/etudes/ecoles-ingenieurs/classement
https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr/etudes/ecoles-de-commerce/classement
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■ Methodology

Le Figaro Business School Ranking

Le Figaro sent a questionnaire to the 38 business schools conferring the master’s degree for their “Grande Ecole” program.
The academic excellence of the schools, their international influence and their relations with companies were valued
with the same weights.
ACADEMIC EXCELLENCE
The following indicators were taken into account: international accreditations and the duration of the master’s degree
(coef. 3), the school’s research (coef. 3), the presence of very high-level teachers (coef. 2), the average at the incoming
baccalaureate (coef. 1) and the supervision rate (coef. 2).
INTERNATIONAL INFLUENCE
The following indicators were considered: the rate of teacher-researchers with foreign qualifications (coef. 3)
and the share of foreign graduates (coef. 1), the multicultural exposure by retaining the number of nationalities present
among the graduates and the professors (coef. 1), and the performance of the schools in international rankings such
as the Financial Times and the Shanghai ranking (coef. 3).
RELATIONS WITH COMPANIES
The following indicators were taken into account: salaries one year on leaving and three years later (coef. 2), recruitment
of students within large companies (coef. 3), turnover of the junior-company (coef. 1) and presence on professional
networks (LinkedIn) (coef. 1). Schools whose former students are founders or presidents of a French “unicorn”
(start-up valued at more than a billion dollars) were granted bonus points.

Le Figaro Engineering School Ranking
Le Figaro collected information on 164 engineering schools. Three areas are considered for the ranking performance:
the academic excellence of the schools, their international influence and their relations with companies (they are all
valued with the same weight). The ranking in several distinct categories are published (each school could compete in a
maximum of three categories):
 Best Engineering Schools of Excellence  Best Post-baccalaureate Engineering Schools  Best Computer
Engineering Schools  Best Engineering Schools in Agronomy  Best Engineering Schools in Physics
and Chemistry  Best Engineering Schools in Industrial Engineering and Mechanical Engineering  Best
Environmental Energy Engineering Schools  Best Generalist and Multidisciplinary Engineering Schools
 Best Materials Engineering Schools  Best Logistics Transport Engineering Schools
ACADEMIC EXCELLENCE
The quality of recruitment (coef. 2), exposure to the world of research (coef. 2), the proportion of double graduates
(coef. 0.5), the proportion of double graduates of excellence (coef. 1.5).
INTERNATIONAL INFLUENCE
The share of graduates working abroad one year after graduation (coef. 1) and the share of foreign graduates (coef. 1),
the performance of the schools in the major international rankings such as the QS and the Shanghai ranking (coef. 2),
long-term international exposure (coef. 1), made up of the proportion of graduates who had spent a semester or more
abroad on an academic exchange and those who had spent a semester or more abroad on an internship.
RELATIONS WITH COMPANIES
The salaries upon leaving France (coef. 2), the policy of industrial chairs in connection with the professional world (coef.
1), the turnover of the junior-company (coef. 1), presence on professional networks (coef. 1).

Detailed description of ranking methodology:
https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr/etudes/ecoles-ingenieurs/classement
https://etudiant.lefigaro.fr/etudes/ecoles-de-commerce/classement
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L’Etudiant University Rankings
France
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

L’Etudiant University Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

L’Etudiant Palmares

Country:

France

Scope of the ranking:

general rankings, rankings by subject

Website of the ranking:

https://www.letudiant.fr/tag/classements.html

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1998

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: between 374 and 1725, depending on the ranking

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, research, reputation, social engagement,
teaching

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from
HEIs by third-party agencies: Ministry of Higher Education, Engineering
Qualifications Commission (CTI), the Conference of Deans of French
Schools of Engineering (CDEFI)

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.letudiant.fr/palmares/liste-profils/palmares-des-ecoles-dingenieurs/palmares-des-ecoles-d-ingenieurs-notre-methodologie/home.
html6

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

L’Etudiant

Address:

79 rue Marcel-Dassault, 92100 Boulogne-Billancourt, France

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.letudiant.fr

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

4 Ranking of Top Business Schools.
5 Ranking of Engineering Schools.
6 Each ranking has its separate methodology.

Website of the ranking

https://www.letudiant.fr/tag/classements.html
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L’Etudiant University Rankings
■ Methodology
L’Etudiant publishes around fifteen rankings each year. They are a point of reference to locate the lines of force of the
formations. L’Etudiant rankings consider colleges, high schools, BTS, DUT, prepas, business schools, engineering schools,
art schools, masters, student cities. For the purpose of this Inventory the following ones should be mentioned as they
consider HEIs:
 Ranking of Engineering Schools
 Ranking of Top Business Schools
 Ranking of the best university institutes of technology (IUTs) in France
 Ranking of Bachelors in Management
 Ranking of Master’s degree success by university and by discipline
 Rankings of bac+3 Bachelors and bac+4 BBAs (a new one, introduced in 2022)
Each ranking has its separate methodology. Ranking of Engineering Schools includes around fifty ranking indicators
and around twenty other non-ranking ones. Ranking of Top Business Schools includes around a hundred ranking and nonranking indicators. Non-ranking indicators are displayed simply for information purposes, they are therefore not taken into
account in the general ranking. Although the methodologies for both rankings and the numbers of indicators differ,
both rankings consider indicators grouped in a few similar areas:
 Academic excellence/recognition  Proximity to businesses  Internationalization  Employment  Opportunities
 Commitment to social and environmental responsibility  Learning environment
Ranking of Top Business Schools additionally considers satisfaction of graduates (including e.g. general satisfaction,
satisfaction with supervision, satisfaction with premises, satisfaction with the alumni network, satisfaction with community
life, satisfaction with preparation for professional life, etc.).
In addition to viewing the overall ranking,  users can compare up to three schools with each other by checking
the corresponding boxes. It is then up to them to compare the data from the three schools for each criterion. A user can
also create his/her own ranking  by picking from around forty indicators. For each of them, the schools are ranked in five
descending groups (from 5 to 1), according to their relative value. Colors make it possible to better visually locate
the establishments (dark green for 5 and 4 points, light green for 3 and 2 points, yellow for 1 point).
The methodology of Ranking of the best IUTs in France considers only four indicators:
 number of students,
 success rate in two years (the percentage of students who have passed their DUT without repeating a year compared
to the total number of students enrolled in the IUT),
 added value (which measures the ability to advance students; it is the ratio between the observed success rate and
the expected rate; the expected rate is calculated by the Ministry of Higher Education and depends on several factors
such as gender, age when obtaining the baccalaureate, the socio-professional category of the parents, etc),
 success rate in three years (the percentage of students who have validated their DUT by having repeated a year
compared to the total number of students enrolled in the IUT).
The methodology of MASTER Ranking (Ranking of Master’s degree success by university and by discipline) is very simple,
it takes into account the students who have passed their master’s degree in two years, without having repeated a year.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.letudiant.fr/palmares/liste-profils/palmares-des-ecoles-d-ingenieurs/
palmares-des-ecoles-d-ingenieurs-notre-methodologie/home.html
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Ranking of Parisian Student Business Schools    
France
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Ranking of Parisian Student Business Schools

Name of the ranking (in original):

Palmarès des Ecoles de Commerce du Parisien Etudiant – Le classement

Country:

France

Scope of the ranking:

business school ranking

Website of the ranking:

https://www.leparisien.fr/etudiant/orientation/ecoles/palmares-desecoles-de-commerce-du-parisien-etudiant-le-classement-2021YZGV6YP6GNK5FJV7CLOY7YY44Q.php

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2009

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 24

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, research, teaching, entrepreneurship

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://www.leparisien.fr/etudiant/orientation/ecoles/palmares-desecoles-de-commerce-du-parisien-etudiant-le-classement-2021YZGV6YP6GNK5FJV7CLOY7YY44Q.php

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Le Parisien Libéré

Address:

Le Parisien Libéré, 10 boulevard de Grenelle, 75738 Paris Cedex 15, France

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.leparisien.fr

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking
https://www.leparisien.fr/etudiant/orientation/ecoles/palmares-des-ecoles-de-commercedu-parisien-etudiant-le-classement-2021-YZGV6YP6GNK5FJV7CLOY7YY44Q.php
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Ranking of Parisian Student Business Schools
■ Methodology
Palmarès des Ecoles de Commerce du Parisien Etudiant differentiates two list – one for schools accessible after
two years of preparation (post-prep Business Schools) and one for schools that you can join just after the baccalaureate
(Post-baccalaureate Business Schools). 14 criteria have been selected to classify the management schools delivering the
Master’s degree. Here are the elements retained for the calculation of each mark. In the event of a tie, the schools are
listed in alphabetical order.
Labels. Duration of the Master’s degree which can vary from 1 to 5 years, international accreditations: Equis, AACSB
– AMBA and Epas only for establishments that do not yet have the others.
Power. Group and Grande Ecole program budget per student, number of foreign fee-paying students.
Development. Evolution of the number of students, group budgets and Grandes Ecole programs between 2018 and 2021.
Social. Share of total exemptions and scholarships allocated in relation to the cost of training.
Infrastructure. Campus size per student and its evolution between 2018 and 2021. Proportion of graduates who passed
through the school’s campuses abroad. Number of students on foreign campuses in 2020-2021.
Professors. Proportion of research professors compared to permanent teachers. Share of teachers of foreign
nationality. Number of Grande Ecole program students per permanent teacher.
Research. Proportion of articles published by professor-researcher. Number of stars (article rating system) per research
professor.
Pedagogy. Percentage of course hours given by research professors. Proportions of courses in English and double
degrees with French establishments. Number of educational agreements made with other schools for students.
International network. Proportion of double graduates. Share of accredited agreements out of the total number
of agreements.
Professionalization. Proportion of apprentices and work-study students. Number of professional speakers.
Salary. First salary of young graduates declared by schools.
Entrepreneurship. Number of companies incubated in 2020-2021. Number of companies created by graduates
over the past three years. Share of graduates from an entrepreneurial background.
Digital pedagogy. Share of graduates from a digital sector.
Pedagogical innovation. The last criterion was noted according to the opinion of the editorial staff of the “Parisien
Étudiant”. It concerns the quality of the work of schools in the field of pedagogical and development projects.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:
https://www.leparisien.fr/etudiant/orientation/ecoles/palmares-des-ecoles-de-commercedu-parisien-etudiant-le-classement-2021-YZGV6YP6GNK5FJV7CLOY7YY44Q.php
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CHE University Ranking
Germany

Audit status

2015

■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

CHE University Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

CHE Hochschulranking

Country:

Germany

Scope of the ranking:

ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Frank Ziegele

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

info@che.de

Website of the ranking:

https://ranking.zeit.de/che/de

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1997

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

free registration

Main target groups:

students and parents

Level of comparison:

subjects: 41
study programs: 3000
other: apart from German HEIs, some HEIs from Austria are ranked

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, reputation, research, teaching,
student satisfaction, student facilities

Structure of presentation:

League Groups instead of League Positions – placing the universities into
one of three groups: Top Group, Middle Group or Bottom Group

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database (data not
provided by HEI): Federal Office of Statistics, the Institute for Medical and
Pharmaceutical Examination Questions (IMPP), Web of Science, Scopus,
the Business Cycle Research Center of the ETH Zurich (KOF), the specialist
information system (FIS) for education (Leibniz Institute for Research and
Information in Education), Federal Institute of Sport Science (BISp)

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://methodik.che-ranking.de

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

CHE Centrum für Hochschulentwicklung gGmbH

Address:

Verler Straße 6, 33332 Gütersloh, Germany

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.che.de

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://ranking.zeit.de/che/de
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CHE University Ranking
■ Methodology
CHE University Ranking is not an overall ranking, but a detailed analysis. The ranking deliberately chooses not to add the
results of the survey together to produce an overall points score. It is a result of the fact that there simply is no “best higher
education institution”, not in one subject and certainly not in all subjects. For example, a university may indeed be
a leader in the field of research, but the equipment it offers its students may be miserable, or it may be strong in German
Studies, but poor in Economics and Business Administration. Instead of crowning some presumed overall winner,
a multidimensional ranking is offered. Several ranking (league) lists produced on the basis of quite different criteria paint
a differentiated picture of the strengths and weaknesses of the individual universities. In the CHE University Ranking users
can find valuable information for their choice of the right subject of study and the university in Germany fitting best for
them. The ranking results are based on facts as well as assessments by 120,000 students and 3,000 professors.
There are several possibilities to make use of the ranking: a user starts into the ranking by selecting a subject and a type
of degree. Subsequently he/she will get to the tabular view which lists all German and some selected Austrian universities
offering this subject. On the basis of some preselected criteria a user can see how they performed within the ranking.
A special way of finding the right university for a user is the comparison, which can be used for all subjects. With the
comparison a user can compare departments from universities and universities of applied science with each other and
decide for himself/herself which one fits his/her needs best.
The CHE University Ranking is exclusively subject specific. Just as universities are not all equally good, so there is no
“the best university”. The universities’ performance in the individual disciplines, subjects and departments differs far too
greatly. Aggregation at the level of whole universities offers no useful information as a decision-making aid for prospective
students who want to study a specific subject. This is why the individual rankings are always subject specific.
Rankings should draw a differentiated picture of the universities from various perspectives. This is why, besides facts
on the departments and degree programs, the perspective of university teachers and students is also considered
in the ranking. This produces a more differentiated view than rankings based solely on the survey of one group of persons
and so allow subjective assessments and objective indicators to be contrasted.
The CHE University Ranking has up to 37 different indicators for each university. The Decision-Making Model allows them
to be thematically summarised in the following nine criteria:
 Job market and career-orientation (including e.g. percentage of bachelor theses that are compiled in cooperation
with work environment, percentage of teaching by practitioners, job market preparation, etc.),
 Equipment (including e.g. IT-infrastructure, self-study places, library, etc.),
 Research (including e.g. citations per publication, integration of theory and practice, third party funds per academic,
etc.),
 
International orientation (including e.g. proportion of international students, share of foreign language courses,
combined study program with foreign HEI, etc.),
 Result of study (including e.g. graduates per year, study duration (median), graduations in appropriate time, etc.),
 Town and university (including e.g. proportion of students that come to the university mostly by bicykle, opening
hours central student counselling, dpecial features regarding university sports, etc.),
 Students (including e.g. gender balance, number of students etc.),
 
Academic studies and teaching (including e.g. admission requirements, exam preparation – additional services,
extra-curricular activities, etc.).

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://methodik.che-ranking.de
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UnivPress Ranking
Hungary
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

UnivPress Ranking (until 2006 it was published as Felvi Ranking)

Name of the ranking (in original):

UnivPress Ranking

Country:

Hungary

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, rankig by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Gyorgy Fabri

Website of the ranking:

http://ranking.elte.hu

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2002

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 26

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, research, teaching, other: student and teacher excellence

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): data of the Ministry of Education and Culture,
application and admission data from the National Higher Education
Information Centre, data from the Council for National Scientific Students’
Circles;

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

http://ranking.elte.hu/knowledge-base/methodology-of-univpress-ranking

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

TudásTárs kft.

Address:

Hungary, 1065, Budapest, Str. Bajcsy-Zsilinszky 33

Website of the ranking organization:

http://ranking.elte.hu

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

http://ranking.elte.hu
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UnivPress Ranking
■ Methodology
The UnivPress Ranking is a data-based ranking. It is of all faculties and institutions, based on the national
educational databases, based on teaching and student indicators, independent of field of study, and their aggregation.
Each sub-ranking is calculated by a simple comparison of the numerical values of the indicators, ranking the values
in order, irrespective of the degree of difference between the scores.
Indicators:
 Academic staff with PhD – number
 Academic staff with PhD – ratio
 Academic staff with degree by Hungarian Academy of Sciences – ratio
 Academic staff with PhD / students – number
 Applications priorized – number
 Applicants with secondary school competition awards
 Average points of those admitted
 Percentage with a language test admitted
 Number of PhDs awarded
 Ratio of University Student Competition Awarded
UnivPress publishes also subject rankings:
 The Best IT Programs
 The Best Teacher Training Univeristies and Colleges
 The Best Medical Universities
 The Best Faculties of Humanities
 The Best Economics Universites
There are also special rankings published which are focused on the admission performance.
They are prepared in five areas. For more information, see:
http://ranking.elte.hu/hu/2022/01/05/szakos-rankingek-a-felveteli-teljesitmeny-koncentralodasa

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://ranking.elte.hu/knowledge-base/methodology-of-univpress-ranking
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Atal Ranking of Institutions
on Innovation Achievements
India
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Atal Ranking of Institutions on Innovation Achievements (ARIIA)

Name of the ranking (in original):

Atal Ranking of Institutions on Innovation Achievements (ARIIA)

Country:

India

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

contact-ariia@gov.in

Website of the ranking:

https://www.ariia.gov.in

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2019

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers,
policy makers, governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 42

Major dimensions covered:

innovation, research, teaching, entrepreneurship development,
knowledge transfer, academic facilities

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs
by third-party agencies, third-party database (data not provided by HEI)

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://www.ariia.gov.in/#Parameters
https://www.ariia.gov.in/pdf/ARIIAFramework2021.pdf

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Ministry of Education (MoE), MoE’s Innovation Cell, All India Council
for Technical Education (AICTE)

Address:

Room No 226, All India Council for Technical Education (AICTE),
Nelson Mandela Marg, Vasant Kunj, New Delhi-110070, India

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.education.gov.in/en

Type of organization:

state organization

Website of the ranking

https://www.ariia.gov.int
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Atal Ranking of Institutions
on Innovation Achievements
■ Methodology
Atal Ranking of Institutions on Innovation Achievements (ARIIA) is an initiative of Ministry of Education (MoE), to
systematically rank all major higher educational institutions and universities in India on indicators related to “Innovation
and Entrepreneurship Development”. All recognized HEIs of India are eligible to participate in the ARIIA ranking. The
methodology considers all major parameters/indicators used globally to rank education institutions for innovation
output. ARIIA also measures some parameters which are India specific.
The ARIIA parameters are organized in major broad parameters with seven indicators. Each broad head has an overall
weight assigned to it. Within each head, the various sub-heads also have an appropriate weight distribution.
The overall score is computed based on the weights allotted to each head. The overall score can take a maximum value
of 100. The institutions are rank-ordered based on their scores.
Assessment of innovation and startup ecosystem in HEIs is based on seven parameters with certain weightages allocated
as below:
 Budget, Expenses to Support & Revenue Generated (20 Marks),
 Infrastructures & Facilities to Support Innovations and Start-ups (10 Marks),
 Awareness Activities for Promoting Idea Generation and Innovation (20 Marks),
 Promotion and Supporting Entrepreneurship Development (20 Marks),
 Intellectual Property (IP) Generation, Technology Transfer and Commercialization (14 Marks),
 Innovative Learning Methods & Courses (10 Marks),
 Innovations in Governance of the Institution (6 Marks).
The methodology framework of ARIIA considers parameters and sub-parameters on the following major areas:
I&E MIND-SET DEVELOPMENT
 Number of co-curricular events related to Innovation and Entrepreneurship (I&E) conducted by the HEI,
 Number of co-curricular events related to I&E organized by external organizations where student’s/faculty members
of HEI were sent to participate/represent,
 Number of awards won by the student and faculty innovations at State/National/International Level.
I&E TEACHING & LEARNING
 Number of full-fledged programs/courses in Innovation / Entrepreneurship / Intellectual Property offered
by the HEI (Diploma/ UG/ PG/ PhD),
 Number of short-term Certificate courses or Elective group(s)/ Major or Minor Specializations/ Core Credit courses
offered by the HEI in Innovation and Entrepreneurship (I&E) of minimum 30 contact hours,
 Number of I&E related MDP, EDP, FDP, Employment Generation Skill Development Programs (Approved by
Regulatory bodies of HEIs or government agencies) of minimum 30 contact hours,
 Number of full-time faculty who have completed any specialized training program of I&E (MDP, EDP, FDP, Certificate
course of minimum 30 contact hours) conducted by State and Central government agencies, knowledge agencies,
 Number of entrepreneurial skill development/employment generating training programs conducted by the HEI
for external participants (local residents, community members, alumni etc.),
 Number of full-time faculty with a degree in entrepreneurship/innovation/ IPR and (or) received training on I&E, and IPR.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.ariia.gov.in/#Parameters
https://www.ariia.gov.in/pdf/ARIIAFramework2021.pdf
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Atal Ranking of Institutions
on Innovation Achievements
I&E INFRASTRUCTURE AND FACILITIES
 Number of active Ideas/ Innovation centric Student Clubs in the HEI with access to co-working space/ work-stations
for students with facilities & equipment available for I&E activities,
 Existence of dedicated infrastructures and facilities at HEI to support Innovation, Entrepreneurship and IPR,
 Existence of Pre-incubation centres such as Tinker Lab/ EDC/ IEDC/ New Gen IEDC/ etc. with minimum space of>=
600 sq.ft. floor area,
 Existence of Incubation Unit with minimum space of >= 1500 sq. ft. floor area,
 Existence of Research Park/Innovation Park with minimum Space of >= 5000 sq. ft. Floor area,
 Existence of Centre of Excellence with Advance Tools & Equipment with minimum space of >= 1000 Sq. ft.,
 Existence of IPR Cell / Patent Facilitation Unit / Technology Transfer Centre at the institute,
 Number of dedicated staff to oversee I&E activities under the leadership of a senior professor/Head of the institute,
 Number of empanelled external experts/ agencies for mentorship regarding IPR, innovation development and
enterprise development,
 Number of faculty members/ staff of the HEI deputed on committees of other HEIs to mentor and support the
establishment of their I&E eco-system.
INNOVATIONS DEVELOPED
 Number of Innovations TRL 0-3 and/or Number of non-technical Innovations (scouted and evaluated) registeredwith
thedepartments of HEI/ pre incubation/Incubation centre,
 Number of Innovations TRL 4-6,
 Number of Innovations TRL 7-9,
 Number of ideas or innovative projects implemented in the community/Social Innovations,
 Number of ideas or innovative projects/TRLs/Social Innovations implemented with financial support from HEIs,
 Number of awards won by the student and faculty innovations at State/National/International Level in I&E
relatedevents,
STARTS-UP ESTABLISHED
 Number of Start-ups with CIN / Entrepreneurial Ventures with at least GST number started by students/faculties/
Staff/Alumni and facilitated by HEI/EDC/ Pre-incubation/ Incubation/ Research Park etc.,
 Number of Start-ups with CIN /Entrepreneurial Ventures with GST number started by the external
beneficiaries(i.e.excluding Student, Faculty & Staff) who had received Employment Generating Skill Training Program
conducted by the HEI/EDC/Pre-incubation/ Incubation,
 Number of Faculty as Founder or Co-Founder with DIN,
 Number of Start-ups with Annual Turnover of Rs. 50 Lakhs or 10 employees.
COLLABORATION AND INVESTMENT FACILITATION
 Total amount raised by innovators pre-Incubated/incubated at HEI from Angel/VC Fund/High Net worth Individual (HNI),
 Total amount raised by Start-ups incubated at HEI from Angel /VC Fund /High Net worth Individual (HNI),
 Total amount of Credit/Loans from Financial Institutions that was facilitated by HEI for innovators/start-ups,
 Number of Collaborations with incubation units outside the HEI either to provide OR receive Incubation Support,
 Number of Collaborations with other HEIs as mentor/ mentee Institute to promote I&E in the Campus,
 Number of Collaborations with start-ups /Industry Associations /Knowledge Agencies to promote I&E activities and/or
internship opportunities.

