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SOUHRNNA ZPRAVA PRO VYZKUMNOU ORGANIZACI
Agregace kompletniho hodnoceni v Modulech 1-5

VS Jihoéeska univerzita v Ceskych Budgjovicich H24
Avs

Oborové' 1.5 Earth and related environmental sciences

kapacity cca 1.6 Biological sciences

+5 % 3.3 Health sciences

4.1 Agriculture, Forestry, and Fisheries
5.2 Economics and Business

5.3 Education

6.2 Languages and Literature

6.3 Philosophy, Ethics and Religion

Znamka: diferencovano dle OP1-6 (FORD 1-6)

OP1 — cca 43 % oborovych kapacit instituce, z toho je nejvyraznéjsi biologie
se 33 %. V Modulu 2 je nadprimérna produktivita, nejvy$si v oborech
chemie, védy o Zemi a biologie, kde se pohybuje kolem 170-180 %.
V porovnani s narodnim primérem je to vyborné. Podil reprint autord ve

Modul 1 véech oborech je pod trovni CR, u &ehoZ panel vydava varovani. Z hlediska

publikaénich profilt je Q1 ve vSech oborech nad urovni CR ale pod Grovni
a EU. Podily vystupl v Q2 jsou nad drovni CR iEU, coZ panel ocefuje.
Modul 2 Z pohledu Modulu 1 kumulativnhé pfevaZuje hodnoceni stupném 1 a 2,

nadprameérny profil. Celkové panel hodnoti A.

OP2 — cca 6 % oborovych kapacit instituce. V Modulu 1 v kritériu PFinos
k poznani jsou kumulativné pouze 4 vysledky, dvé hodnoceni stupném 2,
jedno hodnoceni stupném 3 a jedno hodnoceni stupném 4. Podobné u
kritéria SpoleCenska relevance jsou pouze 3 vysledky, dvé hodnoceni
stupném 4 a jedno hodnoceni stupném 5. V ramci Modulu 2 se propisuji do
oboru 2.7 Environmental engineering a 2.11 Other engineering and
technologies, mirné pod hranici EU.

OP3 — cca 8 % oborovych kapacit instituce. V Modulu 2 se profiluji pouze
v 3.3 Health sciences, oproti minulému obdobi mirné zhorSeni, hodnoty pod
narodnim prameérem. Totéz plati pro pocet reprint autordi. V Modulu 1 celkem
10 vysledkul orientacné s primérnym hodnocenim 3. Souhrnné hodnoti OP3
jako A-B.

OP4 — cca 11 % oborovych kapacit instituce, nejvykonnéjsi z pohledu CR
i EU. V Modulu 1 maji kazdoro¢né okolo 6 vysledkl, v kumulaci dominuje
hodnoceni stupni 2 a 3, pfevlada kritérium Pfinos k poznani
(18 hodnocenych  vysledkd) nad kritériem SpoleCenské relevance
(10 vysledkul). V Modulu 2 patfi v tomto oboru JU mezi pétici nejvykonnéjsich
univerzit jak z pohledu D1 a Q1 tak z hlediska celkové produkce. Mirny

! dle Portfolia zaslaného vysokou Skolou na zakladé pozadavku RVVI 2022-2023, resp. dle udaju RIV in
Modul 2 (Report Il. - oborové kapacity a produktivita autor(l a autorek podle udaji v RIV). Z duvodu odlisné
metodologie soucet nemusi Cinit 100 %.



Modul 3

narlst kvality publikaci, velmi malo publikaci v Q3 a Q4, coz panel hodnoti
pozitivné. Pfi podrobné&jSim pohledu na fakulty se jako vyrazné kvalitni jevi
Fakulta rybafstvi a ochrany vod v oborech 4.2 Animal and dairy science a 4.3
Veterinary science a také Fakulta pfirodovédecka v oboru 4.1 Agriculture,
forestry, and fisheries. Naopak Fakulta zemédélska a technologicka, od které
by se pfedevsim olekavaly vysledky v oblasti zemédélskych a veterinarnich
véd, by pfi samostatném hodnoceni fakult obdrzela nanejvy$ hodnoceni C,
protoze v kvalité vystupl i produktivité je vyrazné pod urovni EU15, svéta
i pramé&ru CR. Celkové ale panel hodnoti JU stupném A.

