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Abstract: The British research evaluation system is undergoing major changes currently. A peer review

works of China.

system as the center of the RAE is changing to literature measurement centered REF system. This paper studied
this transition about humanities and social sciences research evaluation from three respects, which are academic
evaluation, administrative evaluation and assessment of effectiveness. The result shows that Britain’s “ex—post
evaluation which focused on the quality of the research work,” and “peer review —based, supplemented by

scientific measurement” system has a enlightenment to the evaluation of humanities and social sciences research
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