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University of Toledo Science & Engineering Expenditures
National Science Foundation, FY 2005-2014



Competitive Context – 2014 R&D Expenditures
Higher Education R&D Expenditures, FY 2014



Peer Comparison – Science & Engineering Expenditures
National Science Foundation, FY 2010-2014

In Thousands of Dollars

Institution Average S&E Average S&E Total PI

University of Nevada-Reno $86m 487

Florida Atlantic University $36m 113

University of Memphis $41m 196

The University of Texas at Dallas $45m 174

University of Toledo $64m 308



Aspirational Peer Comparison – Science & Engineering 

Expenditures
National Science Foundation, FY 2010-2014

In Thousands of Dollars

Institution Average S&E Average S&E Total PI

University of Pittsburgh –

Campus
$841m 1740

University of Alabama at $457m 707

University of Louisville $163m 592

University of Houston $109m 421

University of Toledo $64m 308
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