Univ. Investment in the Library:
What’s the Return in the Grants Process?

KAIST ROI case study 2010 HENME7I s =2 1N
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» Public libraries
- Florida public libraries (Griffiths, King, et al. 2004)
-The British Library (Missingham, 2005)

» Academic Libraries

- University of Pittsburgh (King, Aerni, et al. 2004)

- KDI = A S ML =h& = M 25 &, 8 23, 2006)

- University of lllinois at Urbana-Champaign, Pilot Study
(Luther, 2008)

- SOFH=tu (5] S, 2009)
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CCZMETTT

Univ. |
Univ.2

Univ.3
Univ.4
Univ.5
Univ.6
Univ.7
Univ.8

SO0tH| 2|ZF 1550 5600
Mo 3202(FullTime-Res.)  3802(Pre/PoDoc)
O} A|Of 1007 12300 9900

O A| Of 560 3600 5500
SO0tH 2|7 1158 30882 4666
of=z2|7} 1000+ 5000+ 10484

O A| Of 2122 45000+ 8600

Q@ M|OFL|O} 2886 21311
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( number of grant awards X % of faculty who say citations are important to grant awards )
number of grant proposals X % of proposals that include citations obtained through library
X

average size of grant X number of grants expended in one year

total library budget

719 EATHH|S HAZHEES #3 (Strouse, 2003)
-UIUC case study S 2|2t 22! 7H &} (Luther, 2008)

-Pilot Project & S9%t 54! =4
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» 2008.05~06 = A2t Bl 7|2t EAXIE =% & H|&
» 2008.06 2t2| Xt CIEHH

» 2008.10_ == HETA}

» 2009.11_KAIST ROI Report

» 2010.07_ROI phase Il White Paper
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» Key Finding |

- KAIST =AM 2tof| EXtE|= 10rCt
A1H| CHH| 13. 163 = =22 =L}

*EF7|2F "] 11: 15.54:1~ 0.64:1
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INU1 CadlCulallull
University ROI Value
University 1 3444
University 2 15.541

» KAIST:
University 3 1.90:1

2 = == ROI =X]

13161

) 7|"EI' Ao_|7—:|| vs. ROI ZI9| )C\Dl'-‘_ﬂ'-‘_—,jﬁl University 5 0.75:1
University 6 1.31:1
University 7 0.64:1
University 8 143.0°
University 560:1°
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*ROI Elements for 8 institutions

Number of grant awards

Percentage of faculty who say
ditations are important to grant awards

Nurmber of grant proposals

Percentage of proposals that include
ditations obtained through library

Average size of grant

Number of grants expended in one year

Total library budget

ROI
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» Interview with Administrators of KAIST

_Mas ngtean 20084 62)
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» Interview with Administrators from 7 institutions
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Respondents by Subject Discipline

il

Cultural Other
ultura 9(10%)
Sciences —

4(4%) _\\

Health Sciences
1(1%)

Social Sciences

5(5%)
Natural
Sciences &
. . Engineering
ife Sciences 59 (63%)

Bio-Engineering
16 (17%)

Percent of Respondents Who Did or Did Not Receive Research Grant Funding in 2007

Not funded
19(23%)

Funded
65 (77%)

Respondents by Academic Rank

Other
Professors
3(3%)

Assistant

Professor

18 (19%) Professor
49(53%)

Associate
Professor
23 (25%)
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Funding Receiving

University Funded Monfunded
University 1 (n=282) 41% 50%
University 2 (n=574) 69%, 31%
University 3 (n=217) 0% 0%
University 4 (n=84) 7 7% 23%
University 5 (n=197) 0% 0%
University 6 (n=132) 3 7% 63%
University 7 (n=534) 46% 54%
Total in=2020} 53% A7%




» Four Topics

- The number and monetary value of research grants
submitted and received

- Use of library e-resources in citations for grant proposals,
final reports, and articles for publication

- Faculty perceptions of the importance of citations in grant
awards processes

- Faculty perceptions of the importance of electronic access

to journal articles and books



» Research Grant Submitted and Received
(HH| Xt X )

All Respondents

Funded Respondents

n 5.D. S.E.
University 1 282 291 0.27
University 2 574 138 0.07
University 3 218

University 4 84

University 5 197 158 0.14
University 6 132 209 0.20
University 7 534 1.76 011
Total 2021 1.91 0.06
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» Number of Grants Received (X|2tA| & 1)

All Respondents

Funded Respondents

n 5.D. S.E.
University 1 282 2.20 0.21
University 2 574 1.42 0.07

University 3

University 4

University 5

University 6 132 166 0.24
University 7 533 096 0.06
Total 2019 152 0.05
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» Monetary Value of Grants Received

