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ERC Grant Schemes
Advanced Grants
Consolidator Grants

Starting Grants

2-7 years after PhD
up to € 1.5 + 1 Mio
for 5 years
50%
50%

30%

7-12 years after PhD
up to € 2 + 1 Mio
for 5 years
40%
50%

track-record of significant
research achievements
in the last 10 years
up to € 2.5 + 1 Mio
for 5 years
30%
50%

Synergy Grants
2 – 4 Principal Investigators
any career stage
up to € 10.0 + 4 Mio for 6 years
1 PI can be based outside EU/Associated Country

50%, except
non-EU/AC PI

Proof-of-Concept
bridging gap between research - earliest stage of marketable or social innovation
lump sum €150,000 for ERC grant holders
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ERC Funded Projects by Country of Host Institutions
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ERC Grants versus Top Publications
Correlation of 0.97
between nr of ERC grants
and nr of top-1% highly
cited publications per
country.
Correlation of 0.85
between nr of ERC grants
and GERD per country.

Linear fit

Host countries as of
26/08/2020
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Researchers from Norway at the ERC
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Is your country successful in the Synergy grants calls?
SyG 2020 Success rate by country of Host institutions
(counting all occurrences of HIs in a given country)
Success rate

60%

SR

50%

1

Funded

1

40%
30%
20%

1
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2

2

19

10%

0%

20% 16% 14% 14% 13% 11% 10%

1
1
9%

1
9%

CY AT CH DE NO PL FR IE EL

3
9%

10

5

1

2

8

9%

8%

7%

7%

6%

3
4%

5
3

2%

IL ES NL PT DK UK SE IT

EU+AC

50% 50% 20% 14%

8%

JP CL CA AU US
Other

Additional 37 countries have no successful proposals
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Overview

Features of a Synergy grant
Preparing an application
Evaluation criteria
Evaluation process and timeline
Hints and tips
SyG 2020 proposals overview
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Design of the Synergy call 2023
The grant scheme description is pending on the approval of the ERC Work
Programme 2023 in mid-July. Please check the final version on the ERC website.
SyG-2023
Call budget:
300 M€

3 step evaluation:
with interviews with all
PIs in step 3

~30 grants to
be funded
Host
Institutions in
EU or AC, with
the possibility
of having one
HI outside

Note: it does not apply
to the Principal
Investigator applying
with a Host Institution
outside of EU or AC

Grant size:
up to 10M€
+ 4M€ for 6
years

2-3-4
Principal
Investigators
(PIs)

≥50% of
working time
in EU or AC
≥30% of
working time
on the ERC
project

No
restrictions on
their location
at the time of
application

SyG2023 call to open for
submission on 13 July
2022

SyG2023: call to close for
submission of proposals
on 8 November 2022

PIs can be
in the same
or different
institutions
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ERC Synergy Grant features
Joint effort
Breakthroughs
not possible by
individual PIs
working alone

Synergy

Strong
commitment
A PI is expected
to remain part of
the group for the
whole grant

Ambitious
research
problem

Equality
among PIs
With a
designated
corresponding PI

Know-how of the
group
+
Combination of
scientific
approaches

PIs of any
career stage
PIs choose the
type of track
record
(StG/CoG/AdG)
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ERC Synergy Grant features
Synergy aspects

SYNERGY

A major scientific question with a
transformative scientific potential that could
not be addressed by an individual PI and their
team working alone
Involves teams with exceptional
combinations of knowledge and skills with
the PIs holding a central role

PIs must demonstrate that their group can
successfully bring together the scientific
elements necessary to address the scope and
complexity of the proposed research question.
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ERC Synergy Grant features
Synergy aspects
NOT
SYNERGY

Loose cooperation or
networking between PIs

Simple passing of data or
information from one team
to another

Note: The proposed work does not need to cover more than
one discipline or field to be considered for the Synergy grants
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ERC Synergy - Proposal Structure
In step 1 only part B1 is reviewed.
Administrative data and eligibility are checked by ERC staff.
Note! Each Host Institution has to submit their support letter for the PI(s) hosted by them.

