OLGA KARPENKO, MODERN UNIVERSITY FOR THE HUMANITIES;
MARGARITA BERSHADSKAYA, RESEARCH UNIVERSITY - HIGHER SCHOOL OF ECONOMICS

Analysis of the results of the international
assessment of the content of university sites and its
impact on the university web activity

The study examines the results of the global ranking Webometrics 2007-2014 in the
context of the development of mass higher education

INTERNATIONAL RANKINGS OF UNIVERSITIES NOT ONLY EVALUATE THE QUALITY

OF HIGHER EDUCATION, BUT ALSO INFLUENCE IT ON A GLOBAL SCALE

ACADEMIC RANKINGS — SHANGHAI (ARWU), BRITISH (QS,

THE TIMES) AND TAIWANESE (PERFORMANCE RANKING

OF SCIENTIFIC PAPERS FOR WORLD UNIVERSITIES) — ARE

FOCUSED ON THE SELECTION OF LEADING UNIVERSITIES,

THSTIONGTING THEOCOPMETOTATE T o e ST o e
EDUCATION WORLDWIDE

SYSTEMS OF HIGHER EDUCATION -

RANKING WEBOMETRICS (WEB), STIMULATES THE
DEVELOPMENT OF ALL UNIVERSITIES IN THE WORLD
(NOT ONLY UNIVERSITIES-LEADERS) AND THEREBY
MAKES A SIGNIFICANT CONTRIBUTION TO

OF THE RECOGNIZED GLOBAL UNIVERSITY RANKINGS ONLY ONE - WEBOMETRICS RANKING
OF WORLD UNIVERSITIES - STIMULATES THE DEVELOPMENT NOT ONLY THE ELITE BUT ALSO

OF MASS HIGHER EDUCATION BOTH GLOBALLY AND IN EACH INDIVIDUAL COUNTRY.

2012 : || BROAD COVERAGE OF UNIVERSITIES (20 THOUSAND RANKED
- 20000 7| UNIVERSITIES, COMPARED WITH 200-700 UNIVERSITIES IN OTHER
Leooo GLOBAL RANKINGS) OPENS UP THE POSSIBILITY OF COMPREHENSIVE
REGULAR ANALYSIS OF NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL SYSTEMS. BEING
14000 2011 ~F FOLLOWERS OF MASS EDUCATION, WE REGULARLY PUBLISH THE
12000 / RESULTS OF THE RATING, COMPARING NATIONAL SYSTEMS OF
™ e HIGHER EDUCATION WITH REGARD TO THE SCALE FACTOR.

10000

THE MAIN IDEAS OF WEBOMETRICS

8000 o
G - S RANKING
I 5000 5000 ¢ ...
ot 2333 e - THE GROWTH OF ONLINE PUBLICATIONS;
B e e -INCREASE OF COMMUNICATION BETWEEN
NUMBER OF RANKED UNIVERSITIES SCIENTISTS AND EDUCATORS;
2007-2014 e - CREATION OF NEW TIES;

_ e -THE SPEED, SIMPLICITY AND EFFICIENCY OF
INFORMATION EXCHANGE


http://www.education-medelle.com/articles/rejting-luchschikh-universitetov-mira-ot-the-times-metodologiya.html

WEBOMETRICS RANKS 20 000 UNIVERSITIES

~=__ACCORDING TO THEIR INTERNET PRESENCE ___—

A NEW ASPECT OF LEADERSHIP BROAD OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE
Due to the wide coverage of universities there DEVELOPMENT OF UNIVERSITIES
appeared the opportunity to compare the systems of BASED ON THE ANALYSIS OF THE RESULTS

higher education not only by individual universities-
leaders, BUT RY THF FLII1 RANGF OF LINIVFRSITIFS IN

OF THE RANKING ALMOST EVERY
UNIVERSITY OF THE WORLD GETS THE
OPPORTUNITY TO IDENTIFY ITS STRENGTHS

THE NUMBER OF NATIONAL UNIVERSITIES AND WEAKNESSES AND PROPERLY ADJUST
AMONG THOUSANDS OF THE BEST THE EDUCATIONAL AND SCIENTIFIC
UNIVERSITIES OF THE WORLD CHARACTERIZES ACTIVITY

THE MAGNITUDE OF HIGHER EDUCATION

SYSTEM OF THE COUNTRY

Analysis of the results of Webometrics leads to a quantitative expression of TWO IMPORTANT
ASPECTS OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF MASS HIGHER EDUCATION IN THE WORLD:

1) THE NUMBER OF RANKED NATIONAL UNIVERSITIES, WHICH CHARACTERIZES THE MAGNITUDE OF
THE NATIONAL SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION (TOP 22000);

2) THE NUMBER OF UNIVERSITIES IN THE COUNTRY INCLUDED IN 5 OR 10 THOUSAND BEST

UNIVERSITIES IN THE WORLD (TOP

5000 OR TOP 10 000), DIVIDED BY THE TOTAL NUMBER OF THE

COUNTRY'S UNIVERSITIES RANKED - AN INDICATOR INDIRECTLY CHARACTERIZING THE QUALITY OF
MASS EDUCATION IN THE COUNTRY.