H SOt A7H| 2 22 AEa S (450,000,000)

» Key Finding 2
20070 2Z+2t WA 2.3740| HRH|CHAME HE
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» Use of Library Resources for Citations

-References Cited

_ All Respondents Funded Respondents

Proposals 18.25 17.90
Final Grant Reports 21.63 20.87
Articles for 23.88 23.68
Publications

Articles Read for
each article or book 40.22 42.64
cited

22



» Importance of Citations

Not Important
4 (5%) Essential
18(22%)

Somewhat
Important
15 (18%)

" VeryImportant

. 4
Important \—// s

24 (30%)

n=81
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» Importance of Citations
O120| ZQA: 3/40|At0| SLIX} (5 7|2 90% O] AN

All Respondents
Vary Somewhat Mot
Essential Impﬂ-r!t’a o | Important mportant | Important Total
Count 190 47 21 Li] Li] 2ra
Uiniwersity 1
% F0.4% 17.4% T8 22% 2. % 1010
Count 266 151 93 25 3 538
Ui vers ity 2
% 40.4% 28.1% 17 3% 46% 0.6% 1000
Count Q5 53 EL) 12 3 202
Ui vers ity 3

W T0.3% 14.5% 4.7% 1.5% 04 100¢%4
University & Count T4 o] 1 5 2 125
O LR e A% BRsG 41N%, 1 /% 1Nes
Count 1649 113 123 73 246 504
Uiniwersity 7
W 33.5% 22.4% 24 4% 14.5% 52% 100¢%4
Total Count arFn H0 320 139 44 1913
b 50.7% 23.0% 16.7% T3% 2.3% 100
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» Importance of Electronic Access

25

E O Ol -|_T'_ §‘1| | |§ 1=
L (@) A~
:::_S Ex'xl"é o - L
I*flatural i Sc!ence Social Health Cultural
Sciences & & Bio- . . .
. . i . Sciences | Sciences Sciences
Engineering | Engineering
Count 5 2 0 1 p
1-24%

% 9.8% 15.4% 0% 100.0% 50.0%

25- Count 7 1 1 0 2
49% % 13.7% 7.7% 50.0% 0% 50.0%

50- Count 3 3 0 0 0

74% % 15.7% 23.1% 0% 0% 0%

75- Count 23 7 1 0 0

99% % 45.1% 53.8% 50.0% 0% 0%

Count 8 0 0 0 0

100%
% 15.7% 0% 0% 0% 0%
n=76




mportance of Electronic Access

26

All Respondents
0% 1-24% 2549 % 50-74 % 75-99% 100 % Total
Count 14 32 28 ekl 120 16 254
University 1
% 5.5% 12.6% 11.0% 17.3% 47.2% 6.3% 90,9%"
Count 1 26 30 115 298 44 514
University 2
% 0.2% 5.0% 5.8% 22.4% 58.0% 8.6% 100%
Count 18 20 25 32 72 13 180
University 3
% 10.0% 11.1%% 13.9% 17.8%0 40.0%% 7.2% 100%
32 a 76
University 4
42.1% 10.5%% 100%
Count 4 24 21 37 85 17 188
University 5
%0 2.1% 12.8% 11.2% 19.7% 45.2% 9.0% 100%
Count 5 10 10 26 50 15 116
University &
%0 4.3% 8.6% 8.6% 22.4% 43.1% 12.9% 99.9%"
Count 75 107 59 64 130 21 456
University 7
% 16.4% 23.5% 12.9% 14.0% 28.5% 4.6% 90,9%"
Total Count 117 231 186 329 787 134 1784
% 6.6% 12.9% 10.4% 18.4% 44.1% 7.5% 90,9%"




» Finding/Accessing vs. Reading Articles

27

Finding: 8 hrs & Reading: 22 hrs/week

Finding and accessing books and articles Reading books and articles

University 7
University 6
University 5

University 4

University 3
University 2
University 1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30

Hours per week
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» Key Finding 4
[EE2 U8 Xt=9 75% O] &=
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» Faculty Comments on Electronic Resources
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ROI 7} 13.16 15.54~0.64
olgsizgt x| CtA 18 7.5-41.2
o] L H M 22 14.9-26.5
==& 24 22.0-42.2
BTN ZAA| B 1807H0) A 40.227H9] =2/MS 9
3= 7|2 3/40| & 0] QIZ 0| Grant ProcessO|A] S SHCFLD CHE
MRS o|=E olgXx}elo| Ht O| A MXIAteIoz M2
2L A ZHAMIEA) 30hrs 13.3hrs

—

*Limitation: 20f¥ & H|&2| 2X|(Univ.5)
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*Further Research
Grant Funding 2| El &5
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Thank You