Website of the ranking

https://www.ariia.gov.int
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Atal Ranking of Institutions
on Innovation Achievements
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY AND COMMERCIALIZATION
 Number of research papers published (Student/Faculty) with Keywords -Innovation, and Entrepreneurship in Scopus
journals during the AY 2019-20,
 Number of Copyrights/Designs- Applied during the FY 2019-20,
 Number of Patents Filed & Published during the FY 2019-20,
 Number of Patents Granted (last 3 FYs: 2017-18, 2018-19, 2019-20),
 Number of Patents held by Pre-Incubated Innovations/Incubated Startups (last 3 FYs: 2017-18, 2018- 19, 2019-20),
 Number of IPs Commercialized/ Technology Transferred during the FY 2019-20.
I&E EXPENSES AND REVENUE
 Amount spent on events conducted,
 Amount spent on student/faculty participation in I&E events conducted by external organizations,
 Expenses incurred in the establishment, maintenance and operation of Pre-Incubation and/or Incubation
infrastructure (capital expenditure + operational expenditure),
 Total seed fund/grant disbursed by HEI from its own funds to innovation/ entrepreneurial ventures,
 Total seed fund/grant disbursed by HEI from its own funds to innovation/ entrepreneurial ventures,
 Total Seed Fund/Grant received from external sources disbursed to Start-ups (Financial Fields of line items entered
in 4 & 5),
 Total grant/funds received from authentic sources such as Govt, Non Govt, CSR bodies etc. towards promoting
and supporting innovation, IPR, Start-ups and pre-incubation/incubation activities in the campus,
 Total revenue from Incubation Services offered by HEI to Start-ups/innovators,
 Total revenue generated from commercialization/Licensing of IPs owned by HEIs (It exclude IP commercialization
made by incubated start-ups/ Innovators).
PARTICIPATION IN I&E INITIATIVES OF MOE
 Adopted National Innovation and Start-up Policy at the HEI,
 Establishment of Institution’s Innovation Council (IIC) at HEI,
 Trained Innovation Ambassadors at HEI,
 Participation in Smart India Hackathon (SIH),
 Facilitated Registration of Start-ups/ Technologies developed from HEIs in YUKTI 2.0 (Young India combating COVID
with Knowledge, Technology and Innovation) portal of MIC,
 Participation of Students from the HEI in National Education Alliance of Technology (NEAT) courses.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.ariia.gov.in/#Parameters
https://www.ariia.gov.in/pdf/ARIIAFramework2021.pdf

IREG Inventory of National University Rankings

56

India’s Best Colleges
India
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

India’s Best Colleges

Name of the ranking (in original):

India’s Best Colleges

Country:

India

Scope of the ranking:

ranking by subject

Website of the ranking:

https://www.indiatoday.in/bestcolleges/2021

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1997

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

broad fields: 11

Major dimensions covered:

teaching, student satisfaction

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization

Website of the methodology:

no methodology published on the ranking website

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

India Today

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.indiatoday.in

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.indiatoday.in/bestcolleges/2021
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India’s Best Colleges
■ Methodology
As the turbulent academic year 2020/21 came to an end, the rush of college admissions in India commenced, where
students and parents are gearing up to choose the best possible college to advance on their future endeavors. This is
where India Today’s Best Colleges of India 2021 survey came into play, making the lives of millions of students easier.
The ongoing academic session in schools and colleges began had its fate changed due to the Covid-19 pandemic situation
and thus, keeping in mind the current developments in the education system, India Today has conducted its yearly survey
to determine the best colleges in the country with respect to their infrastructure, faculty, environment and resources
provided to the students.
Parents and students who are looking for a suitable college in this unprecedented situation have to consider the fact that
many educational institutes are resorting to the online method of teaching in the current environment. India Today’s survey
has taken the technological and infrastructural factors into consideration while ranking the colleges, making the decision
of parents and students easier.
India Today Group has been conducting the most authentic college ranking surveys for the past two decades and in this
year’s issue, the colleges were ranked keeping in mind the situation created in the education sector due to this global
pandemic.
In its most recent edition, the colleges have been ranked across 14 courses – fashion, science, social work, BBA, BCA,
architecture, dental, hotel management, law, mass communication and medical.

Website of the ranking

https://www.indiatoday.in/bestcolleges/2021
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National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF)
India
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF)

Name of the ranking (in original):

National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF)

Country:

India

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, rankings by subject

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

helpdesk@nirfindia.org

Website of the ranking:

https://www.nirfindia.org/2021/Ranking.html

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2016

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: between 257 and 2008, depending on the category; subjects: 7

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, third-party database (data
not provided by HEI)

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://www.nirfindia.org/Documents

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Ministry of Education in India

Address:

109-C, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi – 110001, India

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.education.gov.in/en

Type of organization:

state organization

7 Architecture
8 Engineering

Website of the ranking

https://www.nirfindia.org/2021/Ranking.html
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National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF)
■ Methodology
The National Institutional Ranking Framework (NIRF) was approved by the Ministry of Human Resource and
Development (MHRD) and launched in 2015. This framework outlines a methodology to rank institutions across the
country. The methodology draws from the overall recommendations broad understanding arrived at by a Core Committee
set up by MHRD, to identify the broad parameters for ranking various universities and institutions. With regards to ranking
indicators, five areas are considered, with 100 marks each. However, the methodology differs slightly between the
categories with regards to indicators and/or weights assigned to them. For each ranking category the separate document
describing its methodology is published on the ranking website.
The methodology for overall classification includes 16 indicators grouped in five criteria:
Teaching, Learning & Resources – Ranking weight: 0.30, Marks: 100
 Student Strength including Doctoral Students – 20 marks
 Faculty-student ratio with emphasis on permanent faculty – 25 marks
 Combined metric for Faculty with PhD (or equivalent) and Experience – 20 marks
 Financial Resources and their Utilisation – 20 marks
 Online Education: Online Completion of Syllabus & Exams and Swayam – 15 marks
Research and Professional Practice – Ranking weight: 0.30, Marks 100
 Combined metric for Publications – 35 marks
 Combined metric for Quality of Publications – 35 marks
 IPR and Patents: Published and Granted – 15 marks
 Footprint of Projects and Professional Practice – 15 marks
Graduation Outcomes – Ranking weight: 0.20, Marks 100
 Metric for University Examinations – 60 marks
 Metric for Number of Ph.D. Students Graduated – 40 marks
Outreach and Inclusivity – Ranking weight: 0.10, Marks 100
 Percentage of Students from Other States/Countries (Region Diversity) – 30 marks
 Percentage of Women – 30 marks
 Economically and Socially Challenged Students – 20 marks
 Facilities for Physically Challenged Students – 20 marks
Peer Perception – Ranking weight: 0.10, Marks 100
 Peer Perception: Academic Peers and Employers – 100 marks
Apart from the overall ranking NIRF Ranking considers also other ranking lists including top institutions in the following
Categories and Subject Domains:
 University Ranking
 Pharmacy Ranking
 Architecture Ranking
 Engineering Ranking
 Medical Ranking
 Dental Ranking
 Management Ranking
 Law Ranking
 Research Ranking (published in 2021 for the first time).
The ranking lists are published here: https://www.nirfindia.org/2021/Ranking.html
The methodology for particular rankings is published here: https://www.nirfindia.org/Documents

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.nirfindia.org/Documents
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QS I-GAUGE Rating
India
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

QS I-GAUGE Rating

Name of the ranking (in original):

QS I-GAUGE Rating

Country:

India

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Research Analyst Team

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

researchanalysts@igauge.in

Website of the ranking:

https://www.igauge.in

Publication frequency:

biannual (The Universities/Colleges are rated using a non-relative measure.
The ratings for the institutions are released following audit of the submitted
data.)

First year of publication:

2018

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access, print – magazine, newspaper

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional

Major dimensions covered:

employability, innovation, internationalization, research, social engagement,
teaching: diversity and accessibility, facilities, governance, arts and culture,
entrepreneurship, academic development

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking other: Category-wise rating, and overall rating

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey of HEIs staff
or students conducted by ranking organization with collaboration with
a HEI, third-party database (data not provided by HEI): National Institutional
Ranking Framework (NIRF), Ministry of Education, Government of India

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board, periodic consultancy, other: a four stage review of audit

Website of the methodology:

https://www.topuniversities.com/qs-igauge/qs-igauge-methodology

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

QS I-GAUGE

Address:

#132, 3rd Floor, 17th Cross, 11th Main, Malleshwaram West,
Bengaluru – 560 055, Karnataka, India

Website of the ranking organization:

https://igauge.in/

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.igauge.in
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QS I-GAUGE Rating
■ Methodology
QS I-GAUGE is a comprehensive and independent rating system for India’s universities and colleges. It provides
academic institutions to effectively benchmark their performance with reference to key indicators and further lays down
developmental roadmap for upgrading their educational services.
The QS I-GAUGE consists of Seven Core criteria and Six Advanced criteria (from which an institution can opt any two).
Every institution is thus evaluated on a total of nine criteria. The QS I-GAUGE rating provides a unique 360-degree
perspective of India’s institutions for higher learning. After the assessment, the institutes are awarded with an overall rating
which ranges from Bronze to Platinum+, depending on the number of points achieved through the evaluation.
This rating system, which is specially curated for India, will help the students, parents and a diverse set of stakeholders
understand the areas an institution is good at and the areas which the institutions needs to work on. By referring to QS
I-GAUGE ratings, students will now be able to see the true and complete picture of an institution before taking admission,
rather than after, allowing the students to match their interests with the institutions that are strong in the topics that matter
to them.
The rating also functions as an institutional score card, and institutions receive a detailed and confidential report on their
strengths and areas of improvement, providing a roadmap for further development. As the QS I-GAUGE rating is
re-assessed every 2 years, it is acts as an invaluable tool for institutional research and planning.
The following criteria, the basis for QS I-GAUGE rating, were selected as the key pillars of what makes a world-class
institution for higher education:
TEACHING AND LEARNING
Classroom-based teaching and learning engagements form the core building blocks of an institution of higher learning.
The indicators such as faculty student ratio, completion rate, best practices in learning, overall student satisfaction etc.
are focussed to measure institution’s performance against fixed thresholds.
FACULTY QUALITY
This is captured through a quantified measurement of indicators such as faculty qualification, retention rate, faculty
with experience or engagement outside academia, publications per faculty etc.
EMPLOYABILITY
Common indicators in this area are campus employers’ presence, employment rate and career services support etc.
The active involvement of students in forums/clubs encouraging extracurricular participations also boosts the employability
at the institution.
STUDENT DIVERSITY AND ACCESSIBILITY
The more diversity an institution incorporates in terms of culture and economic background, the more inclusive
and comprehensive the atmosphere is in a university or college. The institution should be pro-active in maintaining student
and faculty diversity from across the country. It should strive to provide equal opportunities for diffrently abled students,
and also maintain international diversity.
FACILITIES
Facilities such as sporting, IT, library and medical facilities, accommodation, and catering facilities etc. are considered
within this criterion. Also, It is essential that an institution makes available adequate infrastructure for the differently abled
students and faculty on the campus.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.topuniversities.com/qs-igauge/qs-igauge-methodology
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QS I-GAUGE Rating
SOCIAL RESPONSIBILITY
It is the responsibility of the institution to engage students in community development activities and contribute
to sustainable development, including health and wellbeing, of a society.This feature measures the social involvement
of the students, faculty and institutions and the recognition received for its community outreach activities.
GOVERNANCE AND STRUCTURE
Governance & structure evaluates the policies and processes that are required for institutions to function effectively.
National accreditations and recognitions awarded to universities and colleges add to the credibility of the institutions
and become vital in assessing their performance.
ARTS & CULTURE
Effective indicators are the number of concerts and exhibitions organized by the institution and the number of credits
and cultural awards achieved by the faculties and students. Additionally, the facilities available, and the cultural investment
by the institution is also evaluated.
ENTREPRENEURSHIP
Along with training programs, QS I-GAUGE rating checks the percentage of faculty and alumni with entrepreneurship
experience, and the aspirations of students in terms of likeliness to pursue a start-up.
RESEARCH
Indicators considered here include assessments of research quality amongst the faculties at the institution, productivity
(i.e. number of papers published), citations (i.e. how recognized and referred to are the papers of the respective faculties)
and funding obtained for research projects.
INNOVATION
The institution is assessed on a set of indicators such as investment in creating intellectual property, legalising and
commercialising the patents and formation of spin-off entities etc. to measure its achievements in fostering innovation
through education and research activities. Also, the faculty involved with experience of external consultations, and industry
connect contribute significantly towards motivating the students.
INTERNATIONALIZATION
Indicators considered here include international students with respect to the total student population, student exchange
program, faculty exchange program and international collobaration etc.
ACADEMIC DEVELOPMENT
The academic development comprises of activities focused on enhancing all dimensions of teaching and learning.
Presence of Continuous Professional Development for faculty in terms of activities, certification programs, and technologyenabled training for faculty. Educational policies/workshops to integrate essential skills on the importance of academic
integrity, plagiarism and to increase academic engagements are also evaluated.

Website of the ranking

https://www.igauge.in
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Sunday Times (Ireland) League Table
– Irish Good University Guide
Ireland
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Sunday Times (Ireland) League Table – Irish Good University Guide

Name of the ranking (in original):

Sunday Times (Ireland) League Table – Irish Good University Guide

Country:

Ireland

Website of the ranking:

https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/irish-good-university-guide-in-fulld23h0mch6

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2004

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

paid access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Major dimensions covered:

research, teaching, reputation, employability, student satisfaction

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

third-party database (data was not provided by HEI), data collected
from HEIs by third-party agencies, data collected from HEIs by ranking
organisations

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

The Times & The Sunday Times published by Times Newspapers Limited

Website of the ranking organization:

www.thetimes.co.uk

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/irish-good-university-guide-in-full-d23h0mch6
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Censis Ranking of Italian Universities    
Italy
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Censis Ranking of the Italian Universities (until 2017 it was named
the University Guide Censis and Repubblica, and it was developed
in cooperation with the national newspaper “La Repubblica”)

Name of the ranking (in original):

La Classifica Censis delle Università Italiane

Country:

Italy

Scope of the ranking:

1. general ranking
2. ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Luig Bellesi and Vittoria Coletta

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

l.bellesi@censis.it, v.coletta@censis.it

Website of the ranking:

https://www.censis.it/formazione/la-classifica-censis-delle-universit%C3%A0italiane-edizione-20212022

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2000

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 74, subjects: 15

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, teaching, web presence, student facilities, employability

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables), multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, third-party database (data
not provided by HEI): Miur – Office of Statistics and Processing of National
Registry Data of University Students and Graduates, Miur – Statistical Office
– Right to Education, Erasmus+ National Agency, Almalaurea: Employment
status of graduates

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.censis.it/formazione/la-classifica-censis-delle-universit%C3%A0italiane-edizione-20212022

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Fondazione Centro Studi Investimenti Sociali - CENSIS

Address:

Piazza di Novella, 2 00199 – Roma, Italy

Website of the ranking organization:

www.censis.it

Type of organization:

private, non-profit

Website of the ranking

https://www.censis.it/formazione/la-classifica-censis-delleuniversit%C3%A0-italiane-edizione-20212022
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Censis Ranking of Italian Universities
■ Methodology
The ranking is composed of two levels of evalution: evaluation of the universities (state universities and private
universities) as a whole and evaluation of student career progression and internationalization The latter is made having
as observed points: the 47 three-year degree classes (bachelor’s degrees), subsequently grouped into 15 disciplinary
groups; the 93 two-year degree classes (master’s degrees), subsequently grouped into 14 subject areas; the segment
of single-cycle degree courses (7 subject areas) equivalent to master’s degrees, in some way similar to the old faculties.
EVALUATION OF THE UNIVERSITIES AS A WHOLE
 
Services: number of meals provided/enrolled students; number of places and accommodation/enrolled students
resident outside the region;
 Grants: contributions from universities and Right to Education Agencies for interventions in favor of students
and scholarships/degree awards/study awards with private financing/total of students enrolled;
 Structures: classroom-seats/enrolled students; library-seats/enrolled students; scientific laboratory-seats/enrolled students;
positive judgment awarded by graduates, referring to classrooms, study rooms, computer laboratories and libraries;
 
Communication and digital services: score resulting from the analysis of the characteristics and functionalities
of the university websites, their respective official social profiles and the response efficiency returned by these
channels;
 
Internationalization: foreign students/total of enrolled students; students who have spent a period abroad for study
or internship/ total of enrolled students, net of matriculated students; foreign students who have spent a period of
study at the university/total of enrolled students; expenditure by universities and Right to Education Agencies in favor
of international student mobility/total of enrolled students, net of matriculated students; the share of courses offered
in English and double degree or joint degree courses
 Employability: employment rate of graduates in the year (bachelors and masters degfree) one year after graduation.
State universities have been divided into five groups on the basis of the number of the enrolled students in the academic
year of reference obtained from the processing carried out by the Statistical Office of the Ministry of University and
Research on data from the National Registry of University Students. Private universities are divided into three groups
based on the number of students enrolled in the in the academic year of reference.
STUDENT CAREER PROGRESSION AND INTERNATIONALIZATION, BY SUBJECT AREAS
 Persistence rate between the first and second year (this indicator is not taken into consideration for the groupings of
the two-year master’s degree classes);
 Regular enrollment rate;
 Graduates regularity rate;
 Mobility of outgoing students (students who have spent a period of study abroad funded through the Erasmus
program or other international mobility programs;
 Foreign host universities (number of foreign universities / structures that hosted Erasmus students or students who
participated in other international mobility programs);
 Foreign students.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.censis.it/formazione/la-classifica-censis-delleuniversit%C3%A0-italiane-edizione-20212022
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THE Japan University Rankings
Japan
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

THE Japan University Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

THE Japan University Rankings

Country:

Japan

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Phil Baty

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

phil.baty@timeshighereducation.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/world-university-rankings/japanuniversity-rankings-2022-results-announced

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2017

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 273

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs by thirdparty agencies: the Japanese government, third-party database (data not
provided by HEI): Scopus, Benesse Corporation, Nikkei Human Resources

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/world-university-rankings/
methodology-japan-university-rankings-2022

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Times Higher Education

Address:

THE World Universities Insights Limited, 26 Red Lion Square, London
WC1R 4HQ, UK

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.timeshighereducation.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/world-university-rankings/japanuniversity-rankings-2022-results-announced
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THE Japan University Rankings
■ Methodology
The Times Higher Education Japan University Rankings use a balanced scorecard approach, with 16 individual
performance indicators combining to create an overall score that reflects the broad strength of an institution.
The overall methodology explores four key areas, which are called pillars:
RESOURCES
 f inance (income) per student (8%), which shows whether the institution has the money to effectively deliver
teaching,
 faculty per student (8%), which gives a sense of whether the college has enough teachers to teach,
 research output per member of staff (7%),
 
research grants per member of staff (5%),
 
mock university entrance exam scores (6%) received by institutions’ entrants to get an indication of the academic
calibre required to gain admission to a particular university and its popularity among top students.
ENGAGEMENT
This pillar measures opinions of the university from two sources: the High School Advisors Survey and the Japan
Student Survey. The High School Advisors Survey gathers the views of student careers advisers from between 1,000
and 2,000 Japanese secondary schools each year. It asks advisers to name the top 15 universities that they believe
teach students to the highest global standards (6%), and the 15 universities that they think are best at developing
students’ abilities (6%). Responses to seven questions are used in three metrics in the following manner:
 s tudent engagement metric (6%) uses scores from four questions, asking to what extent teaching at the university
(1) supports critical thinking, (2) supports making connections among the things students have learned, (3) supports
applying the students’ learning to the real world, and (4) offers classes that challenge the students,
 interaction with teachers/students metric (6%) uses scores from two questions, asking how many opportunities
the students had to (1) interact with the staff and faculty and (2) collaborate with their peers,
 
student recommendation metric (6%) uses scores from one question, which asks how likely students would be
to recommend their university to friends or family.
OUTCOMES
This pillar looks at the overall academic reputation (8%) of the university in Japan, based on votes from Japanese
scholars in THE’s annual Academic Reputation Survey of leading academics worldwide, which helps to determine which
institutions have the best reputation for excellence in teaching. The reputation of the university among employers
(8%) is also considered to get a sense of whether the university produces graduates the market wants. This is based on
a survey of human resources departments from 815 listed and non-listed companies.
ENVIRONMENT
This pillar looks at the make-up of the student and staff body at each campus, helping students to determine whether they
will find themselves in a diverse, supportive and inclusive university environment. The following indicators are considered:
 proportion of international students (5%)
 propotion of international staff (5%)
 number of students in various types of international exchange programs (5%)
 number of courses taught in a language other than Japanese (5%)

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/world-university-rankings/
methodology-japan-university-rankings-2022
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IAAR National Ranking of Higher Education
Institutions of the Republic of Kazakhstan   
Audit status
Kazakhstan
■ Information on ranking

2019
Name of the ranking (in English):

IAAR National Ranking of Higher Education Institutions
of the Republic of Kazakhstan

Name of the ranking (in original):

Национальный рейтинг вузов Республики Казахстан

Country:

Kazakhstan

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Yanovskaya Olga

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

iaar@iaar.kz

Website of the ranking:

https://iaar.agency/rating/en

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2014

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 60, fields/subjects: 11, study programs: 2000

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs
by third-party agencies: Ministry of Education, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): Scopus

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board, certification

Website of the methodology:

https://iaar.agency/rating/1/0/2022/en

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Independent Agency for Accreditation and Ranking

Address:

Republic of Kazakhstan, Nur-Sultan city, Baurzhan Momyshuly avenue 2,
EP-4V

Website of the ranking organization:

https://iaar.agency

Type of organization:

private, non-profit

Website of the ranking

https://iaar.agency/rating/en

69

Featured national rankings

IAAR National Ranking of Higher Education
Institutions of the Republic of Kazakhstan   
■ Methodology
The main ranking is the ranking of programs (BA, MA, PhD) by course areas. It is formed using an electronic tool for
ranking of educational programs, available online, based on the results of verification of the university’s supporting
documents by the indicators «High concentration of talented students, teachers and researchers», «Academic mobility»,
«Competitiveness of specialty graduates» available in the cloud, as well as on the basis of data analysis from database
in accordance with the indicator of «Competitiveness of specialty graduates». The IAAR methodology includes the
following four indicators:
HIGH CONCENTRATION OF TALENTED STUDENTS, TEACHERS AND RESEARCHERS (25%)
 Accreditation of the HEI and educational program (3%)
 «Altyn Belgi» and educational grants holders (4%)
 Prizewinners of the Republican and International Olympiad in the subject (4%)
 Graduates graduated with honors (4%)
 Quality of full-time teachers (academic degree, laureates of state prizes of the Republic of Kazakhstan, laureates of
nominal prizes of the Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of Kazakhstan, (10%)
ACADEMIC MOBILITY (25%)
 A visiting teacher (professor or PhD) from a foreign country, who gave classes and took an exam in the discipline
of the basic (BВ) or profile (PD) cycle of the specialty (5%)
 A teacher (doctor of sciences, candidate of sciences or PhD) of the main department, who conducted classes
at HEIs or research at research centers of far abroad (5%)
 Students from foreign universities studying at this university for a semester (5%)
 Students of the specialty who studied for one semester at a HEI in foreign countries (5%)
 Joint educational programs with foreign partners – double degree education (5%)
COMPETITIVENESS OF SPECIALTY GRADUATES (25%)
 Number of graduates of the previous period
COMPETITIVENESS OF SCIENTIFIC PUBLICATIONS OF TEACHERS, UNDERGRADUATES AND
DOCTORAL STUDENTS IN THE SPECIALTY (25%)
 the Hirsch Index for citing publications of teachers, undergraduates and doctoral students on the ISI Web
of Knowledge, Thomson Reuters database (9%)
 Publications of teachers, undergraduates and doctoral students in the specialty according to the Hirsch Index
of Scopus (9%)
 Patents and inventions of teachers, undergraduates and doctoral students in the specialty (7%)
The IAAR ranking system is formed based on the ranking results of programs of Kazakhstan HEIs and includes
the following classifications:
 General ranking of HEIs in Kazakhstan «TOP-20+»
 Institutional ranking of HEIs by areas of specialist training
 Ranking of BA, MA and PhD programs

