
Institute:

Team: 

Head: Petr Květina

Field: History and Archaeology

Total number of outputs: 107 Evaluated outputs: 24

Total number of outputs: outputs of the team published during the evaluated period 2015-2019.

Evaluated outputs: selected outputs submitted by the team to the Phase I of evaluation.

Outputs used for bibliometry: subset of all outputs registered in the Web of Science; document type: article, review 

or proceedings paper.

Quality of outputs by journal ranking: number of outputs in top decile (1*) and quartiles (1-4) by AIS of journals; n. a. 

- outputs in journals without AIS; orange: outputs from the Phase I, blue: the other outputs of the team.

Quality of outputs by intensity of citations: number of outputs in the top decile (1*) and in quartiles (1, 2, 3+4) 

determined from the list of outputs ordered by the number of citations (downloaded from the Web of Science at the 

beginning of evaluation) for each subject category, year, and type of output; n. a. – the data are not robust enough for 

relevant judgement; orange: outputs from the Phase I, blue: the other outputs of the team.

Types of collaboration: outputs created exclusively in a particular institute are marked by A1, outputs created within 

national cooperation by max. 5 organizations are marked by B, outputs created within international cooperation by max. 

5 organizations are marked C, outputs created within large collaboration exceeding 5 organizations are marked D, 

outputs created within large international collaboration are marked E. It is distinguished by marking B1/B, C1/C and 

D1/D whether the output has/does not have a corresponding author from a particular team.

Field structure of outputs: number of outputs of the team in different subject categories (subfields); if the output is 

assigned to more than one field, the field where the publication performs best (assessed by Quality of outputs by 

journals ranking) is taken; the table shows up to 20 fields.

Detailed explanation of the indicators is provided in the Methodology of evaluation, Annex 2 – Bibliometrics.

NOTE: The significance of bibliometrics in humanities is very limited. Therefore, the results of bibliometric analysis were not 

provided to the Commission.
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Institute:

Team: 

Head: Jana Maříková Kubková

Field: History and Archaeology

Total number of outputs: 57 Evaluated outputs: 27

Total number of outputs: outputs of the team published during the evaluated period 2015-2019.

Evaluated outputs: selected outputs submitted by the team to the Phase I of evaluation.

Outputs used for bibliometry: subset of all outputs registered in the Web of Science; document type: article, review 

or proceedings paper.

Quality of outputs by journal ranking: number of outputs in top decile (1*) and quartiles (1-4) by AIS of journals; n. a. 

- outputs in journals without AIS; orange: outputs from the Phase I, blue: the other outputs of the team.

Quality of outputs by intensity of citations: number of outputs in the top decile (1*) and in quartiles (1, 2, 3+4) 

determined from the list of outputs ordered by the number of citations (downloaded from the Web of Science at the 

beginning of evaluation) for each subject category, year, and type of output; n. a. – the data are not robust enough for 

relevant judgement; orange: outputs from the Phase I, blue: the other outputs of the team.

Types of collaboration: outputs created exclusively in a particular institute are marked by A1, outputs created within 

national cooperation by max. 5 organizations are marked by B, outputs created within international cooperation by max. 

5 organizations are marked C, outputs created within large collaboration exceeding 5 organizations are marked D, 

outputs created within large international collaboration are marked E. It is distinguished by marking B1/B, C1/C and 

D1/D whether the output has/does not have a corresponding author from a particular team.

Field structure of outputs: number of outputs of the team in different subject categories (subfields); if the output is 

assigned to more than one field, the field where the publication performs best (assessed by Quality of outputs by 

journals ranking) is taken; the table shows up to 20 fields.

Detailed explanation of the indicators is provided in the Methodology of evaluation, Annex 2 – Bibliometrics.

