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*1 respondent from each of the following countries:
Afghanistan, Albania, Azerbaijan, Barbados, Belize, Brazil, Hungary, Lebanon, Mexico, Namibia, Russia, Saudi Arabia,
Slovakia, Sri Lanka, Sweden, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates and Uruguay

**107 respondents did not provide a country

Respondents by Region
(n=381)

Note: 29 respondents did not provide their RIM system
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Drivers for RIM adoption by region

Europe (n=95) Australia (n=21) U.5. & Canada (n=22)
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and their use
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Base: Institutions with a live RIM
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How many systems?

O No
Q VYes

In the 18% of the cases where both CRIS
and IR systems are available a single
software platform is used for both
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CRIS-Repository Interoperability

4O

A radical switch in the user’s perception
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Important Functions of RIM (n=203)

C o n te nt a n d F u n cti o n s Base: Institutions with a live RIM system
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Most important RIM functions by Region

Europe (n=95) Australia (n=21) U.5. & Canada (n=22)
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Internal Systems Interoperability
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Internal Systems that Interoperate with Your RIM System (n=184)
Note: Respondents could select more than one answer
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External Systems Interoperability
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External Systems that Interoperate with Your RIM System (n=178)
Note: Respondents could select more than one answer
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Technologies
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Research Information Ecosystem
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