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1 201 Ivan Franko National University More
of Lviv 18,357 10.0 1% 65: 35
1500  ukraine ’ | METHODOLOGY:

World University Rankings 2023: methodology
1 201 __National Technical University
Kharkiv Polytechnic Institute 11,413 7.9 13% 3268

'] 500 ¥ Ukraine

National Technical University of
1 201 — Ukraine - Igor Sikorsky Kyiv

1 5 O O Polytechnic Institute

¥ Ukraine
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in one place

1 201 __ Oles Honchar Dnipro National
University 9,522 12.1 1% 60 : 40
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University of Kyiv 23,857 10.0 5% 57:43
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e Bname Ha rany3b — iHHOBaU,ii (2,5%)

e CniBBiAHOLLIEHHSA MiXXHapOAHOro Ta MicueBoro nepcoHany (3%)

e CniBBigHOWEHHSA iIHO3EMHUX CTYAEHTIB A0 MicueBux (2%)

e OnuTyBaHHA penyTauii (BMKNaaaHHA) (15%)

e KinibKicTb AOKTOpPIB Ppinocodii Ha BUKNaga4a (6%) 'I'“[
e KinbKicTb cTyaeHTiB 6akanaBpaTy Ha BUKNadaya (4,%%) e
e [loxin Ha BMKNapaya (2,25%)

e [TpuUcyaKeHo AOKTOPCbKi cTyneHi/cTtyneHi 6akanaspa (2,25%)

e PenyTauinHe gocnigxeHHa (aocniaxeHHa) (19,5%)

e loxia Bia aocniaxXeHsb (3a wkanoto) (5,25%)

e [1paLi Ha 0AHOro HayKoOBO-NeaaroriYHoro npavisHmKa (4,5%)

e [lep>kaBHUI goxia Big AocniaxeHb/3aranbHUA AOXiA, Big AOCNiAXEHb
(0,75%)

e BnaunB untyBaHHA (HOpMani3oBaHe cepedHE LMTYBaHHA Ha cTaTTio) (32,5)

2023
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WHERE ARE

WORLD'S TOP 200 UNIVERSITIES LOCATED

- NUMBER OF UNIVERSITIES

& Us 45 * Hong Kong SAR 5 Spain 2
5,&“ UK 26 | Malaysia 4 Austria 2
) Australia 14 Belgium 3 Taiwan 2
& Germany 11 Denmark 3 Argentina 1
Japan 9 italy 3 Russia 1
China 8 m New Zealand 1
Canada 8 Singapore 2 Norway 1
SouthKorea 8 Ireland 2 Brazil 1
Netherlands 7 Mexico 2 UAE 1
France 6 Saudi Arabia 2 Kazakhstan 1
| Switzerland 6 Finland 2
| Sweden 6 Chile 2
e 2 INDIAN Indian Institute  Indian Institute of ~ Indian Institute of
INEWS 18 < _* UNIVERSITIES of Science Technology Bombay (IITB)  Technology Dethi (IITD)
: 3
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® penyTalisa B akagemiyHomy cepeaoBuLii (40%)

® UMTOBAHICTb HAYKOBUX NybAiKaLin npeacTaBHUKIB YHIBEPCUTETY
(20%)

* CNiBBiAHOLLIEHHA KiNbKOCTIi BUKNaaayiB i ctyaeHTiB (20%)

e cTaB/ieHHA poboToaasLiB A0 BUNYCKHMKIB (10%)

® BiAHOCHA YMNCENDbHICTb IHO3EMHUX BUKIaAauiB i cTyaeHTiB (no 5%)
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* BUNYCKHUKIB-NaypeaTiB HobeniscbKkoi npemii abo Mepani
dingca (10%)

e cniBpobiTHUKIB-naypeaTiB HobeniscbKoi npemii abo Mepgani
dingca (20%)

