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ERC StG&CoG 2023
Proposal B1b, B1c



[Please follow the template below as closely as 
possible; it may be adapted as necessary]

Section B1b Curriculum vitae



• Personal Information: declaración de hechos/ actualizar webs
• Education: PhD, Master, Licenciatura/ director(a) PhD/ distinciones
• Current Position(s): dobles afiliaciones/ posición adecuada para el proyecto
• Previous Position(s): si no hay movimientos, destacar los hechos por etapa
• Fellowships & Awards: también las rechazadas
• Supervision of Students: capacidad de gestionar un equipo y de crear escuela
• Teaching Activities (if Applic): relac. temática del proyecto/distinguir nivel
• Organis. Scientific Meetings: muestra liderazgo
• Institutional Responsibilities: muestra capacidad de gestión/administrativa
• Reviewing Activities: regular reviewer/editorial boards…
• Memberships Scientific Societies
• Major Collaborations: con nombres e institución/ consorcios, co-autores…
• COVID-19 impact to scientific productivity
• Career Breaks

[Please follow the template below as closely as 
possible; it may be adapted as necessary]

Section B1b Curriculum vitae



[Please follow the template below as closely as 
possible; it may be adapted as necessary]

Section B1b Curriculum vitae



• Commissions of Trust: experto del Plan Nacional, de COST Actions…
• Publications
• Some Selected Publications
• Funding: Projects: los pasados. Los actuales en sección Funding ID
• Outreach – Press – Media
• Patents

• Invited presentations to internationally established conferences and/or 
international advanced schools: Key note speaker/participadas/conf. 
relevantes en tu campo

• Research Expeditions: no son field works/ larga duración/lideradas o 
participadas

• Industrial/Architectural Designs
• Innovation leadership: para aquellos campos que tenga una relación directa 

entre el estudio y la aplicabilidad en el mundo real
• ALL RELEVANT ACTIVITIES 

Section B1b Curriculum vitae



https://www.uv.es/gaita/decresim.html

Section B1b Curriculum vitae

https://www.uv.es/gaita/decresim.html


http://marcobaroni.org/composes/composes_ERC_2011_StG_PartB1.pdf

https://gboleda.github.io/proposals/B1-AMORE-ERC_StG_2016-def.pdf

Section B1b Curriculum vitae

http://marcobaroni.org/composes/composes_ERC_2011_StG_PartB1.pdf
https://gboleda.github.io/proposals/B1-AMORE-ERC_StG_2016-def.pdf


Section B1b Curriculum vitae

http://marcobaroni.org/composes/composes_ERC_2011_StG_PartB1.pdf

https://figshare.com/articles/journal_contribution/My_successful_ERC_Starting_Grant_Proposal/7110767

http://marcobaroni.org/composes/composes_ERC_2011_StG_PartB1.pdf
https://figshare.com/articles/journal_contribution/My_successful_ERC_Starting_Grant_Proposal/7110767


• Novedad
• Overlap
• Double funding

Appendix: All ongoing and submitted grants and funding of the PI
Mandatory information
(not counted towards page limits)

Describe clearly any scientific overlap between your ERC application 
and the current research grant or on-going grant application.

Appendix (Funding ID)



Section B1c Early achivements track-record 



Section B1c Early achivements track-record 

PIs should list their important achievements (if applicable, and in addition to 
any other scientific achievements deemed relevant by the applicant in 
relation to their research field and project):
- Most important publications(up to five for Starting Grant and up to ten for 
Consolidator Grant) in major international peer-reviewed multi-disciplinary 
scientific journals and/or in the leading international peer-reviewed journals, 
peer-reviewed conferences proceedings and/or monographs of their respective 
research fields, highlighting those as main author and/or without the co-
authorship of their PhD supervisor (properly referenced, field relevant 
bibliometric indicators, except the Journal Impact Factor, may also be included). 
- Research monographs and any translations thereof. 
- Granted patent(s); invited presentations to internationally established 
conferences and/or international advanced schools; Prizes/Awards/Academy 
memberships etc. 

