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HBO Applied Sciences Universities (hoger beroepsonderwijs)

HEI Higher Education Institution

IBGE Brazilian Institute of Geography and Statistics

INEP National Institute of Educational Studies and Research

ISCED International Standard Classification of Education

KNAW Royal Netherlands Academy of Arts and Sciences

Latindex Regional Cooperative Online Information System for Scholarly Jour-
nals From Latin America, the Caribbean, Spain and Portugal

LGPD General Data Protection Law

MEC Ministry of Education and Culture

MNCS Mean Normalised Citation Score

NSF National Science Foundation

NWO Netherlands Organisation for Scientific Research

OECD Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development

PDI Institutional Development Plan

PNPG National Plan for Graduate Education

PPG Graduate Program

PPP Purchasing Power Parity
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RedALyC Network of Scientific Journals of Latin America and the Caribbean

RoR Research On Research

SBPC Brazilian Society for the Advancement of Science

SciELO Scientific Electronic Library Online

SEP Strategy Evaluation Protocol

SNPG Brazilian National System of Graduate Education

SoSP Science of Science Policy

UMR U-Multirank

UnB University of Brasília

UNESP São Paulo State University

UNL Universities of the Netherlands

USP University of São Paulo

VSNU Association of Universities in the Netherlands

WO Research Universities (wetenschappelijk onderwijs)

WoS Web of Science
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