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://iaar.agency/rating/1/0/2022/en
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IQAA National Ranking
of the Best Universities of Kazakhstan    
Kazakhstan
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):
Name of the ranking (in original):

IQAA National Ranking of the Best Universities in Kazakhstan
аза станны е

здік жо ары о у орындарыны

лтты Рейтингі

Country:

Kazakhstan

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Kalanova Sholpan

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

info@iqaa.kz

Website of the ranking:

https://iqaa-ranking.kz

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2008

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers,
policy makers, governments and funding agencies, other: youngers

Level of comparison:

institutional: 33

Major dimensions covered:

employability, innovation, internationalization, reputation, research,
social engagement, teaching, web presence

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables), multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database (data not provided
by HEI): Web of Science, Scopus, Russian Science Citation Index,
KazPatent, “Bolashak” Center for International Programs,
Ministry of Education and Science of the Republic of Kazakhstan

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy, advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://iqaa-ranking.kz/en/methodology-of-iqaa-rankings/of-heis/intuitionalrating-methodology

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Independent Agency for Quality Assurance in Education – Ranking (IQAA-Ranking)

Address:

Z05H9M7, Republic of Kazakhstan, Nur-Sultan, Dostyk str., 20, business
center “Saint Petersburg”, office 801

Website of the ranking organization:

https://iqaa.kz/en

Type of organization:

Limited Liability Partnership

Website of the ranking

https://iqaa-ranking.kz
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IQAA National Ranking
of the Best Universities of Kazakhstan
■ Methodology
INDICATOR 1 – CONTINGENT OF STUDENTS – 80 POINTS
The proportion of students studying by support of state educational scholarships to the total number of full-time students
(15 points)
The proportion of postgraduate students to the total number of full-time students (15 points)
The proportion of out-of-town students in full-time form to the total number of full-time students (15 points)
Provision of out-of-town students with an student accommodation (15 points)
Scale index of the university (20 points)
INDICATOR 2 – THE RESULTS OF STUDENTS’ TRAINING AND THE AMOUNT
OF STUDY PROGRAMMES IMPLEMENTED IN THE UNIVERSITY – 80 POINTS
Victories of students at international competitions, conferences, Olympiads in Kazakhstan and CIS countries (10 points),
in far abroad countries (20 points), sports and creative achievements in CIS and far abroad countries (5 points)
in the last three academic years (in total 35 points)
The ratio of the number of students to the number of undergraduate, graduate and PhD programs (25 points):
 The ratio of the number of undergraduate students to the number of undergraduate programs (4 points)
 The ratio of the number of students enrolled in a master’s program to the number of master’s programs
(15 points)
 The ratio of the number of students enrolled in the PhD program to the number of PhD programs (6 points)
The share of new and innovative programs in the total number of educational programs implemented at the university
(10 points)
The share of educational programs in English in the total number of educational programs implemented at the university
(10 points)
INDICATOR 3 – ACADEMIC STAFF AND RESEARCHERS – 110 POINTS
Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the amount of academic staff (30 points)
Proportion of academic staff who received the “Best Teacher of the University” grant over the last 3 years (20 points)
Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the number of academic staff working part-time, from various sectors
of the economy (15 points)
Proportion of domestic academic staff graduated from universities abroad (10 points)
The number of students per one full-time teaching staff (20 points)
Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the number of staff researchers (10 points)
Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the number of staff researchers working part-time (5 points)
INDICATOR 4 – RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT (R&D), INNOVATIVE WORK – 170 POINTS
The volume of research funding per one full-time academic staff (20 points)
Scientific publications (20 points):
 Scientific publications in the Science Index (РИНЦ) per one full-time teacher over the last three calendar years: (Publ
/ N academic staff) (10 points)
 Citations per article in the Science Index (10 points)

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://iqaa-ranking.kz/en/methodology-of-iqaa-rankings/of-heis/
intuitional-rating-methodology
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Proportion of international publications for one full-time academic staff over the last three calendar years (80 points):
 Number of publications per Academic Staff in the Web of Science (20 points)
 Number of citations per article in the Web of Science (20 points)
 Number of publications per Academic Staff in Scopus (20 points)
 Number of citations per article in Scopus (20 points)
Number of dissertational councils for the preparation of PhD (10 points)
Number of patents over the last 3 calendar years per one full-time academic staff (10 points)
Number of patents renewed over the last 3 calendar years per one full-time academic staff (20 points)
Number of intellectual property certificates over the last 3 calendar years per one full-time academic staff (10 points)
INDICATOR 5 – INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION – 90 POINTS
Number of joint educational programs of double diploma with foreign universities or certificates (20 points)
Proportion of international exchanges, business trips per academic staff over the last three academic years (20 points)
Proportion of international exchanges per one full-time student over the last three academic years (20 points)
Proportion of foreign students to the number of full-time students (10 points)
Proportion of foreign academic staff (at least 2 credits) over the last three years (20 points)
INDICATOR 6 – INFORMATION SUPPORT – 110 POINTS
Assessment of the official website (50 points)
Number of official social media accounts with regular posts (10 points)
Distance educational technologies (50 points)
INDICATOR 7 – EMPLOYMENT AND ACHIEVEMENTS OF GRADUATES – 160 POINTS
Proportion of graduates employed in the first year after graduation (100 points)
The ratio of the number of graduates to the number of undergraduate, graduate and PhD programs. The maximum score
will be awarded to the institution with the highest ratio. (20 points)
The number of graduates awarded state or departmental awards or prizes over the past 3 calendar years,
within 10 years after graduation (20 points)
Proportion of graduates who received the “Bolashak” scholarship, international grants or international scholarships over the
last three years, to the contingent of full-time graduates (20 points)

Website of the ranking

https://iqaa-ranking.kz

73

Featured national rankings

IQAA National Ranking
of Study Programs in Kazakhstan    
Kazakhstan
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

IQAA National Ranking of Study Programs in Kazakhstan

Name of the ranking (in original):

Білім беру ба дарламаларыны рейтингі

Country:

Kazakhstan

Scope of the ranking:

ranking by subject, specific program ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Sholpan Kalanova

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

info@iqaa.kz

Website of the ranking:

https://iqaa-ranking.kz
https://iqaa-ranking.kz/en

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2013

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers, policy
makers, governments and funding agencies, other: youngers

Level of comparison:

study programs: 293, broad subjects: 11

Major dimensions covered:

employability, innovation, internationalization, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): Web of Science, Scopus, Russian Science
Citation Index, KazPatent

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy, advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://iqaa-ranking.kz/en/methodology-of-iqaa-rankings/of-heis/
methodology-of-study-programmes-rating

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Independent Agency for Quality Assurance in Education
– Ranking (IQAA-Ranking)

Address:

Z05H9M7, Republic of Kazakhstan, Nur-Sultan, Dostyk str., 20,
business center “Saint Petersburg”, office 801

Website of the ranking organization:

https://iqaa.kz/en

Type of organization:

Limited Liability Partnership

Website of the ranking

https://iqaa-ranking.kz
https://iqaa-ranking.kz/en
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IQAA National Ranking
of Study Programs in Kazakhstan
■ Methodology
IQAA National Ranking of Study Programs includes two separate lists for Bachelor programs and Masters programs
(Ranking of Bachelor Programs, Ranking of Master Programs) in 11 broad areas:
 Pedagogical sciences
 Arts and humanity sciences
 Social sciences, news making and information
 Business, management and law
 Natural sciences, mathematics and statistics
 Information and communication technologies
 Engineering, processing and construction industries
 Agriculture and bioresources
 Veterinary
 Healthcare and social security
 Services
INDICATOR 1 – CONTINGENT OF STUDENTS STUDYING BY INDICATED STUDY PROGRAM
AND THE RESULTS OF THE TRAINING – 150 POINTS:
The ratio of the average number of full-time bachelor’s / master’s program students over the last three years
to the average contingent of the same program students per one university across the country (30 points)
The proportion of students studying by government scholarship support, according to the program,
to the total number of full-time students studying on the indicated program (40 points)
The proportion of full-time out-of-town students studying in indicated study program to the total number of full-time students
(30 points)
Victories of students at international competitions, conferences and Olympiads on the indicated program (in Kazakhstan
and CIS countries) over the last three academic years (15 points)
Victories of students at international competitions, conferences and Olympiads on the indicated program (in far abroad
countries ) over the last three academic years (35 points)
INDICATOR 2 – ACADEMIC STAFF AND RESEARCHERS ON THE INDICATED TRAINING PROGRAM
– 130 POINTS:
Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the total academic staff and part-time faculty (50 points):
 Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the total academic staff (30 points)
 Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the part-time faculty (20 points)
The proportion of full-time domestic academic staff graduated in foreign countries (20 points)
The ratio of the number of academic staff to full-time students studying in indicated undergraduate/ graduate program (30
points)
Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the total academic staff and part-time researchers (30 points):
 Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the total academic staff researchers (20 points)
 Proportion of Doctors of Sciences, PhDs to the part-time researchers (10 points)

Website of the ranking

https://iqaa-ranking.kz
https://iqaa-ranking.kz/en
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IQAA National Ranking
of Study Programmes in Kazakhstan
INDICATOR 3 – RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT (R&D), INNOVATIVE WORK – 180 POINTS:
The volume of research funding per one full-time academic staff, thousand KZT (60 points)
Number of scientific publications in foreign countries per one full-time academic staff over the last three calendar years
(75 points):
 Number of publications per academic staff in the Web of Science database (15 points)
 Number of citations per article in the Web of Science database (15 points)
 Number of publications per academic staff in the Scopus database (15 points)
 Number of citations per article in the Scopus database (15 points)
 Number of publications per academic staff in the Science Index (10 points)
 Number of citations per article in the in the Science Index (5 points)
Number of patents over the last 3 calendar years (15 points)
Number of patents renewed over the last 3 calendar years (25 points)
Number of intellectual property certificates over the last 3 calendar years (5 points)
INDICATOR 4 – INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION CORRESPONDING TO THE STUDY PROGRAM
– 140 POINTS:
Number of international exchanges, business trips per academic staff over the last three academic years (40 points)
Number of international exchanges per full-day student studying in indicated program over the last three academic
years (40 points)
The proportion of foreign academic staff who are invited to conduct lectures, classes (at least two credits)
over the last three academic years (40 points)
Membership in international associations of HEIs in the direction of the educational program (10 points)
Number of agreements with foreign universities on joint programs of double-diploma (10 points)
INDICATOR 5 – EMPLOYMENT AND THE RATIO OF GRADUATES OF THE STUDY PROGRAM
– 200 POINTS:
The share of employed graduates of the study program (160 points)
The ratio of the average number of full-time graduates by the indicated university’s study programs to the average
number of graduates by this study programs in the country (40 points)

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://iqaa-ranking.kz/en/methodology-of-iqaa-rankings/of-heis/
methodology-of-study-programmes-rating
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AméricaEconomía Ranking
of the Best Universities of Mexico    
Mexico
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

AméricaEconomía Ranking of the Best Universities of Mexico

Name of the ranking (in original):

AméricaEconomía Ránking de las Mejores Universidades de Mexico

Country:

Mexico

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Ándres Musalem

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

amusalem@americaeconomia.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.americaeconomia.com/rankings
https://www.americaeconomia.com/articulos/notas/las-mejoresuniversidades-de-mexico-2020

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2012

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 50

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs
by third-party agencies and third-party database (data not provided
by HEI): Register of the National Quality Postgraduate Program,
The National Council of Science and Technology (CONACYT)

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.eleconomista.com.mx/arteseideas/Ranking-de-las-MejoresUniversidades-de-Mexico-20201226-0003.html

Most recent year of publication: 2020

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

AméricaEconomía

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.americaeconomia.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.americaeconomia.com/rankings
https://www.americaeconomia.com/articulos/notas/las-mejores-universidades-de-mexico-2020
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AméricaEconomía Ranking
of the Best Universities of Mexico
■ Methodology
TEACHING QUALITY (30%)
Evaluates the teaching staff according to the gross number of teachers according to academic day (10%), and the ratio
of these to the number of students enrolled in Bachelor’s degrees (10%); the distribution of the total teaching staff (25%)
considering the following variables: full time, three quarters, part time, etc. It also evaluates the qualifications of the
teaching staff (55%), according to whether they are: PhDs, masters, technicians, etc.
REPUTATION (15%)
It is evaluated according to online surveys applied to the reader base of the newspaper El Economista and
AméricaEconomía during January-February 2020.
RESEARCH (20%)
It measures the number of patents (30%) based on the ratio of patents applied for, patents granted and a “Success Rate”;
the absolute annual production of paper ISI (15%), the annual productivity of paper ISI for each SNI researcher (30%),
and the quality of the researchers according to their level reached, according to the SNI-CONACYT category (25%).
INTERNATIONALIZATION (15%)
It considers two axes: performance in various international university rankings, complemented by a perception indicator
based on the aforementioned survey, according to its questions on globalization and Latin American prestige (60%).
The second axis (40%) corresponds to the information reported by the universities regarding double degree agreements,
exchange of professors with foreign universities, exchange of students with foreign universities and the ratio between
the amounts allocated for students who wish to do an exchange and the number of students who benefited.
ACCREDITATION (5%)
It measures the gross number (40%) of undergraduate academic programs that are accredited by the Council for
the Accreditation of Higher Education/Consejo para la Acreditación de la Educación Superior (COPAES) and the proportion
of these (60%) in relation to the total of undergraduate programs offered.
INCLUSION AND DIVERSITY (5%)
The Diversity axis takes the ratio of women, indigenous, Afro-Mexican students and those with some type of disability
to the total number of undergraduate, specialization, master’s and doctoral students (25%), the gender parity between
professors and senior administrative positions (25%). The Inclusion axis considers the relationship between the amount
allocated for scholarships and the number of benefited students (15%), the implementation of some of their own aid
programs for indigenous students (10%), the implementation of some of their own financing system for the costs total
studies (5%), and facilities in terms of infrastructure and materials for blind people (10%) and for people with physical
disabilities or reduced mobility (10%).
POSTGRADUATE OFFER (10%)
It considers the classification, for master’s degrees and doctorates, of the National Quality Postgraduate Program (PNPC)
of CONACYT (80%), according to whether they are: of international competition, in development, consolidated and recently
created. The remaining 20% evaluates all postgraduate programs, both doctoral and master’s degrees, and regardless
of whether they are accredited or not.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.eleconomista.com.mx/arteseideas/Ranking-de-las-Mejores-Universidades-deMexico-20201226-0003.html
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El Universal – the Best Universities in Mexico
Mexico
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

El Universal – the Best Universities in Mexico

Name of the ranking (in original):

El Universal – Las Mejores Universidades de Mexico

Country:

Mexico

Scope of the ranking:

1. general ranking
2. specific program rankings

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

contacto@eluniversal.com.mx

Website of the ranking:

https://www.eluniversal.com.mx/interactivos/2021/mejores-universidades
(paid access)
https://interactivo.eluniversal.com.mx/2020/mejores-universidades
(free access)

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2007

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper, special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

paid access (free access only to the 2020 edition)

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 42 (general ranking), programs: 25

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://interactivo.eluniversal.com.mx/2020/mejores-universidades/#page/16

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

El Universal

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.eluniversal.com.mx

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking
https://www.eluniversal.com.mx/interactivos/2021/mejores-universidades (paid access)
https://interactivo.eluniversal.com.mx/2020/mejores-universidades (free access)
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El Universal – the Best Universities in Mexico
■ Methodology
El Universal Ranking includes two rankings: a general ranking of Mexican HEIs and program rankings. Programs
are evaluated in the following 25 areas: Actuarial Science, Administration, Architecture, Biology, Communication and
Journalism, Accounting, Law, Graphic Design, Economics, Philosophy, History, Civil Engineering, Electronic Engineering,
Systems/Computer Engineering, Industrial Engineering, Mechanical Engineering, Mechatronics, Chemical Engineering,
Mathematics, Medicine, Marketing, Dentistry, Pedagogy, Psychology and International Relations.
THE METHODOLOGY FOR GENERAL RANKING INCLUDES:
Quantitative data collected from HEIs (60%) regarding institutional accreditation, research, and academic staff.
Survey conducted among selected academic staff (20%) – each HEI provides the ranking with a list of professors
of which 100 are randomly selected and a questionnaire is sent to them. They evaluate all the participating institutions,
except for the one they represent.
Survey conducted among employers (20%) – a random selection of employers is made, obtained from the Directory
of Public Sector Officials, the Directory of Public and Private Hospitals, the Directory of Industridata Companies and from
a list of contracting former students, provided by the Educational Institutions. 100 respondents are chosen at random
in each State, adding a total of 1,700 people interviewed.
THE METHODOLOGY FOR PROGRAM RANKINGS INCLUDES:
Quantitative data collected from HEIs (70%) regarding information on particular programs offered by the university.
Survey conducted among selected academic staff (30%) – for each program, a questionnaire is sent to 100 randomly
seleted full-time professors who answer questions evaluating particluar programs in all participating institutions except
for the one where they work.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://interactivo.eluniversal.com.mx/2020/mejoresuniversidades/#page/16
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Reforma University Ranking     
Mexico
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Reforma University Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

Reforma Las Mejores Universidades

Country:

Mexico

Scope of the ranking:

ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Ana Gabriela Rezc

Website of the ranking:

https://www.reforma.com/aplicacioneslibre/preacceso/articulo/default.
aspx?__rval=1&urlredirect=https://www.reforma.com/las-mejoresuniversidades-2020/ar1906296?referer=--7d616165662f3a3a6262623b727
a7a7279703b767a783a (2020 edition – free access)

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2001

Most recent year of publication:

2022

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

paid access (free access only to the 2020 edition)

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 43, subjects: 17

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization

Website of the methodology:

http://www.dgei.unam.mx/hwp/ranking-el-reforma
http://www.mexicomaxico.org/Voto/RankUniv.htm
(external source, it is not a ranking website)

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Reforma Diario

Address:

Av. México Coyoacán 40,
Col. Santa Cruz Atoyac
Del. Benito Juárez
Mexico City 03310

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.reforma.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.reforma.com/aplicacioneslibre/preacceso/articulo/default.aspx?__
rval=1&urlredirect=https://www.reforma.com/las-mejores-universidades-2020/ar1906296?referer=-7d616165662f3a3a6262623b727a7a7279703b767a783a
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Reforma University Ranking
■ Methodology
Reforma University Ranking 2022 evaluated 17 subjects through a survey of more than 900 employers from public
and private companies. The companies were selected through a random sample of the National Statistical Directory of
Economic Units (DENUE) of the 20 orders established by the Inegi.
The Reforma ranking includes the results of 43 higher education institutions located in the Metropolitan Area of Mexico
City, and which belong to the statistical yearbook of the National Association of Universities and Higher Education
Institutions (ANUIES).
The selection is made considering that the universities must have a minimum of 40 students enrolled per program,
and they must have at least 2 cohorts of graduates per program. Those bachelor degree programs that meet the
requirements are evaluated through the survey carried out among employers. They evaluate programs with regards
to four major indicators:
 preparation and knowledge (40%),
 ability to solve problems (20%),
 leadership and teamwork (20%),
 values and professional ethics (20%).
The survey measures opinion with an ordinal scale from 0 to 10. All published scores are normalized to 100%
with reference to the value of 100 points assigned to the university with the best performance in each subject.
The ranking focuses on subjects oriented towards industry and the private sector, without considering subjetcs related
to the humanities, arts, social sciences, social work, etc. This emphasis made by the ranking strongly influences the scarce
presence of public universities.
The following subjects are considered for the ranking: administration, architecture, communications/journalism, accounting,
law, graphic design, economics, finance, gastronomy, electronic engineering, systems engineering, industrial engineering,
mechatronics, chemical engineering, medicine, marketing and psychology.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://www.dgei.unam.mx/hwp/ranking-el-reforma
http://www.mexicomaxico.org/Voto/RankUniv.htm
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Guide to Higher Education
The Netherlands
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Guide to Higher Education

Name of the ranking (in original):

Keuzegids Hoger Onderwijs

Country:

The Netherlands

Scope of the ranking:

program ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

info@keuzegids.nl

Website of the ranking:

https://keuzegids.nl/keuzegids-universiteiten-2022

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1991

Type of publication:

internet, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

paid access to the ranking, free access to the ranking description and
methodology

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

the number of programs/courses depends on the Guide (e.g. Keuzegids
Universities 2022 – over 430 university bachelors, Keuzegids HBO
– over 1,100 HBO courses and nearly 300 associate degrees)

Major dimensions covered:

employability, student satisfaction, teaching

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by third-party agencies (please indicate the name
of the agency): the Research Center for Research and the Labor Market
(ROA), the Association of Universities of Applied Sciences, the Ministry
of Education, Culture and Science (OCW); other (please indicate):
student opinions from the National Student Survey (NSE), student opinions
from the JOB-Monitor

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://keuzegids.nl/methodiek-en-bronnen

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Keuzegids BV

Address:

Selection guide BV, Schipholweg 66, 2316 XE Leiden, the Netherlands

Website of the ranking organization:

https://keuzegids.nl

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://keuzegids.nl/keuzegids-universiteiten-2022
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Guide to Higher Education
■ Methodology
Each of the guide has its separate methodology, but the calculation method is the same. In all Keuzegids guides relative
scores are considered. Therefore, for each aspect it is showed whether a program scores above, below or above average
compared to the national average. A study program can obtain a minimum of three minuses and a maximum of two pluses.
All pluses and minuses together lead to a total score between 0 and 100 points. If a program scores average on all
aspects, it will receive 60 points. With each minus or plus, points are deducted or points are added. The total score is also
expressed in one to five stars. Three stars is average, at four and a half or five stars we call the course a ‘top course’.
KEUZEGIDS UNIVERSITIES 2022
This guide includes:
 An overview of more than 430 university bachelors programs throughout the Netherlands,
 Student opinions about all these courses,
 Information about admission requirements, numerus fixus and other selection procedures,
 Labor market data, including job opportunity and average starting salary,
 Figures on intake, dropouts, study speed and graduates.
Each study program is assessed on two aspects: student assessments (75%) and study success rates (25%).
KEUZEGIDS MASTERS 2022
This guide includes:
 A description of master’s degree programs,
 An overview of the specializations,
 Information about job opportunities and starting salary per field,
 Student opinions per master about, among other things, the content, lecturers and atmosphere,
 Access to the online master’s comparator, a tool with much more information about the admission requirements,
a detailed overview of the tracks, the number of students, the language of instruction, tuition fees and the start date.
Each study program is assessed on various aspects in the Keuzegids. From all NSE questions, the questions with the best
mutual correlation on the basis of five themes were selected. For each theme, only questions that really say something
about the theme were included.
In contrast to the other Keuzegids, in the Keuzegids masters, a total score, assessment or top degree designation
are not given to the various degree programs. This year only data from the National Student Survey are used for
the assessment of study programs. The opinion of students is very valuable, but not enough to say anything about
the quality of the training.
KEUZEGIDS HBO 2022
This guide includes:
 Overview of more than 1,100 HBO courses in full-time, part-time and dual,
 Overview of nearly 300 associate degrees in full-time, part-time and dual,
 A description of what you will learn and the differences between the courses,
 Student opinions about all these courses,
 Information about admission requirements, numerus fixus and other selection procedures,
 Labor market data, including job opportunity and average starting salary,
 Figures on intake, dropouts and graduates, etc.
Each study program is assessed on various aspects in the Keuzegids. A distinction is made between student assessments
from the National Student Survey and study success rates. The student assessments count for 71.4% and the study
success rates for 28.6%.
Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://keuzegids.nl/methodiek-en-bronnen
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AméricaEconomía Ranking
of the Best Universities of Peru    
Peru
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