The publications should be properly referenced, including all authors in the 
published order (Please see section 1.1 on Research integrity). 
A short narrative describing the scientific importance of the research outputs 
and the role played by the Principal Investigator in their production may be 
included. 

(see ‘Information for Applicants to the StG+CoG 2023 Call'– 2. completing an application

Fuente: GfA ERC 2022 StG+CoG. https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-
2027/horizon/guidance/information-for-applicants_he-erc-stg-cog_en.pdf

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/information-for-applicants_he-erc-stg-cog_en.pdf


Section B1c Early achivements track-record 

PIs should list their important achievements (if applicable, and in addition to 
any other scientific achievements deemed relevant by the applicant in 
relation to their research field and project):
- Most important publications(up to five for Starting Grant and up to ten for 
Consolidator Grant) in major international peer-reviewed multi-disciplinary 
scientific journals and/or in the leading international peer-reviewed journals, 
peer-reviewed conferences proceedings and/or monographs of their respective 
research fields, highlighting those as main author and/or without the co-
authorship of their PhD supervisor (properly referenced, field relevant 
bibliometric indicators, except the Journal Impact Factor, may also be included). 
- Research monographs and any translations thereof. 
- Granted patent(s); invited presentations to internationally established 
conferences and/or international advanced schools; Prizes/Awards/Academy 
memberships etc. 

The publications should be properly referenced, including all authors in the 
published order (Please see section 1.1 on Research integrity). 
A short narrative describing the scientific importance of the research outputs 
and the role played by the Principal Investigator in their production may be 
included. 

(see ‘Information for Applicants to the StG+CoG 2022 Call'– 2. completing an application

Fuente: GfA ERC 2022 StG+CoG. https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-
2027/horizon/guidance/information-for-applicants_he-erc-stg-cog_en.pdf

Early achievements track record
1. Up to five/up to ten publications in major 

international peer-reviewed multi-disciplinary 
scientific journals and/or in the leading 
international peer-reviewed journals, peer-
reviewed conferences proceedings and/or 
monographs of their respective research fields, 
highlighting those as main author or without 
the presence as co-author of their PhD 
supervisor (properly referenced, field relevant bibliometric 
indicators may also be included); preprints may be included, 
if freely available from a preprint server (preprints should be 
properly referenced and either a link to the preprint or a DOI 
should be provided);

2. Research monographs and any translations 
thereof;
3. Granted patent(s);
4. Invited presentations to internationally 

established conferences and/or international 
advanced schools;

5. Prizes, awards, academy memberships.
Fuente: WP ERC 2022

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/information-for-applicants_he-erc-stg-cog_en.pdf


• demonstrated the ability to conduct ground-breaking research?
• evidence of creative independent thinking? Only for StG and CoG
• required scientific expertise and capacity to successfully execute the project?
• demonstrated  sound leadership in the training and advancement of young scientists? Only for AdG

Principal Investigator - Intellectual capacity and creativity 

Research Project - Ground-breaking nature, ambition and feasibility

Scientific Approach
• is the outlined scientific approach feasible….high risk/high gain? (B1)
• are the proposed research methodology and working arrangements appropriate? (B2)
• does the proposal involve the development of novel methodology? (B2)
• are the proposed timescales, resources and PI commitment adequate? (B2)

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project (B1+B2)
• does the proposed research address important challenges?
• are the objectives ambitious and beyond the state of the art?

are there novel concepts and approaches or development between or across disciplines?
• is the proposed research high risk-high gain?