® «4aCTO UMTOBAHUX AocniaHuKiB y 21 Kateropii» (20%)

e cTaTTi, onybnikoBaHi B XXypHanax Nature abo Science (20%)
® BPAaXOBYE IHAEKCU UMTYBAHHA ANA NPUPOAHUYNX I
rYMaHITapHUX HAaYK IHCTUTYTY HayKoBoOI iHbopmaLii (aHrA.
Institute for Scientific Information, ISI) Science Citation Index i
Social Sciences Citation Index, a TaKOX iHOEKCU NPOBiAHUX
ypHanis Arts and Humanities Citation Index (20%)
* yCriWHicTb cTyaeHTiB (10%) GRT
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] Best Chinese Universities Ranking | Best Chinese Universities Ranking

Best Chinese Universities

Rank Institution Region Total Score Ranking ’

' Ranking of Chinese Medical
: Tsinghua University Beijing 1004.1 Universities ’

Ranking of Chinese Financial and

Peking University Beijing 9105 Economic Universities

Ranking of Chinese Language

L >
Universities
Zhejiang University Zhejiang 822.9
Ranking of Chinese Political Science
and Law Universities
4 Shanghai Jiao Tong University Shanghai 778.6
Ranking of Chinese National 5
Universities
& Fudan University Shanghai 712.4
Read More v
6 Nanjing University Jiangsu 676.2
7 University of Science and Technology of China Anhui 608.6
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CWTS Leiden Ranking 2022

List view Chart view Map view

Time period, field, and region/country Indicators

Time period: 2017-2020 v Type of indicators: Scientific impact v

Field: All sciences v Indicators: P, P(top 10%), PP(top 10%) v | 2

Region/country: World Order by:

Min. publication output: 100 v Calculate impact indicators using fractional counting

University “ P(top 10%) PP(top 10%)
1 Harvard Univ = 35050 7247 20.7%
2 Zhejiang Univ ™ 29091 3281 11.3%
3 Shanghai Jiao Tong Univ ™ | 28703 3024 10.5%
4 Univ Toronto i1 24260 3387 14.0%
5 Tsinghua Univ ™ 22311 3221 14.4%
6 Huazhong Univ Sci & Technol ™| 21654 2700 12.5%
7 Sichuan Univ ™| 21566 1960 9.1%
g8 CentSUniv ™| 20131 2255 11.2%
9 Peking Univ = 19874 2272 11.4%
10 Sun Yat-sen Univ ™ 19866 2150 10.8%
11 Univ Michigan = 19609 2873 14.6%



~

RANKII

RAS J/E_:/Zm )
OF UN|VERS|T|ES

HOME NORTH AMERICA LATIN AMERICA EUROPE ASIA AFRICA ARAB WORLD OCEANIA RANKING BY AREAS

SEARCH

NV
A
I

AMERICAS

ASIA/PACIFIC
EUROPE
AFRICA

ARAR WORLD Consejo Superior de Investigaciones Cientificas

Home » Ranking by Areas » Europe » European Union

Current edition European Union
Universities: January 2023
iti World Impact Openness Excellence
Elitiomatiea ) ranking University Det. Country e E
Rank Rank* Rank* Rank*
About Us
1 65 Utrecht University, / Universiteit Utrecht —_— 130 83 40
e University of Amsterdam / Universiteit van —
o Contact Us 2 73 Aeterdam p— 141 82 51
About the Ranking University of Copenhagen / Kgbenhavns -
3 74 ] - 1 (@ 72 45
Universitet
o Methodology
o Objectives 4 78 Catholic University of Leuven / Katholieke ] 191 65 57

o FAQs Universiteit Leuven
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Home Newsv  CurrentIndex ¥ Annual tables v  Supplements v  Client services ¥  About v

Home > Annual tables » 2021 tables > 2021 tables: Institutions - academic

2021 tables: Institutions - academic
The 2021 tables are based on Nature Index data from 1 January 2020 to 31 December 2020.