AméricaEconomía Ranking of the Best Universities of Peru

Name of the ranking (in original):

AméricaEconomía Ránking de las Mejores Universidades del Perú

Country:

Peru

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Ándres Musalem

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

amusalem@americaeconomia.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.americaeconomia.com/rankings

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2010

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 19

Major dimensions covered:

innovation, internationalization, reputation, research, teaching,
student facilities

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs
by third-party agencies and third-party database (data not provided by HEI):
National Council for Science, Technology and Technological Innovation
(CONCYTEC), National Institute for the Defense of Competiton and the
Protection of Intellectual Property (INDECOPI), National Superintendence
of Higher Education (SUNEDU)

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://dape.pucp.edu.pe/metodologia-del-ranking-america-economia
(external source, it is not a ranking website)

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

AméricaEconomía

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.americaeconomia.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.americaeconomia.com/rankings

85

Featured national rankings

AméricaEconomía Ranking
of the Best Universities of Peru

■ Methodology

Annually, América Economía magazine publishes its ranking of the best universities. This ranking is carried out at
the national level in various Latin American countries. This ranking evaluates universities through 26 quality indicators
grouped into seven dimensions. Of these, Teaching Quality and Research & Innovation stand out, which together account
for 57% of the total score. Unlike the 2020 ranking, this year the reputation dimension was not evaluated.
TEACHING QUALITY (28.5%)
 Composition (percentages of teachers according to the type of chronological shift, taking into account the full-time
weightings) – 35%
 Academic Degree (percentage of professors according to their academic degree) – 35%
 Prestige of the academic degree (evaluation of 15 professors who are the most outstanding of the university) – 30%
RESEARCH & INNOVATION (28.5%)
 Scientific output – 60%
 Competitive research funds (they do not include consulting and business advice that are not related to research
with the final product of a publication) – 20%
 Research budget – 5%
 Number of researchers (the total number of university researchers who have been financed internally and externally
by CONCYTEC) – 5%
 Industrial Patents that have been registered with INDECOPI – 5%
 Research, innovation or laboratory center: Assesses that these establishments are interfaculty and have their own budget – 5%
ACCREDITATION AND LICENSING (10%)
 Accreditation – 90%
 Licensing (the years of license that SUNEDU grants to the university) – 10%.
INTERNATIONALIZATION (10%)
 Quality of agreements – 70%
 Total number of agreements and number of people involved – 30%
INFRASTRUCTURE (8%)
 Mts2 built per student enrolled – 16%
 Mts2 of classrooms per enrolled student – 16%
 Mts2 of libraries and documentation centers per enrolled student – 16%
 Mts2 of sports facilities per enrolled student – 13%
 Mts2 of laboratories per enrolled student – 16%
 Mts2 of extension facilities such as theaters, cinemas, radio, TV, etc. – 13%
 Mts2 of green areas per enrolled student – 10%
SOCIAL INCLUSION (10%)
 Percentage of first-year students according to secondary educational establishment of origin – 35%
 Average amount of scholarships and percentage of students benefitem – 35%
 Gender parity – 25%
 Accessibility for people with reduced mobility and materials and facilities for blind people – 5%
ACADEMIC SELECTIVITY (5%)
 Acceptance rate – 70%
 Tuition fee – 30%
Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://dape.pucp.edu.pe/metodologia-del-ranking-america-economia
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DGP Ranking of Law Faculties     
Poland
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

DGP Ranking of Law Faculties

Name of the ranking (in original):

Ranking Wydziałów Prawa

Country:

Poland

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

dgp@infor.pl

Website of the ranking:

https://serwisy.gazetaprawna.pl/orzeczenia/artykuly/8194312,xv-rankingwydzialow-prawa-wielki-comeback-i-utrzymanie-status-quo-triumfujakrakow-i-warszawa.html

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2007

Type of publication:

Internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

free access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 31 (two separate lists for public universities and for private
universities)

Major dimensions covered:

teaching, research, student facilities

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Website of the methodology:

https://www.gazetaprawna.pl/konferencje/XV-ranking-wydzialow-prawa

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Dziennik Gazeta Prawna

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.gazetaprawna.pl

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking
https://serwisy.gazetaprawna.pl/orzeczenia/artykuly/8194312,xv-ranking-wydzialow-prawawielki-comeback-i-utrzymanie-status-quo-triumfuja-krakow-i-warszawa.html
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DGP Ranking of Law Faculties
■ Methodology
The Ranking considered over 40 indicators grouped in the following four criteria:
PASSING LEGAL APPLICATIONS (10 POINTS)
ACADEMIC STAFF (MAX 29 POINTS)
 student-staff ratio (max. 6 points),
 the number of recently hired academic staff (from 2018) in relation to all academic staff (max. 1.5 points),
 the number of research grants received by the faculty or its academic staff between 2018 and 2021 (max. 3.5 points),
 the number of scientific publications (books) published between 2018-2021 (max. 4 points),
 the number of scientific publications (articles) published between 2018-2021(max. 2 points),
 the number of scientific publications in Scopus database in 2018-2021 (max. 2 points),
 the number of PhD degrees in law granted to the academic staff of the faculty since 2018 (max. 1 point),
 the number of habilitation degrees granted to the academic staff of the faculty since 2018 (max. 3 points),
 the number of professors’ titles awaded to the academic staff of the faculty since 2018 (max. 4 points),
 participation of employees in supreme state bodies, local governments or professional corporations (max. 2 points).
QUALITY AND CONDITIONS OF EDUCATION (MAX. 45.5 POINTS)
 rights to confer PhD degrees (max. 5 points),
 right to confer PhD with habilitation degree (max. 7 points),
 the number of books in the library per one student (max. 2 points),  the ability to share books online (max. 2 points),
 the number of books in the library’s online version per one student (max. 1 point)
 number of computer workstations with the LEX program or an equivalent program per 100 students (max. 3 points),
 access to legal information systems from home (max. 1 point),
 the number of foreign language courses available (max. 1 point),
 functioning of the law clinic (max. 2 points),  obligatory law clinic (max. 1 point),
 functioning of a foreign law school (max. 3 points),
 functioning of the alumni club (0.5 points),  functioning of the career office (0.5 points),
 the number of active associations, student organizations and research clubs (max. 2 points),
 external distinctions and awards obtained by the faculty, its academic staff and students (max. 2.5 points),
 the number of national face-to-face and online conferences organized by the faculty (max. 3 points),
 the number of international face-to-face and online conferences organized by the faculty (max. 3.5 points),
 the number of post-diploma studies conducted at the faculty (max. 2 points),
 the number of contracts signed with law faculties in Poland and abroad (max. 1.5 points),
 requirements for candidates for studies (number of Olympians admitted) (max. 2 points).
REQUIREMENTS FOR STUDENTS AND QUALITY OF GRADUATES (MAX. 26.5 POINTS)
 the number of compulsory courses completed with an exam (max. 2.5 points),
 obligation to pass an exam in a foreign language (max. 3.5 points),
 the number of foreign language exams that must be passed (max. 1 point),
 obligatory internships in courts (max. 2 points),
 possibility to complete internships in other institutions (max. 1.5 points),
 monitoring the careers of graduates (max. 0.5 points),
 current assessment results of the Polish Accreditation Committee (max. 3 points),
 the current assessment results of the Scientific Evaluation Committee (max. 2 points),
 possibility of studying law in English (max. 1.5 points),
 the number of teaching hours (lectures) assigned to the specific courses (max. 1.75 points),
 the number of teaching hours (tutorials) assigned to the courses (max. 5.25 points).
 participation of graduates in the highest state bodies, local governments or professional corporations (max. 2 points).

IREG Inventory of National University Rankings

88

Perspektywy University Ranking
Poland
■ Information on ranking

Audit status

2013

Name of the ranking (in English):

Perspektywy University Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

Ranking Szkół Wyższych Perspektywy

Country:

Poland

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Waldemar Siwiński

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

w.siwinski@perspektywy.pl

Website of the ranking:

www.ranking.perspektywy.org

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2000

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 96

Major dimensions covered:

employability, innovation, internationalization, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database (data not provided
by HEI): POL-on (the Integrated System of Information on Science
and Higher Education), ELA system registered with ZUS (Social Insurance
Company), European Patent Office EPO-PATSTAT database, Scopus

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board, periodic consultancy, external experts

Website of the methodology:

http://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021/article/methodology-academic-heisranking-2021

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization

Name of the ranking organization:

Perspektywy Education Foundation

Address:

Nowogrodzka 31, 00-511 Warsaw, Poland

Website of the ranking organization:

www.perspektywy.org

Type of organization:

non-governmental organization, non-profit

Website of the ranking

www.ranking.perspektywy.org
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Perspektywy University Ranking
■ Methodology
There are three separate rankings within Perspektywy University Ranking: Academic HEIs Ranking, Private Universities
Ranking and State Higher Vocational Schools Ranking, each with a different methodology. The Ranking of HEIs presents
institutions with a right to confer at least one doctoral degree and with minimum 200 enrolled full-time students. It considers
the following indicators:
REPUTATION 12%
 Academic reputation (teaching) – (10%)
A number of indications based on the survey conducted among academic staff. The research was conducted
by Perspektywy Education Foundation in May 2021 in the CAWI method and institutions were split into three groups
(academic universities, private universities and state higher vocational schools). 2317 respondents took part
in the survey, the results of the last year survey were also taken into account.
 International recognition – (2%)
Measured by an institution’s position in international rankings in 2020. The following rankings were taken
into account: ARWU, THE, QS, US News, Leiden, MosIUR, FT and Webometrics.
GRADUATES ON THE LABOR MARKET 12%
 
Employability – (12%)
It reflects the position of graduates on the labor market - according to the nationwide study of the “Alumni’s Economic
Situation” carried out by the Ministry of Science and Higher Education with the use of ZUS (Social Insurance
Company) data. It is measured by the indicator of the earnings level of graduates in relation to earnings in the county
of residence and the indicator of their employment – in relation to unemployment rate in the country of residence.
INNOVATION 8%
 
Patents and protection rights in Poland – (5%)
Number of patents and protection rights granted in Poland in the years 2017-2020 in relation to the number of
academic staff – full-time employees at university assigned to scientific disciplines in the fields of “patentability”
– that is: engineering and technical sciences, agricultural sciences, agricultural and natural sciences, medical
and health sciences, and some social sciences.
 
Foreign patents and protection rights – (3%)
Number of granted foreign patents and protection rights (utility models) in the years 2017-2020 in relation
to the number of academic staff – full-time employees at university assigned to scientific disciplines in the fields
of “patentability” – that is: engineering and technical sciences, agricultural sciences, agricultural and natural
sciences, medical and health sciences.
ACADEMIC POTENTIAL 15%
 
Parametric evaluation – (10%)
The indicator reflects the sum of research capacity rating of university units during the last evaluation carried out
by KEJN (calculated in the same way as Yi indicator in the dotations agorithm).
 
Academic staff with highest qualifications – (3%)
Defined as the ratio of the number of researchers and research and didactic staff to the total number of teaching staff
employed at university.
 
Right to confer habilitation degree – (1%)
Measured by the sum of rights to confer PhD with habilitation degrees.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021/article/methodology-academic-heisranking-2021
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Perspektywy University Ranking
 
Rights to confer PhD degrees – (1%)
Measured by the sum of rights to award PhD degrees.
ACADEMIC EFFECTIVENESS 28%
 External funding for research – (6%)
Measured by the ratio of the total funding obtained for research from outside in 2020 to the total number
of researchers and research and didactic staff.
 
Faculty development – (4%)
Measured by the ratio of academic titles and degrees obtained by university employed staff in 2019 and 2020
(PhD with habilitation weighted 1.5 and full professors weighted 2.0) in relation to the total number of academic staff
(i.e professors, PhDs with habilitation and PhDs).
 Academic titles awarded – (3%)
Measured by the number of academic titles and degrees awarded by university in 2019 and 2020 (PhDs weighted
1,0; PhDs with habilitation weighted 1.5 and professors weighted 2.0) in relation to the total number of full-time
academic staff i.e professors, PhDs with habilitation and PhDs, Publications.
 
Citatations – (3%)
Measured by the number of citations in the years 2016-2020 (SCOPUS database), in relation to the number
of the cited publications. Self-citations are not included.
 
Publications – (3%)
Measured by the ratio of the number of publications in the SCOPUS database covering years 2016-2020
to the total number of full-time researchers and research and didactic staff, taking into account the relevance
of journal of publication.
 
FWCI (Field-Weighted Citation Impact) – (3%)
Measured by the ratio of citations of the publication to the average number of citations obtained by similar
publications indexed in the SCOPUS database for the years 2016-20.
 
FWVI (Fields-Weighted View Impact) – (3%)
Measured by the ratio of pageviews of the publications on a website to the average pageviews of similar publications
indexed in SCOPUS database in 2016-2020.
 
Top 10 (Publications in Top 10 Journal Percentiles) – (3%)
The index is calculated by the ratio of publications in magazines with the highest CiteScore coefficient
to all university publications in 2016-2020.
TEACHING AND LEARNING 10%
 
Teaching staff – (5%)
The number of academic teaching full-time staff (PhDs weighted 1.0; PhDs with habilitation weighted
1.5 and professors weighted 2.0) to the total number of students (full-time students weighted 1.0 and external
students weighted 0.6).
 Accreditations – (5%)
Measured by the number of valid international accreditations and certificates, valid accreditations with distinction
granted until by the Polish Accreditation Committee (PKA).

Website of the ranking

www.ranking.perspektywy.org
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Perspektywy University Ranking
INTERNATIONALIZATION 15%
 
Programs in foreign languages – (3%)
Number of programs conducted in foreign languages in the academic year 2020/2021.
 
Students studying in foreign language – (3%)
The ratio of students studying in a foreign language in the academic year 2020/2021 to the total number of students.
 
Foreign students – (3%)
The ratio of foreign students to the total number of students.
 ICI (Collaboration Impact) – (2%)
The number of citations in publications with a foreign co-author in 2016-2020.
 
Foreign teaching staff – (1%)
The ratio of international staff to the total number of full-time teaching staff.
 
Students exchange (outbound) – (1%)
The ratio of students going abroad on an exchange program for at least three months, in the last year reported
to POL-on, to the total number of students.
 Students exchange (inbound) – (1%)
The ratio of students coming to the academic institutions as part of a foreign exchange program for at least
three months, in the last year reported to POL-on, to the total number of students.
 
Multicultural composition of student body – (1%)
Number of countries represented by at least 10 foreign students in the academic year 2020/21.
The methodology for Private Universities Ranking, see:
http://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021/article/methodology-private-universities-ranking-2021
The methodology for State Higher Vocational Schools Ranking, see:
http://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021/article/methodology-perspektywy-state-higher-vocational-schools-ranking-2021

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021/article/methodology-academic-heisranking-2021
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Perspektywy University Ranking by Subject
Audit status
Poland
■ Information on ranking

2013

Name of the ranking (in English):

Perspektywy University Ranking by Subject

Name of the ranking (in original):

Ranking Kierunków Studiów Perspektywy

Country:

Poland

Scope of the ranking:

ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Waldemar Siwiński

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

w.siwinski@perspektywy.pl

Website of the ranking:

http://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2010

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

71 subjects, 9 broad fields

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database (data not provided
by HEI): POLon, SciVal, LEP database (results of the State Medical
Examination), the results of examinations for legal adviser and attorney-atlaw - additional indicator for the field of law

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board, periodic consultancy, external experts

Website of the methodology:

https://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021/article/methodology-perspektywyranking-by-subject-2021

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Perspektywy Education Foundation

Address:

Nowogrodzka 31, 00-511 Warsaw, Poland

Website of the ranking organization:

www.perspektywy.org

Type of organization:

non-governmental organization, non-profit

Website of the ranking

http://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021
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Perspektywy University Ranking by Subject
■ Methodology
REPUTATION
 Academic reputation – a number of indications based on survey conducted among academic staff (full professors
as well as PhDs with habilitation, who have obtained their academic titles within the past five years). The survey did
not take into account the votes in favor of the institution being the principal place of employment of the respondent.
GRADUATES ON THE LABOUR MARKET
 A
 lumni’s economic situation – it is measured by the indicator of the earnings level of graduates of university
and the indicators of their employment – following the nationwide survey “Alumni’s Economic Situation” conducted
by the Ministry of Science and Higher Education with the use of ZUS (Social Insurance Company) data.
ACADEMIC POTENTIAL
 
Scientific category impact – evaluated for the leading discipline for a given field of study (defined in the Regulation
of the Ministry of Science and Higher Education).
DIDACTIC POTENTIAL
 Accreditations – the number of accreditations with a distinction granted by the Polish Accreditation Committee
(PKA) for a given field of study and other international accreditations.
 
Quality accepted for studies – indicator measured by the results of secondary school-certifications of the first year
students who were admitted to university units and started studies on October 1, 2020. The indicator shows
the quality of university itself (as the choice of the most talented candidates) and creates this quality as the best
students affect the level of the academic process.
ACADEMIC EFECTIVENESS
 
Publications – the ratio of the number of publications in the SCOPUS database covering years 2016-2020 in relation
to the leading discipline for a given field of study.
 Citations – the number of citations in 2016-2020, in relation to the number of the cited publications.
 FWCI (Fields-Weighted Citation Impact) – the ratio of citations of the publication to the average number
of citations obtained by similar publications indexed in the SCOPUS database for the years 2016-20.
 
FWVI (Fields-Weighted View Impact) – measured by the ratio of pageviews of the publications on a website
to the average pageviews of similar publications indexed in SCOPUS database in 2016-2020.
 
Top 10 (Publications in Top 10 Journal Percentiles) – it indicates the extent to which the university’s publications
are currently in the 10% of the most frequently cited journals in the world. The ratio of publications in journals with
the highest CiteScore coefficient in relation to all university publications in 2016-2020 is counted.
INTERNATIONALIZATION
 Publications – international cooperation – the share of publications co-authored internationally, in the years 20162020, among all publications.
 Foreign students – the percentage of foreigners among the total number of students at the faculty
in the academic year 2020/21.
ADDITIONAL CRITERIA
 Medical examinations – additional indicator for the fields of medicine and dentistry; it is based on the results of the
State Medical Examination.
 Apprentice examination – additional indicator for the field of law; it is based on the results of examinations
for legal adviser and attorney-at-law.
Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://ranking.perspektywy.org/2021/article/methodology-perspektywyranking-by-subject-2021
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Perspektywy MBA Ranking
Poland
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Perspektywy MBA Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

Ranking MBA Perspektywy

Country:

Poland

Scope of the ranking:

specific program ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Waldemar Siwiński

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

w.siwinski@perspektywy.pl

Website of the ranking:

https://mba.perspektywy.pl/2021
https://mba.perspektywy.pl/2021/najlepsze-programy-mba-w-polsce-2021

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2001

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

41 programs

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, reputation, teaching, employment

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from
HEIs by third-party agencies, survey conducted exclusively by ranking
organization, third-party database (data not provided by HEI)

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy, advisory board, external expert

Website of the methodology:

http://mba.perspektywy.pl/2021/metodologia

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Perspektywy Education Foundation

Address:

Nowogrodzka 31, 00-511 Warsaw, Poland

Website of the ranking organization:

www.perspektywy.org

Type of organization:

non-governmental organization, non-profit

Website of the ranking

https://mba.perspektywy.pl/2021
https://mba.perspektywy.pl/2021/najlepsze-programy-mba-w-polsce-2021
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Perspektywy MBA Ranking
■ Methodology
ALUMNI OPINION 15% (BY PERSPEKTYWY EDUCATION FOUNDATION SURVEY)
 Substantive value of the program (5%)
 Quality of the research and teaching staff (5%)
 Assessment of the benefits of the obtained diploma (5%)
QUALITY OF STUDENTS 15%
 Required professional experience (3.5%) – assessment of the requirements regarding professional experience
for candidates in the recruitment process.
 People in managerial positions (3.5%) – the share of students working in managerial positions
(at least intermediate level) in relation to the total number of students.
 Foreign students (3%) – the share of foreign students in the total number of students.
 Selectivity (3%) – assessment of recruitment requirements such as GMAT exam, substantive exam, language exam.
 Multiculturalism (2%) – the number of countries from which foreign students come.
STAFF QUALITY 16%
 Teachers-practitioners (5%) – share of teachers-practitioners with business experience.
 International academic staff (4%) – share of international academic staff in the total number of teaching staff.
 Program director’s experience (3%)
 Saturation of the academic staff with people with the highest qualifications (2%)
 Student-staff ratio (2%) – the number of academic staff per student.
SUBSTANTIVE FEATURES OF THE PROGRAM 24%
 Curriculum (the core of the MBA program) (10%) – a set of basic courses for the MBA program was provided
in the survey addressed to the organizers of the studies.
 Classes in foreign languages (3%) – the number of hours of classes conducted in a foreign language in relation
to the total number of hours.
 Requirements for completing the studies (5%) – the completion of the classes and the preparation and defense of
the diploma thesis.
 The business environment contribution to the program (2%) – participation of representatives of the business
environment and a foreign partner in the program council.
 Total number of hours of classes (3%)
 Mobility abroad during studies (0.5%) – students who went to classes or to a company abroad.
 Compulsory classes at a foreign university (0.5%) – the number of hours of classes at a foreign university.
SUPPORT FOR THE EDUCATIONAL PROCESS 8%
 Internet platform supporting teaching (8%) – assessment of the Internet platform supporting teaching.
PROGRAM RANK AND PRESTIGE 22%
 Accreditations and certificates (12%) – the number and rank of national and foreign accreditations and certificates.
 Prestige of the program (6%) – the rank of the program provider (HEI) in the Perspektywy University Ranking and
in international MBA rankings.
 Type of diploma (4%) – the prestige of the received diploma a diploma of a foreign partner, a joint diploma of a
foreign partner or only a diploma of the Polish provider.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://mba.perspektywy.pl/2021/metodologia
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Rzeczpospolita Ranking of Law Faculties      
Poland
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Rzeczpospolita Ranking of Law Faculties

Name of the ranking (in original):

Ranking Wydziałów Prawa Rzeczpospolitej

Country:

Poland

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Website of the ranking:

https://www.rp.pl/prawnicy/art61871-ranking-wydzialow-prawa-2021-mamynowego-lidera-uczelni-publicznych

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2012

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

free access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional (faculties of law): 36 (two separate lists for public universities
and for private universities)

Major dimensions covered:

teaching, employability, internationalization, research

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

third-party database (data not provided by HEI): National Information
Processing Institute (National Research Institute), the Integrated System
of Information on Science and Higher Education (POL-on)