Administrative forms (Part A)

Part B1 (submitted as pdf)
Evaluated in Step 1 & Step 2 & Step 3

1 – General information
2 – Administrative data of organisations
3 – Budget
4 – Ethics
5 – Call specific questions
4-6 ERC keywords are selected, panels are
not defined at submission

Text box - Cross-domain nature explanation
a – Extended synopsis
5 pages
b – Curriculum vitae
2 pages per PI!
Appendix – Funding ID
c - Track-record
2 pages per PI!

Part B2 (submitted as pdf)
NOT evaluated in Step 1 (only in Step 2 & 3)

Annexes
Commitment of all the Host Institutions, ethics
docs, etc.

Scientific proposal
15 pages
a – State-of-the-art and objectives
b – Methodology
c – Resources (budget breakdown per PI + a joint one)

SyG2023 - check Guidelines in the 2023 Information for Applicants
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Proposal submission
updated guidance on the track record
Review of funding strategy in light of DORA principles discussed by the Standing Committee on Panels.
Regarding the WP the following advice was integrated in the text:
‒ Journal Impact Factor not accepted anymore among the field relevant bibliometric indicators
that may be included as part of the publications track record required for applications to the main
frontier research grants,
‒ The track record should specify that the list of achievements under each Principal Investigator
profile is not exclusive, other types of achievements can be included if relevant to the research field
and project proposal,
‒ Within the existing proposal template and page limits, Principal Investigators can provide a short
narrative description of the scientific importance of the research outputs submitted as part of
the proposal, and of the role that the Principal Investigator played in their production.
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Evaluation
hardship measures related to Covid-19
In the context of the Covid-19 outbreak, applicants may mention in their research proposal
(Curriculum Vitae) any specific situation caused by the pandemic that had a negative effect on
their curriculum vitae or track record.
Features:
‒ Similar to the approach used for career breaks and unconventional research career paths,
‒ Case-by-case evaluation by each Panel based on the applicant’s statements,
‒ Part B1 template of the proposal includes a dedicated section to describe the Covid-19 impact
to scientific productivity.
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New eligibility condition
Gender Equality Plan
• Host Institutions must have a Gender Equality Plan (GEP) in place for the duration of the project.
•

The absence of a GEP does not affect the evaluation of a proposal. For SyG2023 a GEP is obligatory at
granting stage.

•

The attention of applicants is called at the time of application about the consequence of the absence of a
GEP at the time of the signature of the grant.

•

The Gender Equality Plan requirement is detailed in the new Annex 5 of the Work Programme. Minimum
process-related requirements:
‒ Formal document published on the institution’s website and signed by the top management,
‒ Commitment of resources and gender expertise to implement it,
‒ Production of sex/gender disaggregated data on personnel (and students for establishments
concerned) and annual reporting based on indicators,
‒ Awareness raising/trainings on gender equality and unconscious gender biases for staff and
decision-makers.
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Indicative submission restrictions for the SyG2023 call
Please check the actual rules in the ERC Work Programme 2023 to be adopted midJuly 2022.
When checking for a rule look for the call year, not calendar year.
Evaluation

Can a PI apply to

Result of SyG2022

Step

StG/CoG
call in 2023?

AdG call in 2023?

SyG call in 2023?

C

1

yes

no

no

B

1

yes

yes

yes

B

2

yes

yes

yes

A or B

3

yes

yes

yes

Applicants to previous StG/CoG/AdG ERC calls can apply to the SyG2023 call regardless of the
score received previously.