WEBOMETRICS RANKING INDICATORS

2004-2011

VISIBILITY (weight 50%)
the total number of unique external
links received by a site from Yahoo
Search

SIZE
(weight 25% in 2004-08, 20% in 2009)
number of pages recovered from
four engines: Google, Yahoo, Live
Search and Exalead

RICH FILES
(weight 12,5% in 2004-08, 15% in 2009)
the availability of different file formats
such as Adobe Acrobat (.pdf), Adobe
PostScript (.ps), Microsoft Word (.doc)
and Microsoft Powerpoint (.ppt)

SCHOLAR
(weight 12,5% in 2004-08, 15% in
2009)

the number of papers and citations for
each academic domain provided by

Google Scholar. These results from the
Scholar database represent papers,
reports and other academic items.

2012-2014

VISIBILITY (50%)

IMPACT (weight 50%)
THE QUALITY OF THE CONTENTS IS EVALUATED THROUGH A "VIRTUAL
REFERENDUM", COUNTING ALL THE EXTERNAL INLINKS THAT THE UNIVERSITY
WEBDOMAIN RECEIVES FROM THIRD PARTIES. THE LINK VISIBILITY DATA IS
COLLECTED FROM THE TWO MOST IMPORTANT PROVIDERS OF THIS INFORMATION:
MAJESTIC SEO AND AHREFS

ACTIVITY (50%)

PRESENCE - 1/3 (weight 16,67%)
THE TOTAL NUMBER OF WEBPAGES HOSTED IN THE MAIN WEBDOMAIN (INCLUDING
ALL THE SUBDOMAINS AND DIRECTORIES) OF THE UNIVERSITY AS INDEXED BY THE
LARGEST COMMERCIAL SEARCH ENGINE (GOOGLE). IT COUNTS EVERY WEBPAGE,
INCLUDING ALL THE FORMATS RECOGNIZED INDIVIDUALLY BY GOOGLE, BOTH STATIC
AND DYNAMIC PAGES AND OTHER RICH FILES.

OPENNESS - 1/3 (weight 16,67%)
THE GLOBAL EFFORT TO SET UP INSTITUTIONAL RESEARCH REPOSITORIES IS
EXPLICITLY RECOGNIZED IN THIS INDICATOR THAT TAKES INTO ACCOUNT THE
NUMBER OF RICH FILES (PDF, DOC, DOCX, PPT) PUBLISHED IN DEDICATED WEBSITES
ACCORDING TO THE ACADEMIC SEARCH ENGINE GOOGLE SCHOLAR THE OBJECTIVE IS
TO CONSIDER RECENT PUBLICATIONS THAT NOW ARE THOSE PUBLISHED BETWEEN
2008 AND 2012 (NEW PERIOD).

EXCELLENCE - 1/3 (weight 16,67%)
THE ACADEMIC PAPERS PUBLISHED IN HIGH IMPACT INTERNATIONAL JOURNALS. THE
INDICATOR IS RESTRICTED TO ONLY THOSE EXCELLENT PUBLICATIONS, I.E. THE
UNIVERSITY SCIENTIFIC OUTPUT BEING PART OF THE 10% MOST CITED PAPERS IN
THEIR RESPECTIVE SCIENTIFIC FIELDS. ALTHOUGH THIS IS A MEASURE OF HIGH
QUALITY OUTPUT OF RESEARCH INSTITUTIONS, THE DATA PROVIDER SCIMAGO
GROUP SUPPLIED NON-ZERO VALUES FOR MORE THAN 5200 UNIVERSITIES (PERIOD
2003-2010)



http://www.majesticseo.com/
http://ahrefs.com/
http://www.google.com/
http://scholar.google.com/
http://www.scimagoir.com/
http://www.scimagoir.com/

1
COMPARISON OF NATIONAL HIGHER EDUCATION SYSTEMS
 WITH REGARD TO THE SCALE FACTOR.

3
FEATURES OF WEB ACTIVITY OF RUSSIAN
THE DYNAMICS OF GROWTH OF WEB ACTIVITY = UNIVERSITIES TAKING INTO ACCOUNT THE
OF RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES, INCLUDING CHANGES IN CERTAIN INDICATORS
REGIONAL (COMPARISON BY FEDERAL
DISTRICTS OF THE RUSSIAN FEDERATION)

