
Research England Strategic Institutional Research 

Funding Review

SIRF Principles and Assumptions Explainer 

The Review explores how SIRF currently delivers on its
aims and objectives, including testing the findings against
the identified principles and assumptions below.

SIRF Review
Research England is undertaking a review of our 
approach to some of our formula-based research 
funding. This activity is called the strategic institutional 
research funding (SIRF) review.

The review will consider the fundamental principles and 
the effectiveness of our current funding allocation 
mechanisms, in consultation with the higher education 
sector and wider stakeholders. This review is anticipated 
to continue until 2030 and will be made up of several 
discrete stages.

Funding streams included in the Review include:

- QR Mainstream

- QR business research element

- QR charity support element

- QR research degree programme supervision fund

- Research Capital Infrastructure Funding 

- Specialist Provider Element

- Policy Support Fund

- Participatory Research Fund

- Enhancing Research Culture Fund

One phase of the SIRF Review is to evaluate the 
effectiveness and impact of our funding. An element of 
this is a review of RE’s SIRF ring-fenced funding, which 
includes the Enhancing Research Culture Fund.

If you would like to talk to us or share your experience, please contact the Research Funding team at 

researchpolicy@re.ukri.org 

Mechanisms

There are two broad funding mechanisms used by 

Research England to allocate SIRF, flexible funding 

and ring-fenced funding streams

Objectives

The objectives outline the purpose of SIRF and how 

Research England uses it to support the research 

sector

Principles

These principles describe the high-level aims that 

Research England's SIRF is intended to contribute 

to as part of a healthy research sector and in 

collaboration with funding from other sources.
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