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1_1,00.hernl.
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Emergences and causes

* Not new phenomenon (in USA supposedly
since 1870s)

* New: global university rankings (since 2003)

 The move of publishers into the area
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Dynamics

Rescaling upward to global institutions including
IREG

Emergence of a range of different players
The refining of the technology
Temporalities - on the horizon constantly
Wrapped inside ‘rating agencies’ ratings of
universities financial status

The creation of divergent value chains (e.g new
regional slicings such as QS Asia)

Spreading of rankings to HE related fields (e.g.
hottest researchers, or ranking of think tanks)



Effects

* Adoption of rankings by HEls, states and
regions (e.g. U-multirank and U-map)

J11 L U-Map ﬁ"”
U-Multirank

* |ntegration into services offer (e.g. Thompson
Reuters)

* Linking more tightly to institutional
assessment regimes and bibliometrics



Governance and rankings

Part of global governance of HE
New disciplinary instruments

Political technology used by national
governments, institutions, disciplines and
individuals

Hierarchical character intimating winners and
losers generates new firms of inclusion and
exclusion
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