Excellence is the sole evaluation criteria
applied to the PI + Research Project

Evaluation criteria 2023 individual schemes

• Independencia
• Capacidad de liderazgo
• Originalidad del trabajo anterior
• Importancia del proyecto y del momento
• Mi entorno/mi posición/mi momento son los 

adecuados



• Opening Paragraph

Section B1c Early achivements track-record 



• Personal Statements

Fuente: Pathways to an ERC Grant: Learning from Success and Failure . Jørgen Carling. Peace Research Institute Oslo (PRIO)
https://jorgencarling.files.wordpress.com/2019/10/carling-erc-cv-and-track-record.pdf

Section B1c Early achivements track-record 

https://jorgencarling.files.wordpress.com/2019/10/carling-erc-cv-and-track-record.pdf


should list your important achievements, including your most important publications (up to 
five for Starting Grant and up to ten for Consolidator Grant) highlighting those as main author 
and/or without the co-authorship of your PhD supervisor. 
The publications should be properly referenced, including all authors in the published order 
(Please see section 1.1 on Research integrity). 
Field relevant bibliometric indicators as well as research monographs and any translations 
thereof may also be included. If applicable include: granted patent(s); invited presentations to 
internationally established conferences and/or international advanced schools; 
Prizes/Awards/Academy memberships etc. 

Fuente: GfA ERC 2020 StG+CoG
https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/other/guides_for_applicants/h2020-guide20-
erc-stg-cog_en.pdf

ERC guide for applicants: “field-relevant bibliometric indicators may also
be included”. 
✔ Sólo si agregan valor a su presentación como investigador/a. Sólo 

indicadores que sean relevantes para tu campo. 
✔ Si el  H-Index no es relevante para el campo, no lo uséis. Si hay una 

alternativa mejor, usad esa. Si no, no mencionar ningún indicador.

Section B1c Early achivements track-record 

https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/other/guides_for_applicants/h2020-guide20-erc-stg-cog_en.pdf


• H-index

Section B1c Early achivements track-record 



• The particularities of your field research

Section B1c Early achivements track-record 



Fuente: Pathways to an ERC Grant: Learning from Success and Failure . Jørgen Carling. Peace Research Institute Oslo (PRIO)
https://jorgencarling.files.wordpress.com/2019/10/carling-erc-cv-and-track-record.pdf

Section B1c Early achivements track-record 

https://jorgencarling.files.wordpress.com/2019/10/carling-erc-cv-and-track-record.pdf


Fuente: Pathways to an ERC Grant: Learning from Success and Failure . Jørgen Carling. Peace Research Institute Oslo (PRIO)
https://jorgencarling.files.wordpress.com/2019/10/carling-erc-cv-and-track-record.pdf

• Selected Achievements
• Selected Publications

Section B1c Early achivements track-record 

https://jorgencarling.files.wordpress.com/2019/10/carling-erc-cv-and-track-record.pdf


• Selected Publications

Section B1c Early achivements track-record 

http://marcobaroni.org/composes/composes_ERC_2011_StG_PartB1.pdf

http://marcobaroni.org/composes/composes_ERC_2011_StG_PartB1.pdf


ERC StG 2023
Proposal B1a + B2



Research Project 

Scientific Approach
• feasible scientific approach ….high risk/high gain? (B1)
• research methodology and working arrangements? (B2)
• development of novel methodology (B2)
• timescales, resources and PI commitment adequate? (B2)

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project (B1+B2)
• important challenges 
• ambitious objectives and beyond the state of the art (novel concepts, 

approaches or development between or across disciplines)

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project (B1+B2)
• high risk-high gain research (B1+B2)

Estructura – B1

Sugerencia de Headings en base a los criterios de evaluación

3 pages/5

0,5-1 pages/5

1-1,5 pages/5

[first page of
your proposal]



Research Project 

Scientific Approach
• feasible scientific approach ….high risk/high gain? (B1)
• research methodology and working arrangements? (B2)
• development of novel methodology (B2)
• timescales, resources and PI commitment adequate? (B2)

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project (B1+B2)
• important challenges 
• ambitious objectives and beyond the state of the art (novel concepts, 

approaches or development between or across disciplines)

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project (B1+B2)
• high risk-high gain research (B1+B2)

Estructura – B2

Sugerencia de Headings en base a los criterios de evaluación

9 pages/14

3,5 pages/14

1,5 pages/14



¿Cuál es la Gran Pregunta de Investigación?