OP5 — cca 24 % oborovych kapacit instituce. V Modulu 1 je zhodnoceno
celkem 29 vysledku, pfevazuje hodnoceni stupném 4 a 3 v kritériu
SpoleCenska relevance. Panel hodnoti Modul 1 stupném C. V Modulu 2
podle Reportu 1 jsou nejvySsi pocty vysledkd v Psychologii a Socialni
geografii. V Psychologii je podil v Q1 &asopisech na urovni CR, v Socialni
geografii urovné CR nedosahuje. Panel ale upozornil na pomérné hojné
publikovani v €asopisu Sustainability vydavatelstvi MDPI (nicméné autory
jinych obortd nez Socialni geografie). Produktivita vyrazné pod narodnim
primérem vyjma Socialni geografie, kde je nad primérem. Za Modul 2
navrhuje B. Celkové za panel B-C.

OP6 - cca 16 % oborovych kapacit instituce. Vzhledem ke sporné vypovidaci
hodnoté bibliometrie uvnitf jednotlivych humanitnich oborl (napf.
archeologie x historie) se panel soustfedil na Modul 1. JU dlouhodobé
dosahuje v Modulu 1 hodnoceni stupném 1 az 3, pfevlada pfitom hodnoceni
stupni 1 a 2. Podil vysledkd nominovanych v kritériu Spole€enska relevance
je nizky. Jasna pfevaha kvalitnich znamek nad znamkami hor8imi, na druhé
strané mens$i schopnost dosahovat SpiCkovych vysledkd v mezinarodnim
srovnani. Mezi tfi fakulty s vyznamnéjSim vykonem v OP6 patfi Filozoficka
fakulta, Teologicka fakulta a Pedagogicka fakulta, ktera ponékud zaostava.
Oborové kapacity pfiblizné odpovidaji obvyklému poméru publikaéni
¢innosti. Celkové za panel A-.

Znamka: A — Vynikajici

Summary IEP (MEP)% The University of South Bohemia is a research-
oriented university that aims to provide innovations at both regional and
international level. The university's structure includes eight faculties ranging
from STEM sciences (FSC, FAT, FFPW) to Social Sciences (FED, FHSS,
FEC) and Humanities (FAR, FTH). The university’s mission is to provide high-
quality education, support scientific knowledge, and serve society; its vision
is to become a modern, open, and socially responsible institution with an
international reach. All faculties contribute clearly to this mission and vision.
They engage all in socially relevant activities, collaborating with the public
sector, regional communities, and supporting the popularization of science.
All faculties have established a clear gender policy, supported by flexible
working conditions, adopt an Open Science policy and strive to increase staff
and student mobility. Most faculties excel in applied research, with a clear
impact on regional and national level. A few faculties, particularly FSC, FAR
and FFPW, achieve first-rate international recognition for their research and
are well reputed within the European context. Some faculties (e.g., FED,
FEC) should increase their research efforts but seem hampered by an
overload of teaching activities for an understaffed faculty.

2 International Evaluation Panel / Mezinarodni evaluaéni panel
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Modul 4

Modul 5

Souhrnné
hodnoceni na
urovni
poskytovatele

Znamka: A — Vynikajici

Summary IEP (MEP): The university is on the right track to have its viability
at top level. However, there is always room to improve, and USB could pay
more attention to some points which — with time — could put its viability at risk.
Most of these points refer to the “soft” management parts, e.g., human
resources. We would mention specifically, the position of women and the
career options for young staff. A second point that merits further attention is
the level of internationalization, which is largely focused on neighbouring
countries.

