
 

 

Thailand National Conference 

 

Erasmus+ Capacity Building in  
Higher Education 

“Assessing and Improving Research Performance at  
South East Asian Universities” (REPESEA) 

Bangkok, Thailand 

The International College of National Institute of  
Development Administration (ICO NIDA) 

23 November 2019 

 

 

Venue and Date: 

Room 701 7th Floor Sayam Building,  
National Institute of Development Administration,  

23 November 2019 from 10:15 a.m. to 13:30 noon (Policy maker session) 

 

  

 
  



Program schedule: 

8.30 – 9:00   Registration 

9:00 – 9:15   Welcome addresses 

9.15 – 10.15  Ph.D. & Research Workshop: Open & informal group 
discussion among Professors, students, and 
researchers* 

10.15 – 11.45  Keynote speaker: Assistant professor Dr. Sid 
Suntrayuth, ICO NIDA 

11:45 – 12:15  Keynote speaker: Waraporn Teerasak, BUUIC 

12.15 – 12.30  Discussion 

12.30 – 13.30 Lunch 

* Students should prepare and bring their own researches and materials 
for the discussions. 

 

Research Workshop: 

Workshop 1  Dissertation and research process: Dr. Marisa 
Laokulrach 

Workshop 2  Research Data analysis: Dr. Chih-Cheng Fang and Dr. Li 
Zhong wu 

Workshop 3  Research Publication: Asst. Prof. Dr. Peerayuth 
Charoensukmongkol 

Workshop 4  Research Presentation: Asst. Prof. Dr. Sid Suntrayuth 

 

*******************  



 

The Thailand REPESEA national conference was held in National Institute of Development 

Administration, Bangkok, Thailand on 23 November 2019. The conference was hosted by 

The International College of National Institute of Development Administration (ICO NIDA) 

and Burapha University International College (BUUIC). 

The National Conference addressed the two main issues from the final outcomes of the 

project including 1) National policy recommendation for research performance measurement 

and criteria and 2) The research performance measurement “System of Assessment for 

Impact and Quality of Research SAIQoR” 

The national conference discussed national policy recommendation by address some of the 

potential issues most Thai researchers face that limit their opportunities at both of the micro 

and macro level. Some of the limitations are including: Micro level 1) Teaching Focus vs 

Research Focus 2) Limitation due to the Application of the Same International Standards of 

Research Quality Assessment to Novices and Expert Researchers and 3) Language Barrier. 

Macro Level Limitations 1) Policy Support and 2) Lack of Research Databases. The 

discussion followed by some of the policy recommendations including:  

• The contribution of the researchers and research institutions to both the local 

community and the whole society should be evaluated. 

• It should be taken into consideration that in some of the sciences, the immediate and 

midterm societal impact can hardly be expected. 

• As most of the bibliometric indicators do not assess such contributions, the research 

assessment should not be based on the bibliometrics only 

• The Journal Impact Factor (JIF) should not be to strongly emphasized in the 

assessment system. 

• The strengths and limitations of different bibliometric indices should be understood 

by the policy makers, and indices which are eventually associated with better science 

should be chosen. 

• The indicators should be chosen after the debate with the representatives of the 

universities, research institutions, and the local community. 

• Open Access publications should be promoted. 

• The respective indicators for assessing a scientist (RIAS) should promote research 

reproducibility, contributions to peer review, and sharing the methods and results. 



• Both the ease of collecting the RIAS and objectivity should be taken into 

consideration when developing the system. 

• Research institutions should be rewarded for publishing all the research results either 

in formal publications, in Open Access repositories, or as preprints. 

• Reporting guidelines should be introduced (both by the authorities and by the 

journals) to secure the transparency and completeness of the research results. 

• The obligation of registering all the planned studies should be considered. 

• The obligations regarding publishing complete results and data should depend on the 

research area, be feasible and justified (for example, different in case of clinical trials 

and in social studies). 

• A decision should be taken, whether all the authors appear in the citation matrix (in 

case of multiple co-authorships). 

• International cooperation should be rewarded. 

• All the stakeholders (authorities, journals, funders, and academic institutions) should 

promote and reward open research. 

• As not only the research results but also the quality of the research is essential for the 

policy makers, funders, and society in general, funds should be provided for the 

publication, science and meta-research, which may help to find the optimal ways for 

assessing the science. 

• Different models of evaluating a novel, creative, non-standard studies should be 

discussed, in order not to hinder them. 

• Funders should support nonconventional studies and not expect an immediate return 

on investments in them (long-term funding should be provided). 

• A special fund should be secured for such studies to allow creative and novel 

research. 

• The system should not comprise indicators that conflict with each other (for example, 

RIAS and JIF based indicators). 

• The system should not be overcomplicated. 

• The system should be stable. 

• While introducing a new system, researchers and research institutions should be given 

time to adopt it. If the requirements are too high, it may result in brain drain and 

outflow of scientists to the business. 



• Although international exchange of the research results promotes scientific 

development, the system should also promote publishing the results in the local 

language and in the local journals to make them available to local stakeholders. 