¿Qué es lo que tenemos que entender?

¿Qué es lo que debemos saber sobre (X fenómeno) para poder empezar 
a hacer algo que impacte en Y (campo científico, industria, sociedad,…)?

¿Cómo es la naturaleza de este reto que quieres acometer? 
¿Es un reto teórico, conceptual, aplicado?

¿Es un reto común en tu campo de investigación?
por ej. curar el cáncer…
En este caso el proyecto necesitará de una idea y concepto de proyecto 
radicalmente novedosa

…important challenges (B1 & B2)



Gran Respuesta de Investigación

Breakthrough

¿Cuál es la Gran Pregunta de Investigación?

¿Cómo vamos a dirigirnos a los challenges y cómo vamos a combinar los 
resultados para que éstos constituyan una simetría de lo que es el 
challenge?

…important challenges (B1 & B2)



¿Cuál es la Gran Pregunta de Investigación?

Fuente: https://www.lavanguardia.com/vanguardia-de-la-
ciencia/20220206/8030235/maria-llorens-martin-nuevas-
neuronas.html
https://twitter.com/CSIC/status/1492055739292074002?s=20&t=cW
UAjLRU1Q4ilve2YyQCnQ

¿cuál es la fuente que genera 
neuronas a lo largo de la vida 

adulta?
“¿Cuáles son los mecanismos que controlan la maduración y la 

integración sináptica de las células recién generadas en los 
seres humanos y cómo es la fisiopatología de las 

enfermedades neurodegenerativas y psiquiátricas?”

…important challenges (B1 & B2)

https://www.lavanguardia.com/vanguardia-de-la-ciencia/20220206/8030235/maria-llorens-martin-nuevas-neuronas.html
https://twitter.com/CSIC/status/1492055739292074002?s=20&t=cWUAjLRU1Q4ilve2YyQCnQ


…ambitious objectives beyond SoA (B1 & B2)

¿Cómo presentar los objetivos?
1. separadamente
2. en combinación con preguntas de investigación
3. en combinación con conjeturas/hipótesis…

Objetivos más allá del Estado del Arte
• Demostrar por qué los objetivos del proyecto son ambiciosos con 

respecto a lo que se ha hecho hasta ahora (POR TI/por otros)
• El SoA ayuda a clarificar conceptos y términos usados durante la 

escritura del proyecto
• Ayuda a entender cuáles son los gaps del campo y, por tanto, 

ayuda a entender la necesidad de responder AHORA y POR TI a esa 
Gran Pregunta de Investigación

• Demuestra el conocimiento del PI en los problemas metodológicos, 
conceptuales, teóricos de campo

• Demuestra el sentido crítico o la creatividad del PI con sus aportes 
previos al SoA

Cada objetivo debería de ser (de producir) una contribución 
destacada al campo de conocimiento



• Operacionalizar la Gran Pregunta de Investigación
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Fuente: https://hhhproject.eu/starting-grant
Manuel Franco UAH

…ambitious objectives beyond SoA (B1 & B2)

https://hhhproject.eu/starting-grant


ROJO = SoA
VERDE = 
proyecto

Agrupando 
>>

Debería quedar algo así 
con respecto a las 
proporciones del proyecto 
y los objetivos en relación 
al SoA

Objetivos interrelacionados con el SoA
 No piden una revisión del SoA del campo
 No es un artículo científico
 Otorgan el dinero por los cambios (el efecto) que 

se es capaz de producir en el campo científico, no 
por escribir un buen SoA.

