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Rethinking Research Impact Assessment:
A Multidimensional Approach

Multidimensional Approach for Research Impact
Assessment (MARIA Model)
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or emerging questions from my research?

Conclusion

What is lacking in the panorama of research evaluation is:

1) A framework to systematically reflect on the impact of one’s own work (self-assessment).

2) A multidimensional model which recognizes the complexity of any impactful work.

3) A model which recognizes and reflects the ethical aspect of conducting impactful research.
The model we propose aims to address these gaps. Our proposal contributes to the ongoing learning process of research
impact, in alighment with the context-based perspective of research assessment and in recognition of the need for a more

holistic view in the observation and monitoring of interdisciplinary research. The article addresses pillars 1 (Valuation) and 3
(Assessing Impact) of the Austrian EU Council Presidency SSH-Impact Conference.
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