NOTE: The significance of bibliometrics in humanities is very limited. Therefore, the results of bibliometric analysis were not 

provided to the Commission.
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Institute:

Team: 

Head: Alžběta Frank Danielisová

Field: History and Archaeology

Total number of outputs: 103 Evaluated outputs: 21

2

Dentistry Oral Surgery Medicine 2

Food Science Technology 2

Total number of outputs: outputs of the team published during the evaluated period 2015-2019.

Evaluated outputs: selected outputs submitted by the team to the Phase I of evaluation.

Outputs used for bibliometry: subset of all outputs registered in the Web of Science; document type: article, review 

or proceedings paper.

Quality of outputs by journal ranking: number of outputs in top decile (1*) and quartiles (1-4) by AIS of journals; n. a. 

- outputs in journals without AIS; orange: outputs from the Phase I, blue: the other outputs of the team.

Quality of outputs by intensity of citations: number of outputs in the top decile (1*) and in quartiles (1, 2, 3+4) 

determined from the list of outputs ordered by the number of citations (downloaded from the Web of Science at the 

beginning of evaluation) for each subject category, year, and type of output; n. a. – the data are not robust enough for 

relevant judgement; orange: outputs from the Phase I, blue: the other outputs of the team.

Types of collaboration: outputs created exclusively in a particular institute are marked by A1, outputs created within 

national cooperation by max. 5 organizations are marked by B, outputs created within international cooperation by max. 

5 organizations are marked C, outputs created within large collaboration exceeding 5 organizations are marked D, 

outputs created within large international collaboration are marked E. It is distinguished by marking B1/B, C1/C and 

D1/D whether the output has/does not have a corresponding author from a particular team.

Field structure of outputs: number of outputs of the team in different subject categories (subfields); if the output is 

assigned to more than one field, the field where the publication performs best (assessed by Quality of outputs by 

journals ranking) is taken; the table shows up to 20 fields.

Detailed explanation of the indicators is provided in the Methodology of evaluation, Annex 2 – Bibliometrics.

NOTE: The significance of bibliometrics in humanities is very limited. Therefore, the results of bibliometric analysis were not 

provided to the Commission.
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Institute:

Team: 

Head: David Novák

Field: History and Archaeology

Total number of outputs: 36 Evaluated outputs: 10

Total number of outputs: outputs of the team published during the evaluated period 2015-2019.

Evaluated outputs: selected outputs submitted by the team to the Phase I of evaluation.

Outputs used for bibliometry: subset of all outputs registered in the Web of Science; document type: article, review 

or proceedings paper.

Quality of outputs by journal ranking: number of outputs in top decile (1*) and quartiles (1-4) by AIS of journals; n. a. 

- outputs in journals without AIS; orange: outputs from the Phase I, blue: the other outputs of the team.

Quality of outputs by intensity of citations: number of outputs in the top decile (1*) and in quartiles (1, 2, 3+4) 

determined from the list of outputs ordered by the number of citations (downloaded from the Web of Science at the 

beginning of evaluation) for each subject category, year, and type of output; n. a. – the data are not robust enough for 

relevant judgement; orange: outputs from the Phase I, blue: the other outputs of the team.

Types of collaboration: outputs created exclusively in a particular institute are marked by A1, outputs created within 

national cooperation by max. 5 organizations are marked by B, outputs created within international cooperation by max. 

5 organizations are marked C, outputs created within large collaboration exceeding 5 organizations are marked D, 

outputs created within large international collaboration are marked E. It is distinguished by marking B1/B, C1/C and 

D1/D whether the output has/does not have a corresponding author from a particular team.

Field structure of outputs: number of outputs of the team in different subject categories (subfields); if the output is 

assigned to more than one field, the field where the publication performs best (assessed by Quality of outputs by 

journals ranking) is taken; the table shows up to 20 fields.

Detailed explanation of the indicators is provided in the Methodology of evaluation, Annex 2 – Bibliometrics.

NOTE: The significance of bibliometrics in humanities is very limited. Therefore, the results of bibliometric analysis were not 

provided to the Commission.
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