
Studiestödsfördelning

110 minutes discussion 13:10 – 15:00



Department resource: sources and use (VP25, p. 44)

Free use including costs
related to PhD students – no
ear-marking or ’ownership’



Department resource from PhD degrees (VP25, p. 68)

https://www.uu.se/medarbetare/fakultet/teknisk-naturvetenskapliga/organisation-och-styrning

Degree points

Employed at UU/IFA:
Licentiate: 0.5
PhD after lic: 0.5
PhD without lic: 1

Special conditions:
Joint/double PhD: 0.5
Industry PhD: 0.5
Other uni PhD: 0.5
(if student finishes
with a lic in >18
months, it’s also 0.5)

July 2023 – June 2024 => money 2025



Three IFA models proposed December 2024

1. Current model: 50% of total amount is distributed based on programmes’ # degree
points from preceding year, and 50% on the programmes’ shares of total FFFs. Most
recently discussed in 2019.

2. Entirely performance based, no buffer: 100% of total amount is distributed based on
programmes’ # degree points from preceding year.

3. Entirely performance based, with buffer: 100% of total amount is distributed based on
programme’s share of total # degree points during past 5 years, with the starting year
rolling forward.

Degree points for VP2025 are calculated from degrees awarded July 2023 – June 2024, and
so on.



What are our aims with the PhD funds?
• How are the funds used now on program level? Give concrete examples.

• What is achieved by the current use? Give concrete examples.

• How would we want them to be used, and what would thus be achieved?

• Deliver back to the meeting: Aims with the PhD funds



Pros and cons with the models in relation to aims
1. Current model (50% based on degree points, 50% on share of total FFF)

• Pros:
• Cons:

2. Performance based, no buffer (100% on degree points during preceding year)
• Pros:
• Cons:

3. Performance based, with buffer (share of total degree points during past 5 years, rolling start)
• Pros:
• Cons:

4. Optional: suggest other potential models that are transparent and give desirable signals.



Groups and discussion questions
Red Orange Green Blue Violet

Ulrike Heiter Eric Stempels Håkan Rensmo Nicusor Timneanu Annica Black-Schaffer

Richard Brenner Karin Schönning Suzanne Strömberg Daniel Gautam Arnaud Ferrari

Maja Olvegård Philippe Wernet Nikolai Piskunov Rikard Enberg Andreas Lindblad

Stephan Pomp Daniel Primetzhofer Michael Papenbrock Urban Eriksson Andreas Solders

Mikael Pettersson Maxim Zabzine Biplab Sanyal Henrik Sjöstrand Camilla Thulin

Johan Söderström Carolina Wallström-Pan Gabriella Andersson Lars Nordström Oscar Grånäs

• How are the funds used now on program level? Give concrete examples.
• What is achieved by the current use? Give concrete examples.
• How would we want them to be used, and what aims  would thus be

achieved?
• What are the pros and cons of the 3 models in relation to these aims?