Table criteria
Region/country sector Subject/journals
Ukraine v Academic A% All Y%

Generate

Request a badge ® H Export CSV |

Institution A:i:s::d

2019-

2020*
1 Taras Shevchenko National University of Kyiv, Ukraine 4.00 341 25 -17.7% J
2 Bohdan Khmelnytsky National University. of Cherkasy (BKNUC), Ukraine 0.33 1.60 3 3682% 7T
3 V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University, Ukraine 1.79 0.99 8 -46.9% |
4 National Technical University of Ukraine - Igor Sikorsky Kyiv Polytechnic Institute (NTUU KPI), Ukraine 0.72 0.68 3 -8.6% .
5 Yurii Fedkowvych Chernivtsi National University, Ukraine = 0.39 2 N/A
6 Qdessa 1. I. Mechnikov National University (UNQ), Ukraine 0.17 0.35 2 100.1% T
7 National University of Life and Environmental Science of Ukraine (NUBIP), Ukraine = 0.20 1 N/A
2 V.I. Vernadsky Crimean Federal University, Ukraine 0.13 0.17 1 28.6% 1T
9 Uzhhorod National University (UzhNU), Ukraine = 0.05 1 N/A
10 P.L Shupyk National Medical Academy of Postgraduate Education (NMAPE), Ukraine 0.01 0.03 1 179.6% T
11 Lviv Polytechnic National University (LPNU), Ukraine 0.44 0.02 1 -95.0% J
12 National Technical University - Kharkiv Polytechnic Institute (NTU KhPI), Ukraine 0.42 0.02 1 -95.9%

Each year, the Mature Index publishes tables based on counts of high-quality research cutputs in the previcus calendar year. Users please note:

1. The data behind the tables are based on a relatively small proportion of total research papers, they cover the natural sciences only and outputs are non-normalized (that is, they don't reflect the
size of the country or institution, or its overall research output).

2. The Nature Index is one indicator of institutional research performance. The metrics of Count and Share used to order Nature Index listings are based on an institution’s or country’s publication
output in 82 natural-science journals, selected on reputation by an independent panel of leading scientists in their fields.

3. Nature Index recognizes that many other factors must be taken into account when considering research quality and institutional performance; Nature Index metrics alone should not be used to
assess institutions or individuals.

4. Mature Index data and methods are transparent and available under a creative commans licence at nature.com/nature-index/.

The Nature Index database undergoes regular updating, corrections, adjustment of institutional hierarchies, and removal of retracted papers and thus the live website can differ from the frozen annual

tables.

*The change in adjusted Share accounts for the small annual variation in the total number of articles in Nature Index journals. Share values have been adjusted to 2021 levels to calculate the percentage
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Home / Education / Global Universities / Search

POWERED BY

Search U.S. News Best Global Universities 6 Clarivate

These institutions from the U.S. and more than 90 other countries have been ranked based on 13 indicators that measure their academic research
performance and their global and regional reputations. Students can use these rankings to explore the higher education options that exist beyond
their own countries' borders and to compare key aspects of schools' research missions. These are the world's 2,000 top universities. Read the
methodology »

To unlock more data and access tools to help you get into your dream school, sign up for the U.S. News College Compass!

O®E®

2 schools  Clear Filters Europe X | Ukraine X SORT BY: Rankings (highto low) ~

School Name ~ Canada China France Germany India Italy Japan Netherlands

School Name

Region ~ Taras Shevchenko National University Kiev Z‘;bism
B ykraine | Kyiv ’
Europe v . . . Enrollment
#1,250 in Best Global Universities 23,857
Country/Region -~ Read More »
Type to Select
Ukraine X
city - VN Karazin Kharkiv National University g;bz‘sc‘“
W Ukraine | Kharkiv )
Type to Select Enroliment
#1,779 in Best Global Universities (tie) N/A

Subject P Read More »

Hi there!
Select Subject - Can we help with admission...
v
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Round University Ranking is a ranking of leading world universities info@roundranking.com

HOME ABOUT US RANKINGS UNIVERSITIES COUNTRIES METHODOLOGY NEWS CONTACTS

World University Rankings

RUR World University Rankings evaluate performance of 1200+ world’s leading higher education institutions by 20 indicators grouped into 4
key areas of university activity: Teaching, Research, International Diversity, Financial Sustainability. You can view the rankings for the period of
2010-2023 by selecting the year on the timeline and by choosing the ranking type in the menu below.