Website of the methodology:

https://www.rp.pl/prawnicy/art8547401-ranking-wydzialow-prawa-co-i-jakbylo-punktowane-w-tym-roku-metodologia

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Rzeczpospolita

Address:

GREMI MEDIA SA, Prosta Office Center, ul. Prosta 51, 00-838 Warszawa

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.rp.pl

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.rp.pl/prawnicy/art61871-ranking-wydzialow-prawa-2021mamy-nowego-lidera-uczelni-publicznych
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Rzeczpospolita Ranking of Law Faculties
■ Methodology
The ranking includes universities: 1. with reported students for the winter semester of the 2020/2021 academic year
in the field of law at the uniform master’s level (status of the POL-on database on May 12, 2021) and 2. with graduates
in 2019 and 2020 cohorts.
In 2021, a maximum of 30 points could be obtained by a university. The Ranking considered indicators grouped
in the following three areas:
ACADEMIC POTENTIAL (11 POINTS)
Parametric evaluation (max 2 points): A+ Category – 2 points, A Category – 1.5 points, B Category – 1 point,
C Category – 0.5 point.
The number of PhD degrees in law granted to the academic staff of the faculty in 2020 (0.75 point)
The number of habilitation degrees granted to the academic staff of the faculty in 2020 (1.25 points)
The number of academic staff per student (considering only acadmic staff with PhD or habilitation degree in law) (1 point)
Right to confer habilitation degree (max 2 points)
Right to confer PhD degree (max 1 point)
Number of PhD students (max 2 points)
Number of doctoral school participants (max 1 point)
TEACHING QUALITY (15 POINTS)
Eligibility for application (max 5 points)
The number of candidates (full-time studies) per one place (max 3 points)
The number of Olympians admitted (max 1 point)
Internships – number of students per one internship tutor (max 2 points)
Alumni’s economic situation – the criterion measured by the indicator of the earnings level of graduates of university
(max 2 points) and the indicators of their employment (2 points) – following the nationwide survey “Alumni’s Economic
Situation” conducted by the Ministry of Science and Higher Education with the use of ZUS (Social Insurance Company)
data.
INTERNATIONALIZATION (4 POINTS)
The percentage of foreign students in relation to the total number of students (max 3 points)
Programs conducted in English (1 point)

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.rp.pl/prawnicy/art8547401-ranking-wydzialow-prawa-co-i-jakbylo-punktowane-w-tym-roku-metodologia
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RAEX-100 Ranking of the Best Universities
Russia

Audit status

■ Information on ranking

2016

Name of the ranking (in English):

RAEX-100 Ranking of the Best Universities in Russia

Name of the ranking (in original):

Рейтинг лучших вузов России RAEX-100

Country:

Russian Federation

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Dmitry Grishankov

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

pr@raex-a.ru

Website of the ranking:

https://raex-rr.com/pro/education/russian_universities/top-100_
universities/2022/

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2012

Most recent year of publication:

2022

Type of publication:

internet, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers, policy
makers, governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 100

Major dimensions covered:

research, teaching, reputation, internationalization, employability, innovation,
regional engagement

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables), multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database (data not provided
by HEI)

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy, advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://raex-rr.com/pro/education/russian_universities/top-100_
universities/2022/methods/

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

RAEKS Analytics LLC, RAEKS LLC

Address:

Russia, Moscow, Veskovsky pereulok, building 3

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.raexpert.ru

Type of organization:

private, for profit

Website of the ranking

https://raex-rr.com/pro/education/russian_universities/top-100_
universities/2022/
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RAEX-100 Ranking of the Best Universities
■ Methodology
RAEX-100 Ranking of the Best Universities in Russia is an integral assessment of the education quality of university
graduates, determined by the quantitative parameters of their educational and research activities and qualitative
characteristics that reflect the opinion of key reference groups: employers, representatives of academic and scientific
circles, as well as students and graduates. Statistical information is based on university survey data, scientometric
indicators and information from open sources. The ranking considers 43 indicators grouped in three areas:
CONDITIONS FOR GETTING A QUALITY EDUCATION (50%)





Teaching Level (12.5%)
International Integration (12.5%)
Resource Endowment (12.5%)
Demand Among Applicants (12.5%)

THE LEVEL OF DEMAND FOR GRADUATES BY EMPLOYERS (30%)
 Graduate Career Quality (15.0%)
 Cooperation with Employers (15.0%)
LEVEL OF SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH ACTIVITY (20%)
 Research Potential (6.0%)
 Scientific Achievements (10.0%)
 Research Infrastructure (4.0%)
The indexes for each indicator are calculated by comparing the quantitative indicator of the university with the average
value of this indicator for all universities participating in the ranking.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://raex-rr.com/pro/education/russian_universities/top-100_
universities/2022/methods/
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El Mundo 50 Carreras
Spain
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

El Mundo 50 pre-graduation studies

Name of the ranking (in original):

El Mundo 50 Carreras

Country:

Spain

Scope of the ranking:

ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:
E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

attcliente@unidadeditorial.es

Website of the ranking:

https://www.elmundo.es/especiales/ranking-universidades/index.html

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2001

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

the ranking description and methodology – open access,
the rankings – paid access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 45, subjects: 50, programs: 250

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, reputation, research, teaching, student facilities

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables) – top 5 universities for each subject

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization

Website of the methodology:

https://www.elmundo.es/especiales/ranking-universidades/criterios.html

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

El Mundo

Address:

San Luis Avenue, 25 28033 MADRID, Spain

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.elmundo.es

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.elmundo.es/especiales/ranking-universidades/index.html
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El Mundo 50 Carreras
■ Methodology
The ranking considers the 50 most popular subjects among students and the five best universities where to study them,
giving 250 programs ranked in total. It considers the following criteria:
TEACHER QUESTIONNAIRE (40% OF THE FINAL ASSESSMENT)
In a voluntary, anonymous and random survey, teachers assess which are the best centers to teach their degree;
the strengths and weaknesses of the university; and outline the main lines of research of the departments.
DATA FROM THE UNIVERSITY (50% OF THE FINAL ASSESSMENT)
Human Resources
 
Proportion of students in relation to Teaching and Research Staff (PDI).
 
Current expenditure per enrolled student: Budgetary effort and resources invested.
Physical resources
 
Positions in classrooms / number of students: Degree of occupancy of the classes and availability.
 
Positions in laboratories / number of students: Correct equipment and the number of spaces for practical teaching.
 
Positions in libraries / number of students.
 
Number of copies in the library: Endowment of the university libraries.
 
Number of positions in computer rooms / number of students: Incorporation of New Technologies in the faculty.
 
Internet connection type.
Curriculum
 
Number of credits and study plans: reveals the composition, structure and duration of each plan.
 
Number of practical / theoretical credits: Importance of practical teaching in the study plan.
 
Optional offer of the degree: This variable makes it possible to know the curricular flexibility.
 
Practical credits in companies: Compulsory practical training decisively complements student learning.
Results
 
Teaching: Methodology and its importance, adaptation to the new parameters of the EHEA, possibility for the student
to evaluate the teacher, etc.
Context information
 
Number of research projects in progress.
 
Number of languages offered: The facility that the center provides.
 
Study Abroad Programs: International agreements encourage student mobility and learning.
 
Price per credit.
 How has the Faculty faced the change to the European Higher Education Area?
College demand
 Number of students.
 Course grade and places provided for that course.
OTHER INDICATORS (10% OF THE FINAL ASSESSMENT)
Other indicators taken into account, such as results in international rankings, Aneca reports or results of reports from
Spanish universities, etc.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.elmundo.es/especiales/ranking-universidades/criterios.html
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Ranking CYD
Spain
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Ranking CYD

Name of the ranking (in original):

Ranking CYD

Country:

Spain

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Ángela Mediavilla

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

fundacioncyd@fundacioncyd.org

Website of the ranking:

http://www.rankingcyd.org

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2014

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers, policy
makers, governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 77, subjects: 27, study programs: 2998

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, knowledge transfer, research, teaching,
regional engagement, student satisfaction

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking, universities listed in performance groups

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs by third-party
agencies and third-party database (data not provided by HEI): Integrated
System of University Information (SIIU) of the Ministry of Education and
Vocational Training, data obtained from the PATSTAT database of the EPOWorldwide Patent Statistical Database of the European Patent Organization,
Web of Science

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

http://www.rankingcyd.org/assets/metodologia_RankingCYD_2021.pdf

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Fundación Conocimiento y Desarrollo (CYD)

Address:

Pl. Francesc Macià, 4, 08021 Barcelona, Spain

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.fundacioncyd.org

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

http://www.rankingcyd.org
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Ranking CYD
■ Methodology
According to the principles of the CYD Ranking, there is not a single dimension of university excellence but as many
as criteria used, so the concept of “best university” depends on what is being sought. The CYD Ranking is a unique
and innovative tool that allows users to design their own ranking and measure the performance of the Spanish university
system in a personalized way through a set of transparent and reliable indicators.
The CYD Ranking allows its users to compare the situation of universities according to various dimensions. Universities
are not listed but instead presented in performance groups. In this way, it allows each user to generate a personalized
ranking according to preference indicators.
The CYD Ranking methodology is based on a system of transparent and reliable indicators to measure the quality
of the Spanish university system. With a multidimensional approach, it allows for comparing the performance of universities
in their different areas of activity. In addition, it uses institutional indicators, not to say which is the best university, but to
offer a vision of the diversity of university profiles.
The CYD Ranking classifies the indicators by performance groups (high, intermediate and low) without the intention to
determine which university, institution, field, dimension or indicator is in first, second or third place. It has been prepared in
association with U-Multirank and shares the same methodological principles, incorporating other appropriate indicators for
the Spanish educational system.
The institutional indicators offer a vision of the diversity of profiles of Spanish universities, insofar as the fields
of knowledge are the most appropriate unit to compare the performance of the university. This allows for more precise
comparisons between universities that may be of interest to future students, to companies looking for the university with
better cooperation links, or to academics who are interested in comparing, the research activity in their field. Finally, for
academic and institutional managers, CYD Ranking is a guide that allows to develop a university evaluation strategy.
The indicators are grouped into six criteria:
 teaching and learning (e.g. student-staff ratio, bachelor/master students graduating on time, BA/MA graduation rate,
academic staff with doctorates, etc.),
 research (e.g. external research income, post-doc positions, top cited papers, interdisciplinary publications,
Open Access publications, etc.),
 knowledge transfer (e.g. co-publications with industrial partners, publications cited in patents, income from private
sources, etc.),
 international orientation (BA/MA international students, international academic staff, BA/MA student mobility,
international joint publications, etc.),
 contribution to regional development (e.g. student internships in the region, regional publications with industrial
partners, regional joint publications, income from region al sources, etc.),
 
and job placement.
The CYD Ranking considers that the results of the student survey should be presented in their own dimension. These
data reflect the degree of student satisfaction, while the rest of the indicators are calculated from statistical data from the
Ministry of Education and Vocational Training, the Web of Science or PATSTAT.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://www.rankingcyd.org/assets/metodologia_RankingCYD_2021.pdf
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U-Ranking
Spain
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

U-Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

U-Ranking

Country:

Spain

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Francisco Pérez García and Joaquín Aldás Manzano

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

info@u-ranking.es

Website of the ranking:

https://u-ranking.es

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2013

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 72 study programs: more than 3400 degrees and dual-degrees

Major dimensions covered:

innovation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking, standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs
by third-party agencies: Integrated University Information System (SIIU),
and third-party database (data not provided by HEI): Iberian Balance
Sheet Analysis System (SABI), State Research Agency (Agencia Estatal
de Investigación), European Commission (H2020 Dashboard), IUNE
Observatory

Quality assurance of ranking:

committee of experts

Website of the methodology:

https://u-ranking.es/en/metodologia.php
https://www.fbbva.es/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/U-Ranking-FBBVAIvie-2021_Report.pdf

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

BBVA Foundation and the Valencian Institute of Economic Research (Ivie)

Address:

C/ Guardia Civil, 22 esc. 2 1º
(acceso por C/ Daniel Balaciart, 3 bajo)
46020 València, Spain

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.fbbva.es
https://www.ivie.es

Type of organization:

private, non-profit

Website of the ranking

https://u-ranking.es
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U-Ranking
■ Methodology
The overall results of U-Ranking of Spanish Public Universities are presented in two different formats:
 
U-Ranking, which classifies universities according to their performance correcting for the effect of their size in order
to make them comparable,
 U-Ranking Volume, which classifies universities according to their total volume of results.
In addition, the “Choose a university” tool allows users to build their own ranking of bachelor’s degrees, based on their
preferences on area of study, geographical location and academic orientation.
U-Ranking provides a system of indicators of the performance results of Spanish universities, rigorous in its approach
and following criteria derived from international studies and European Union proposals on the design conditions that
a good ranking should have. The research is approached with a careful analysis of the information provided by the simple
and synthetic indicators used, evaluating the aggregation criteria used to change simple indicators into synthetic indicators,
the sensitivity of the synthetic indices and the rankings that are derived from changes in the aggregation procedures.
The U-Ranking project indicators represent four major contributions making it a precise tool which, in addition to being
easy to use and access, is useful for managers and experts in higher education, as well as for students and career
counsellors alike:
 
Classifying universities according to both the volume of results (U-Ranking Volume) and their performance
(U-Ranking), while assessing the effect of university size.
 
Examining the main missions of universities – teaching, and research and innovation – providing rankings for each
area.
 
Offering rankings for various qualifications, facilitating a very useful and user-friendly tool to choose the university
in which to study.
 
Allowing users to obtain a personalized ranking by responding to the questions “what to study”, “where”
and “what are your preferences for education and research”.
U-Ranking takes into account the different specialization of each university in two areas:
 
University activity: U-Ranking allows an independent analysis of the teaching activity, and research and innovation
activity of the universities, recognizing the existence of different specialization profiles in the Spanish University
System.
 
Areas of study: If information is available, each indicator is calculated for each area of study and university. Each
one of these is standardized by dividing by the median of its area. The five standardized indicators of each university
are aggregated by calculating the arithmetic average weighted by the weight of the student body in each area and
university (if the indicator belongs to the teaching dimension) or by the weight of the faculty members with PhD
(if the indicator belongs to the research and innovation dimension).
To assess universities’ activities in each of their large dimensions (1. teaching, 2. research and innovation) the following
four areas are considered:
 
Resources,
 
Output,
 
Quality,
 
Internationalization.
For each area, between one and three indicators have been taken into account, depending on the availability and suitability
of data, and according to the dimension that is being studied. In total, U-Ranking index consider 20 indicators. The ranking
includes Spanish universities that provide information on at least 18 of them.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:
https://u-ranking.es/en/metodologia.php
https://www.fbbva.es/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/U-Ranking-FBBVA-Ivie-2021_Report.pdf
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U-Ranking
TEACHING
RESOURCES
Faculty member with PhD per 100 students: Full-time equivalent faculty members and research staff in centers
belonging to the University per 100 full-time equivalent students in Bachelor’s and Master’s degrees and students
in Doctoral degrees (all of these students registered in centers belonging to the university).
Budget / Student: Effective income of the University by number of full-time equivalent students in Bachelor’s and Master’s
degrees and of students in Doctoral degrees (all of these students registered in centers belonging to the university).
Faculty member with PhD / Faculty members: Full-time equivalent faculty members with PhD in centers belonging
to the University over total full-time equivalent teaching and research staff in centers belonging to the university.
OUTPUT
Success rate: Number of credits passed by grade students registered in an academic year over total credits evaluated
within the same course (excluding transfer and recognized credits).
Evaluation rate: Number of credits evaluated by grade students registered in an academic year over total credits
registered within the same course (excluding transfer and recognized credits).
Overall dropout rate in Bachelor’s degree studies: Total sum of Bachelor’s degree dropout rates during first, second
and third year of studies.
QUALITY
Percentage of postgraduate students: Full-time equivalent students registered in Master’s degrees over the total number
of full-time equivalent students registered in Bachelor’s and Master’s degrees (all of these students registered in centers
belonging to the university).
Cut-off mark: Mark of the last general group student that gained admission to a degree with limited places.
INTERNATIONALIZATION
Percentage of foreign students: Non-Spanish students of Bachelor’s and Master’s degrees over the total number
of students of Bachelor’s and Master’s degrees.
Percentage of students in international mobility programs: Number of bachelor’s and master’s degree students who
study abroad through a mobility program over total number of bachelor’s and master’s degree students.
RESEARCH AND INNOVATION
RESOURCES
Competitive public resources per faculty member with PhD: Competitive public resources for undirected research
projects, including both projects and complementary actions and ERDF funds, over the total number of faculty members
with full-time equivalent PhD.
Contracts with PhDs, research grants and technical support over total budget: Competitive resources obtained
for research staff training, Juan de la Cierva, Ramón and Cajal and support technicians over total effective income.

Website of the ranking

https://u-ranking.es
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U-Ranking
OUTPUT
Citable documents with ISI reference per faculty member with PhD: Documents with ISI reference published
per 100 faculty members with full-time equivalent PhD.
Number of patents per 100 faculty members with PhD: Number of national patents granted to each Spanish university
by the Spanish Patents and Trade Marks Office per 100 faculty members with PhD.
Doctoral theses read per 100 faculty members with PhD: Doctoral theses read per 100 faculty members with full-time
equivalent PhD.
QUALITY
Mean impact factor: Mean impact factor of the publications with at least one author affiliated to the university.
Percentage of publications in the first quartile: Publications corresponding to journals in the first quartile of relevance
within the Thomson Reuters classification by areas, over the total number of publications belonging to that area.
Citations per document: Citations received per document from the date of publication to the date of data gathering.
INTERNATIONALIZATION
Horizon 2020 European research funds per faculty members with PhD: Funding received by the university from EU
research funds (H2020 program) per every 100 full-time equivalent faculty members with PhD.
Percentage of publications with international co-authorship: Publications with at least one co-author affiliated to
a foreign institution over the total number of publications.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:
https://u-ranking.es/en/metodologia.php
https://www.fbbva.es/wp-content/uploads/2022/01/U-Ranking-FBBVA-Ivie-2021_Report.pdf
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URAP Turkish University Ranking
Turkey
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

URAP Turkish University Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

URAP Türkiye Sıralaması

Country:

Turkey

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Professor Ural AKBULUT

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

akbulutmetu@gmail.com

Website of the ranking:

https://newtr.urapcenter.org

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2009

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers,
policy makers, governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 203, subjects: 62

Major dimensions covered:

research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by third-party agencies: Council of Higher
Education in Turkey (YÖK) third-party database (data not provided by HEI):
InCites

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://newtr.urapcenter.org/Methodology

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

URAP University Ranking by Academic Performance

Address:

Middle East Technical University, Informatics Institute URAP Research
Laboratory, Ankara/Turkey

Website of the ranking organization:

www.urapcenter.org

Type of organization:

university/higher education institution

Website of the ranking

https://newtr.urapcenter.org
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URAP Turkish University Ranking
■ Methodology
All Turkish universities are ranked according to the scores they receive from the below-mentioned indicators. The new
universities which have not graduated any students yet are not included in ranking. Number of articles, number of citations
and number of documents of each university is obtained from InCites. Articles with more than 1,000 authors and articles
published in Q4 group journals are excluded in URAP rankings. COVID-19 related preprints are also excluded in URAP
rankings. Number of students, number of graduates and number of faculty members are obtained from Turkish Higher
Education Council’s web page. All indicators have equal weights, they add up to 900 points. Universities are ranked
according to the total points they receive from each indicator.
For subject ranking (62 subjects of URAP world university ranking are also used for Turkish universities) URAP uses
the same methodology.
Nine indicators are used in the general ranking and ranking by subject:
Number of articles published in the previous year – 100 pts
The number of articles with  a maximum of 1000 authors  published in the journals that entered the SCI, SSCI and AHCI
scans in the previous calendar year and that are in the top 75% (Q1, Q2, Q3).
Number of articles per faculty – 100 pts
Number of articles with a maximum of 1000 authors  published in journals that entered the SCI, SSCI and AHCI scans
in in the previous calendar year and that are in the top 75%/Number of faculty in the previous academic year.
Number of citations received during past 5 years – 100 pts
The number of citations to the Total Scientific Documents with a maximum of 1000 authors received during the past
5 years.
Number of citations per faculty – 100 pts
The number of citations received for the Total Scientific Document with a maximum of 1000 authors during the past five
years/Number of faculty in the previous academic year.
Total number of documents published during past 5 years – 100 pts
Total number of documents per faculty – 100 pts
Number of PhD graduates – 100 pts
Number of PhD degrees given in the previous academic year.
Ph.D. student ratio – 100 pts
Number of doctoral students in the previous academic year/Total number of students in the same year.
Number of students per faculty – 100 pts
Total number of students in the previous academic year/Number of faculty in the same year.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://newtr.urapcenter.org/Methodology
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Ukraine`s TOP-200 Universities Ranking
Ukraine
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Ukraine’s TOP-200 Universities Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

Український національний академічний рейтинг укуніверситетів
ТОП 200

Country:

Ukraine

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

inf@euroosvita.net

Website of the ranking:

http://www.euroosvita.net/index.php/?category=49&id=6867

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2007

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 200

Major dimensions covered:

innovation, internationalization, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by third-party agencies and third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): Unified State Electronic Database on Education
– EDEBO (administrated by the Ministry of Education and Science of
Ukraine), UkrPatent Special Information System, Scopus, international
ranking websites (UniRank, Webometrics, QS WUR), Nature Index, etc.

