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• What I learned as a PhD student at UGA and at UBB (~2000-2004)



• Do good science (relevant? unusual? Difficult? Clean?)
• It gets published in the journal edited by your peers in that field (learned societies usually). Sometimes higher.*
• Three regions as leaders – USA, UK, Germany
• Is your research “internationally-leading”, or “nationally-leading”, or…

*if you work in a less developped country, you may have to sometimes go lower

• What I learned as a PhD student at UGA and at UBB



• Oh but what about the Shanghai ranking?
• “a periphery complex”

























Suma per unitate/cadru pentru cercetare = (suma totală cercetare) * {0,25* [(NISI + Nscopus + NERIH + 0,1*NAP + 
3*NQ1-ISI + 3*NQ1-Scopus + NQ2-ISI + NQ2-Scopus + 0,1*NNA-ISI + 1,1*NCP-ISI)/(suma pe toate facultățile)] + 0,05*[(NBDI + 

0,1*NBDI-AP)/(suma pe toate facultățile)] + 0,25*[(0,9*Ncarte-WorldCat + Ncarte-BCI + 0,9*Ncapitol-WorldCat/3 + Ncapitol-

BCI/3)/(suma pe toate facultatile)] + 0,05*[Nbrevete/(suma pe toate facultatile)] + 0,1*[0,1*(Ncontracte-naționale-PI + 
Ncontracte-naționale-non-PI/2 + 2,5*Ncontracte-internaționale-PI + 2,5*Ncontracte-internaționale-non-PI/2)/(suma pe toate facultățile) + 
0,9*(Sumacontracte-naționale + 2,5*Sumacontracte-internaționale)/(suma pe toate facultățile)] + 0,1*[(Ncarte-națională+Ncapitol-

național/3)/(suma pe toate facultățile)] + 0,1*[(Ncadre-traiectorie-cercetare/Ncadre)/(suma pe toate facultățile)] + 
0,1*[Ncadre-internațioanle/(suma pe toate facultățile)]}

CNFIS, CNATDCU, CNCS, …





http://cercetare.ubbcluj.ro/old/wp-content/uploads/2013/10/2_performanta-in-cercetare.pdf

“key researchers”

Diverse criteria:
• High number of papers
• High number of citations
• Well-cited publications
• Books in many libraries
• Top in country cf. WoS or Scopus or…
• Special prizes, Academy…

• LET THESE PEOPLE BE. LET THEM WORK





• A good/excellent researcher should never have to worry about the outcome of an evaluation. They 
should not have to care about ‘criteria’ and ‘numbers’

• Also, the evaluation should not hurt, humiliate, waste time
• The opposite is by default true in developing / less efficient societies





Flexible trajectories
• Mixed
• Teaching
• Research











• It has been horrible



• It will be further horrible



• “we live in the best possible world”



• Let’s try and do better, anyway



• I’m talking to you, especially, acronym people



Revista Science6 prevede că „Artificial intelligence (AI) AI-assisted technologies [such as large language models
(LLMs), chatbots, and image creators] do not meet the Science journals’ criteria for authorship and therefore
may not be listed as authors or coauthors, nor may sources cited in Science journal content be authored or
coauthored by AI tools. Authors who use AI-assisted technologies as components of their research study or as
aids in the writing or presentation of the manuscript should note this in the cover letter and in the
acknowledgments section of the manuscript. Detailed information should be provided in the methods section:
The full prompt used in the production of the work, as well as the AI tool and its version, should be disclosed.
Authors are accountable for the accuracy of the work and for ensuring that there is no plagiarism. They must also
ensure that all sources are appropriately cited and should carefully review the work to guard against bias that
may be introduced by AI. Editors may decline to move forward with manuscripts if AI is used inappropriately.
Reviewers may not use AI technology in generating or writing their reviews because this could breach the
confidentiality of the manuscript. AI-generated images and other multimedia are not permitted in the Science
journals without explicit permission from the editors. Exceptions may be granted in certain situations—e.g., for
images and/or videos in manuscripts specifically about AI and/or machine learning. Such exceptions will be
evaluated on a case-by-case basis and should be disclosed at the time of submission. The Science journals
recognize that this area is rapidly developing, and our position on AI-generated multimedia may change with the
evolution of copyright law and industry standards on ethical use.”



Dacă azi IIAGen poate scrie o sinteză pe un subiect științific, atunci
fie (1) sinteza aceea e relativ de rutină și nu e cazul ca un om să
facă efortul de a o scrie în manieră clasică, fie (2) e o sinteză
incomplet instruită și prin urmare greșit făcută. În ambele situații,
nu este acceptabil ca textele respective să fie puse pe trepte egale
cu texte care îndeplinesc cerința esențială a științei – de a împinge
frontierele cunoașterii dincolo de rutină.



Cererile de finanțare la CS-UBB sunt gândite deci pe coordonata excelenței și eficienței – concise și
bogate în substanță. În acest spirit, contribuțiile de rutină ale IIAGen nu își au locul. CS-UBB își asumă
să nu ceară și să nu stimuleze cereri de grant unde IIAGen este folosită la scriere. Desigur, IIAGen
rămâne legitimă în aceste granturi ca unealtă sau subiect de cercetare în sine – iar capacitatea de a
folosi IIAGen în scrierea academică nu este în niciun fel descurajată.
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