Please also see RUR Subject Rankings, RUR Reputation Rankings, RUR Academic Rankings, RUR Rankings by Indicators.

Please click here for methodological details.

Years

2020 |V Save
University Ranking Location
A% World University Ranking % Ukraing| \
Rank « University ¢+ Score ¢ Country ¢ Flag ¢ League + °
765 National Taras Shevchenko University of Kyiv 44 953 Ukraine L World League
908 National Technical University Kharkiv Polytechnic Institute 37.718 Ukraine _— World League
930 Kharkiv National University of Radio Electronics 36.726 Ukraine - World League
944 National Technical University of Ukraine (Kiev Polytechnic Institute) 35.888 Ukraine L World League
947 Sumy State University 35.786 Ukraine L World League
961 National University of Ostroh Academy 35.202 Ukraine L World League
970 V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University 34.905 Ukraine | World League
1044 Odessa National Academy of Food Technologies 30.200 Ukraine _— World League
1062 Kyiv National Economic University 28.857 Ukraine _— World League
1112 Chernivtsi National University 26.315 Ukraine _— World League
1121 Ostrogradskiy National University of Kremenchuk 25.554 Ukraine - World League
1125 Poltava National Technical Yuri Kondratyuk University 25.072 Ukraine L World League
1183 South Ukrainian National Pedagogical University named after K.D. 18.599 Ukraine _— World League
Ushynsky
1187 Kherson State Maritime Academy 18.315 Ukraine L World League



About World University Rankings ~ Methodology ~ CWUR Rating System Media

GLOBAL 2000 LIST BY THE CENTER FOR WORLD UNIVERSITY RANKINGS
2023 Edition

20,531 institutions were ranked, and those that placed at the top made the Global 2000 list.

Ukraine

National Education Employability Faculty Research

Institution Location Rank Rank Rank Rank Rank

1170 Institute of Mathematics of the National Ukraine 1 27 - - - 69.5
Top 5.7%  Academy of Sciences of Ukraine

1190 Kharkov Institute of Physics and Ukraine 2 - - - 1137 69.4
Top 5.8%  Technology

1467 Taras Shevchenko National University of Ukraine 3 481 - - 1410 68.0
Top 7.2%  Kyiv

1779 Institute for Nuclear Research of the Ukraine 4 - - - 1706 66.8
Top 8.7%  National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine

1802 V.M. Glushkov Institute of Cybernetics of Ukraine 5 - - - 1732 66.7
Top 8.8%  the National Academy of Sciences of

Ukraine
1908 Institute for Scintillation Materials Ukraine 6 - - - 1831 66.3
Top 9.3%

Copyright © 2012-2023 Center for World University Rankings
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INSTITUTIONS Rankings v Infographics Methodology enter institution name
RANKINGS
Overall Rank v All sectors v All regions and countries v 2020 v

7026 ranked institutions

Download data (csv)
| select to compare

Best
quartile

1(1) Chinese Academy of Sciences * CHN
2(2) Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique * FRA

Ministry of Education of the People's Republic of China CHN

4(4) Harvard University * USA E
5(5) Harvard Medical School USA E

6(6) U.S. Department of Health and Human Services * USA

e N O A B O
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Berlin Principles on Ranking of Higher Education Institutions