References (no limits)
criterio gráfico 
aportaciones al SoA del IP

…ambitious objectives beyond SoA (B1 & B2)



Publicados o no publicados 

… pero siempre del Investigador Principal

Feasibility- Evidencias o datos preliminares

Especial atención a cuestiones que susciten 
controversia en la comunidad científica

• Preliminary data
• Validation of hyphotesis via recent

publication
• Access to data set
• HI + Team



Una idea no convencional
• nuevos conceptos que no existían antes
• uso de conceptos existentes a un contexto o campo diferente
• nuevas combinaciones de principios científicos relacionados
• nuevas combinaciones de principios científicos no 

relacionados hasta ahora

Una nueva idea necesitará un nuevo enfoque
novel theoretical framework (SH)

El concepto y enfoque sería la idea subyacente (considerada en su 
conjunto) de la propuesta 

…Novel concepts and approaches or             
developments between or across 
disciplines

(B1 & B2)



Air transport has by and large been studied as a transportation 
process, in which different elements, e.g. aircraft or passengers, 
move within the system. While intuitive, this approach entails 
several drawbacks […]. The lack of a better approach is in part 
responsible for our inability to fully understand delay propagation, 
one of the most important phenomena in air 
transport. ARCTIC proposes an ambitious program to change the 
conceptual framework used to analyse air transport, inspired by 
the way the brain is studied in neuroscience. It is based on 
understanding air transport as an information processing system, 
in which the movement of aircraft is merely a vehicle for 
information transfer. […] The approach also entails important 
challenges, […]  point towards a radically new way of thinking 
about the dynamics of air transport. […] 

Air Transport as Information and Computation ARCTIC ERC-2019-STG SH2

Novel 
concept

…Novel concepts and approaches or             
developments between or across 
disciplines

(B1 & B2)



Research Project 

Scientific Approach
• feasible scientific approach ….high risk/high gain? (B1)
• research methodology and working arrangements? (B2)
• development of novel methodology (B2)
• timescales, resources and PI commitment adequate? (B2)

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project (B1+B2)
• important challenges 
• ambitious objectives and beyond the state of the art (novel concepts, 

approaches or development between or across disciplines)

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project (B1+B2)
• high risk-high gain research (B1+B2)

3 pages/5

9 pages/14

Scientific approach
Feasible scientific approach vs. methodology



B1a: “feasible outlined scientific approach bearing in 
mind the research is high risk/high gain”

Idea de concepto:
Le Corbusier | Unite d´Habitation | Marsella, Francia | 1945-1952

B1a = is about the vision

El grado de detalle...

Scientific approach
Feasible scientific approach vs. methodology



B2: “methodology appropiate to achieve the goals”

Desarrollo  de la idea de concepto:
Sección transversal célula y edificio
Plantas de los dos apartamentos que componen un paquete

B2 = technical manual of execution

El grado de detalle...

Scientific approach
Feasible scientific approach vs. methodology



• research methodology and working 
arrangements

• development of novel methodology

• timescales, resources and PI 
commitment

• Strategy to achieve the workplan. HOW?
• WPs/objectives/aims > tasks > outcomes
• Methods, data, tools per WP
• NO: one single way/ waterfall design
• Complexity, loops, iterative design
• Key Intermediate Goals. Time-based

• New methods, techniques, tools, data.
• Known methodology used for the first 

time in another field
• No new methodology> no high risk> no 

high gain

• Timeline and human resources per 
objective and or task

• Expertise needed per objective. Team 
composition during the 5 years.

