Outputs that have been rejected will be reconsidered if evidence of their significance can be provided. Please email a short written statement to the Director of Research (andy.crabtree@nottingham.ac.uk) providing evidence of significance.
1. Do not provide citation data or bibliometric data. We already have it and REF is agnostic to how important a conference is perceived to be, or what it’s acceptance rates are, or the impact factor of a journal, etc. Any such information will be disregarded.  
2. Types of evidence that should be provided:
a) Recognition. This includes a Best Paper Award, Honourable Mention or some other Prize for Research that is directly attributable to the output. Include a URL to provide verifiable evidence, e.g., https://programs.sigchi.org/chi/2026/awards/best-papers 
b) Impact on the state of the art. Provide evidence of uptake by the research community. Go and look at who is citing the output and why. Briefly explain how the research reported in the output has influenced the research community. Include a selection of DOIs to the most significant use cases to provide verifiable evidence. Use the URL format for DOIs, e.g., https://doi.org/10.1080/07370024.2025.2475743
c) Further developments. Provide evidence that the research has shaped and informed further work. Examples include: 
i. international collaborations producing further research outputs of significance;
ii. input into / influence on policy or regulation (inc. professional bodies); [footnoteRef:1]* 0 [1: * Authors can find the impact of outputs on policy in SciVal https://www.scival.com. Do an author search and look for Impact. You can then find the ‘policy bodies’ who have cited your work, which works they have cited, what they cited them in, and how many times they were cited. This is a powerful resource providing evidence of impact, please use it. You can also find out if any of your research outputs impact Sustainable Development Goals on Scopus https://www.scopus.com. Again, do an author search and see Impact.] 

iii. the award of research grants including value and funder reference.
State how the research has shaped and informed further work and include URLs to provide verifiable evidence (including links to funder databases if applicable).
d) Application. Provide evidence that the research has been taken up, applied and / or used by parties outside of academia. This may include industry, NGOs (inc. charities) or government agencies local, national or international. Include URLs and / or contact details for someone who can verify their organisation has taken up, applied and / or used the research. 
3. It is not expected that evidence of recognition, impact on the state of the art, further development, or application should be provided in all cases. Indeed, very few if any outputs will provide evidence across all four categories. Provide what evidence you can in whatever category you can. Keep it simple. Keep it factual. 
4. An example: The output is significant because it was awarded Best Paper at the premier  conference Wizbang ‘26: URL. It addresses the complex problem of Wizbangery and provides a solution that has had a significant impact on the research community, furnishing a new method that is widely referenced and motivates the work of our peers including: DOIs. The output also underpinned a new £N research proposal, which has been supported by UKRI: reference and URL to grant on funder database (e.g. UKRI GtR). 
5. Another example: Scopus indicates the output is significant because it addresses Sustainable Development Goal 9. Industry, Innovation and Infrastructure and contributes to building resilient infrastructure, promoting inclusive and sustainable industrialisation, and fostering innovation. SciVal indicates the output is significant because it has informed policy decisions by the International Labour Organisation, and EU Joint Research Centre. Specifically, the research reported in the output was used to [describe how the research informed policy, use quotes and references to evidence policy impact].
6. What if additional factual information is not provided? Significance is a key evaluation criteria for REF. If significance cannot be factually established, then the output will be rejected. 