Rankings and league tables of higher education institutions (HEIs) and programs are a global
phenomenon. They serve many purposes: they respond to demands from consumers for easily
interpretable information on the standing of higher education institutions; they stimulate
competition among them; they provide some of the rationale for allocation of funds; and they
help differentiate among different types of institutions and different programs and disciplines. In
addition, when correctly understood and interpreted, they contribute to the definition of “quality”
of higher education institutions within a particular country, complementing the rigorous work
conducted in the context of quality assessment and review performed by public and independent
accrediting agencies. This is why rankings of HEIs have become part of the framework of
national accountability and quality assurance processes, and why more nations are likely to see
the development of rankings in the future. Given this trend, it is important that those producing
rankings and league tables hold themselves accountable for quality in their own data collection,
methodology, and dissemination.

In view of the above, the International Ranking Expert Group (IREG) was founded in 2004 by
the UNESCO European Centre for Higher Education (UNESCO-CEPES) in Bucharest and the
Institute for Higher Education Policy in Washington, DC. It is upon this initiative that IREG’s
second meeting (Berlin, 18 to 20 May, 2006) has been convened to consider a set of principles of
quality and good practice in HEI rankings—the Berlin Principles on Ranking of Higher
Education Institutions.

It is expected that this initiative has set a framework for the elaboration and dissemination of
rankings—whether they are national, regional, or global in scope—that ultimately will lead to a
system of continuous improvement and refinement of the methodologies used to conduct these
rankings. Given the heterogeneity of methodologies of rankings, these principles for good
ranking practice will be useful for the improvement and evaluation of ranking.

IREG

Rankings and league tables should:

A) Purposes and Goals of Rankings

1. Be one of a number of diverse approaches to the assessment of higher education inputs,
processes, and outputs. Rankings can provide comparative information and improved
understanding of higher education, but should not be the main method for assessing what
higher education is and does. Rankings provide a market-based perspective that can
complement the work of government, accrediting authorities, and independent review
agencies.

2. Be clear about their purpose and their target groups. Rankings have to be designed with
due regard to their purpose. Indicators designed to meet a particular objective or to
inform one target group may not be adequate for different purposes or target groups.

3. Recognize the diversity of institutions and take the different missions and goals of
institutions into account. Quality measures for research-oriented institutions, for
example, are quite different from those that are appropriate for institutions that provide
broad access to underserved communities. Institutions that are being ranked and the
experts that inform the ranking process should be consulted often.

4. Provide clarity about the range of information sources for rankings and the messages
each source generates. The relevance of ranking results depends on the audiences
receiving the information and the sources of that information (such as databases,
students, professors, employers). Good practice would be to combine the different
perspectives provided by those sources in order to get a more complete view of each
higher education institution included in the ranking.

S. Specify the linguistic, cultural, economic, and historical contexts of the educational
systems being ranked. International rankings in particular should be aware of possible
biases and be precise about their objective. Not all nations or systems share the same
values and beliefs about what constitutes “quality” in tertiary institutions, and ranking
systems should not be devised to force such comparisons.

B) Design and Weighting of Indicators

6. Be transparent regarding the methodology used for creating the rankings. The choice of
methods used to prepare rankings should be clear and unambiguous. This transparency
should include the calculation of indicators as well as the origin of data.

7. Choose indicators according to their relevance and validity. The choice of data should be
grounded in recognition of the ability of each measure to represent quality and academic
and institutional strengths, and not availability of data. Be clear about why measures
were included and what they are meant to represent.

8. Measure outcomes in preference to inputs whenever possible. Data on inputs are relevant
as they reflect the general condition of a given establishment and are more frequently
available. Measures of outcomes provide a more accurate assessment of the standing
and/or quality of a given institution or program, and compilers of rankings should ensure
that an appropriate balance is achieved.

9. Make the weights assigned to different indicators (if used) prominent and limit changes
to them. Changes in weights make it difficult for consumers to discern whether an
institution’s or program’s status changed in the rankings due to an inherent difference or
due to a methodological change.