In the long run, the most important threat to USB’s viability is the large
difference among faculties in their focus on internationally competitive
research. Strong attention on local/regional impact with professional training
and associate practical experience should not be an excuse for reduced
interest in basic or strategic research at international level.

Znamka: A — Vynikajici

Summary IEP (MEP): The existing dichotomy within USB between very
strong research faculties and more professional training-oriented faculties
remains an Achilles heel for its ambition to become a leading research
university in the Czech Republic if this is not well addressed. However, the
IEP noticed that the issue is now in the centre of attention of the USB
management and will most probably be followed up.

Celkova znamka: A - Vynikajici

Summary IEP (MEP): The University of South Bohemia is a research-
oriented university that aims to provide innovations at both regional and
international level. The university's structure includes eight faculties ranging
from STEM sciences (FSC, FAT, FFPW) to Social Sciences (FED, FHSS,
FEC) and Humanities (FAR, FTH). The university’s mission is to provide high-
quality education, support scientific knowledge, and serve society; its vision
is to become a modern, open, and socially responsible institution with an
international reach.

The IEP observed much progress compared to the 2020 evaluation, both in
terms of scientific output, focus on social relevance and gender policy among
all faculties. Very different from 2020 is the positive and the broadly shared
atmosphere of strong commitment to the USB as a corporate unit. There is a
strongly growing sense of cooperation between faculties. This is leading to
more cohesion within the university across diverse fields.

In short, the university is on the right track to have its performance and
viability at top level. Yet, there are points of attention. The IEP would suggest
to focus on the following three points.

First, despite a USB shared ambition to eliminate the gender gap, the career
options of women and young staff are not addressed well. The policy to
increase employment flexibility has an unintended negative effect on
women’s career options as reduced labour time leads also to lower research
output. If career decisions are only based on bibliometric data, these women
have lower opportunities to grow into senior academic levels. A second point
that merits further attention is the level of internationalization, which is largely
focused on neighbouring countries.




Vyjadreni
poskytovatele

Zaver

IP DKRVO

In the long run, the most important threat to USB’s viability is the large
difference among faculties in their focus on internationally competitive
research. Strong attention on local/regional impact with professional training
and associate practical experience should not be an excuse for reduced
interest in basic or strategic research at international level. This dichotomy
within USB between very strong research faculties and more professional
training-oriented faculties remains an Achilles heel for its ambition to become
a leading research university in the Czech Republic.

Analyza vysledkt hodnoceni VS provedena poskytovatelem s podporou
stanoviska OPQO® (EAC Statement on the 2025 Evaluation of Higher
Education Institutions) ukazuje, Ze JU nevyboCluje z obecnych trendu
hodnoceni. Hodnoceni MEP v modulu 3-5 se jevi jako konzistentni.
Hodnotici $kala byla pouZivana systematicky a reflektuje kontinualné
narustajici kvalitu hodnocené VS. Na nérodni drovni je VS konzistentné
hodnocena znamkou A — Vynikajici. Na trovni poskytovatele byla VS v roce
2020 hodnocena rovnéz znamkou A — Vynikajici. S ohledem na vySe
uvedené navrhuje poskytovatel v ramci tripartitnich jednani udélit JU znamku
A - Vynikajici.

Zastupci Rady pro vyzkum, vyvoj a inovace po diskusi vyjadfili souhlas
s navrzenym hodnocenim dané vysoké Skoly.

Tripartita dospéla ke konsensu o prifazeni celkového hodnoceni Ays.

Vysoka Skola je pfijemcem IP DKRVO.

* Odborny poradni organ poskytovatele pro hodnoceni vyzkumnych organizaci v segmentu vysokych kol
v roce 2025 / Expert Advisory Committee for Evaluation in the Higher Education Institutions Segment
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