To be eligible for SyG2023: a running ERC grant has to end before 8 November 2025
A PI can be part of only one application published under the same Work Programme regardless of
the call. The first application will be considered, the subsequent ones will be declared ineligible.
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What are the evaluation criteria?
Excellence is the sole evaluation criterion: addressed at two levels
1. EXCELLENCE OF THE RESEARCH PROJECT
•
•
•
•
•
•

Ground breaking nature
Potential impact
Scientific approach
Synergetic aspects
In step 1 the feasibility is assessed only => methodology in step 2 and 3
Resources are not assessed in step 1

2. EXCELLENCE OF THE PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATORS
•
•
•
•

Each PI assessed according to their career benchmarks
Intellectual capacity
Creativity
Commitment => evaluated in step 2 and 3 only
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ERC SyG 2023 Evaluation questions
The following are used in STEP 1, 2 and 3. The answers to the below questions should
be found in part B1, as only the short synopsis is evaluated at step 1.

1. Research Project
Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project
• To what extent does the proposed research address important challenges?
• To what extent are the objectives ambitious and beyond the state of the art (e.g. novel concepts and
approaches or development between or across disciplines)?
• To what extent is the proposed research high risk-high gain (i.e. if successful the payoffs will be very
significant, but there is a high risk that the research project does not entirely fulfil its aims)?
Scientific Approach
• To what extent is the outlined scientific approach feasible bearing in mind the extent that the proposed
research is high risk/high gain?
• To what extent does the proposal go beyond what the individual Principal Investigators could achieve
alone?
• Reformulated in SyG2022: To what extent do the Principal Investigators succeed in proposing a
combination of scientific approaches that are crucial to address the scope and complexity of the research
│ 18
questions to be tackled?

ERC SyG 2023 Evaluation questions
In addition to the questions on the previous slide, the following are used only if your
proposal passed to step 2 – therefore the answers have to be found in part B2 of your
proposal

1. Research Project
Scientific Approach
• To what extent are the proposed research methodology and working arrangements appropriate to
achieve the goals of the project?
• To what extent does the proposal involve the development of novel methodology
• To what extent are the proposed timescales, resources and PI commitment adequate and properly
justified?
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ERC SyG 2023 Evaluation questions - continued
All the questions relating to the Principal Investigator group are used in all steps – be sure
you are addressing them in part B1 already

2. Principal Investigators
Intellectual capacity and creativity
• To what extent have the PIs demonstrated the ability to conduct ground-breaking research?
• To what extent do the PIs have the required scientific expertise and capacity to successfully execute
the project?
Synergy
• Reformulated in SyG2022 and used already at step 1: To what extent does the Synergy Grant Group
successfully demonstrate in the proposal that it brings together the know-how – such as skills,
experience, expertise, disciplines, teams – necessary to address the proposed research question?
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ERC SyG 2023 Evaluation Process

Step 1: 1 panel

Step 2: 5 panels

Step 3: 5 panels

REMOTE REVIEWS:
• Only part B1
• Mainly generalists
panel members
panel evaluators*

REMOTE REVIEWS:
• Parts B1 & B2
• Mainly generalists:
panel members
• Specialists: remote
referees

NO REMOTE REVIEWS
• Parts B1 & B2
• Panel members: interview
preparation: formulation of
questions based on step 2
reviews/panel discussion
11 - 15.09.2023 Meeting: panel
members; interviews with all
PIs ranking

27.02 - 03.03.2023
Meeting: panel chairs &
vice chairs  scoring:
A (max 7 x budget)
~ 230 proposals
B - rejected
C** - rejected

26 - 30.06.2023
Meeting: panel
members  scoring
A (max 4 x budget)
~ 100 proposals
B - rejected

Top A - main list ~ 30 funded
A below funding limit - reserve
+ rejected
B - rejected

*panel evaluators (PEVs) are panel members of other ERC calls assisting in the remote review phase by providing individual reviews
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** might be restricted from applying to the next ERC SyG call.
*panel evaluators are panel members of other ERC calls assisting in the review phase by providing individual reviews

