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The Research on Research Institute is an international consortium of funders, universities and technologists, who conduct
transformative, translational, co-produced research to improve the way research is funded, practiced, communicated and evaluated.

Background

Is research funding allocated in the most effective way? |s the process fair to all applicants? What procedures could be changed in
order to improve the system and allow for greater parity for applicants, greater efficiency for funding bodies, and more diverse and
beneficial research for society at large? Across the globe, there is growing interest in using experimental approaches for funding
research, such as 'lottery-type' mechanisms, but we lack sufficient understanding of how effective these are and in which context
they are applicable. What are the affordances and constraints organisations experience when planning and implementing these
interventions? In the Randomisation project, researchers and RoRIl partners running experiments in grant allocation worked together
to develop the evidence surrounding these questions. This comprised a qualitative interview study across 6 funding agencies and 6
countries in addition to a practical handbook, drawing on first hand experience of trialing new interventions in research funding
practice.
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Next steps

Funding organisations are keen to collaborate with each other and to share experiences of their experimental work to build the
evidence base. RoRI will provide an opportunity for funding professionals to share learning through a peer network. In addition we
have launched a Funder Lab, to support and facilitate larger scale robust experimental studies, to allow comparison across funding
systems.
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Access our research: htips://researchonresearch.org/experimental-funder or contact: hello@researchonresearch.org
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