R m: A A U i

WHEN ANALYZING THE RESULTS OF WEBOMETRICS WE HAVE REPEATEDLY STRESSED THAT AMONG A
LARGE NUMBER OF UNIVERSITIES BEING RANKED, THE NUMBER OF NATIONAL UNIVERSITIES WHICH
WERE INCLUDED INTO THE CATEGORY OF THE BEST UNIVERSITIES OF THE WORLD IS BECOMING AN
IMPORTANT INDICATOR CHARACTERIZING THE SYSTEM OF HIGHER EDUCATION OF THE COUNTRY.
STARTING WITH JANUARY 2012, WEBOMETRICS RANKS 20 000 UNIVERSITIES OF THE WORLD.

SUCH SCALE OF STUDIES IS PRESENTED FOR THE FIRST TIME

NUMBER OF NATIONAL —_—

UNIVERSITIES The sharp increase in the number of universities being
+ 3301 ranked in 2012-2014 revealed the scale of the system
JANUARY 2014 of higher education in such countries as India (3rd
TOP 22 000 place in the total number of universities ranked),
Mexico, Iran, Poland, Indonesia, Pakistan, Ukraine,

Columbia, Philippines, Morocco (yellow bars)

1648 1633

{RUSSIA
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The results of the top 22 000 - clear evidence of
the growing scale of higher education systems
in developing countries: 10 developing
countries out of 22 best(Brazil, India, China,
Mexico, Iran, Indonesia, Pakistan, Columbia,
Philippines, Morocco) count total 7471
universities in the top 22000, which is about
70% of 22000 ranked universities

Out of 255 countries surveyed in
the ranking, only 22 countries
have more than 200 national
universities in the top 22,000.
Among them 10 countries (yellow
bars) for the first time entered
the leading category



LEADERSHIP OF NATIONAL SYSTEMS OF HIGHER EDUCATION WITH REGARD TO THE
SCALE FACTOR — AN IMPORTANT INDICATOR OF THE DEVELOPMENT OF MASS

EDUCATION IN THE COUNTRY

=t e L
e -
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THE FIRST TIME WE MENTIONED THIS NEW ASPECT OF LEADERSHIP IN 2007, WHEN
ANALYSING TOP 5000 UNIVERSITIES WE FOUND THAT ONLY 10 COUNTRIES OUT OF 191 HAD
NO LESS THAN 100 UNIVERSITIES AMONG 5000 WORLD BEST SCHOOLS. RUSSIA ENTERED
THE TOP 10 COUNTRIES (7-TH PLACE), FOR THE FIRST TIME TAKING THE LEADING POSITION IN
THE RANKING OF WORLD UNIVERSITIES.
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R L A e o N R TR A ! countries had no less than 100 universities in the top

5000; Russia took the 6th place in January 2014 and
the 4th place in the January rankings in 2012 and
<. 2013
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THERE IS ANOTHER ASPECT OF LEADERSHIP ARISING FROM THE RESULTS OF THE ANALYSIS OF THE RANKING
COVERING THOUSANDS OF WORLD UNIVERSITIES. As stated by the drafters of the ranking in July 2013 even in
the United States after the top 5000 there are still about 2,000 universities appearing in subsequent sampling.
The same pattern is in January 2014. And even after the top 10,000 about 20% of U.S. universities remains

"overboard" .

IT IS IMPORTANT TO COMPARE THE SIMILAR INDICATORS OF DIFFERENT COUNTRIES AS THEY ALLOW TO
INDIRECTLY ESTIMATE THE QUALITY OF MASS EDUCATION IN THE COUNTRY.

UNDOUBTEDLY AMONG THE GIVEN
GROUP OF COUNTRIES IS THE ABSOLUTE

LEADERSHIP OF CHINA: 65.5% RANKED

CHINESE UNIVERSITIES ENTERED 5 THOUSAND
WORLD BEST UNIVERSITIES AND 92% IN 10
THOUSAND

IN THE U.S. SIMILAR INDICATORS AR
MUCH LOWER THAN IN CHINA: 40% IN THE
TOP 5000 AND 81% IN THE TOP 10,000. IN
THIS ASPECT OF DEVELOPMENT OF HIGHER
EDUCATION THE USA FOR THE FIRST TIME
HAVE CONCEDED THE SUPERIORITY.