Who is evaluating Synergy proposals?
SyG 2020 - Evaluators' profiles
Step 1: Remote Evaluation – all experts in one panel
203 Reviewers; 36 Nationalities; 143 Men and 60 Women (30%)

Scientific background
86 Panel Members (PMs)
Including 5 chairs and 6 vice chairs

SH
24%
PE
41%

LS
35%

117 Panel Evaluators
(PEVs) (PMs from other ERC calls)

SH
20%

LS
42%

PE
38%
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Who is evaluating Synergy proposals? (2)
SyG 2020 - Evaluators' profiles
Step 2: Panel members in 5 panels + external reviewers
• 86 Panel members - distributed in 5 panels in step 2 and 3
• Remote referees: 3528 invited – 1192 reviews submitted
• Each proposal has between 7 and 15 reviews:
• Panel members between 3 to 7 reviews per proposal
• Remote referees and panel evaluators: between 3 to 11 reviews

7.4%
Review delivered

Not replied

31.2%
34.3%

2078 Reviews
submitted for 200
proposals

Declined

Accepted but not delivered

27.0%
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Hints and tips
Preparing an application
Differences in Part B1 and Part B2
In Step 1: Panel members (act as generalists) they see only Part B1 of your proposal: Prepare it
accordingly!
 Pay particular attention to the ground-breaking nature of the research project – no
incremental research. State-of-the-art is not enough. Think big!
 For SyG: Synergetic aspects important – know-how of the group is assessed together with
the combination of the scientific elements
 Know your competitors – what is the state of play and why is your idea and scientific
approach outstanding?
 Only the extended Synopsis is read at Step 1: concise and clear presentation is crucial
(Outline only of the methodological approach – feasibility is assessed at step 1)
 Show, if applicable for StG and CoG profiles, the scientific independence in the CVs, the
scientific leadership in the AdG profile
 Funding ID to be filled in carefully for each PI
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Hints and tips
Preparing an application
Differences in Part B1 and Part B2
In Step 2 : Both Part B1 and B2 are sent to specialists around the world (specialised external
referees)
 Do not just repeat the synopsis in part B2
 Provide sufficient detail on methodology, work plan, selection of case studies etc. (15
pages) (references do not count towards page limit)
 Check coherency of figures, justify requested resources (outside of 15 pages) – pay
attention to the calculations and provide budget for each of the PIs
 Explain involvement of additional team members (it is possible to have further
beneficiaries/partners in the project)
 Provide alternative strategies to mitigate risk
In Step 3: no new reviews are written, but part B1 and B2 are re-assessed
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Hints and tips
Questions to ask yourself as an applicant
Principal Investigators – Why me, why this group?
• Is each of the PIs internationally competitive as a researcher at each of their
career stage and in each of their discipline?
• Is each of the PIs able to work independently, and to manage a 6-year project
with a substantial budget?
• How strong is the group of PIs as a whole?
• Does the proposal demonstrate that the PIs bring together the necessary
elements, the know-how to address the research question?
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Hints and tips
Questions to ask yourself as an applicant
Research Project – Why now? Why is it important?
• Why is the proposed project important?
• Does it promise to go substantially beyond the state of the art?
• Has it the chance the cross-fertilize disciplines?
• What is the scientific transformative potential?
• Does it have a grand challenge that can boost European research?
• Why are we the best/only persons to carry it out?
• Why is this particular combination of the PIs the best for the project?
• Is the other person(s) really needed as a PI or only as a team member?
• Is it timely? (Why wasn't it done in the past? Is it feasible now?)
• What's the risk? Is it justified by a substantial potential gain? Do we have a plan for managing
the risk?
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Explain the budget properly!
• Budget analysis carried out in Step 3 evaluation.
• Panels have the responsibility to ensure that resources requested are reasonable and well
justified.
• Budget cuts need to be justified on a proposal-by-proposal basis (no across-the-board cuts).
Not explained costs are often cut!