• Your commitment to the project (leader 
of your research team)

9 pages/14

(B2)
Scientific approach
methodology



Fuente: Presentación Webinar AdG2020 - 29th May 2020

Gráfica/diseño de la metodología investigación
Lossless Information for Emerging Information Technologies (L E I T)
Clivia M. Sotomayor Torres  ERC-2019-Advanced Grant

LEIT project description in one picture



AdG 2019

Fuente: https://eshorizonte2020.es/ciencia-excelente/consejo-europeo-de-investigacion-erc/noticias/documentacion-jornada-informativa-
nacional-european-research-council-convocatorias-2021

Gráfica/diseño de la metodología investigación

https://eshorizonte2020.es/ciencia-excelente/consejo-europeo-de-investigacion-erc/noticias/documentacion-jornada-informativa-nacional-european-research-council-convocatorias-2021


AdG 2019

Fuente: https://eshorizonte2020.es/ciencia-excelente/consejo-europeo-de-investigacion-erc/noticias/documentacion-jornada-informativa-
nacional-european-research-council-convocatorias-2021

Gráfica/diseño de la metodología investigación

https://eshorizonte2020.es/ciencia-excelente/consejo-europeo-de-investigacion-erc/noticias/documentacion-jornada-informativa-nacional-european-research-council-convocatorias-2021


Terminar la narrativa haciendo un repaso conciso a este criterio de 
evaluación: análisis de impacto en un apartado separado al final de la 
propuesta a modo de síntesis
The expected impacts must be listed in the text.
High-gain in your field and in adjacent fields
Suggest the direction your field of research should follow

Risk mitigation strategy (conceptual risks vs. operational risks)
Preliminary evidence

Does this risk justify the potential gain?
“Risk assessment is more than a proof of maturity. It shows your way 
of thinking and that your choices were not picked randomly, but that 
you thought of all options available” Odeta Limaj Officer ERCEA

The ERC funds frontier research (basic and applied).
For applied projects, discuss what are the contributions to basic science

Contributions vs. Publications

The impact

…high-risk/high-gain research (B1 & B2)



¿Cómo presentarlo en la propuesta? (aquí un ejemplo: ALiEN ERC-2020-AdG)

Fuente: https://marcobaroni.org/alien/

B1

B2

…high-risk/high-gain research (B1 & B2)

https://marcobaroni.org/alien/


¿Cómo presentarlo en la propuesta? (aquí un ejemplo: DEEPMED ERC-2020-COG)

https://www.academia.edu/49122878/B1_ERC_CoG_DEEPMED_Discovering_the_Deep_Mediterranean_Environment_A_History_of_Science_and_Strategy_1860_2020_

B1

…high-risk/high-gain research (B1 & B2)

https://www.academia.edu/49122878/B1_ERC_CoG_DEEPMED_Discovering_the_Deep_Mediterranean_Environment_A_History_of_Science_and_Strategy_1860_2020_


¿Cómo presentarlo en la propuesta? (aquí un ejemplo: ALiEN ERC-2020-AdG)

Fuente: 
https://marcobaroni.org/alien/

…high-risk/high-gain research (B1 & B2)

https://marcobaroni.org/alien/


The budget



A. Total personnel costs
• PI + Team members >team composition over the years
B. Subcontracting costs (no OH)
C. Total purchase costs
C.1 Travel and subsistence
C.2 Equipment including major equipment > depretiation costs
C.3 Total other goods, works and services
• Consumables including fieldwork and animal costs
• Publications (including Open Access fees and dissemination) > OA mandatory
• Other additional direct costs
D. Internally invoiced goods and services (no OH)
E. Indirect Costs > 25% Direct Costs flat rate
TOTAL ELIGIBLE COSTS
REQUESTED EU CONTRIBUTION

* Actualizar cuando se publique la Guía del solicitante StG 2023(

The Budget *

Host Institution rules apply!

Additional
budget

(a) 'start-up' costs for a PI 
moving from another country 
to the EU or an AC
(b) the purchase of major 
equipment 
(c) access to large facilities
(d) other major experimental 
and field work costs, 
excluding personnel costs,



The PI + Team Members

El/la PI lidera el proyecto (no hay más PIs que generen consorcio o que sumen
para evaluar el perfil individual) 

El PI elige a sus team members, que participarán en este proyecto ERC.

