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Key Concepts: 
Where do we begin?



*basato su testo di compromesso (17 Aprile 2019)

Pillar 1
Excellent Science



JRC – JOINT RESEARCH CENTER

• JRC Mission:  As the science and knowledge service of the 
Commission our mission is to support EU policies with 
independent evidence throughout the whole policy cycle.



JRC – Knowledge Centres



JRC IN HE – GENERAL ANNEX

▪ Where provided for in the specific call conditions, applicants may 
include in their proposals the possible contribution of the JRC but the 
JRC will not participate in the preparation and submission of the 
proposal. 

▪ Applicants will indicate the contribution that the JRC could bring to the 
project based on the scope of the topic text

▪ After the evaluation process, the JRC and the consortium selected for 
funding may come to an agreement on the specific terms of the 
participation of the JRC. 

▪ If an agreement is found, the JRC would accede to the grant agreement 
as beneficiary requesting zero funding and would accede to the 
consortium as a member



SINGLE STAGE vs TWO-STAGE submission

• Evaluation procedure and ranking Calls may be subject to either a single-
stage submission procedure or a two-stage submission procedure. The 
evaluation procedure could be organised in one (standard) or several steps. 

• In the first stage of two-stage submission, applicants will be requested to 
submit only an outline application (which will be evaluated against only two 
award criteria: ‘Excellence’ and ‘Impact’).

• Successful applicants will be invited to submit a full application for the 
second stage (which will be evaluated against the full set of award criteria).



TWO STAGES – BLIND EVALUATION

Blind evaluation (in 1st stage)

● There is no evidence that the current proposal evaluation system is systematically biased. 

● There are understandable concerns that evaluation experts may be swayed – perhaps unconsciously – in favour
of proposals from well-known organisations in countries with better performing R&I systems. 

● ‘Blind’ evaluation is a way to remove any real or perceived effect of such reputational bias.

● Experts evaluate without knowing the identity of participants. 

● The work programme will include an additional admissibility criterion: applicants can not be disclosed in the 
narrative part of the proposal.

What does this mean: In the case of the two-stage proposal
submission procedure, proposals may be evaluated in the first
stage without applicants revealing their identity (e.g. names of
organisations, acronyms, logos, names of staff) in Part B of the
proposal – this is the blind evaluation initiative introduced under
Horizon Europe.



FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR THIRD PARTIES (FSTP)

• Under this mechanism, the beneficiary consortium is sometimes mandated
to distribute funding to third parties through open calls. In some cases, the
calls target SMEs and start-ups specifically, financing activities such as
studies, experiments, or pilot actions. The amount can vary from €50,000 to
€150,000 and can be provided in the form of vouchers for support activities
or prizes.

• https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-
tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/competitive-calls

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/competitive-calls
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/competitive-calls


Application Form 

RIA/IA: 
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-
2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-ria-ia_en.pdf

RIA/IA stage one: 
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-
2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-ria-ia-stage-1_en.pdf

CSA: 
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-
2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-csa_en.pdf

CSA stage one: 
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-
2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-csa-stage-1_en.pdf

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-ria-ia_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-ria-ia_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-ria-ia-stage-1_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-ria-ia-stage-1_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-csa_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-csa_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-csa-stage-1_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-csa-stage-1_en.pdf


Application form (proposal template)

Same structure 

The proposal contains two parts: 

● Part A (web-based forms) is generated by the IT system. It is based on the information 

entered by the participants through the submission system in the Funding & Tenders 

Portal. 

● Part B is the narrative part that includes three sections that each correspond to an 

evaluation criterion. Part B needs to be uploaded as a PDF document following the 

templates downloaded by the applicants in the submission system for the specific call or 

topic. 

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-ria-ia_en.pdf


Admissibility

• Applications must be submitted before the call deadline
• Applications must be submitted electronically via the Funding & 

Tenders Portal electronic submission system 
• Applications must be submitted using the forms provided inside the 

electronic submission system 
• Applications must be complete and contain all parts and mandatory 

Annexes and supporting documents 
• Applications must be readable, accessible and printable
• Applications must include a plan for the exploitation and 

dissemination of results including communication activities, unless 
provided otherwise in the specific call conditions. The plan is not 
required for applications at the first stage of two-stage procedures



Admissibility - Page limits

• For a full application is 45 pages, for topics using lump sum 
funding, the limit is 50 pages (RIA/IA)

• For CSA the limit is 30 pages, for topics using lump sum funding, 
the limit is 33 pages

• For a first-stage application is 10 pages
If an application exceeds the limits, there will be an automatic 
warning and invitation to resubmit a version that conforms to these 
limits. After the call deadline, excess pages will be automatically 
made invisible, and will not be taken into consideration by the 
evaluators



Eligibility - Consortium composition

• The consortium includes: 
• at least one independent legal entity established in a Member State; and 
• at least two other independent legal entities, each established in different 

Member States or Associated Countries.