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

http://www.euroosvita.net/index.php/?category=1&id=6868#

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

EuroOsvita

Address:

Kyiv, street Smilyanska, 4, Ukraine

Website of the ranking organization:

http://www.euroosvita.net

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

http://www.euroosvita.net/index.php/?category=49&id=6867
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Ukraine`s TOP-200 Universities Ranking
■ Methodology
The Ranking considers 10 indicators and publishes the source of information for each of them:
Academic activity (QS World University Rankings) – weight: 0.145
Source: https://www.topuniversities.com
Scientific and publishing activities (Scopus) – weight: 0.145
Source: https://osvita.ua/vnz/rating/82316
Evaluation of research achievements of universities through comparison of their Internet sites (Webometrics)
– weight: 0.145
Source: http://webometrics.info
International activities – weight: 0.145
Participation in Erasmus + programs of the European Union.
Source: https://erasmusplus.org.ua
Citation of scientific works of university scientists in high-ranking scientific publications (Nature Index)
– weight: 0.10
Source: https://www.natureindex.com
Quality of presentation and popularity of free economic resources in the Internet space on the basis
of independent webometric indicators (uniRank) – weight: 0.10
Source: https://www.4icu.org/ua
Teaching quality – weight: 0.055
Results of the All-Ukrainian Student Olympiads 2018/2019 and competitions of scientific works 2019/2020
– by the amount of points.
Source: https://imzo.gov.ua/2019/08/07/nakaz-mon-vid-5-08-2019-1060
https://imzo.gov.ua/2020/10/05/nakaz-mon- vid-05-10-2020-1220
Educational and scientific work – weight: 0.055
Awards of the President of Ukraine and the Verkhovna Rada of Ukraine for young scientists.
Source: https://www.president.gov.ua
https://zakon.rada.gov.ua
Innovation activity – weight: 0.055
The number of patents received by university scientists in 2020.
Source: https://ukrpatent.org
Attractiveness of the university for entrants – weight: 0.055
Average weighted value for free economic zone ratings by the number of applications submitted by entrants
and the average competitive score in 2020.
Source: https://vstup2020.edbo.gov.ua/statistics

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://www.euroosvita.net/index.php/?category=1&id=6868#
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The Complete University Guide
United Kingdom
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

The Complete University Guide

Name of the ranking (in original):

The Complete University Guide

Country:

United Kingdom

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Alison Patterson

Website of the ranking:

https://www.thecompleteuniversityguide.co.uk

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2007 (until 2013 the guide was published in association with a succession
of national newspapers: the Daily Telegraph, Independent and Daily Mail)

Most recent year of publication:

2021

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 130, subjects: 74

Major dimensions covered:

employabilty, research, teaching, student satisfaction, academic and student
facilities

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables), multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from HEIs
by third-party agencies and third-party database (data not provided by
HEI): HESA – The Higher Education Statistics Agency, the National Student
Survey, and the Research Excellence Framework (REF)

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://www.thecompleteuniversityguide.co.uk/sector/insights/university-andsubject-league-tables-methodology

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Complete University Guide Limited

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.thecompleteuniversityguide.co.uk/about-us

Type of organization:

private, for profit

Website of the ranking

https://www.thecompleteuniversityguide.co.uk

113

Featured national rankings

The Complete University Guide
■ Methodology
The university league tables rank the best universities in the UK. Users can filter the league table by subject, region, or
university group.
METRICS FOR LEAGUE TABLES:
Entry Standards – weight 1.0
The average UCAS tariff score of new undergraduate students. Each student’s exam results were converted to a numerical
score and added up to give a score total. HESA then calculated an average for all students at the university. The results
were then adjusted to take account of the subject mix at the university.
Student satisfaction – weight 1.5
A measure of student views of the teaching quality at the university expressed in the National Student Survey – NSS.
Research quality – weight 1.0
Each university department entered in the assessment exercise achieved a quality profile that gave the proportion of
research in each of four categories from 4* to 1*. These categories 4* to 1* were given a numerical value of 4 to 1 and an
overall average was then calculated (weighted according to the number of staff in each department).
Research intensity – weight 0.5
The proportion of staff involved in research.
Graduate prospects – outcomes – weight 0.67
The number of graduates who take up employment or further study was divided by the total number of graduates with
a known destination, before being expressed as a percentage. Only highly-skilled employment was included. The results
were then adjusted to take account of the subject mix at the university.
Graduate prospects – on track – weight 0.33
The proportion of graduates who agree that their activity is on track with their future plans.
Student-staff ratio – weight 1.0
The total number of undergraduate and postgraduate students divided by the number of academic staff with the results
adjusted for subject mix.
Academic services spending – weight 0.5
The expenditure on library and computing facilities (staff, books, journals, computer hardware and software, but not
buildings) plus museums, galleries and observatories was divided by the number of full-time equivalent students in the
latest year. Expenditure over three years was averaged to allow for uneven expenditure.
Facilities spending – weight 0.5
The expenditure on student facilities (e.g. sports, careers services, health, counselling) was divided by the number of fulltime equivalent students in the latest year. Expenditure over three years was averaged to allow for uneven expenditure.
Degree completion – weight 1.0
The completion rate of first-degree undergraduates studying at the university.
METRICS FOR SUBJECT TABLES:
The measures for the subject tables are the same as for the main league table, except only six measures are used: student
satisfaction, research quality, research intensity, entry standards, graduate prospects – outcomes and graduate prospects.
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The Guardian University Guide
United Kingdom
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

The Guardian University Guide

Name of the ranking (in original):

The Guardian University Guide

Country:

United Kingdom

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking, ranking by subject

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Matt Hiely-Rayner

Website of the ranking:

https://www.theguardian.com/education/universityguide

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1999

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 121, subjects: 54

Major dimensions covered:

employability, student satisfaction, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by third-party agencies and third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): HESA – The Higher Education Statistics Agency,
NSS – the National Student Survey,

Quality assurance of ranking:

expert review group of professionals from UK universities

Website of the methodology:

https://www.theguardian.com/education/2021/sep/11/methodology-behindthe-guardian-university-guide-2022

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

The Guardian

Address:

The Guardian, Kings Place, 90 York Way, London, N1 9GU, United Kingdom

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.theguardian.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.theguardian.com/education/universityguide
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The Guardian University Guide
■ Methodology
The ranking uses nine measures of performance, to put together a league table for 54 subjects. For those prospective
undergraduates who do not know which subject they wish to study, the Guardian scores have been averaged for each
institution across all subjects to generate an institution-level table.
The following metrics are considered for the subject ranking:
Entry standards – 15% of the total score of a department
This measure seeks to approximate the aptitude of fellow students who a prospective student can anticipate and reports
the observed average grades of students joining the department.
Student-staff ratio – 15% of the total score of a department
Expenditure per student – 5% of the total score of a department
The total expenditure in each subject area is divided by the volume of students taking the subject.
Continuation rate – 15% (contributes only to the total score of non-medical departments)
The percentage of first-year students continuing to second year.
Student satisfaction – 20% of the total score of a department
The National Student Survey asks final year students for the extent to which they agree with 27 positive statements about
their academic experience of the course and support that they received. Responses are on a 5-point Likert scale and two
statistics are produced: a satisfaction rate and an average response. Three areas are considered: teaching quality (8%
weighting), assessment procedures and the feedback students receive (8% weighting), and overall satisfaction of students
with their courses (4% weighting).
Value Added – 15% of the total score of a department
This compares students’ degree results with their entry qualifications, to show how effectively they are taught.
Career prospects – 15% of the total score in all the non-medical subjects
This percentage of graduates who find graduate-level jobs, or are in further study at professional or HE level,
within 15 months of graduation. It reflects how good the university is at employability.
The institutional ranking
The table ranks institutions according to their performance in the subject tables, but considers two other factors. First, the
number of students in a department influences the extent to which that department’s total standardised score contributes
to the institution’s overall score. And second, the number of institutions included in the subject table determines the extent
to which a department can affect the institutional table. Institutions that appear in fewer than eight subject tables are not
included in the main ranking of universities.
Rankings for every subject
The Guide has 54 subject tables, and a user can see which universities do well at teaching a particular subject area.
University profiles
Clicking on the name of a university in the tables takes user to its profile – he/she can read about what makes each
institution special and get the info on fees, accommodation and bursaries, etc.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.theguardian.com/education/2021/sep/11/methodology-behindthe-guardian-university-guide-2022
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The Times Good University Guide
United Kingdom
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

The Times Good University Guide

Name of the ranking (in original):

The Times Good University Guide

Country:

United Kingdom

Website of the ranking:

https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/uk-university-rankings-revealed-the-timesleague-table-dbxtwgm70

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2004

Type of publication:

Internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

paid access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Major dimensions covered:

research, teaching, reputation, employability

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

third-party database (data was nor provided by HEI), data collected from
HEIs by third party agencies

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/irish-good-university-guide-2022methodology-how-we-compiled-rankings-8dlttlgll

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

The Times & The Sunday Times published by Times Newspapers Limited

Website of the ranking organization:

www.thetimes.co.uk

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.thetimes.co.uk/article/uk-university-rankings-revealed-thetimes-league-table-dbxtwgm70
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Best 386 Colleges
(The Best Colleges – the Princeton Review)
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Best 386 Colleges9

Name of the ranking (in original):

Best 386 Colleges

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Rob Franek

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

pressoffice@review.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.princetonreview.com/college-rankings/best-colleges

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1992

Type of publication:

internet, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 386
62 different ranking list categories (categories of campus life)

Major dimensions covered:

student satisfaction, teaching, campus life

Structure of presentation:

multi-indicator ranking

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.princetonreview.com/college-rankings/ranking-methodology

Most recent year of publication: 202110

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

The Princeton Review

Address:

The Princeton Review, 1320 Centre St, Suite 400, Newton Center, MA
02459, Massachusetts, United States

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.princetonreview.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

9 T
 he name of the ranking differs between the years, depending on the number of colleges and universities considered – in 2022 it is Best 387 Colleges, in 2021 it was Best
386 Colleges and in 2014 – Best 379 Colleges.
10 Best Colleges generally includes unique ranking lists – 62 in the 2021 Edition – that highlight specific ways in which schools stand out. For the 2022 Edition, because
COVID-19 limited student access to on-campus offerings, it was chosen instead to include a special “Great Lists” feature that recognizes those schools that have frequently
appeared on these lists in the past. 26 of the annual ranking lists categories were chosen when making these lists, focusing on those areas that college applicants and their
parents reported to be important for them. However, 2022 is not a typical/standard edition of the ranking, therefore 2021 edition was considered for the ranking description in
the Inventory.

Website of the ranking

https://www.princetonreview.com/college-rankings/best-colleges
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Best 386 Colleges
(The Best Colleges – the Princeton Review)
■ Methodology
The Best Colleges generally includes unique ranking lists – 62 in the 2021 Edition – that highlight specific ways in which
schools stand out. For the 2022 Edition, because COVID-19 limited student access to on-campus offerings, it was chosen
instead to include a special “Great Lists” feature that recognizes those schools that have frequently appeared on these lists
in the past. 26 of the annual ranking lists categories were chosen when making these lists, focusing on those areas
that college applicants and their parents reported to be important for them. However, to show the ranking methodology
and how those ranking lists were normally put together, the following information which pertained to the previous edition is
published on the website:
The annual college rankings lists are entirely based on what students tell about their colleges and their experiences at
them via the student survey. The Princeton Review does not rank the schools in the book overall, 1 to 386, hierarchically or
in a single list category. The Princeton Review reports the top 20 schools (of the 386 in the book) for each of its 62 different
ranking list categories but does not report ranks beyond the top 20 in any category.
The student survey has 85 questions in four sections. The students are asked about: 1) their school’s academics/
administration, 2) life at their college, 3) their fellow students, and 4) themselves. Students answer by selecting one
of five answer choices that range across a grid or scale. The answer choice headers might range from “Strongly Agree”
to “Strongly Disagree” or “Excellent” to “Poor”, some are percentages with ranges from “0–20%” to “81–100%.”
Each college is given a score for its students’ answers to each survey question. Similar to a GPA, it is a metric that
provides the Ranking with a numerical base to compare student opinions from college to college. Using these scores
(which is computed out to several percentage points), it is possible to tally the ranked lists. Schools that make it onto
any of our 62 top 20 lists are those at which the surveyed students (as a group) indicated a very high consensus of opinion
about that topic.
Most of the ranking lists are based on students’ answers to one survey question, such as “How do you rate your campus
food?” Some, such as our “Best Classroom Experience” list, are based on students’ answers to more than one question.
The Princeton Review’s 62 college ranking lists cover eight general areas: Academics/Administration, Quality of Life,
Politics, Campus Life, Town Life, Extracurriculars, Social Scene, and Schools by Type.
Note: The Princeton Review college rankings are different from the Princeton Review college ratings. The college ratings
are numerical scores on a scale of 60–99 that are given to all colleges in the book. Those rating scores are reported
in eight categories, including Admissions Selectivity, Financial Aid, Fire Safety, and Green. Unlike the 62 ranking
lists, which are based entirely on our student surveys, the eight rating scores are based primarily on the surveys of
administrators at the schools who annually provide the Ranking with institutional data requested about their colleges.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.princetonreview.com/college-rankings/ranking-methodology
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Forbes America’s Top Colleges
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Forbes America’s Top Colleges

Name of the ranking (in original):

Forbes America’s Top Colleges

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

readers@forbes.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.forbes.com/top-colleges

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2008

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers

Level of comparison:

institutional: 600

Major dimensions covered:

employability, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

third-party database (data was not provided by HEI) and data collected
from HEIs by third-party agencies: The College Scorecard, the Integrated
Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS), PayScale, Priceto-Earnings Premium, National Center for Science and Engineering
Statistics (NCSES)

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.forbes.com/sites/christiankreznar/2021/09/08/how-we-rankamericas-top-colleges/?sh=d14754643e01

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Forbes Media LLC.

Address:

Forbes Media, 499 Washington Blvd, Jersey City, NJ 07310, United States

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.forbes.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.forbes.com/top-colleges
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Forbes America’s Top Colleges
■ Methodology
ALUMNI SALARY (20%)
Two data points from the College Scorecard and two from PayScale are used. From the College Scorecard, salary figures
from 6 and 10 years after enrollment are included. From PayScale, early and mid-career earnings are included (which span
the 1-4 years and 10 years after graduation respectively).
DEBT (15%)
From the College Scorecard, the average federal student loan debt per borrower was multiplied by the percentage of
students who had taken out federal student loans. College Scorecard data for five-year loan repayment rates was also
used. Both of these variables were weighed at 7.5%, for a total of 15%.
RETURN ON INVESTMENT (15%)
Third Way provided the Price-to-Earnings Premium for each institution, which measures how long it takes students to pay
their college costs. It does this by dividing the total net price of obtaining a college degree by the post-enrollment earnings
boost that students get compared to the typical salary of a high school graduate in their state according to Census data.
This gets at the true financial ROI of a college education. The general premium was weighted at 10%, and a separate
premium for low-income graduates at 5%, for a total of 15%.
GRADUATION RATE (15%)
While a four-year college education remains the gold standard, it does not reflect the large number of students who need
more time for personal and financial reasons. Rather than only accounting for first-time, full-time students, this year
the completion outcomes of part-time and transfer students were incorporated as well. IPEDS’s data on six-year
completion rates were used as well, with 10% slated for all students and 5% for students who received Pell Grants.
The Pell graduation rates with the proportion of Pell students at each institution were also indexed, giving an advantage
to schools that both enroll and graduate those from low- and moderate-income backgrounds.
FORBES AMERICAN LEADERS LIST (15%)
To assess the leadership and entrepreneurship of their graduates, it is compiled how many listmakers each school
produced on the Forbes 30 Under 30, Forbes 400, Richest Self-Made Women and Most Powerful Women lists. Individuals
in public service were also considered, including members of the Presidential cabinet, Supreme Court, Congress
and sitting governors. Finally, the list included winners of the MacArthur Fellowship, Nobel Prize, Breakthrough Prize,
Lasker Prize, Fields Prize, Academy Awards, Oscars, Tony’s, NAACP Awards, Guggenheim Fellowship, major sport
all-stars, Presidential Medals and Pulitzer Prizes.
RETENTION RATE (10%)
To account for student satisfaction, IPEDS’s three-year average full-time student retention rate is used, which measures
the percentage of students who choose to stay after their freshman year.
ACADEMIC SUCCESS (10%)
Two measures, equally weighted at 5%, are used. The number of graduates of each college who have gone on to win
Fulbright, Truman, Goldwater, Rhodes, Gates and Cambridge scholarships over the last four years is compiled. The
second measure uses data from the federal government’s National Center for Science and Engineering Statistics (NCSES)
to compile the total number of undergraduates who went on to earn Ph.D.s over the last three years.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.forbes.com/sites/christiankreznar/2021/09/08/how-we-rankamericas-top-colleges/?sh=d14754643e01
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QS USA University Rankings
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

QS USA University Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

QS USA University Rankings

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

rankings@qs.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.topuniversities.com/university-rankings/usa-rankings/2021

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2020

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers,
policy makers, governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 352

Major dimensions covered:

employability, internationalization, reputation, research, teaching,
gender equality

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): Scopus

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://www.topuniversities.com/usa-rankings/methodology

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Quacquarelli Symonds Ltd (QS)

Address:

London Main Office, 1 Tranley Mews, Fleet Road London, NW3 2DG,
United Kingdom

Website of the ranking organization:

www.topuniversities.com/about-qs

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.topuniversities.com/university-rankings/usa-rankings/2021
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QS USA University Rankings
■ Methodology
Universities are evaluated according to the following 17 metrics falling into four broad groupings:
EMPLOYABILITY (24.5%)
Employer reputation (10%)
It is based on almost 45,000 responses to QS Employer Survey and asks employers to identify those institutions
from which they source the most competent, innovative, effective graduates.
Alumni outcomes (10%)
QS has been recording the educational background of over 30,000 highly influential employers, sector leaders, and awardwinning professionals, as well as individual professionals both senior and junior. The aim is to rank which universities are
proving themselves as sources of successful employees and employers and can claim to have positively influenced their
alumni’s development. The criterion is based on the fact that universities with strong track records in this field will have
the kind of high-quality alumni networks that provide students with connections, career advice, and internship/work
placement opportunities – all of which boost employability.
Salary after 10 years (4.5%)
This indicator looks at the average salary of graduates that received federal financial aid, 10 years after first entering
university.
DIVERSITY & INTERNATIONALIZATION (25%)
Gender pay gap (2.5%)
The average weighted monthly salaries of both genders at professorial level only were compared within an institution,
as it was assumed that there should be little discrepancy at this level.
Faculty gender diversity (2.5%)
This indicator aims to capture whether there is equal representation of both male and female employees within the faculty
of a higher education institution.
Ratio of undergraduate students receiving Pell grants (5%)
This indicator focuses on the percentage of enrolled undergraduate students that were awarded a Pell grant. The Pell grant
program provides grant assistance to eligible undergraduate postsecondary students with demonstrated financial need to
help meet higher education expenses.
Students’ ethnicity mix (5%)
The student fabric of a higher education institution is an important indicator that reflects its openness and attention
to nurture a diverse, culturally sensitive and tolerant student cohort. An institution with a diverse student ethnic mix
demonstrates it cultivates inclusiveness and promotes social mobility, while offering its students a diverse student learning
experience crucial in today’s global world.
Number of Fulbright recipients per institution (5%)
This indicator looks at which US institutions are top producers of US Fulbright students over a combined period of 3 years.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.topuniversities.com/usa-rankings/methodology

124

IREG Inventory of National University Rankings

QS USA University Rankings
Proportion of international students (5%)
A highly international university acquires and confers several advantages. It demonstrates an ability to attract students from
across the world, which in turn suggests that it possesses a strong international brand.
LEARNING EXPERIENCE (22%)
Average instructional expenditure per FTE student (10%)
Average teaching spending per FTE student demonstrates how much financial resources a higher education institution
spends on average on teaching per student. This indicator is used as a proxy to determine how strongly an institution
is committed to offer the most effective learning environment possible.
Retention rate (5%)
A measure of the rate at which students persist in their educational program at an institution, expressed
as a percentage.
Pell grant student graduation rates compared with other students (3.5%)
This indicator focuses on how well an institution supports students in financial need that were awarded a Pell grant
recipient in graduating within 150% of normal time to program completion, compared to the average graduation rate
for students that did not receive a Pell grant or Stafford loan.
Student-faculty ratio (3.5%)
This indicator assesses the extent to which institutions are able to provide undergraduate students with meaningful
access to faculty members and recognizes that a high number of faculty members per undergraduate student will reduce
the teaching burden on each individual academic.
RESEARCH (28.5%)
Academic reputation (13.5%)
Academic reputation is measured using a global survey, in which academics are asked to identify the institutions where
they believe the best work is currently taking place within their own field of expertise.
Citations per paper (7%)
It assesses the number of citations per research paper published, aiming to give an idea of the impact each institution’s
research is having within the research community
International Research Network (IRN) (5%)
This indicator assesses the degree of international diversity in terms of research collaboration for each evaluated
institution. The Margalef Index, widely used in environmental sciences, has been adapted to estimate the richness
of the selected international research partners for a given institution.
Partnerships with Employers per Faculty (3%)
This indicator uses Scopus database to establish which universities are collaborating successfully with global companies
to produce citable, transformative research. The figure is adjusted to account for the number of faculty at each university.
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US News Best Colleges
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

US News Best Colleges

Name of the ranking (in original):

US News Best Colleges

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Robert Morse

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

rmorse@usnews.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1983

Type of publication:

internet, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: between 5711 and 39212 (depending on the ranking)

Major dimensions covered:

reputation, research, teaching, social mobility

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, data collected from
HEIs by third-party agencies, survey conducted exclusively by ranking
organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board, periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.usnews.com/education/best-colleges/articles/ranking-criteriaand-weights

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

U.S. News & World Report LP

Address:

Washington DC, United States

Website of the ranking organization:

http://www.usnews.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)
11 Best Regional Colleges Rankings
12 Best National University Rankings

Website of the ranking

https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges
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US News Best Colleges
■ Methodology
The Ranking includes four ranking lists and all of them consider the same methodology:
 Best National University Rankings
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/national-universities
 
National Liberal Arts Colleges Rankings
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/national-liberal-arts-colleges
 
Best Regional Universities Rankings
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings?int=top_nav_All_Rankings#regional-universities
 Best Regional Colleges Rankings
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings?int=top_nav_All_Rankings#regional-colleges
The 2022 U.S. News & World Report Best Colleges Rankings are calculated using 17 key measures of quality. They fall
into nine broad areas: graduation and retention, graduation rate performance, graduate indebtedness, social mobility,
faculty resources, expert opinion, financial resources, student excellence, and alumni giving. The indicators include
both input measures, which reflect the quality of students, faculty and other resources used in education, and outcome
measures, which capture the results of the education an individual receives at the institution.
Definitions and weights of ranking criteria:
GRADUATION AND RETENTION RATES (22%)
Graduation rate average: the percentage of entering first-year students who graduated within a six-year period, averaged
over the classes entering from fall 2011 through fall 2014. (17.6%)
First-year student retention rate average: the percentage of first-year students who returned to the same college
or university the following fall. The average first-year student retention rate indicates the average proportion of
the first-year classes entering from fall 2016 through fall 2019 who returned the following fall. (4.4%)
SOCIAL MOBILITY (5%)
Pell Grant graduation rates: it measures a school’s success at graduating Pell Grant students, who are from low-income
backgrounds. A school’s six-year graduation rate among new fall 2013 and fall 2014 entrants receiving Pell Grants is used.
Pell Grant graduation rate performance: it assesses success at achieving equitable outcomes for students from. (2.5%)
underserved backgrounds. It divides each school’s six-year graduation rate among fall 2013 and fall 2014 new entrant
Pell recipients by the rate achieved by non-Pell recipients, with higher ratios scoring better than lower ratios. (2.5%)
GRADUATION RATE PERFORMANCE (8%)
Graduation rate performance: This is a comparison between the actual six-year graduation rate for students entering in
fall 2013 and fall 2014 and the predicted graduation rate for the proportion who graduated six years later in 2019 and 2020.
For the second consecutive year, the graduate rate performance indicator is based on the average of the two most recent
graduating classes – for this ranking, it’s of the fall 2013 and fall 2014 cohort. The predicted graduation rate is based on
characteristics of the entering class, as well as characteristics of the institution.
UNDERGRADUATE ACADEMIC REPUTATION (20%) – PEER ASSESSMENT SURVEY
Expert opinion: This is a measure of how a school is regarded by administrators at peer institutions on a peer assessment
survey. A school’s peer assessment score is determined by surveying presidents, provosts and deans of admissions,
or officials in equivalent positions, at institutions in the school’s ranking category.