Team members: personal de investigación de cualquier nivel: PhD students, 
Postdocs, personal técnico, personal especialista (senior staff), …

A nivel de propuesta se definen roles necesarios.
A nivel de propuesta, los team members deben estar asignados a 
tareas/objetivos concretos del proyecto. Su participación debe ser necesaria.

Principal
Investigator

Principal Investigator
+ Research Team

with Experts / workshops

Principal Investigator
+ Research Team



Team Members

Los team members pueden ser del grupo de investigación o 
pueden ser nuevas personas. Pueden estar en la Host 
Institution o  en otra institución.

Ejemplo:
El PI necesita tener a un posdoc trabajando en una institución
alemana ya que ahí hay equipamiento especializado para llevar
a cabo algunos experimentos necesarios para la acción. 

Opciones (máxima flexibilidad)
1. Team member contratado en la HI española; usa el 

equipamiento del laboratorio alemán en acuerdo con la 
additional legal entity.

2. Team member contratado directamente por el laboratorio
alemán (in-kind contribution provided outside the premises)



Project Budget

All funding requested is assessed during second step of the
evaluation process.

These costs are justified separately in the proposal. There is no 
definition of “equipment” or “facilities” and all requests will be 
evaluated by the peer review panel.



RANGO Ó Nº PAG

Forms A. Part 4. Ethics issues table + Ethics Self-Assessment

Ethics self-assessment



RANGO Ó Nº PAG

Ethics self-assessment

Ethics Self-Assessment

• Ethical dimension of the 
objectives, methodology 
and likely impact

• Compliance with ethical 
principles and relevant 
legislations

Forms A. Part 4. Ethics issues table + Ethics Self-Assessment



PhD 
certificate

Extension to the eligibility
window (clinical training, 
maternity,…)

Adjuntar cualquier autorización o permiso recabado para el trabajo 
propuesto. Se han de incluir copias (no cuentan para el límite de páginas de 
la propuesta porque se adjunta como anexos). 
Los documentos se deben presentar en un idioma oficial de la UE o el 
documento original junto con una traducción certificada en inglés o otra 
lengua oficial de la UE. 
• Por ej. Informe comité ética instituciones participantes, Formulario de 

consentimiento de voluntarios, Documentos informativos y de 
consentimiento informado para la Realización de la prueba,..

Para facilitar el análisis de las cuestiones éticas: proporcionar un resumen 
en inglés de la documentación que se adjunta cuando estos documentos no 
estén en inglés. 

ethical issues
annexes

Ethics self-assessment
Forms A. Annexes



Proporcionar una descripción narrativa de los problemas éticos 
asociados a la propuesta (en), asegurándose de cubrir todos los 
temas marcados en la tabla de cuestiones éticas.

• Descripción de los posibles problemas éticos de la acción 
propuesta con respecto a sus objetivos; la metodología y las 
posibles implicaciones de los resultados;

• Explicación de cómo se cumplirán los requisitos éticos 
establecidos en el programa de trabajo;

• Declaración sobre cómo la propuesta cumple con los requisitos 
éticos y legales nacionales de la UE y / o del tercer país donde 
se llevará a cabo la acción;

• Indicación de qué autorizaciones particulares pueden ser 
necesarias durante la vida del proyecto.

Ethics self-assessment
Part B2



ERC Evaluation Summary Reports (ESRs)



Outstanding (4 points)
Excellent (3 points)
Very good (2 points)
Good (1 point)

Estructura del Evaluation Summary Report -ESR

- conduct ground-breaking research
- evidence of creative independent thinking
- scientific expertise and capacity to successfully
execute the project



- The nature of the proposal is incremental and unlikely will achieve a ground-breaking
contribution to the field.
-The track record of the PI is also below ERC standards, both regarding publications and
visibility..”

- The track record of the PI of achieving relevant result is strong, but the PI has not yet
reached a high degree of visibility.
-The content of the research work programme is interesting and substantial, but there is
not sufficient evidence for the novelty of the approach. The proposal is rather incremental
nature, not convincing it would lead to a major breakthrough.”