RUSSIA OCCUPYING THE 4TH PLACE BY THE
NUMBER OF RANKED UNIVERSITIES IS NOT AMONG
THE MOST SUCCESSFUL COUNTRIES BY THE
QUALITY OF MASS HIGHER EDUCATION

BRAZIL AND INDIA (over 1600 universities
in 22 thousand) ARE CHARACTERIZED BY
VERY LOW QUALITY SCORES OF MASS
HIGHER EDUCATION

- ——— -
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THE DYNAMICS OF GROWTH OF WEB ACTIVITY OF RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES, INCLUDING REGIONAL

NUMBER OF RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES AMONG WORLD’S BEST UNIVERSITIES IN 14 RANKINGS:

AS WE CAN SEE, DURING THE CONSIDERED PERIOD
(2007-2014) POSITIVE DYNAMICS TAKES PLACE AS A

WHOLE.

THE BEST RESULTS ARE ACHIEVED IN THREE
RANKINGS: JANUARY 2012, JULY 2012, JANUARY

2013.

IN THE TWO MOST RECENT RANKINGS (JULY
2013, JANUARY 2014) RUSSIAN HIGHER
EDUCATION INSTITUTIONS AFTER A PERIOD OF
SUSTAINED IMPROVEMENT OF THEIR

POSITIONS SIGNIFICANTLY WORSENED THE
RESULTS TO THE AVERAGE LEVEL (YELLOW
COLOUR). Is it a random drop - can be judged after
the analysis of the two or three subsequent
rankings. Nevertheless, it is necessary to think about
the reasons now. One of the reasons, probably, is
connected with the intensification of the process of
modernization of Russian higher education and with
some uncertainty of a number of universities in this
period. Financial instability in the conditions of
modernization of education, of course, is aggravated
by the global economic crisis.

JULY 2007- JANUARY 2014
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HIGH RESULTS OF RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES ARE MARKED ON THE CHARTS IN
RED AND BLUE.
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THE DETERIORATION OF THE POSITION OF RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES MAY BE DUE TO METHODOLOGICAL
CHANGES IN THE RANKINGS. A MAJOR CHANGE IS THE INTRODUCTION OF RESEARCH QUALITY INDICATOR
(EXCELLENCE RANK), taking into account the articles in influential international journals and studies included
in the 10% most cited papers in the relevant scientific fields. This indicator is a weak point in even the most
prestigious Russian universities. Hence ONE OF THE MAJOR TASKS OF THE FURTHER DEVELOPMENT -
IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH. For 15 national research universities in Russia this
problem is put forward at the state level. THE ANALYSIS RESULTS SHOW THE RELEVANCE OF THIS ISSUE FOR

THE REGIONAL UNIVERSITIES.

3500 (73227 JANUARY 2012 s2se JANUARY 2013
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MAINTAINING THE
ACHIEVED RESULTS
IN 2014.
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- 1197 1169

EHEJH4

RUSSIA HAS SIGNIFICANTLY IMPROVED ITS PERFORMANCE IN 2013, MOVING FROM
THE SEVENTH TO FOURTH PLACE BY THE NUMBER OF RANKED UNIVERSITIES.



The increase of Russian universities in the top 20-22 thousand is more than 80% compared with January
2012, which significantly exceeds similar indicators of other countries in the same period. This leap is an
important indicator of achievements in the development of Russian mass higher education. SINCE 2013 ALL
RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES ARE AMONG 20 THOUSAND BEST HIGHER EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS OF THE
WORLD.

- / r == OF NATIONNIJATSENTVE RSITIES — Ann N
82,2% —_— On
Besides Russia, compared to 2012, have 1000 - aoes _Jopaoo0 |
improved their positions Japan (by 40%), | s / n=100%
the UK (by 24%), Indonesia (by 16%), 600 / 657 713 m"’ﬁ%
Italy (by 12%), Pakistan (by 11%). 200 / e 1% =
‘P AR
\;\JD § RUSSIA ' JAPAN ' INDONESIA ' ,HNEEP, PAKISTAN ' ITALY '

INDICATORS OF QUALITY OF MASS HIGHER EDUCATION IN RUSSIA (JANUARY 2014):

-THE NUMBER OF RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES IN THE TOP 10,000 (N:000) IS 36% OF THE NUMBER OF RANKED
UNIVERSITIES (N22000);

- THE NUMBER OF RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES IN THE TOP 5000 (Nso00) IS 12% OF THE NUMBER OF RANKED
UNIVERSITIES (N22000);

THE MAIN OBJECTIVE IS THE FURTHER DEVELOPMENT OF THE UNIVERSITIES IN THE REGIONS OF
RUSSIA, INCLUDING IMPROVING THE QUALITY OF RESEARCH IN REGIONAL RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES

STARTING FROM THE TOP 4000, RUSSIA
THE RESULTS OF THE LATEST RANKING JAN. 2014 AR SOIMENGMBE RS

NATIONAL UNIVERSITIES AMONG THE
WORLD'S BEST UNIVERSITIES IS AMONG

4 THE TOP TEN COUNTRIES (8th place)
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IN SEVERAL PREVIOUS RANKINGS (INCLUDING &

JANUARY 2012 JULY 2012, JANUARY 2013) RUSSIA WAS

AMONG THE FIRST TEN COUNTRIES, STARTING WITH " 8-th AND 6-th PLACES IN THE TOP 4000 AND TOP 5000 IN THE
[ LATEST RANKING (JANUARY 2014), COMPARED WITH THE

Ll S 4 RECORD RESULTS IN PREVIOUS YEARS
7061 TOP 3000
JANUARY 2013 1000 | 925 —
N ' soo | I TOoP 4000 e
500 - 800 | JAN.2013
TOP 5000

RECORD RESULTS Aoo % - JAN. 2013
OF RUSSIAN o |

2018 147 331
UNIVERSITIES - 119108 98 g5

[+]




9 Mvoscow
AS IN PREVIOUS RANKINGS REGIONS WITH THE HIGHEST RESALTS | UNIVERSITIES
ACCOUNT FOR
(2007-2014), UNIVERSITIES | JANUARY2014 Ko ABOUT 30% OF THE
TOP 1000 - TOP 5000 K J BESTRUSSIAN
OF DIFFERENT REGIONS OF h T et
THE COUNTRY (FEDERAL THE TOP 2000 (7 OF

25), IN THE TOP

DISTRICTS) ARE AMONG THE 3000 (16 OF 58), IN

- = ===

UNIVERSITIES IN JANUARY 2013
RANKING AND 58 IN JANUARY
2014 RANKING;

-DECREASE IN THE NUMBER OF
UNIVERSITIES IN THE TOP 3000 IS
CAUSED BY DETERIORATION OF
POSITION IN ALL FEDERAL
DISTRICTS EXCEPT MOSCOW

MOSCow;

N o -
| [
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JANUARY 2014 RANKING;

- DECREASE IN THE NUMBER OF UNIVERSITIES IN
2014 (43%) IS CAUSED BY DETERIORATION OF
POSITION IN ALL FEDERAL DISTRICTS INCLUDING

- ESPECIALLY THE NUMBER OF UNIVERSITIES IN
THE SIBERIAN AND NORTHWEST DISTRICTS HAS
DECREASED: 14 UNIVERSITIES IN EACH.

| [

IN JANUARY 2013 AND 148 IN
JANUARY 2014 RANKING;

- THE POSITION OF ALL FEDERAL
DISTRICTS HAS WORSENED.

- THE NUMBER OF UNIVERSITIES
OF MOSCOW DECREASED BY 20
UNIVERSITIES-

IN SIBERIA 15 UNIVERSITIES
DROPPED OUT OF THE TOP 5000

| S —————

BEST UNIVERSITIES OF THE TOP 4000 (27
OF 98) AND IN THE
RUSSIA . TOP 5000 (38 OF
148).
0 SIBERIAN
top 5000 UNIVERSITIES
@ - Moscow BY THEIR
= = < - = Siberian Federal district POSITIONS ARE
===h= == Volga Federal district MOVING
== == - = North-Western Federal district :lll-gzgg\.;lo
% - -Central Federal district ’
THE
10 C UNIVERSITIES
OF THE VOLGA
REGIONS WITH RELFTIVELY LOW RATES FEDERAL
JANUARY 2014 DISTRICT ARE
THE WEAKEST OF THE FEDERAL |5 | ... __ TOP 1000-TOPS5000 __ __________ " _oia ON THE THIRD
DISTRICTS - THE NORTH PLACE
CAUCASUS AND THE FAR EAST e
0 THE POSITION OF
top 1000 top 2000 top 3000 top 4000 top 5000 RuUSSIAN
=== Ural Federal district 0 1 4 5 8 gll\j:::lzs'll:ll-llIEESYEAR
=== Southern Federal district 0 1 1 4 6 (JANUARY 2014
==vr== Far Eastern Federal district 0 0 1 3 6 AND 2013
m=ijm== North-Caucasian Federal district 0 0 0 1 4 RANKINGS) WITH
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BY FEDERAL
20 1 a0 ¥ 60 % DISTRICTS
- TOP 3000 TOP 4000 TOP 5000
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61 10 - 7 8 5 b’ 13 I ACHIEVING A HIGH RANKING
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- AMONG THE TOP 3000 (e ’ DISTRICT UNIVERSITIES IN THE
UNIVERSITIES OF THE WORLD - AMONG THE TOP 4000 THERE ARE 173 RUSSIAN 2';’:502'1(1; ;35;2: fjoh?m::;is TOTAL NUMBER OF RUSSIAN
THERE ARE 88 RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES IN JANUARY 2013 AND 99 IN UNIVERSITIES (10% AND 15%

RESPECTIVELY, COMPARED
WITH 24% OF MOSCOW
UNIVERSITIES).