•
•
•
•

Panels recommend a final maximum budget based on the resources allocated/removed.
Panels do not 'micro-manage' project finances.
Awards made on a 'take-it-or-leave-it' basis: no negotiations.
Ask for funding for Open Access in case needed– this is obligatory in Horizon Europe!

Rumour : Ask for more money, the reviewers will anyhow cut it down.
NOT true: however, unexplained or non-motivated requests can be cut, so if you artificially inflate your
budget, it will be reduced.
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When writing the CVs
•
•
•
•

Remember that the CVs/Track Records are as important as the project!
Explain what has been each PI's own contribution to their key publications.
Explain publishing habits in the field and country if needed.
If the PI knows that he/she has gaps or other issues in the CV (e.g. co-authored publications),
explain them.
• Describe activities which can indicate scientific maturity.
• Use the CV template provided by the ERC in the submission system
• No need to provide PhD supporting documents
Rumour : One needs publications in Nature/Science/High Impact Factor journals to succeed.
NOT true. In addition note: for StG profiles: publishing with senior scientists (former supervisors)
raises doubts about maturity/scientific independence.
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Typical reasons for rejection
Principal investigators
 Insufficient track-record
 Insufficient (potential for) independence (StG and CoG profiles)
 Insufficient experience in leading projects (AdG profile)
 Complementarity of PIs not evident enough
 Not evident that the necessary elements can be successfully brought together (skills,
knowledge, experience, expertise, disciplines, methods, approaches, teams)
Proposed project
• Scope: Too narrow  too broad/unfocussed
• Not synergetic enough to achieve the aims
• Incremental research
• Work plan not detailed enough/unclear
• Insufficient risk management
Poor interview: prepare well! (all PIs in step 3 are invited to an interview)
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Hints and tips
Summing-up



Have an original and exciting idea that requires the joint effort of 2 or 3 or 4 PIs
Design a research project to implement the idea
 It is not about a consortium, but about a tight-knit small group of PIs and their teams. The PIs are equal and
indispensable for the project!



Get a letter of support from your Host Institution- each HI has to provide a support letter for the PI(s) hosted
by them



Write the research proposal (carefully plan the resources)
 Choose carefully the 4-6 keywords: applications are not submitted to a StG/CoG/AdG types of the panels







Read carefully the evaluation criteria and try to ensure that the reviewers can find the answers to them
in your proposal (part B2 is not a mere repetition of part B1)
Get feedback from your peers
Don’t underestimate the obstacle of different scientific languages when you are merging fields
Submit your research proposal before the deadline -> fully electronic/web based submission system – try
to avoid submitting on the last day
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ERC SYG2020 – Scientific Content- no privileged fields of
science or scholarship
ERC keywords in SyG 2020 proposals -> relating them to the STG/CoG/AdG panel structure

The results show a great variety in topic coverage – almost all ‘regular’ panels are covered by
the 34 funded proposals
Occurrences of keywords from ERC Panels in SyG 2020 Proposals at each step

Life Sciences

Main List

Reserve list

Physical and Engineering Sciences

Unfunded - A score

Rejected - B score

Rejected at Step 2

SH6

SH5

SH4

SH3

SH2

SH1

PE10

PE9

PE8

PE7

PE6

PE5

PE4

PE3

PE2

PE1

LS9

LS8

LS7

LS6

LS5

LS4

LS3

LS2

LS1

180
160
140
120
100
80
60
40
20
0

Social Sciences and
Humanities
Rejected at Step 1
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ERC SYG2020 – Host Institution
No. of proposals in a given Host Institution Country (in the 34 funded proposals)
example 1: France has 13 proposals in which at least one HI is French, in total involving 19 different French Host Institutions
example 2: Germany has 18 proposals involving 26 PIs who are based in 22 German Host Institutions

SyG 2020 Number of funded proposals in a Host country
(counting HI countries only once in a proposal)

