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Abstract: In order to improve the quality of scientific research grants, maintain and enhance the global
competitiveness of research, the UK has released the evaluation guidance and the evaluation standards of
Research Excellence Framework (REF2021) since January 2019. Based on the succession and innovation of
REF2014, REF2021 emphasizes the principles of fairness, equality and transparency. REF2021’s adjustments of
the scientific research output, scientific research influence and scientific research environment reduces the
evaluation unit, increases the weight of scientific research impact elements. The influence towards teaching and
students is included in the assessment as well. The latest reforms in the UK’s assessment of the quality of
research have enhanced fairness, as well as quality and pursues excellence, REF2021 attaches great importance
to the “social impact” assessment of Research, based on disciplinary characteristics of Multi—assessment, and the
interdisciplinary assessment of development coordination —oriented evaluation. These reform measures have
important reference and enlightenment for the current performance evaluation projects that need to be solved in
the implementation of “Double First—Class” Construction in China.
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