THE MAIN TASK IS THE DEVELOPMENT OF UNIVERSITIES IN ALL REGIONS OF RUSSIA INCLUDING MOSCOW'S UNIVERSITY SYSTEM,
LAGGING BEHIND SIBERIA AND THE VOLGA REGIONS BY INDICATORS (TAKING INTO ACCOUNT THE SHARE IN THE TOTAL NUMBER OF

RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES)
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3.
THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE NETWORK ACTIVITY OF RUSSIA'S BEST UNIVERSITIES

THE NUMBER OF UNIVERSITIES WITH A HIGH LEVEL OF NUMBER OF UNIVERSITIES WITH
CERTAIN INDICATORS THE POSITIONS
January 2014 from 1 from 1 from1l | from1
to100 to 200 to 500 : t01000
OPENNESS RANK 1 1 4 15

5 The main feature of January 2013 ranking is a very high level of Openness

e e Rank indicator (blue bars). In January 2014 the number of Russian universities
i Snaka with high positions of this indicator has decreased dramatically (by 5-6 times -

{WORLD RANK 2014 red bars). But now, this level is still high compared with the positions in the
24 ‘ world ranking (yellow bars): the number of universities with positions Openness

5 in the range 1-1000 almost double the number of Russian universities in one
PR thousand best universities of the world. The number of universities with the
[ al0 @11
S
| from1 fro, :
{ m 1 fmeI fro
\f0100 to 200 to 500 tolg'og

indicator Openness in the range 1-500 and 1-200 is 6 times greater than the

number of universities with a world ranking from 1 to 500 and 1-200. And
even in the range of 1-100 we see 4 universities though there are no universities

with the global ranking in this interval.

= PRESENSE RANK
2013

/| = PRESENSE RANK
/ 2014
/ WORLD RANK
2014

446 ) PRESENCE RANK é 3 7 é 25 é 46

| An important achievement of the best Russian universities is a high level
of presence in the Internet (Presence Rank) in 2013-2014, and the
noticeable improvement of this indicator in 2014.

‘,”
2s

s . Currently, the number of Russian universities with high positions in

from 1 from 1 from 1 from 1

[ to2100 to 200 .
| © 500 to1000

Presence Rank greatly exceeds the number of Russian universities in the

world ranking in the same range.

IMPACT RANK 1 1 3 14
EXCELLENCE RANK 0 0 1 2

THE WEAKEST LINK - INSUFFICIENT QUALITY OF SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH - EXCELLENCE RANK. Onlg

two Russian universities (Lomonosov Moscow State University and Saint

WORLD RANK 0 | 1 1 | 8

Petersburg State University) have relatively high rates.

THUS, AN INCREASING NUMBER OF RUSSIAN UNIVERSITIES, PARTICULARLY REGIONAL ONES, ARE
IMBUED WITH THE IDEAS OF WEBOMETRICS, OF WHICH THE MOST ATTRACTIVE FOR RUSSIA IS THE
EXCHANGE OF SCIENTIFIC INFORMATION THROUGH ONLINE PUBLICATIONS.

HIGH PRESENCE RANK ALSO PROMOTES THE EXCHANGE OF EXPERIENCE BETWEEN THE REGIONS OF THE
COUNTRY.

IN THE CONTEXT OF ECONOMIC CRISIS, COMPLICATING THE FULL-TIME EXCHANGE OF EXPERIENCE
BETWEEN REGIONS, THE GROWTH OF THE NETWORK ACTIVITY OF UNIVERSITIES AND ESPECIALLY
EXCELLENCE RANK AND PRESENCE RANK, PLAYS A CRUCIAL ROLE FOR THE INTELLECTUAL DEVELOPMENT
OF THE REGIONS.
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M3 MPU3HAHHbIX TNOBAJIbHbIX PEATUHIOB YHUBEPCUTETOB TOJIbKO OAWH - WEBOMETRICS RANKING OF WORLD UNIVERSITIES.-
CTUMYJIUPYET PA3BUTUE HE TO/IbKO 3/IMTHOIO, HO N MACCOBOTO BbICLLUErO OEPA30BAHUA, KAK B INTIOBAJIBHOM MACLUTABE, TAK U B KAXA0M
OTAENBHOM CTPAHE. LUMPOKUIA OXBAT BY30OB B 3TOM PEUTUHTE (20 TbICAY PAHXUPYEMbIX YHUBEPCUTETOB, NO CPABHEHUIO C 200-700 BY3AMW B
OPYIUX  TNOBAJIbHbIX PEATUHTAX) OTKPBIBAET BO3MOMHOCTU MHOTOMPO®UNBLHOTO PEMVIAPHOrO AHA/IU3A  HALMOHA/NbHbIX
OBPA3OBATE/IbHbIX CUCTEM.