-The proposal is of good quality and relevance. However, the proposal is not sufficiently
ground-breaking and too narrowly focused on X.
-Acknowledgment of the applicant’s scientific achievements in the field. However, the
publication record is limited and he has not demonstrated yet sufficient independent
creativity”

Starting Grant 2020 

Why an ERC proposal can fail at 1 step?



“The idea of the proposal is ambitious and beyond the state of the art, but the proposal itself is not 
well defined enough to be credible.
I would consider this high gain and high risk. However, the risk is so high that I don't think the PI 
realizes it nor addresses it. Applying X method to these research field is a hot area at the moment, 
making it a somewhat saturated
space at the moment since there are so many big advances happening. ….It's the extreme riskiness 
of this research direction that makes the proposal less credible.
The direction of the research is good, but the approach lacks sufficient detail to assess its 
feasibility. … I would have preferred more scientific detail on the approaches and discussion of 
feasibility.”

The PI is excellent and has considerable experience in X research, directly relevant to the project, 
and a strong publication record in the field.
This proposal addresses an important area in the X energy. The approach is to develop X. The 
panel appreciated the potential of this novel approach.
However, there was disappointment that the methodology had not been developed in more detail in 
Part B2 of the proposal. There was also concern about the lack of detail on the resource allocation 
and risk analysis.

Starting Grant 2020 

Why an ERC proposal can fail at 2 step?



Advanced Grant 2019 - PE

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project

The project is ambitious and high-risk/high-gain, even to the extent that the claimed objectives
seem hard to impossible to reach. It sometimes even seems hard to design experiments to 
evaluate the objectives.
It is not sufficiently clear whether and why these problems represent the most critical issues in 
the field, and whether solving these issues brings a real breakthrough in xxxx technology.
The project is very applied, more on the R&D side than on truly scientific development. …
So much has been written about XXX that I find difficult to spot the specifics of the current
proposed research project that would isolate it as being particularly innovative. The setting is
quite standard, based on observations of ages …., and the assumption that the panel of 
participants to the study is representative of xxxx, i.e., that no bias is involved in their
selection…
The tools used for ----- appear to be quite standard.
I would have expected a more ambitious perspective for this.
The project is incremental when compared with the existing methodology.
The PI is proposing to apply the theory ---- . This is clearly high level mathematics but the
challenging character of the new applications is questionable. This is more the continuation of 
previous works with interesting new aspects.

Why an ERC proposal can fail?



Scientific Approach
The proposal does have an ambitious and interesting long-term objective but it does not
convincingly break down that objective in more realistic, precise and more measurable
shorter-time objectives.
The scientific approach is not completely clear to me, and I do not clearly see what is the
breakthrough which the PI counts upon to develop his product. In any case, the scientific
approach is towards patenting innovative products rather than developing new scientific
knowledge.
..there is no issue with the expected outcome of the work..
..the project stands far away from a high risk/high gain enterprise. It seems to articulate
seamlessly with the past and current works of the PI.
It is my opinion that the research proposed is not high-risk/high-gain.

Why an ERC proposal can fail? Advanced Grant 2019 - PE



Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project
The main research question underlying the project is interesting and the gaps identified in 
the literature seem to be generally accurate…

…the suggested theoretical framework is very dense and difficult to follow. There are a 
large number of concepts and levels of analysis.

The project and theoretical framework is potentially very novel and can yield important new 
findings, but it needs to be further elaborated and clarified to understand what it brings to 
current research. 

Scientific Approach
The project appears to be feasible, The methodology, timeline and execution is quite well
defined, but without some further clarification of the theoretical framework and some more 
information about how the many questions are to be investigated empirically, it is hard to 
evaluate. 

Why an ERC proposal can fail? Advanced Grant 2019 - SH



MUCHAS GRACIAS
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