[bookmark: _Ref519260224]The specific wording about the 100 word statement in REF2021 documentation is:

256. Sub-panels 11 [Computer Science] and 12 [Engineering] consider that the nature of their disciplines is such that the significance of an output may not be fully evident within the output itself. They therefore invite factual information to be provided (maximum 100 words) that could include, for example, additional evidence about how an output has gained recognition, impacted the state of the art, led to further developments, or has been applied.
257. … ensure that such evidence is succinct, verifiable, and externally referenced where appropriate. Where claims are made relating to the industrial significance of the output, the name and contact details of a senior industrialist must be given to allow verification of claims. Information provided should not comprise a synopsis of the output, a volunteered opinion as to the quality of the output or citation data, information provided that is of this nature will be disregarded. It is expected that, in most cases, sufficient information will be provided in significantly fewer words than the 100-word limit.
232. Where additional information is accepted, the information provided must not include citation data or journal impact factors. Any panels that make use of citation data will be provided with the data by the REF team. Sub-panels will take no account of any citation data provided directly by the HEI. No sub-panel will use journal impact factors or any hierarchy of journals in their assessment of outputs.
258. The following sub-panels request information to assist in allocating outputs to appropriate readers during the assessment phase in 2021. The information will not be used for any other purpose:
· Sub-panels 7, 11 and 12 will provide subject-specific taxonomies. Submitting units will be asked to identify the topics relevant to submitted outputs using the chosen taxonomy. [You can ignore this for the time being]
https://2021.ref.ac.uk/media/1451/ref-2019_02-panel-criteria-and-working-methods.docx 
General guidance on writing the 100 word statement
Do not try to squeeze a mini-abstract into the 100 words. Use the 100 words to explain to a non-expert reader how the output meets the assessment criteria.

a) Outline the context for the work in a single sentence, e.g., The output compares load balancing techniques for parallel database query processing, identifies weaknesses in those techniques, and proposes a new method that addresses these weaknesses.

b) Explain the contribution of the work, i.e., what is novel (original) and rigorous about it. Remember the main assessment criteria here:

· Originality. … Research outputs that demonstrate originality may do one or more of the following: produce new empirical findings or material; engage with new and/or complex problems; develop innovative research methods, methodologies and analytical techniques; show imaginative scope; provide new arguments, formal innovations, interpretations and/or insights; collect and engage with novel types of data; and/or advance theory or the analysis of doctrine, policy or practice, and new forms of expression.
· Rigour will be understood as the extent to which the work demonstrates intellectual coherence and integrity, and adopts [uses] robust and appropriate concepts, analyses, theories and methodologies.

Start the second sentence with: It makes a novel contribution because … and then describe the contribution, e.g., previously adaptive query load balancing techniques had only been compared with non-adaptive techniques and not with each other, and because the systematic evaluation in the paper provided new insights, for example by finding cases where adaptations reduced performance.

c) The most crucial thing is to provide evidence of the influence of work that is not contained within the paper.  This is the additional evidence that demonstrates the significance of the work and how the output has gained recognition, impacted the state of the art, led to further developments, or has been applied. Examples of this include best paper awards, keynotes, external impact on other people’s work, follow on work, grants, patents, etc. The evidence should be verifiable, so insert URLs as appropriate. 
Start the third sentence with: The output is significant because … and then describe the influence the work has had, e.g., it was awarded a best paper award at the premier database conference ABC1 and underpinned the award of an £N million UKRI research grant (ref XYZ). 1 www./ABCbestpaperawards2024 
Also remember the supplementary assessment criteria when describing the work:

In assessing work as being four star, sub-panels will expect to see evidence of, or potential for, some of the following types of characteristics:

• agenda-setting
• research that is leading or at the forefront of the research area
• great novelty in developing new thinking, new techniques or novel results
• major influence on a research theme or field
• developing new paradigms or fundamental new concepts for research
• major changes in policy or practice
• major influence on processes, production and management
• major influence on user engagement.

In assessing work as being three star, sub-panels will expect to see evidence of, or potential for, some of the following types of characteristics:
• makes important contributions to the field at an international standard
• contributes important knowledge, ideas and techniques which are likely to have a lasting influence, but are not necessarily leading to fundamental new concepts
• significant changes to policies or practices
• significant influence on processes, production and management
• significant influence on user engagement.

Use these characteristic phrases as and when they are appropriate to clearly flag the originality, significance, and rigour of the work to reviewers.

