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To evaluate ITR requires a concept of good ITR 

 
 
«When the cook tastes the soup, that’s formative evaluation; when 
the guest tastes it, that’s summative evaluation» 

(Robert Stake as quoted by Scriven 1991) 
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There is more than one concept of good ITR 
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ITR is a means to an end (and not an end in itself) 

“Interdisciplinary research (IDR) is a mode of research by teams of 
individuals that integrates information, data, techniques, tools, 
perspectives, concepts, and/or theories from two or more 
disciplines or bodies of specialized knowledge to advance 
fundamental understanding or to solve problems whose solutions 
are beyond of the scope of a single discipline or area of research 
practice.”  
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We identified three main purposes of ITR 

1.  Fundamental understanding 
2.  Problem solving  

 
Julie Klein uses the term “critical interdisciplinarity” for an attitude that 
interrogates “the dominant structures of knowledge and education with 
the aim of transforming them, raising questions of value and 
purpose” (Klein, 2010). This purpose is also at the root of C.P. Snow’s 
two cultures (Snow 1964) ☞ 

3.  Reflection-in-action (Schön 1983) 
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Within each purpose... 
 

… there might be a difference in 

•  the diversity of disciplines, stakeholders, methods and scales 
(molecular, cellular, individual, social, global) included and 

•  the degree or intensity of integration. 
 

(Stokols et al., 2003; Mitrany and Stokols, 2005) 
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Purposes of inter- and transdisciplinary research 

! !

"#$%&'#()!*+!,#'-#./#0%'1!2%(3*,'!*&!'-4/%'!

"#$%&'#()!*+!!
0*054-4,%2#-!4-(*&'!

60(%&,#'-#./#04&)!&%'%4&-3! (&40',#'-#./#04&)!&%'%4&-3!

60(%&,#'-#./#04&)!&%'%4&-3! 4../#%,!&%'%4&-3!(&40',#'-#./#04&)!&%'%4&-3!

60(%&,#'-#./#04&)!40,!(&40',#'-#./#04&)!&%'%4&-3!
Broad 

By participants 

By scope 

"%
(4
#/%
,!
+7
0,

42
%0

(4
/!

70
,%

&'
(4
0,

#0
8!

9*
2
.&
%3

%0
'#$

%!
+7
0,

42
%0

(4
/!

70
,%

&'
(4
0,

#0
8!

!"
#"

$%
&'

()'
(*
$%
&'

+

60
'(
&7
2
%0

(4
/!.
&*
:/
%2

!'*
/$
#0
8!

;*
/$
#0
8!
<
#-
=%
,!
.&
*:

/%
2
'!

,-
'.

*/
"'

0*
1+-
'.

"2
30
*'

.)
'4
+

52
&6

1"
/
+3&

17
)'
4+



td-net  
Network for Transdisciplinary Research 

First challenges of evaluating ITR: 

☞ To distinguish different purposes and  
☞  to evaluate a project in relation to the right purpose 
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