C) Collection and Processing of Data

10. Pay due attention to ethical standards and the good practice recommendations
articulated in these Principles. In order to assure the credibility of each ranking, those
responsible for collecting and using data and undertaking on-site visits should be as
objective and impartial as possible.

11. Use audited and verifiable data whenever possible. Such data have several advantages,
including the fact that they have been accepted by institutions and that they are
comparable and compatible across institutions.

12. Include data that are collected with proper procedures for scientific data collection. Data
collected from an unrepresentative or skewed subset of students, faculty, or other parties
may not accurately represent an institution or program and should be excluded.

13. Apply measures of quality assurance to ranking processes themselves. These processes
should take note of the expertise that is being applied to evaluate institutions and use this
knowledge to evaluate the ranking itself. Rankings should be learning systems
continuously utilizing this expertise to develop methodology.

14. Apply organizational measures that enhance the credibility of rankings. These measures
could include advisory or even supervisory bodies, preferably with some international
participation.

D) Presentation of Ranking Results

15. Provide consumers with a clear understanding of all of the factors used to develop a
ranking, and offer them a choice in how rankings are displayed. This way, the users of
rankings would have a better understanding of the indicators that are used to rank
institutions or programs. In addition, they should have some opportunity to make their
own decisions about how these indicators should be weighted.

16. Be compiled in a way that eliminates or reduces errors in original data, and be
organized and published in a way that errors and faults can be corrected. Institutions
and the public should be informed about errors that have occurred.

Berlin, 20 May 2006
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KHIBCBKMIA HALIOHANBHKMI yHiBEpCUTET
1 . - 3,04 2 0,29 1 0,145 1 0,145 4 0,58 1 0,1 1 0,1 2 0,05 5 0,325 15 0,975 5 0,325
imeni Tapaca Wees4yeHka
HauioHanbHMii TEXHIYHKWIA yHiBEpCUTET
2 YrpaiHm "KWiscokmit noniTexHivHmuii 4,44 4 0,58 5 0,725 2 0,29 3 0,435 4 0,4 2 0,2 10 0,25 1 0,065 g 0,585 14 0,91

iHCTHUTYT imeni Iropa Cikopcskoro”

XapKiBCEKMIA HALIOHANLHHIA YHiBRpCKTET
3 4,89 1 0,145 2 0,29 6 0,87 3 0,435 3 03 3 0,3 7 0,175 7 0,455 13 0,845 16,5 1,073

imeni B.H. Kapasina

HauioHanbHuii yHisepcuTeT "MbBiBCbHA
6,07 5 0,725 ] 1,16 ] 1,305 1 0,145 ] 03 3 0,3 3 0,075 4 0,26 5 0,325 135 0,878

noniTexHika"

HauioHanbHMIA TEXHIMHKMK yHIBEPCUTET
L7 7,19 3 0,435 12 1,74 7 1,013 2 0,29 10 1 3 03 4 01 5] 0,39 & 0,38 23,5 1,528

"XapHiBCbKMIA NONITEXHIYHMIA iHCTHTYT"

b CyMCbKP‘IFI ,ﬂ,Ep}HHBHMﬁ YHIBEPCMTET 8,05 4 0,58 7 1,015 3 0,435 1 0,145 11 11 3 0.3 1 0,025 7 0,455 18 1,17 43,5 2,828

NbBiBCbKMIA HALIOHANBHWIA YHIBEPCUTET
7 8,51 & 0,87 4 0,58 12 1,74 2 0,29 11 11 3 0,3 14 0,35 5 0,325 35 2,275 10,5 0,683

imedi IsaHa Ppanua

HauioHansHui yHisepewuTeT Biopecypcis i
8 10,56 7 1,015 21 3,045 B 1,16 4 0,58 7 0,7 3 0,3 & 0,15 3 0,195 3 0,195 49,5 3,218

