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Same access via new portal:                   both will exist in parallel for a while

FUNDING AND TENDER SINGLE ELECTRONIC DATA INTERCHANGE AREA  SEDIA
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-
tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/home

New, corporate approach:

ÁFocus on all EU funding opportunities: calls for proposals and tenders 
issued by EU institutions.

ÁVisual changes: less focus on research, but possibility for personalizing 
the Portal, choosing one preferred programme, whichthen appearsin
the header.

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/home
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Continuous updates on the Portal
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Types of action in 2020 
and co-funding rates
Å Innovation Action (IA)

Up to 70% of eligible costs

(exception: up to 100% for non-profit organisations)

Å Research and Innovation Action (RIA)

Up to 100% of eligible costs

Å Coordination and Support Action (CSA)

Up to 100% of eligible costs
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Call closure

ADMISSIBILITY AND 
ELIGIBILITY CHECK

ANALYSIS OF 
SUBMITTED 
PROPOSALS

CONFLICT OF 
INTEREST 

ANALYSIS OF 
EVALUATORS

FILLINGEVALUATOR 
GAPS

ALLOCATION OR 
PROPOSALS

CONTRACTING 
EVALUATORS
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Standard admissibility criteria

1) Submitted in the electronic submission system before the deadline 
Ą Acknowledgement of Receipt

2) Readable, accessible and printable

3) Complete(requested administrative forms + proposal description + 
supporting documents)

4) Include a draft plan for the exploitation and dissemination of the 
results

Page limit (RIA/IA: 70 pages; CSA:50 pages)
Outside the limit: 

participating organisations (operational capacity check)
CV or profile description of staff carrying out the work
A list of up to 5 publications and/or other research or innovation products
A list of up to 5 relevant previous projects/activities
Relevant available infrastructure/equipment description
Description of additional third parties contributing to the work  

Ethics self assessment, Security
EGNSS Business Plan
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Better submit early than risk 
submitting late



Coordination & support 

action
One legal entity established a Member State or associated country.

Standard eligibility criteria
1) Content corresponds, wholly or in part, to the topic description against 

which it is submitted

2) Proposal complies with the minimum participation and any other 
eligibility conditions set out for the type of action:
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Research & innovation 

action a.Three legal entities. 

b. Each of the three shall be established in a different Member 

State or associated country.  

c.All three legal entities shall be independent of each other.Innovation action
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Eligibility condition countries
- Work Programme General Annex C

10

EU-Member States

Horizon 2020 associated countries 

Iceland, Norway, Albania, Bosnia and Herzegovina, the former Yugoslav 
Republic of Macedonia, Montenegro, Serbia, Turkey, Israel, Moldova, 
Switzerland, Faroe Islands, Ukraine, Tunisia, Georgia, Armenia
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Countries eligible to receive funding:
Work Programme General Annex A

EU-Member States

The Overseas Countries and Territories (OCT) linked to the MS: 

Anguilla, Aruba, Bermuda, Bonaire, British Virgin Islands, Cayman Islands, Curaçao, Falkland Islands, French Polynesia, Greenland, 
Montserrat, New Caledonia, Pitcairn Islands, Saba, Saint Barthélémy, Saint Helena, Saint Pierre and Miquelon, SintEustatius, Sint
Maarten, Turks and Caicos Islands, Wallis and Futuna .

Horizon 2020 associated countries 

Third countries listed in General Annex A

International organisation of European interest*

*International organisation not of European interest can be eligible for funding only 
exceptionally     
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Other countries eligible to receive 
funding

Legal entities established in countries not listed in Annex A and 
international organisations will only be eligible for funding:

if explicitly mentioned in the call text, or

when funding for such participants is provided for under a 
bilateral scientific and technological agreement or any other 
arrangement between the Union and an international 
organisation or a third country, or

when the Commission deems participation of an entity 
essential for carrying out the action
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Who evaluates the proposals?
Å Independent experts contracted through joint research expert database

Å Covering the in depth the technology and application possibilities

Å Some topics may require a mix of expertise, including business aspects, users, 
experts more aware of the framework conditions or with a "helicopter"-view. 

Register as an expert at 
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-
tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/wor
k-as-an-expert

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/work-as-an-expert
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Expert allocation

Å Each proposal has minimum 3 evaluating experts and 1 rapporteur

Å No conflict of interest with any proposal in the topic

Å Balance in terms of 

1. Skills, experience and knowledge

2. Other factors

geographical diversity

gender

where appropriate, the private and public sectors

an appropriate turnover from year to year
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More precise proposal information 
leads to more precise expert 
identification
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Evaluation
Å Each expert prepares an individual evaluation report 

remotely

Å Experts gather to Brussels / Prague for consensus 
meetings facilitated by REA / GSA staff

Å Resulting in a consensus report
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Proposal scoring

Å Maximum score: 15.0

Å Individual criteria threshold: 3.0

Å Total score threshold: 10.0
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Excellence: 
"The 
objectives é.."

Impact: 
"The innovation
capacity é.."

Quality and efficiency of 
the implementation : 
"The management é.."

Multiplied by 1,5 for
Innovation actions
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Proposal scoring

Å 0 - Proposal fails to address the criterion 
or cannot be assessed due to missing or incomplete information

Å 1 - Poor. The criterion is inadequately addressed or there are serious inherent weaknesses

Å 2 - Fair. The proposal broadly addresses the criterion, there are significant weaknesses

Å 3 - Good. The proposal addresses the criterion well, but a number of shortcomingsare 

present 

Å 4 - Very Good. The proposal addresses the criterion very well, but a small number of 

shortcomingsare present

Å 5 - Excellent. The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of the criterion. Any 

shortcomingsare minor
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Rules for the ranking 
Å By total score

Å Ranking ties: 
1. In caseof sub-topics: Priorityfor the proposaladdressinga sub-topic not yet coveredby

higher-rankedproposals

2. Usingpriority criteria: RIA ς1) excellence 2) impact ; IA ς1) impact 2) excellence

3. Using other criteria such as:

SMEs (budget)

Gender in consortium (% and role)
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Ethics screening and security 
scrutiny 

After evaluation, funding and reservelist proposalssubject to ethics

screeningbya separatesetof experts

To identify and to recommendhow to addressanyethics

issues

dual-use,dataprotection,third countriesetc.

The agency may also send security sensitive

proposalsto a securityscrutinybefore they can be

selectedfor funding
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Information to applicants and Evaluation 
review

Å Applicants informed of results max 5 months from the call closure

Å If an applicant considers that the evaluation of a proposal was not carried 
out in accordance with the Rules for Participation, the work 
programme/call, or the relevant Manual s/he may file a request for 
evaluation review on the Participant Portal within 30 days of being 
informed of the evaluation results.

Å The scope of the evaluation review procedure will cover only the 
procedural aspects of the evaluation. Its role is not to call into question the 
judgment of appropriately qualified experts.

Å Applicants must base their complaint on the information contained in the 
Evaluation Summary Report (ESR), possibly with reference, as the case may 
be, to the conditions of the call for proposals, work programme, 
evaluation rules, etc.
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ÁGrant Agreements signed within 8 months from call closure

ÁGrant preparation in close interaction with beneficiaries:

ÁMinor modifications in content, only if necessary

ÁAdministrative procedure (e.g., validations, financial viability check, if 
needed) with minimised administrative burden for applicants and high 
reliance on electronic submissions

ÁInternal procedure: award decision, budgetary commitment

ÁGrant Agreement signature

ÁPre-financing to consortium

!ŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴΧ



Thank you! 

#InvestEUresearch
www.ec.europa.eu/research