OBOBLUEHUE PE3Y/IbTATOB AHAJ/IU3A 2007-2014 IT. BbINONHEHO B TPEX HANPABJ/IEHMAX:

1) OLEHKA HALMOHA/bHbIX CUCTEM BbICLLUEFO OBPA3OBAHUA HE TO/IbKO MO NO3ULMAM ANAUPYIOLLMX BY3OB, HO U MO BCEW
COBOKYMHOCTU HALIUOHA/IbHbIX YHUBEPCUTETOB;

2) AUHAMUKA U3MEHEHWA BEB-AKTUBHOCTU POCCUMCKWUX YHUBEPCUTETOB, B TOM YUCNE PEFMOHAJIbHbIX (COMOCTABNEHUE MO
®EAEPA/IbHLIM OKPYTAM P®);

3) U3YYEHUE OCOBEHHOCTEW CETEBOM AKTUBHOCTU POCCUMCKUX YHUBEPCUTETOB

ANd  OUEHKHN HAUUNOHAAbHbBIX CUCTEM BbICLUEFO OBPA3OBAHWUA nNPEANOXKEHO KOJIMYECTBEHHOE
BbIPAXKEHUE [IBYX BAXHbIX ACTIEKTOB PA3BUTMA MACCOBOTO BbICLLEFO OGPA30BAHUA B CTPAHAX MUPA:

1) KO/IMYECTBO PAHMKMPOBAHHbIX HALMOHAJIbHbIX YHWUBEPCUTETOB, XAPAKTEPU3YIOLLEE MACLUTABHOCTb HALIMOHA/IbHOW
CUCTEMbI BbICLLIEFO OGPA3OBAHMS;

2) KOJIMYECTBO YHUBEPCMTETOB CTPAHbI, BOLUEALUMX B 10 WM 5 TbIC. IYHLIMX YHUBEPCUTETOB MMPA, OTHECEHHOE K OBLLEMY
KO/IMYECTBY PAHMXMPOBAHHbIX YHUBEPCUTETOB [JAHHOI CTPAHbl - MOKA3ATE/Nb, KOCBEHHO XAPAKTEPU3YIOLLMIA KAYECTBO MACCOBOIO
OBPA30BAHUSA B CTPAHE.

PE3YAbTATbI OUEHKMU:

- YBEJIMYEHUE YUC/IA PAHXUPYEMBbIX BY30B B 2012 FOA1Y MOKA3A/IO MACLUTABHOCTb CUCTEMbI BbICLLErO OGPA30BAHMWA TAKUX CTPAH,
KAK UHAWA, MEKCUKA, UPAH, NONbLLA, UHAOHE3MA, MAKUCTAH, YKPAMHA, KONTYMBUSA, ®UNUMMUHBI;

- B KAYECTBE ®AKTA, XAPAKTEPU3YIOLLEEFO PA3BUTUE MACCOBOIO OBPA3OBAHMSA B [/IOBA/IbHOM MACLUTABE, CNEAYET OTMETUTb
PA3BUTUE BbICLLIErO OGPA30BAHMA B PA3BMBAIOLLIMXCA CTPAHAX: B 2014 FOAY CPEAU 22 CTPAH C MACLUTABHbIMWM CUCTEMAMM BbICLLEFO
OBPA30BAHUA (BOJIEE 200 PAH}KMPOBAHHbIX YHUBEPCUTETOB) OTMEYEHO 10 PA3BMBAIOLLIMXCA CTPAH;

- PE3Y/IbTATbl POCCMACKMX YHUBEPCUTETOB 2012-2014 (YBEJWYEHUE YUCIA PAHMKMPOBAHHbIX BY30B HA 82%) MOJIOMUTE/BHO
XAPAKTEPU3YIOT PA3BUTUE MACCOBOTO OBPA30BAHMSA B POCCMM: C 2013 FOJA BCE POCCUICKUE YHUBEPCUTETbI BXOAAT B YAC/IO 20 ThiC.
NIYYLLIMX BY30B MUPA. KPOME POCCUM, U3 22 CTPAH MO CPABHEHMIO C 2012 I. Y/IYYLUWUAW CBOW NO3ULIMK AMOHMUA (HA 40%), BEIMKOBPUTAHMSA
(HA 24%), UHAOHE3UA (HA 16%), UTAJIUA (HA 12%), NAKUCTAH (HA 11%);