NPUPOAOKOPHUCTYBAHHA YKPATHK

XapKIBCEKMIA HALIOHANBHUMIA yHiBRPCKMTET
PaAIOENEKTPOHIKK

10,87 7 1,015 20 2,9 5 0,725 3 0,435 11 1,1 3 0,3 34 0,85 & 0,39 28 1,82 20,5 1,333

OHINPOBCEKMIA HALIOHANEHWI yHIBRpCUMTET
imeni Onecs lNoHuapa

10 11,18 7 1,015 14 2,03 11 1,595 q 0,58 11 11 3 0.3 20 0,5 5 0,39 23 1,495 335 2,178
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PentnHrn BH3

FonoBHa HoBuHu Brnoru CepegHs ocsBita 3HO/HMT ®ax. mon. 6akanaBp BakanaBp Marictp Bwuuwa ocBita OcBiTta 3a kKOpgoHOM |HO3eMHi MOBU 3aKOHOOaBCTBO
NOMNEPEQHE

YN BE3 HMT TA 3HO

. (063) 470-92-39 KoHconigoBaHuin penTuHr BuLlis Ykpainu 2022 poky 3APAXYBAHHA!

Ten.:(063) 470-92-
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y ~ DAXOBUN KONEDK «KPOK»
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KUIBCbKMUIA
YHIBEPCUTET KYNbTYPH

Z VKPAIHH

\ 2022 /

HA TBOPYI TA
BIBHEC-CNEUIANBHOCTI

lMidcymkosa mabnuus
KOHconidosaHoe0o pelimuHay

3aknadis suwor oceimu YkpaiHu KUIBCbKHA
YHIBEPCUTET
KYNbTYPU

BCTYN BE3 HMT/3HO HA
TBOPYI CMEUIATBHOCTI!

®  Ten: (063) 258-63-27; (098) 597-34-13; (095) 753-67-34

KoHconigoBaHun penTuHr BULLIiB YkpaiHn 2022 .
Ne1Y PEMTUHIAX
pOKy \ [ NMPUBATHUX YHIBEPCUTETIB

IHdbopmaUinH1UM OCBITHIM pecypcoM «OcBiTa.ua» CKrnageHo KOHCOrMiAOBaHWU PENTUHT 3aKnaaiB BULLOT \ 3HVDKKA HA HABYAHHA 2 o(y
OCBITK YKpaiHn 2022 poky. MAYN 0O 1 IUNHA (o)

rPUroPIA Y AKOCTI BUXiAHWX AaHUX ANA CKNagaHHA KOHCOMIA0BAHOMO PENTUHTY 3aKnazis BULLIOT OCBITY YkpaiHu
_PELWIETHIK BMKOPUCTaHI HaibinbLL aBTOPUTETHI cepef eKkcrnepTiB Ta 3acobiB MacoBoil iHbopmaLlii HaLioHamMbHi €BponencLKNA yHiBepcuTer &
w PENTUHIN HaBYanbHUX 3aknagiB Ykpainu: "Torn-200 Ykpaida", "Scopus” Ta "bBan 3HO Ha koHTpakT", HPUANYHUA GAKYNLTET
KOXXEH 3 AKX BUKOPUCTOBYE Pi3Hi KpUTEPIT OLLIHIOBAHHS BULLMX HaBYaslbHKX 3aKragiB. Bcrynaid oH-nai E-U.EDU.UA Y

v be3 3HO v NoasiitHwnia gvnnom v 3HWxKKa -20%

OTpumaHuin y3aransHeHUn penTUHr NiACYMOBYE PENTUHIOBI MiCLSA HaBYarbHUX 3aKMafiB 3a Bepcieto
"Ton-200 YkpaiHa", "Scopus" Ta "Ban 3HO Ha KOHTpakT".




HALIGHAJIbHE
ATEHTCTBO

13 3ABE3NEYEHRS
AKOCTI BULLOI OCBITH







PEMTUHIV BNAUBAKOTH
NNAHYBATU HA OCHOBI PEUTUHTIB

EYTU B PEMTUHTAX
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