Website of the ranking

https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges
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US News Best Colleges
FACULTY RESOURCES FOR 2020-21 ACADEMIC YEAR (20%)
Class size: This assesses the ability of students to engage with their instructors in class. This was based on the
average of fall 2019 and fall 2020 class size data. Schools receive the most credit in this index for their proportions
of undergraduate classes with fewer than 20 students. Classes with 20 to 29 students score second highest, 30 to 39
students third highest and 40 to 49 students fourth highest. Classes that have 50 or more students receive no credit. (8%)
Average faculty salaries: Research shows there is a link between academic outcomes and compensation of faculty.
The average faculty pay is adjusted for regional differences in cost of living. This includes full-time assistant, associate
and full-time professors. Higher average faculty salaries after adjusting for regional cost of living score better than lower
average faculty salaries.(7%)
Faculty with a doctoral or terminal degree: the percentage of full-time faculty members with a doctorate or the highest
degree possible in their field or specialty during the 2020-2021 academic year. (3%)
Proportion of full-time faculty: A higher proportion of faculty members who are full time scores better than a lower
proportion in the ranking model. (1%)
Student-faculty ratio: The ratio of full-time-equivalent students to full-time-equivalent faculty members. (1%)
STUDENT SELECTIVITY FOR THE FALL 2020 ENTERING CLASS (7%)
SAT/ACT scores: Average test scores on both the SAT math and evidence-based reading and writing portions, and the
composite ACT of all enrolled first-time, first-year students entering in fall 2020 are combined for the ranking model. (5%)
High school class standing: the proportion of students enrolled for the academic year beginning in fall 2020 who
graduated in the top 10% (for National Universities and National Liberal Arts Colleges) or top 25% (for Regional
Universities and Regional Colleges) of their high school class. (2%)
FINANCIAL RESOURCES PER STUDENT (10%)
Financial resources: Financial resources are measured by the average spending per full-time-equivalent student on
instruction, research, public service, academic support, student services and institutional support during the fiscal years
ending in 2019 and 2020.
AVERAGE ALUMNI GIVING RATE (3%)
Alumni giving rate average: the nonweighted mean percentage of undergraduate alumni of record who donated money
to the college or university. The percentage of alumni giving serves as a proxy for how satisfied students are with the school.
A higher average alumni giving rate scores better than a lower rate in the ranking model. The alumni giving rate is calculated
by dividing the number of alumni donors during a given academic year by the number of alumni of record for that same year.
GRADUATE INDEBTNESS (5%)
Graduate indebtedness total: the average amount of accumulated federal loan debt among the 2019 and 2020 bachelor’s
degree graduating class. (3%)
Graduate indebtedness proportion with debt: the percentage of graduates from the 2019 and 2020 bachelor’s degree
graduating class who borrowed federal loans. (2%)

Detailed description of ranking methodology:
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-colleges/articles/ranking-criteria-and-weights
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US News Best Graduate Schools Rankings
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

US News Best Graduate Schools Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

US News Best Graduate Schools Rankings

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

ranking by subject/specific program ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Robert Morse

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

rmorse@usnews.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1987

Type of publication:

internet, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

Institutional: between 5513 and 56414 (depending on the area/subject)
broad areas: 12

Major dimensions covered:

employability, reputation, research, teaching

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board, periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/nursingschools-methodology15

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

U.S. News & World Report LP

Address:

Washington DC, United States

Website of the ranking organization:

http://www.usnews.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

13 Best Library and Information Studies Schools.
14 Best Nursing Schools.
15 For each broad area there is a separate methodology.

Website of the ranking

https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools
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US News Best Graduate Schools Rankings
■ Methodology
Within the US News Best Graduate Schools Rankings 12 broad areas are considered, and each of the broad area list
includes a few specialties and programs, e.g. Best Business Schools Ranking includes two programs and 13 specialties
(with a separate list prepared for each of them), Best Fine Arts Schools Ranking includes seven specialties, Best Health
Schools Ranking includes 14 specialties, etc. Each broad area has its separate methodology and in case of three broad
areas, a separate methodology is considered for each program/specialty.
For each broad field there is a separate methodology. For example the U.S. News’ Best Social Sciences and Humanities
rankings, the U.S. News’ Best Sciences rankings, the U.S. News’ Best Library and Information Studies rankings are based
solely on the results of peer assessment surveys sent to academics in each discipline. The individuals rate the quality
of the program at each institution on a scale of 1 (marginal) to 5 (outstanding).
The U.S. News’ Best Law Schools rankings evaluate institutions on their successful placement of graduates, their faculty
resources, the academic achievements of entering students, and opinions by law schools, lawyers and judges on overall
program quality.
The U.S. News’ Best Engineering Schools rankings compare schools on their research activity, faculty resources,
academic achievements of entering students and assessments by other engineering schools and employers.
The U.S. News’ Best Business Schools rankings are based on the results of peer assessment surveys, recruiter
assessment score, placement success including three ranking indicators on employment and earnings, student
selectivity including three admissions indicators, etc.
The U.S. News’ Best Medical Schools - Research and Best Medical Schools – Primary Care evaluate schools on faculty
resources, the academic achievements of entering students and qualitative assessments by schools and residency
directors. The research rankings include two measures of research productivity, while the primary care rankings
incorporate two metrics for graduates going into primary care.
The U.S. News’ Best Nursing Schools rankings assess programs on their research activity, faculty resources, student
excellence and qualitative ratings from experts.
U.S. News evaluated education schools on research activity, academic excellence of entering students, faculty resources,
and opinions on program quality from education school deans and school hiring professionals.
The rankings of Master of Fine Arts programs and the rankings of public affairs programs are based solely on peer
assessment survey results.
US NEWS BEST GRADUATE SCHOOLS RANKINGS INCLUDE THE FOLLOWING RANKINGS:
Best Business Schools (493 institutions listed)
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-business-schools/mba-rankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/business-schools-methodology

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/
nursing-schools-methodology
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US News Best Graduate Schools Rankings
Best Law Schools (196 institutions listed)
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-law-schools/law-rankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/law-schools-methodology
Best Medical Schools (192 institutions listed)
Graduating from medical school provides a pathway to many different careers in medicine. To help prospective students
determine their best options, U.S. News produced two distinct rankings - Best Medical Schools: Research and Best
Medical Schools: Primary Care.
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-medical-schools/research-rankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/medical-schools-methodology
Best Engineering Schools (214 institutions listed)
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-engineering-schools/eng-rankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/engineering-schools-methodology
Best Nursing Schools (564 institutions listed)
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-nursing-schools/nur-rankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/nursing-schools-methodology
Best Education Schools (456 institutions listed)
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-education-schools/edu-rankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/education-schools-methodology
Best Fine Arts Schools (226 institutions listed)
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-fine-arts-schools/fine-arts-rankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/fine-arts-schools-methodology
Best Public Affairs Schools (270 institutions listed)
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-public-affairs-schools/public-affairs-rankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/public-affairs-schools-methodology
Best Library and Information Studies Schools (55)
https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools/top-library-information-science-programs/library-information-sciencerankings
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-graduate-schools/articles/library-and-information-studies-methodology
Best Health Schools (the methodology and the number of institutions listed depends on the specialty)
Best Science Schools (the methodology and the number of institutions listed depends on the specialty)
Best Social Sciences and Humanities Schools (the methodology and the number of institutions listed depends
on the specialty)

Website of the ranking

https://www.usnews.com/best-graduate-schools
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US News Best Undergraduate Programs Rankings
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

US News Best Undergraduate Programs Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

US News Best Undergraduate Programs Rankings:
1. Best Undergraduate Business Programs Rankings
2. Best Undergraduate Computer Science Programs Rankings
3. Best Undergraduate Engineering Programs Rankings
4. Best Bachelor of Science in Nursing (BSN) Programs Rankings

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

specific program rankings

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Robert Morse

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

rmorse@usnews.com

Website of the ranking:

1. https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/business
2. https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/computer-science-overall
3. https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/engineering
4. https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/nursing-overall

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

1992

Type of publication:

internet, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

study programs: between 210 and 694 (depending on the ranking)

Major dimensions covered:

reputation

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board, periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.usnews.com/education/best-colleges/articles/undergraduatebusiness-programs-methodology16

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

U.S. News & World Report LP

Address:

Washington DC, United States

Website of the ranking organization:

http://www.usnews.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

16 For each ranking, there is a separate description of the methodology.

Website of the ranking

https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/business
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/computer-science-overall
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/engineering
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/nursing-overall
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US News Best Undergraduate Programs Rankings
■ Methodology
US News Best Undergraduate Programs Rankings include four rankings:
1. Best Undergraduate Business Programs Rankings
2. Best Undergraduate Computer Science Programs Rankings
3. Best Undergraduate Engineering Programs Rankings
4. Best Bachelor of Science in Nursing (BSN) Programs Rankings
BEST UNDERGRADUATE BUSINESS PROGRAMS RANKINGS
U.S. News & World Report’s Best Undergraduate Business Programs rankings are based solely on peer assessment
surveys (the judgments of deans and senior faculty members at peer institutions). These deans and faculty members
– two at each AACSB-accredited business program – were asked to rate the quality of all programs with which they were
familiar on a scale from 1 (marginal) to 5 (distinguished). To appear on these surveys, undergraduate business programs
must be accredited by AACSB International.
U.S. News determined average peer assessment scores for each business program by computing a trimmed mean
– eliminating the two highest and two lowest scores given by respondents. Average scores were then sorted and
undergraduate business programs were ranked in descending order based on the average peer assessment score.
Undergraduate programs that received the most mentions in each area are ranked in descending order by number
of mentions. A school or program had to receive seven or more top-15 nominations in a specific specialty area to be listed.
This means that schools ranked at the bottom of each specialty ranking received at least seven nominations.
SPECIALTY RANKINGS
U.S. News also asked those same respondents to nominate up to 15 of the best programs in these 13 business specialty
areas:
 Accounting
 Business analytics
 Entrepreneurship
 Finance
 International business
 Insurance / risk management
 Management information systems
 Marketing
 Management
 Production / operations management
 Quantitative analysis / methods
 Real estate
 Supply chain management / logistics
Methodology:
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-colleges/articles/undergraduate-business-programs-methodology
BEST UNDERGRADUATE ENGINEERING PROGRAMS RANKINGS
The U.S. News & World Report Best Undergraduate Engineering Programs rankings are based solely on the judgments
of deans and senior faculty at peer institutions. Respondents were asked to rate each program they were familiar
with on a scale from 1 (marginal) to 5 (distinguished). Each qualifying engineering school or program was sent two
peer assessment surveys. To appear on an undergraduate engineering survey, a school must have an undergraduate
engineering program accredited by ABET.

Website of the ranking

https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/business
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/computer-science-overall
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/engineering
https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/nursing-overall
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US News Best Undergraduate Programs Rankings
U.S. News has separate rankings for the 210 undergraduate engineering programs at colleges or universities that offer
doctoral degrees in engineering and for the 239 engineering programs at institutions where the terminal degree
in engineering is a bachelor’s or master’s. There were two separate surveys and respondent groups, which means
that deans and senior faculty only rated engineering programs within their institution’s ranking category. All programs
surveyed are ranked.
Average peer assessment scores for each engineering program were determined by computing a trimmed mean
– eliminating the two highest and two lowest scores given by respondents. Average scores were then sorted and
undergraduate engineering programs were ranked in descending order based on the average peer assessment score.
Schools that received the most mentions in each specialty appear on the site, ranked in descending order by number
of mentions. A school or program had to receive seven or more top-15 nominations in a specialty area to be listed.
This means that schools ranked at the bottom of each specialty ranking received at least seven nominations.
SPECIALTY RANKINGS
U.S. News also asked respondents for nominations of up to 15 of the best engineering programs in 12 specialty
engineering areas:
 Aerospace / aeronautical / astronautical  Bioengineering / biomedical  Biological and agricultural  Chemical
 Civil  Computer engineering  Electrical / electronic / communications  Environmental / environmental health
 Industrial / manufacturing / systems  Materials  Mechanical  Petroleum
Methodology:
https://www.usnews.com/education/best-colleges/articles/undergraduate-engineering-programs-methodology
BEST UNDERGRADUATE COMPUTER SCIENCE PROGRAMS RANKINGS
Top academics and officials at computer science programs rated the overall quality of undergraduate programs with which
they were familiar on a 1-5 scale. A school’s undergraduate computer science rank is solely determined by its average
of scores received from these surveys. To be included in this standalone peer assessment survey and ranked, a program
must either have been accredited by ABET or have recently awarded 20 or more bachelor’s degrees in computer science.
Methodology: https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/computer-science-overall
BEST BACHELOR OF SCIENCE IN NURSING (BSN) PROGRAMS
The Bachelor of Science in Nursing programs rankings are determined by the average of scores received from surveys of
top academics and officials at nursing schools or departments. These officials rated the overall quality of undergraduate
BSN programs they were familiar with on a 1-5 scale. Schools are included and ranked in this standalone peer assessment
survey if they have bachelor’s-level accreditation by either the Commission on Collegiate Nursing Education or the
Accreditation Commission for Education in Nursing. In addition, these regionally accredited institutions must have recently
awarded at least 35 BSN degrees.
Methodology: https://www.usnews.com/best-colleges/rankings/nursing-overall

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.usnews.com/education/best-colleges/articles/undergraduatebusiness-programs-methodology
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Top American Research Universities
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Top American Research Universities

Name of the ranking (in original):

Top American Research Universities

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Craig Abbey

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

craigwabbey@gmail.com

Website of the ranking:

https://mup.umass.edu/Top-Universities

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2000

Type of publication:

internet, print – special publication

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 164

Major dimensions covered:

research

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

third-party database (data not provided by HEI) and data collected from
HEIs by third-party agencies: NSF Higher Education Research
and Development Survey (HERD), IPEDS data, The National Association
of College and University Business Officers (NACUBO) survey, Voluntary
Support of Education (VSE) Survey, the directories of the National Academy
of Sciences, National Academy of Engineering, and National Academy
of Medicine, NCES Digest of Education Statistics

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://mup.umass.edu/sites/default/files/annual_report_2020.pdf

Most recent year of publication: 2020

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

The Center for Measuring University Performance

Address:

W.E.B. Du Bois Library, UMass Amherst, MA 01003-9275

Website of the ranking organization:

https://mup.umass.edu

Type of organization:

university/higher education institution

Website of the ranking

https://mup.umass.edu/Top-Universities
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Top American Research Universities

■ Methodology
The MUP Center’s annual report, the Top American Research Universities, offers analysis and data useful for
understanding American research university performance. A key feature of this report is The MUP Center’s classification
of universities into groups based upon the nine quality indicators. Institutions that have more than $40 million in annual
federal research expenditures and that rank within the top 25 on at least one of the nine measures fall into our definition
of a top research university. The Ranking uses the following nine indicators:
 Federal Research Expenditures
 Endowment Assets
 Annual Giving
 Faculty Quality (including 2 indicators: members of the National Academies among an institution’s faculty
+ the number of significant faculty awards earned)
 Doctorates
 Postdoctoral Appointees
 Undergraduate Quality (SAT scores)
 Total Research Expenditures
Most national research universities measure themselves on a wide range of dimensions that the institutions believe
important for determining improvement and success. At the same time, no single indicator or composite number accurately
represents what an individual institution has done, can do, or will do. To improve the quality and productivity of a major
national research university, its faculty, students, staff, and supporters need to follow a number of indicators that, taken
together, give a reasonable approximation of accomplishment and strength relative to the best universities in the country.
Many indicators serve this purpose, but most observers know that research matters more than anything else
in defining the nation’s best institutions.
In its annual reports, The MUP Center provides both the total research and development expenditures and the highlycompetitive federally sponsored research and development expenditures as indicators of research scale. The ranking
uses federal research expenditures to define the competitive universe of research universities by setting a marker at
$40M per year. While the dollars give a good approximation of research activity, it is the faculty who provide the critical
resource for university success, and The MUP Center reports the number of members of the National Academies among
an institution’s faculty along with the number of significant faculty awards earned as indicators of faculty distinction.
Students provide a double indicator by reflecting both the externally perceived quality of the institution and providing
with their own credentials an important contribution to that quality. The MUP Center provides the number of doctorates
awarded and the number of postdoctoral appointments supported; and The MUP Center offers median SAT scores as
indicators of student competitiveness.
Both private and public universities live on the resources generated from many sources, but critical to their success are
the size of their endowments and annual giving. Endowment reflects the long-term strength of accumulated private
support and in some cases institutional savings that delivers an income to important purposes every year. Annual giving
provides an indicator of the current level of an institution’s private contributions both to current expenses and towards
increased endowment. By including both indicators, The MUP Center gains the opportunity to note historical and emerging
strength in private support for research universities.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://mup.umass.edu/sites/default/files/annual_report_2020.pdf
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Social Mobility Index (SMI) Ranking
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Social Mobility Index (SMI) Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

Social Mobility Index (SMI) Ranking

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

smi-inquires@collegenet.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.socialmobilityindex.org

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2014

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 1550

Major dimensions covered:

employability, social mobility

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

third-party database (data not provided by HEI) and data collected from
HEIs by third-party agencies: Integrated Postsecondary Education Data
System (IPEDS), Salary Data & Career Research Center (Payscale), U.S.
Department of Education’s College Scorecard

Website of the methodology:

https://www.socialmobilityindex.org/archive/2017/#Purpose

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

CollegeNET

Address:

CollegeNET, Inc., 805 SW Broadway, Suite 1600, Portland, OR 97205,
United States

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.collegenet.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit

Website of the ranking

https://www.socialmobilityindex.org
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Social Mobility Index (SMI) Ranking

■ Methodology
The Social Mobility Index (SMI) Ranking differs from most other rankings, as it focuses directly on the factors that enable
economic mobility and to what extent a college or university educates more economically disadvantaged people (family
incomes below the national median) at lower tuition so that they graduate into good paying jobs. The colleges that do
the best at this rank higher according to the SMI. The SMI is computed from five variables:
 published tuition,
 percent of student body whose families whose incomes are below $48K (slightly below the US median),
 graduation rate,
 median salary approximately 5 years after graduation,
 endowment.
Unlike other rankings that assign percentages to variables and then sum for a score, the SMI variables are mathematically
balanced against live data so that they fall into three weighting tiers: a) tuition and economic disadvantage at the highest
tier (access); b) graduation rate and salary at the next, half-weight tier (outcome); and c) the endowment at a half again,
or 1/4 weight tier (institutional capability). Each weighting tier is thus twice as “sensitive” as the next in that making
realistic changes to the variables at that tier can cause approximately twice as much movement in the rankings.
Enhancing economic mobility means providing access to economically disadvantaged students, graduating them,
and moving them into good paying jobs. Each tier constitutes a proxy for one of three concepts: access, outcome,
and institutional capability. Considering these tiers in reverse helps explain the intuition behind their weightings. The bigger
the endowment a university possesses, the more capability it has to address any problem. Yet because drawdowns on
an endowment can be aimed at purposes separate from the problem of economic mobility, endowment primarily serves
in the SMI as a tie-breaker. If school A and school B are very close with respect to social mobility policy, yet B has a larger
endowment, A is rewarded by the SMI for having applied its resources more efficiently.
A high SMI ranking means that a college is contributing in a responsible way to solving the dangerous problem of declining
economic mobility in United States. A school with a low SMI is more likely to be failing, sometimes miserably, at providing
real opportunity and advancement for the economically disadvantaged citizens of United States. The SMI should serve
as a valuable mirror for policy, an instigator of conversations with institutions that are doing a better job, and a stimulant
for policy change.
Unlike the popular rankings periodicals, a percentage weight was not assigned a priori to the five variables in the SMI
formula and those values were not added together to obtain a score. Instead, the relative weight of any variable was
established by testing how much a realistic change in the value of that variable would move a school within a set of
rankings derived from real data. Accordingly, the greatest sensitivity for movement in the SMI rankings derives from
lowering sticker tuition or increasing the percentage of students within the student body whose family incomes are less
than or equal to $48,000 (the SMI “access” variables). Simply put, a school can most dramatically move itself upwards in
the SMI rankings by lowering its tuition or increasing its percentage of economically disadvantaged students (or both).
While tuition and economic background of the student body are the most sensitive variables in the SMI, three other
variables in descending order of sensitivity are also critical. These are: graduation score, early career net salaries,
and endowment.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.socialmobilityindex.org/archive/2017/#Purpose
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Wall Street Journal / The College Rankings
United States
■ Information on ranking

Name of the ranking (in English):

Wall Street Journal/Times Higher Education College Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

Wall Street Journal/Times Higher Education College Rankings

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

usrankings@timeshighereducation.com

Website of the ranking:

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/rankings/united-states/2022

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2017

Type of publication:

internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: 796

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, reputation, research, teaching, racial and ethnic
diversity, student satisfaction, students’ engagement with their studies

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): Scopus, the US government (Integrated
Postsecondary Education Data System - IPEDS), the College Scorecard,
the Bureau of Economic Analysis (BEA)

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board, periodic consultancy

Website of the methodology:

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/world-university-rankings/wall-streetjournal-times-higher-education-college-rankings-2022

Most recent year of publication: 2022

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Times Higher Education

Address:

THE World Universities Insights Limited, 26 Red Lion Square, London
WC1R 4HQ, UK

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.timeshighereducation.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

Website of the ranking

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/rankings/united-states/2022
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Wall Street Journal / The College Rankings
■ Methodology
The Wall Street Journal/Times Higher Education College Rankings is a ranking of US colleges and universities that
puts student success and learning at its heart. The ranking includes clear performance indicators designed to answer the
questions that matter most to students and their families when making one of the most important decisions of their lives
– who to trust with their education.
The ranking includes the results of the THE US Student Survey, which examines a range of key issues including students’
engagement with their studies, their interaction with their teachers and their satisfaction with their experience. The ranking
adopts a balanced scorecard approach, with 15 individual performance indicators combining to create an overall score that
reflects the broad strength of the institution. The overall methodology explores four pillars:
RESOURCES (30%)
Amount of money that each institution spends on teaching per student (11%) allowing to get a clear sense of whether
an institution is well funded, with the money to provide a positive learning environment.
Ratio of students to faculty members (11%) giving an overall sense of whether the college has enough teachers
to teach and how likely it is that a student will receive the individual attention that can be necessary to succeed at college.
Number of published scholarly research papers per faculty member (8%) at each institution, giving a sense of their
research productivity, and testing to see whether staff are able to produce research that is suitable for publication
in the world’s top academic journals, as indexed by Scopus.
ENGAGEMENT (20%)
THE has captured student engagement across the US through its US Student Survey, carried out in partnership with
two leading market research providers. Students answer 12 core questions about their experience that are either multiple
choice or on a scale from 0 to 10. The data from the student survey have been rebalanced by gender to reflect the actual
gender ratio at the college.
Student engagement (7%) – to capture this indicator the average score of the four questions in the THE US Student
Survey is considered (to what extent does the student’s college or university support critical thinking? to what extent does
the teaching support reflection on, or making connections among, the things that the student has learned? to what extent
does the teaching support applying the student’s learning to the real world? to what extent do the classes taken in college
challenge the student?).
Interaction with teachers and students (4%) – to capture a student’s opportunity to interact with others to support
learning, the responses to two questions the THE US Student Survey are used: to what extent does the student have
the opportunity to interact with faculty and teachers? And to what extent does the college provide opportunities
for collaborative learning?