- CONOCTABJ/IEHUE NPEA/IOMEHHbIX NOKA3ATE/IEM KAYECTBA MACCOBOIO OEPA3OBAHUA B CTPAHAX MUPA NOKA3ANI0 ABCOATHOE

AUNAEPCTBO KUTAL CPEOU 22-X CTPAH C MACLUTABHbIMW CUCTEMAMW BbICLLEFO OBPA3OBAHWA. CLUA, IMAUPYIOLLUE B OB/IACTU
BbICLLUErO OGPA30OBAHWUA, BMEPBbLIE YCTYNW/IU NEPBEHCTBO. POCCUA, SAHUMAIOLLIAA 4 MECTO MO MACLUTABHOCTU CUCTEMBbI, NO NMNOKA3ATENAM
KAYECTBA MACCOBOI'O BbICLLEFO O6PA30OBAHUA HE OTHOCUTCA K YUC/TY YCMNELLUHbIX CTPAH.
BEB-AKTUBHOCTb POCCUNCKUX YHUBEPCUTETOB:
- HAYMHAA C TOM 3000 — TON 4000, B MMPOBOM OBEPA3OBATE/IbHOM NPOCTPAHCTBE NPEACTABJ/IEHbl YHUBEPCUTETbI BCEX ®EAEPAJIbHbIX OKPYITOB
POCCMWN. B TEYEHME BCEFO MEPMOAA WCCNEAOBAHMIA  CPEAU NIYYLUMX BY30B POCCMM OTMEYAETCA MPEOB/IAOAHUE PETMOHAJIBHBIX
YHUBEPCUTETOB.
- B TEYEHUE PACCMOTPEHHOIO NEPUOAA (14 PEATUHIOB 2007-2014) B LIEENIOM UMEET MECTO MOJIOUTENbHAA AUHAMUKA PA3BUTUA, B KOTOPOI
BAXHYIO PO/Ib UTPAIOT YHUBEPCUTETbI BCEX PETMOHOB POCCUWU. AHA/IU3 PE3Y/IbTATOB KAMAOrO PEMTUHTA OKA3bIBAET B/IMAHWE HA
MPAKTUYECKYIO AEATE/IbHOCTb YHUBEPCUTETOB.
- B ABYX NOCNEOQHWUX PEMTUHIAX (MIONb 2013, AHBAPb 2014) MOCNE NEPUOAA CTABWU/IbHO BbICOKUX PE3Y/IbTATOB POCCUMCKUE BY3bl (M
OCOBEHHO PEMMOHA/IbHBIE) 3AMETHO YXYALUMAX NO3ULMUN NO CPABHEHWUIO C PEKOPAHBIMU PE3Y/IbTATAMU TPEX NPEABIAYLUNX PEATUHIOB.
HAWBO/IEE BEPOATHAA NPUYUHA — UISMEHEHUA B METOA,0/10TUU C YCUIEHUEM PONIU UHOUKATOPA KAYECTBA HAYYHbIX UCCNELOBAHUNA.
OCOBEHHOCTU BEE-AKTUBHOCTU POCCUNCKMNX YHUBEPCUTETOB
BCE BOJIbLLUEE KOJIMYECTBO POCCUACKUX BY30B, OCOGEHHO PETMOHAJIbHbBIX, MPOHUKAETCA UOEAMU WEBOMETRICS, U3 KOTOPbIX HAUBOJIEE
NPUBNEKATE/IBHOWN /11 POCCUWN ABNAETCA OBMEH HAYYHOM MHOOPMALMEN 3A CYET OH/IAAH NYB/IMKALUMA - BbICOKUIA YPOBEHb OTKPbITOCTHU
(OPENNESS RANK). BbICOKW MOKA3ATE/b NMPUCYTCTBUA B UHTEPHETE (PRESENCE RANK) TAK}KE CMTOCOBCTBYET OBMEHY OMbITOM MEXAY
PETMOHAMM CTPAHbI. CAABOE 3BEHO — HEDOCTATOYHOE KAYECTBO HAYYHbIX UCCNEDOBAHUN.

KAXDOE U3 TPEX HAMTPABAEHUN UCCAEDOBAHUN BbIDBUCAET B KAYECTBE OCHOBHOU 3ADAYU
DAAbLHENUIErO PA3BUTUL POCCUNCKUX YHUBEPCUTETOB MNOBbLILEHUE KAYECTBA HAYYHbIX
UCCNEDOBAHUN

OLGA KARPENKO dn@muh.ru

MARGARITA BERSHADSKAYA beriandr@mail.ru

| THANK YOU FOR YOUR ATTENTION



