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Research evaluation practitioners focus on theorising the relationship between 
research inputs and ‘real world’ outcomes and impacts, via the intervening stage of 
‘outputs’. The result of this line of enquiry has been a range of theories and 
visualisations of the ‘pathway’ from research to outputs like publications, IP and 
outcomes and impacts, such as changes in social attitudes or life-saving or life-
improving drugs. But there is not enough in the way of practical debate about how to 
make sense of and derive actionable, funder-oriented lessons from the extensive 
evaluation data we have — much of it from the Researchfish platform.  
 
What are the kinds of questions we should be asking of the data? What are the sorts 
of patterns and trends we might look for? How do these patterns and trends relate to 
effective research behaviour? How might we generate new research evaluation 
evidence from the existing data? Perhaps most importantly, how do the results of 
research, thought of in terms of the Researchfish question categories, line up with a 
funding body’s strategic objectives – and what does progress look like?  
 
In this talk, I will make some very preliminary observations about the ways I have 
approached some of the different Researchfish datasets and the questions the data 
has raised. I will focus in particular on the Researchfish categories of “collaborations” 
and “publications.” It will be as much an invitation to swap stories and insights — to 
start a practical conversation about the work of research evaluation — as an answer 
to the many open questions of research evaluation. I argue we should work towards 
best practice in analysis as opposed more theories. 
 