20
18
16
14
12
10
8
6
4
2
0

18
13

8

7

7
4

4

DE FR UK ES CH NL AT

5
3

IT

3

IL

3

2

2

2

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

SE DK NO PT

PL

CY

IE

EL US CA AU JP

CL

EU + AC

1

Other
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ERC SYG2020 – Principal Investigators
Nationality of PIs of the proposals selected for funding

SyG 2020 country of funded proposals in relation to the nationality of the PIs
30
25
20
15
10
5
0
DE

FR

CH

ES

UK

NL

AT

IT

-5

DK

IL

SE

PL

IE

NO

BE

EU + AC

PT

CY

EL

US

CA

RU

NZ

AU

JP

CL

Other

-10
Nationals abroad

Nationals in home country

Non nationals in home country
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Take home messages – ERC Synergy grants
The end result should be more than the mere sum of the parts.
• Competitive call (7,5% success rate in SyG 2020, expected success rate of 8,4% in
Syg2022)
– only exceptional proposals are likely to be funded that will demonstrate that the truly
ambitious research questions could lead to breakthroughs only through the joint
effort of the group of PIs.
• ‘Synergy’ does not mean a loose consortium and is not the end goal
– The interaction would yield something more than just the sum of the individual parts.
– To yield possibly either unforeseen, completely new science, to cross fertilize
disciplines or to solve important research problems that until now could not be
dreamt of solving.
• Early career applicants are encouraged to apply
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Hints and tips
Where to find more information
1. The ERC Work Programme – our legal basis
2. Information for applicants
3. Videos on Synergy grants on the ERC website:
https://erc.europa.eu/funding/synergy-grants
4. Videos on ERC Classes
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xbFbzkVWgCU&list=PLtv6FnsXqnXAYRk6HCErwMxwML0ZKoMcy

•
•
•
•

What to consider before applying
How to fill in the application
The interview
How the evaluation works

1. National Contact Points (NCP) https://erc.europa.eu/funding/national-contact-points
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Thank you!
Don't hesitate to contact us:
ERC-SYG-APPLICANTS@ec.europa.eu
Giuliano.scalzi@ec.europa.eu
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Evaluation reports (ER) sent to the applicants
After the proposals are discussed in the panel meeting, a final score is awarded and
the decision summarised in a panel comment

STEP 1 REJECTED
PROPOSALS

STEP 2 REJECTED
PROPOSALS

STEP 3
ALL PROPOSALS
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• Predefined standard panel comment based on the score, summarizing the
decision taken by the panel
• Individual assessments, without names and grades
• Possible scores given by the panel: 'A', 'B', 'C'
• For 'A' score (passed to step 2) ERs are not provided
• Carefully drafted panel comments for each rejected proposal
• Individual assessments, without names and grades
• Possible scores: 'A', 'B'
• For 'A' score (passed to step 3) ERs are not provided
• Carefully drafted panel comments for each proposal
• Individual assessments, without names and grades
• Possible scores: 'A', 'B'
• Outcome based on ranking: 'A' –( funded; reserve; not funded, but
excellent quality) 'B'- not fundable
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ERC SYG2020 - Overview
441 proposals submitted - 34 funded → 116 PIs funded

Online meeting

Step 1

Step 2

Step 3

Funded

Proposals evaluated

438

200

98

34

Success rate (%)

46

49

35

7.7

Budget multiplier

5.5

2.8

1.01

1.01

Average duration (max. 72 months)

70

71

71

72

Average # PIs

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.4

% Women throughout the evaluation

23%

21%

20%

16%

Average budget requested (million €)

9.0

9.6

10

10.4

Average # HIs

2.9

3.0

3.1

3.1

% proposals including partner organisations

17%

20%

16%

18%

Call budget: 350 Million €
Total awarded grant for the 34 selected proposals: 352 133 637 €
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SyG 2020 - Profile of Principal Investigators throughout the call
The ERC Scientific Council is encouraging applications from PIs of all
career stages -> no discrimination in evaluation
Academic profile of SyG 2020 PIs by years since PhD on 1/1/2020
(% represents profile at submission)
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10
0
2

