Tabella 1 - Costo standard per studente in corso anno 2019 (DM. n. 585 del 8 agosto 2018)

PRINCIPALI VARIABILI SIGNIFICATIVE PER ILA(ERATIif:(())II.-!I) ;):I.ZCOSTO STANDARD PER STUDENTE IN CORSO INDICI DI COSTO - ARTICOLO 3 PEREQUAZIONE DEL COS:O STANDARD - ARTICOLO DETERMINAZIONE DEL COSTO STANDARD - ARTICOLO 5
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excq (TED CELULED sociale cocsnzn contratto [EEl ‘supporto gestione EED(E=E perequativa - ne totale | perequativa | nazionale | studente in corso 17/18 perequatival(conly|[EERCENIUALE
anno 2018 sanitaria tecnologica TA i " ita primo fuori corso)
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|Bari 7.148 26,5Y% 15.035 55,7 27.005] 4?[ .452 ,50¢ X , 50 567 220.399.181 ,74

ari Politecnico 921 100,0° 0 0,0¢ 5.921 of .820 42 X ,42¢ 561 X 72!
asilicata 994 55,9 .573 44,1 3.567 82 .909 .25 ), 75¢ 650 ,45% |
eraamo .220 i 11.061 83,2 13.291 20 .281 .35 A ,85¢ 257 X .03% |
oloana 19.790 1 35.106 58,7 59.849 2 .362. .59 ,09¢ 206 ,45% |
rescia .458 3¢ .280 33, .. 3 321 .28 . , 28¢ 219 X 84.097.390 ,05% |
Cagliari .720 .9 838 50, 13. 1 .908 .72 11,22 748| 123.403.236 .54% |
Calabria .845 i .126 . 14. 7 .382 ,80 A ,80¢ 654 X 127.073.678 .58% |

Camerino .755 .9 865 .. 4 .055 ,54¢ ,54¢ 503 46.121.202 ,57

Cassino 437 Wi .102| .. ! 52 .408 , 14 A ,64¢ 443 X 36.272.620 ,45'
Catania 913 3 11.218 .. 23. 58 .824 .50 12,50 834 214.543.600 ,67% |
Catanzare 631 ] 241 .359 X . 722 71 A ), 71 ﬂ‘ X 64.867.500 ,81% |
Chieti e Pescara 81. 8% .398 58, 16. 34 .145 .30 ,80¢ 587 124.454.484 .55% |
Ferrara 84 ,8% 680 33 14. .071 .67 X ,67° 245 X 111.943.335 .39%|
Firenze 11.95: 2% 16.853 1,1 33.! 6: .756 .51 ,01 201 269.948.993 ,36% |
Foaaia .31 . .880 7., 2 .685 ,56¢ A ), 56¢ 638 X 55.955.04: ,70% |
Genova .16 .782 8. 2 2. .772. 85 ,85¢ 324 164.749.55¢ ,05% |

Insubria 2.34 . .742 17, .712 ,26¢ A ,26¢ 284 60.658.81 75
L'Aguila 3.06. 052 5. 3 .284 22 ,22¢ 548 81.468.46- .01% |
Macerata - K .968] 100, 3# .966 68 X 68 m‘ 42.307.468 ,53% |
Messina 3 .134 30. .535 47.: 49 .158 .48 12,48 832 128.175.580 .59% |
Milano ,8% 13.340 31.2% 23.113 54, 23 .384 06 A 06 70] 312.225.111 ,88% |

Milano Bicocca .0% .992 24.1% 16.616 66. 14 .812 .16 . 16¢ 78] 163.883.360 ,04

Milano Politecnico 0% 33.078 100.0% 0 0, A o] 421 ,79¢ X )79 53 277.233.082 , 45
Modena e Reqgio Emilia ,4% 567 7,3% .036 .3 17.1 30 .478 ) , ,54% 236 132.332.381 ,65%|
Molise 9% 573 4% .032 .7 ¢ 18 .284 .44 A 10,44 696 41.220.690 ,51% |
Napoli Federico IT 2% 21471 |  46.1% 19.859 .7 46. 9 .947 561 415.218.678 ,17% |
Napoli IT 2% 156 8% .120 ,0¢ 16.100 16] .693 5 X R 627 152.493.120 .90% |
Napoli L'Orientale .0% - 0% .181]  100,0° 315| .893 . 565 46.693.832] ,58% |