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/rankings/united-states/2022
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Wall Street Journal / The College Rankings
Student recommendation (6%) – if a friend or family member were considering going to university, based on your
experience, how likely or unlikely are you to recommend your college or university to them?
Number of different subjects taught (3%) – it is considered to help a student understand the opportunities that
are on offer at the institution, and the likelihood of getting a more rounded education. While other components
of the Engagement pillar are drawn from the student survey, the source of this metric is IPEDS.
OUTCOMES (40%)
Graduation rate (11%) – a crucial way to help students to understand whether colleges have a strong track record
in supporting students enough to get them through their course and ensure that they complete their degrees.
Value added to graduate salary (12%)
The THE data team uses statistical modelling to create an expected graduate salary for each college based on
a wide range of factors, such as the demographic make-up of its student body and the characteristics of the institution.
The ranking looks at how far the college either exceeds expectations in getting students higher average salaries than one
would predict based on its students and its characteristics, or falls below what is expected.
Debt after graduation (7%)
The concern over student debt and the cost of higher education in general has come to the forefront of public discussion
recently. A measure of the debt accrued by a college’s students when they graduate reflects this concern and holds
institutions accountable for the cost that they represent to individuals and funding sources.
Academic reputation (10%) – based on THE’s annual Academic Reputation Survey, a survey of leading scholars that
helps determine which institutions have the best reputation for excellence in teaching.
ENVIRONMENT (10%)
Proportion of international students (2%) – a key indicator that the university or college is able to attract talent from
across the world and offers a multicultural campus where students from different backgrounds can, theoretically, learn from
one another.
Inclusion of students with lower family earnings (2%) – the proportion of students who receive Pell Grants
(paid to students in need of financial support).
Racial and ethnic diversity of students (3%)
Racial and ethnic diversity of the faculty (3%)
All ranked institutions have an overall score and four pillar scores. However, for each pillar, only institutions ranked
in the top 400 overall, or the top 400 in that pillar, have a publicly visible score.

Website of the ranking

https://www.timeshighereducation.com/rankings/united-states/2022
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Washington Monthly’s Rankings
United States
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Washington Monthly’s Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

Washington Monthly’s Rankings

Country:

United States

Scope of the ranking:

general rankings

Website of the ranking:

https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021college-guide/national

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2005

Type of publication:

Internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Most recent year of publication: 2021

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions

Level of comparison:

institutional: between 21517 and 61618, depending on the ranking

Major dimensions covered:

employability, research, social mobility, community and national service

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by third-party agencies: the Center for Measuring
University Performance, the National Science Foundation, Corporation for
National and Community Service, third-party database (data not provided by
HEI): the Integrated Postsecondary Education Data System (IPEDS)

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021/08/29/a-note-on-methodology-4-yearcolleges-and-universities-12

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Washington Monthly

Address:

1200 18th Street NW, Suite 330, Washington, DC 20036, United States

Website of the ranking organization:

https://washingtonmonthly.com

Type of organization:

commercial/for-profit (incl. media)

17 Ranking of Liberal Arts Colleges
18 Ranking of Master’s Universities

Website of the ranking

https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021college-guide/national
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Washington Monthly’s Rankings
■ Methodology
The Washington Monthly’s Rankings publish four ranking list of four-year schools based on their contribution
to the public good in three broad categories: social mobility, research, and providing opportunities for public service:
Ranking of National Universities (institutions that award a significant number of doctoral degrees)
https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021college-guide/national
Ranking of Liberal Arts Colleges (Baccalaureate colleges that focus on arts and sciences rather than professional
programs) – https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021college-guide/liberalarts
Ranking of Master’s Universities (institutions that award a significant number of master’s degrees but few or no doctoral
degrees) – https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021college-guide/masters
Ranking of Bachelor’s Colleges (institutions that award almost exclusively bachelor’s degrees)
https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021college-guide/bachelors
All four rankings have the same methodology and consist of three equally weighted portions: social mobility, research,
and community and national service. This means that top-ranked colleges need to be excellent across the full breadth
of measures, rather than excelling in just one measure. In order to ensure that each measurement contributes equally to a
college’s score within any given category, each data element is standardized so that each has a mean of zero and
a standard deviation of one (unless noted). There are the following indicators in each of the three area (each area makes
its 100% of the score):
SOCIAL MOBILITY:
 the graduation rate over eight years for all students (half of that score was determined by the reported graduation
rate and the other half came from comparing the reported graduation rate to a predicted graduation rate);
 the Pell graduation gap measure;
 the number of Pell recipients earning bachelor’s degrees;
 the Pell enrollment performance;
 Net price of attendance for families below $75,000 income;
 % of grads above 150% of poverty line (the share of students who earned at least 150% of the federal poverty line
three years after graduating from college);
 the student loan repayment rate (the percentage of dollars borrowed that is still outstanding five years after leaving
college);
 the raw repayment rate;
 the regression-adjusted repayment rate.
RESEARCH:
Each of the components listed below are weighted equally to determine a college’s final score in the category.
 the total amount of an institution’s research spending;
 the number of science and engineering PhDs awarded by the university;
 the number of undergraduate alumni who have gone on to receive a PhD in any subject, relative to the size
of the college;
 the number of faculty receiving prestigious awards, relative to the number of full-time faculty;
 the number of faculty in the National Academies, relative to the number of full-time faculty.

Website of the ranking

https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021college-guide/national
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Washington Monthly’s Rankings
COMMUNITY AND NATIONAL SERVICE:
For each measure in this area universities were given points. The community service score was determined by measuring
each college’s performance across the following measures:
 AmeriCorps/Peace Corps
AmeriCorps and Peace Corps data was compiled into a combined metric. The Ranking used an indicator for whether
a college currently provides at least some matching funds for undergraduate students who had received a Segal
AmeriCorps Education Award for having completed national service (two points) and a standardized measure
of the share of students receiving Segal awards. The number of alumni currently serving in the Peace Corps was
divided by total enrollment.
 ROTC
The Ranking judged military service by collecting data on the size of each college’s Air Force, Army, and Navy ROTC
programs and dividing by the number of students.
 % of federal work-study funds spent on service
The percentage of federal work-study grant money spent on community service projects was used as a measure
of how much colleges prioritize community service.
 Earns Carnegie community engagement classification?
A measure was addend for whether a college received the Carnegie Community Engagement Classification,
with listed colleges receiving two points.
 Voting engagement points
A measure of voting engagement was considered using data from the National Study of Learning, Voting,
and Engagement (NSLVE) at Tufts University and the ALL IN Campus Democracy Challenge. Colleges could earn up
to six points for fulfilling each of six criteria.
 % of grads with service-oriented majors
The percentage of all degrees awarded in health, education, and social work to reward colleges that produce leaders
in socially valuable fields that are not always highly paid.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021/08/29/a-note-on-methodology-4-yearcolleges-and-universities-12
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Baghdad Higher Education (BHE)
University Ranking
Iraq
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Baghdad Higher Education (BHE) University Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):
Country:

Iraq

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Ammar Hamid

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

Nabaa.alhaayat@gmail.com, ammar.dent@yahoo.com

Website of the ranking:

http://iusd.bhe.iq

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2021

Type of publication:

Internet, print – magazine, newspaper

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, employers, policy
makers, governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 54

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, reputation, research, teaching, web presence

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization, survey conducted
exclusively by ranking organization, third-party database
(data not provided by HEI): Scopus and Web of Science

Quality assurance of ranking:

periodic consultancy, advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://thepolicytimes.com/the-first-report-of-baghdad-higher-education-hasbeen-announced
(external source, it is not a ranking website)

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Nab’a Al-Hayat Foundation for Medical Sciences and Health Care

Website of the ranking organization:

fb.com/nhhcfiq
http://iusd.bhe.iq

Type of organization:

non-governmental organization

Website of the ranking

http://iusd.bhe.iq
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Baghdad Higher Education (BHE)
University Ranking
■ Methodology
In April 2021, the first version of the Baghdad Higher Education (BHE) University Ranking for Iraqi governmental and
private universities and colleges was launched, which included 53 Iraqi private universities and colleges which had met
the conditions of the research classification for this ranking. This ranking is issued and published by the Nab’a Al-Hayat
Foundation, which is a non-governmental organization officially registered in Iraq in addition to its membership of IREG
Observatory.
This Ranking is based on a clear methodology based on 13 features grouped into five criteria:
 teaching (40% of the final grade),
 research (40% of the final grade) including citations, h-index, h5-index, etc.,
 international standing (10%),
 implementation of the United Nations sustainable development goals through research (5%),
 university’s income (5%).
The Baghdad Higher Education gains importance for universities that give great attention to research work and their
quality, as well as the excellence of the teaching process. It is also gaining importance for postgraduate students
with interests in research and for undergraduate students in the field of labor markets and business needs through ranking
by subject.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://thepolicytimes.com/the-first-report-of-baghdad-higher-educationhas-been-announced
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Nigerian University System Rankings
Nigeria
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

Nigerian University System Rankings

Name of the ranking (in original):

Nigerian University System Rankings

Country:

Nigeria

Scope of the ranking:

general ranking

Name of person in charge of ranking:

Abubakar Adamu Rasheed

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

info@nuc.edu.ng

Website of the ranking:

http://nusrankings.ng/university-rankings

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2021

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 113

Major dimensions covered:

internationalization, research, teaching, web presence

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

http://nusrankings.ng/methodology

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

National Universities Commission (NUC)

Address:

National Universities Commission,26, Aguiyi Ironsi street PMB 237 Garki
GPO, Maitama, Abuja, Nigeria

Website of the ranking organization:

https://www.nuc.edu.ng

Type of organization:

state organization

Website of the ranking

http://nusrankings.ng/university-rankings
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Nigerian University System Rankings
■ Methodology
The rankings are one of the several drivers of quality improvement of the system institiuted by the National Universities
Commission (NUC) and powered by the League of Directors of Academic Planning (LDAPs) of all universities in Nigeria.
It is one of the several projects of Professor Abubakar Adamu Rasheed, the Executive Secretary of NUC and implemented
under the auspices of the NUC Strategy Advisory Committee (STRADVCOM). Twelve indicators were agreed by national
consensus of the league of Directors of Academic Planning and Vice-Chancellors. These are:
Student-Teacher Ratio – The number of full-time equivalent (FTE) students in the university divided by the number of fulltime teachers in the institution.
Percentage of Female Students – This is calculated by dividing the number of female FTE students by the total FTE,
expressed as a percentage.
Percentage of Full Professors – This is a measure of the quality of staff and is calculated by dividing the total number of
full professors in the university by the total number of full-time academic staff, expressed as a percentage.
Percentage of International Staff – This is the proportion of the academic staff of the university who are non-Nigerians. It
is designed to measure how well the university is able to attract and retain expatriate staff.
Percentage of International Students – This is the proportion of the students in the university who are non-Nigerians.
This indicator measures how well the university is able to attract foreign students.
Percentage of Programmes with FULL accreditation – This is to measure the overall academic standing of the
university. It is computed by dividing the number of academic programs of the university with full accreditation status by the
total number of programs offered by the university and expressing this as a percentage.
Efficiency – This is measured as student completion rate which is a measure of the internal efficiency of the university.
Efficiency (student completion rate) for 2020 is calculated by dividing the number of students who graduated in 2020 (for
the cohort that enrolled in 2016) by the total number of students in the graduating class of 2020.
ALL Citations Per Capita – This is a measure of average scholarly citations for the university as indexed in Google
Scholar. It is calculated by summing the total Google Scholar citations for staff of the university who have Google Scholar
presence and dividing by the number of such staff.
H-index Per Capita (aligned with 2021 AD-Scientific ranking) – This is another (complementary) measure of average
scholarly citations for the university as indexed in Google Scholar. It is calculated by summing the total h-index citations for
staff of the university who have Google Scholar presence and dividing by the number of such staff.
i-10 index Per Capita – This is another (complementary) measure of average scholarly citations for the university as
indexed in Google Scholar. It is calculated by summing the total i-10-index citations for staff of the university who have
Google Scholar presence and dividing by the number of such staff.
Google Scholar Presence – This is the percentage of staff in the university with Google Scholar presence. It is calculated
by dividing academic staff who are enrolled in Google Scholar by the total number of academic staff in the university,
expressed as a percentage.
Contribution to Knowledge Economy – Graduates produced by a university and research output from staff are key
elements in the knowledge economy enterprise. This indicator is computed by adding efficiency scores (graduate output)
and all three per capita Google scholar scores.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

http://nusrankings.ng/methodology
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RAI-MINAM Environmental
Sustainability Ranking
Peru
■ Information on ranking
Name of the ranking (in English):

RAI-MINAM Environmental Sustainability Ranking

Name of the ranking (in original):

Ranking de Sostenibilidad Ambiental del RAI-MINAM

Country:

Peru

Scope of the ranking:

institutional ranking with an emphasis on environmental sustainability

E-mail of person in charge of ranking:

interuniversia.peru@gmail.com

Website of the ranking:

https://redambientalinteruniversitaria.wordpress.com/reporte-desostenibilidad-ambiental-en-universidades-peruanas-2021

Publication frequency:

annual

First year of publication:

2021

Type of publication:

internet

Internet users access to ranking:

open access

Main target groups:

students and parents, higher education institutions, policy makers,
governments and funding agencies

Level of comparison:

institutional: 56

Major dimensions covered:

research, teaching, social engagement, environmental commitment
and management

Structure of presentation:

standard presentation (league tables)

Data sources:

data collected from HEIs by ranking organization

Quality assurance of ranking:

advisory board

Website of the methodology:

https://redambientalinteruniversitaria.wordpress.com/metodologia
https://redambientalinteruniversitaria.files.wordpress.com/2021/06/nuevamatriz-de-indicadores-2021.pdf

Most recent year of publication: 2021

■ Information on ranking organization
Name of the ranking organization:

Red Ambiental Interuniversitaria (RAI)/ Interuniversity Environmental
Network (RAI)

Website of the ranking organization:

https://redambientalinteruniversitaria.wordpress.com

Type of organization:

a network of private and public HEIs

Website of the ranking

https://redambientalinteruniversitaria.wordpress.com/reporte-desostenibilidad-ambiental-en-universidades-peruanas-2021
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RAI-MINAM Environmental
Sustainability Ranking
■ Methodology
The methodology of the RAI-MINAM Environmental Sustainability Ranking considers a “Matrix of Indicators for the
Incorporation of the Environmental Dimension in Universities” approved by the group of universities that comprise
the RAI Network. This matrix serves as a guide to institutionalize university environmental commitment and evaluate
the contributions of universities to national environmental management and sustainable development in the environmental
component. It includes 27 indicators grouped in five areas:
GOVERNMENT – 15%
The environmental commitment of the university is evaluated at the level of university government. This is reflected
in aspects such as the existence of a policy, an office and those responsible for environmental and sustainability
issues. The organization of environmental actions and the granting of a specific budget for it; as well as, the existence
of an environmental website and the publication of sustainability reports, is also part of the evaluation of this category.
 Environmental Policy – 3%
 Environmental Plan – 3%
 Environmental unit/centre – 3%
 University budget for environmental action – 3%
 Environmental website of the university – 2%
 Environmental sustainability report – 1%
ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT – 35%
All those actions within the universities that focus on the benefit of environmental sustainability with a maximum sense
of responsibility are evaluated, ensuring the improvement of environmental quality and the protection of natural resources
and, search for the elevation of the quality of life of its academic community through the construction of environmental,
individual and collective values. Numerous actions are taken into account, ranging from the saving and efficient use
of water and electricity to sustainable construction policies or the reduction of greenhouse gases.
 Total electricity consumption by the university in the last 12 months – 2%
 Total number of regular students – 1%
 Total number of effective full-time academic staff (professors, professors and researchers) and administrative staff
working at your university – 1%
 Total electricity consumption (kiloWatt-hour) divided by the total university population – 2%
 Program for saving and efficient use of water – 3%
 Use of energy-saving lights in university facilities – 3%
 Use of energy efficient equipment: category AC (eg refrigerators, air conditioners, boilers, water heaters,
electric motors, others) – 3%
 Number of renewable energy sources on campus or university sites (solar, wind, others) – 2%
 The amount of energy produced in kiloWatt-hours with each of the renewable energy sources – 1%
 Program to reduce paper consumption – 2%
 Program to reduce plastic consumption – 2%
 Plan for solid waste management – 3%
 Percentage of the campus or venues covered by natural or planted vegetation with respect to the total area – 2%
 Implementation of sustainable construction elements – 2%
 Carbon Footprint Inventory Report – 3%
 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Strategies – 3%

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://redambientalinteruniversitaria.wordpress.com/metodologia
https://redambientalinteruniversitaria.files.wordpress.com/2021/06/nueva-matriz-de-indicadores-2021.pdf
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RAI-MINAM Environmental
Sustainability Ranking
EDUCATION – 20%
The environmental commitment of the university is evaluated through the greening of the curricula of the various careers it
offers, the offering of courses in environment and sustainability, as well as in the continuous realization
of events in the field of environment and sustainability.
 Graduate profiles including the development of environmental skills – 7%
 Courses on environmental education and/or environmental sustainability in the study plans – 7%
 Number of events related to environmental sustainability – 6%
RESEARCH – 10%
Institutional research practice in environmental and sustainability issues is evaluated. The research carried out
in universities is important to contribute to the care and proper use of the natural environment where the university
institution is established.
 Research groups on environmental issues and/or environmental sustainability – 3%
 Number of research on environmental issues and/or environmental sustainability – 4%
 Number of publications on environment and/or environmental sustainability issues – 3%
SOCIAL PROJECTION – 20%
The contribution of universities to the solution of local, regional and national environmental problems is evaluated, as well
as the construction of an environmental citizen culture, through projects of social projection, environmental volunteering,
among others.
 Number of social outreach initiatives related to environment and/or environmental sustainability issues – 8%
 Number of existing student environmental organizations at the university – 7%
 University Environmental Volunteer Program – 5%

Website of the ranking

https://redambientalinteruniversitaria.wordpress.com/reporte-desostenibilidad-ambiental-en-universidades-peruanas-2021
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Entrepreneurial Universities Ranking
Brazil
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 15
3.6 Results of the STI: this indicator measures innovation within universities, which considers the results of
the Scientific and Technological Institutions (STIs), which are the organs or entities of the public or private
administration that also have as their institutional purpose, the execution of activities related to basic or applied
research, being of a scientific or technological nature. For the evaluation of this index, only the STIs inserted
in a university or that have a partnership with a university were considered, whose information was self-declared by
the universities. The indicator comprises the number of partnership agreements for each 1000 students,
and receives a multiplier factor that is proportional to the total value of the agreements (in R$).
4. INTERNATIONALIZATION DIMENSION:
4.1 Exchange: the number of international exchange conducted by the university, covering both the outgoing
and incoming students divided by the number of students.
4.2 Partnerships with International Universities: this indicator measures the offer of exchange and integration
through research with other universities. The number of international partnerships for every 1000 students
was collected by the EUR ambassadors.
4.3 International Research: this indicator considers the number of articles in international partnership in relation
to the number of production of the university.
5. INFRASTRUCTURE DIMENSION:
5.1. Quality: this indicator is calculated based on the evaluation of the perception of students through the lens
of the physical infrastructure and also the availability/speed of the internet at their institution.
5.2. Technological Park: this indicator is composed of the sum of the indicators Installation of a Technological Park in
the city of the HEI and Existence of a partnership, association or agreement between the university and
the city’s Technological Park.
5.3. Quality of Remote Infrastructure: this indicator is calculated through questions about the quality of services
offered during remote learning: the provision of equipment (devices) and internet for students and teachers
to participate in the remote model, and availability of psychological support for students.
6. FINANCIAL CAPITAL DIMENSION:
6.1 Budget: this indicator considers the HEI’s budget, the budget data of the educational institutions were self-declared
by the universities. The global value was divided by the number of students.
6.2. Equity Funds (Endowment): this indicator measures the equity fund of the universities, with endowments
being constituents of an equity fund maintained by the civil society that aims to help the institutions to maintain
themselves. Such stimulus is seen positively, especially for universities that have financial difficulties, this being a
way to diversify revenue.

Detailed description of ranking methodology:

https://universidadesempreendedoras.org/metodologia
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Questionnaire on national ranking
Considering the importance and growing role of national university rankings, IREG Observatory on Academic Rankings and
Excellence, wants to update „IREG Inventory on National Rankings”. The purpose of this initiative is to collect and make
available on the IREG Observatory website information on the current state and scope of this important group of rankings.
All institutions and organizations preparing national rankings are invited to provide information on their ranking by
completing a short questionnaire (below).
A. INFORMATION ON RANKING A
Scope of the ranking
 general
 by subject
 business school/specific program
Name of the ranking (in English):
Name of the ranking (in original):
Name of person in charge of ranking:
E-mail of person in charge of ranking:
Website of the ranking:
Country:

Publication frequency:
 annual
 biannual
 semiannual
 other (please indicate):
First year of publication:
                                         
Most recent year of publication:
                                         
Type of publication (multiple answers possible):
 internet
 print – magazine, newspaper, special publication
Internet users access to ranking:
 open access
 free registration
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Main target groups (multiply choices allowed):
 students and parents
 higher education institutions
 employers
 policy makers, governments and funding agencies
 other (please indicate):
Level of comparison (multiple answers possible):
 institutional (please indicate the number of institutions ranked)
 fields or subjects (e.g. history – please indicate the number of fields/subjects ranked)
 study programs (please indicate the number of study programs ranked)
 other (please indicate):
Major dimensions covered (multiple answers possible):
 employability
 innovation
 internationalization
 knowledge transfer
 reputation
 research
 social engagement
 teaching
 web presence
 other (please indicate):
Structure of presentation:
 standard presentation (league tables)
 multi-indicator ranking
 other (please indicate):

Data sources (multiple answers possible):
 data collected from HEIs by ranking organization (please indicate in what way the data are validated)

 data collected from HEIs by third-party agencies (please indicate the name of the agency)






survey conducted exclusively by ranking organization
survey of HEIs staff or students conducted by ranking organization with collaboration with a HEI
third-party database (data not provided by HEI) (please indicate the name of the database or/and data provider)
other (please indicate):
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Quality assurance of ranking (multiple answers possible):
 advisory board
 certification (e.g. IREG Audit)
 periodic consultancy
 other (please indicate):

Additional comments on ranking (if necessary):

Short description of ranking methodology (up to 3000 characters) – obligatory

Full description of ranking methodology – optional

Website with detailed description of ranking methodology:
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APPENDIX
B. INFORMATION ON RANKING ORGANIZATION
Name of ranking organization:

Address of ranking organization:

Website of ranking organization:

Type of organization:
 commercial/for-profit (incl. media)
 independent public organization
 private, non-profit
 state organization
 university/higher education institution
 other (please indicate):
C. CONTACT PERSON FOR QUESTIONNAIRE
Name:

E-mail:

Phone:

Notes:
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NOTES

Initiatives
Q

IREG Guidelines for Stakeholders
of Academic Rankings

The Guidelines are intended to give users of rankings a trustworthy
tool and provide recommendations for interpretation, use and application
of rankings by interested parties such as students, parents, universities,
media, employers and policy makers.
Q

IREG Inventory of International Rankings

International university rankings play important role in monitoring of quality
of higher education institutions. The purpose of the Inventory is to collect
and make available information on the current state and scope of this
growing group of rankings.
Q

IREG Inventory of National Rankings

National university rankings play increasing role as a barometer of
quality of higher education institutions. The purpose of the Inventory
is to collect and make available information on the current state and
scope of this important group of rankings.
Q

IREG List of International Academic Awards

Awards serve as a significant driving force for scientific advances and
competition. The IREG List is a catalogue of academic awards with
highest international prestige and significance.
Q

IREG Seal of Approval

IREG Seal of Approval process, conducted
by independent experts, verifies if a ranking is done
professionally, has transparent methodology and responds to the
needs of stakeholders: students, higher education institutions,
employers and policy makers.

www.ireg-observatory
y.org
The „IREG Inventorry of National University Rankings
R
2022”
was prepared by tthe Perspektywy Educatio
on Foundation
at the request of the
e IREG Observatory on Academic Ranking
and Excellence who
ose aim is the improvemen
nt of the quality
of academic rankings and quality of highe
er education.