4

6

8

10 12 14 16 18 20 22 24 26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48 50 56 58

STG (2.5%) COG (9.4%)

ADG (88.1% at submission -> 95% at the end of evalaution)
Submissions

Step 2

Step 3

Funded
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ERC SyG2020 – Scientific Content (1)
Affinity of proposals to ERC scientific domains

Number of proposals in evaluation

SyG 2020 domain identification from abstracts of proposals in all evaluation steps
140

Funded
Unfunded - A score
Rejected at step 2

120
100

Reserve A
Rejected - B score
Rejected at step 1

80
60
40
20

7

12

0

LS

PE

8

0
SH

1 scientific domain (56% of funded)

LS/PE

3
LS/SH

3
PE/SH

2 scientific domains (41% of funded)

1
LS/PE/SH
3 scientific
domains (3% of
funded)
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ERC SYG2020 – Principal Investigators
Gender dimension throughout the evaluation steps

SyG 2020 Proposals by gender
100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%

77%

79%

80%

84%

23%

21%

20%

16%

At Submission

Step 2

Step 3

Main List

F

M
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ERC SYG2020 – Scientific Content (2)
ERC keywords in SyG 2020 proposals

Occurrences of keywords from ERC Panels in SyG 2020 Proposals at each step
100%
90%
80%
70%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%
0%

22% 17%
9%
8% 5% 5% 2% 7% 8% 4% 7% 2% 6% 3% 7%
7%
6%
2%
1%
0%
LS1 LS2 LS3 LS4 LS5 LS6 LS7 LS8 LS9 PE1 PE2 PE3 PE4 PE5 PE6 PE7 PE8 PE9 PE10 SH1 SH2 SH3 SH4 SH5 SH6

21%

5%

19%

18% 13%

Life Sciences

Main List

Reserve list

Physical and Engineering Sciences

Unfunded - A score

Rejected - B score

Social Sciences and
Humanities

Rejected at Step 2

Rejected at Step 1
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ERC SYG2020 – Host Institutions
10 Proposals have Host Institutions outside of EU and AC

SyG 2020 proposals by Host Institution country at submission and in funded proposals (counting all HI

HIs in submitted proposals

occurrences in a proposal)

200
180
160
140
120
100
80
60
40
20
0

100
50

5 2 1 1

1

0
US CA AU JP BR CL RU KR ZA CN NZ RS IN MY MD AR

19 22

Other

3

8 10 3

9

5

FR DE IT UK ES SE CH NL FI

3

5

2

2

2

1

1

1

1

IL AT DK BE PL NO PT TR IE EL CZ RO CY HU EE SI HR LT BG GE LV LU SK BA
EU+AC

Submitted

Funded

In 34 funded proposals, there are 4 HIs based in Widening countries (PT: 1, CY:1, PL:2 - in the same proposal)
10 based outside EU or AC (US: 5, CA: 2, AU: 1, JP: 1, CL: 1) – only one allowed per proposal
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SYG 2020 Funded Host Institutions by country
(Additional 37 countries participated with no successful proposals;
counting all occurrences of institutions per proposal in a given country)

SYG 2020 # funded Host Institutions by country
25

14%
10%

# Funded insitutions

20

Success rate

Funded

15
10
5

9%

22
19

10

14%

6%
16% 8%

9

9% 4% 2%

8
5

0

8%

5

3

3

3

13% 11% 7%
2

2

2

20% 9% 9% 7%
1
1
1
1

DE FR ES CH UK AT NL IL SE IT NO PL DK CY IE EL PT

EU+AC

5

20%
2

14% 50% 50%
1
1
1

US CA AU CL JP

Other
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