NAPOLI Parthenope 0% 2.767. .. .278 7 10 .560 5 . ,46¢ 565 51.440.813 | 64
Padova 18.599 18.571 .. 25 .749 , 98¢ 266 348.729.628 ,34% |
Palermo 9.747. .. 13.320 X 29 .940 5 A 10,45 697 232.233.533 ,89% |
Parma 7.636 .156 4. 18 .947 ,66¢ 244 148.084.510 .84% |
Pavia .573 " .800 43 m‘ . A ,10¢ 274 130.512.748 .62% |
Perugia 405 424 46 227 .66 445 142.343.731 .77%|
Piemonte Orientale ,8% . ﬂl A . 17 .783 . . ,72¢ 381 74.647.089 ,93% |
Pisa .9% 11 12.227 .. 27.! 46 .820 " . ,07¢ 272 229.510.365 ,86% |
Politecnica delle Marche .266 . 12 .73 , 5 4, , 58 439 94.125.835] ,17%|
Reaaio Calabria ! 2213 . 17 .79 7 4.! ,20¢ 613 28.348.404 ,35% |
Roma La Sapienza 23. 30.013 L 34 .06 6! ,17¢ 212 571.360.633 ,11% |
oma Tor Veraata 737 20 .74 72 72 248 166.562.265 ,07% |
oma Tre 16.789 . 3ﬁ .294 51 ), ,01 201 138.161.431 .72%|

Salento . .041 74.. %4 .57 10.57" 705 .03
Salerna A 12.296 54. 23 .49 .49 633 ,28% |
nnio 24 6,/ .172 43! . 9 47 ,97¢ 665 ,33% |
ssari 47 7. 627 56.. . 80 .73 12.23 816 .96% |

plena 74 1)/ 6.245 56, 11 76 2 A ,12¢ 341 .065. , 22!
Teramo .254 4, 2.152 59, . 8 ,23 A ,73¢ 582 31.487.468 ,39% |
Torino 11.408 23,1 31.808] 64, 49.: Zj )7 1 ,07° 205 357.758.639 ,45% |
Torino Politecnico 19.981 100,0° 6 0, 19. 7 ,04¢ ,04¢ 203 176.483.187 ,20% |
Trieste 756 35,7 .327] 50, 10. 71I 1 X 11 274 92.345.876 ,15%|

Tuscia .307 40,1 .442 59, N 29 .92 ,92¢ 462 47.594.991 59
Udine .160 40,4 .957] 48, 10. 83 .30 . ,80¢ 320 86.922.575 ,08%|
Urbino Carlo Bo .106 41,6% .754 58 . 102 66 X 66 511 69.068.213 ,86% |
Venezia Ca Foscari .148 5% 14.189 92, 15. 123 49 1,49 99 .. 93.676.072 .17% |
Venezia Tuav .069. 95,6% 141 4 . 0 .39 X 1,39 93 3.556] 28.704.032 ,36% |

Verona 3.27. 18, .367 13.7% 11.670 67, 17. 58 54 3,54 236 19.456] 117.283.029 46
Totale complessivo | 113.008 | 116.011' 12,7% 374.241 I 37,6% 494.887 | 49,7% 995.150| 1.143.204 | 8.037.678.109 100,00%

*Costo che incorpora esclusivamente i costi riconducibili a standard predefinibili a livello nazionale al fine di individuare un criterio oggettivo per I'attribuzione di una percentuale del FFO non attribuita con finalita premiali