• Applications for ‘Coordination and support’ actions may be 
submitted by one or more legal entities, which may be established 
in a Member State, Associated Country or, in exceptional cases 
and if provided for in the specific call conditions, in another third 
country



• A consortium is at the heart of any Horizon Europe project
• Don’t bring your friends
• Do understand the project’s specific needs, then bring the 

relevant partners
• Always look for Competence, Balance, Complementarity, 

Excellence, Commitment

Consortium Building





Eligibility - Entities eligible for funding

Applicants must be established in one of the eligible countries:
• the Member States of the European Union, including their 

outermost regions;
• the Overseas Countries and Territories (OCTs) linked to the 

Member States;
• eligible non-EU countries :

• countries associated to Horizon Europe
• low- and middle-income countries

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/common/guidance/list-3rd-country-participation_horizon-euratom_en.pdf


Eligibility - formatting conditions

The reference font for the body text of proposals is Times New Roman (Windows platforms), 
Times/Times New Roman (Apple platforms) or Nimbus Roman No. 9 L (Linux distributions).

The use of a different font for the body text is not advised and is subject to the cumulative 
conditions that the font is legible and that its use does not significantly shorten the 
representation of the proposal in number of pages compared to using the reference font (for 
example with a view to bypass the page limit).

The minimum font size allowed is 11 points. Standard character spacing and a minimum of 
single line spacing is to be used. This applies to the body text, including text in tables.

Text elements other than the body text, such as headers, foot/end notes, captions, formula's, 
may deviate, but must be legible.

The page size is A4, and all margins (top, bottom, left, right) should be at least 15 mm (not 
including any footers or headers).



Idea
Consortium

building Submission

Evaluation & Selection

Signature of the 
Grant Agreement

Communication, 
Dissemination &

Exploitation

Signature of the 
Consortium Agreement

Activities

Payment and Starting Date

Topic identification Proposal preparation



Example
• Type of action
• Deadline date
• Budget available
• Topic description
• Topic destination (Main expected impacts)
• Admissibility conditions
• Other eligibility conditions

Topic identification

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/topic-details/HORIZON-CL6-2025-01-CIRCBIO-14?isExactMatch=true&status=31094501,31094502,31094503&frameworkProgramme=43108390&callIdentifier=HORIZON-CL6-2025-01&order=DESC&pageNumber=1&pageSize=50&sortBy=startDate


HE template – part B



Part B Section 1 – Excellence
The scientific core



Proposal template Part B: technical description

1. Excellence
1.1 Objectives and ambition [e.g. 4 pages]
1.2 Methodology [e.g. 15 pages]
2. Impact
2.1 Project’s pathways towards impact [e.g. 4 pages]
2.2 Measures to maximise impact - Dissemination, exploitation and communication [e.g. 5 pages]
2.3 Summary (Canvas table)
3. Quality and efficiency of the implementation
3.1 Work plan and resources [e.g. 14 pages – including tables]
3.2 Capacity of participants and consortium as a whole [e.g. 3 pages]



1. Excellence 
1.1 Objectives and ambition [e.g. 4 pages]
1.2 Methodology [e.g. 14 pages]

25

Proposal template Part B - Section 1



1.1 Objectives and ambition (e.g. 4 pages)

• Briefly describe the objectives of your proposed work. Why are they pertinent 
to the work programme topic? Are they measurable and verifiable? Are they 
realistically achievable?

06/06/2025 26



• The goals of the work performed within the project, in terms of its research 
and innovation content. This will be translated into the project’s results. 
These may range from tackling specific research questions, demonstrating 
the feasibility of an innovation, sharing knowledge among stakeholders on 
specific issues. The nature of the objectives will depend on the type of action, 
and the scope of the topic

Objectives



• Specific – target a specific area for improvement
• Measurable – quantify or at least suggest an indicator of progress
• Achievable – state what results can realistically be achieved, given available 

resources
• Relevant – fit the purpose of the topic and address the vision of the project
• Time-bound – specify the specific timeline for completion

Objectives



Example 1



ESR (Criterion 1 – Excellence: tot. 3,5)
• The overall objective is clear and pertinent to the requirements of the topic. 

The four specific objectives are well formulated. They are clear, measurable, 
verifiable, and realistically achievable within the duration of the proposed 
work. The inclusion of key performance indicators with quantified and 
realistic targets is a positive aspect. However, the proposal does not 
sufficiently consider the positive externalities of food. For example, affecting 
consumers’ choices towards healthier products by internalising external 
costs of unhealthy diets is poorly explored. This is a shortcoming.

Example 1



1.1 Objectives and ambition (e.g. 4 
pages)
• Describe how your project goes beyond the state-of-the-art, and the extent 

the proposed work is ambitious. Indicate any exceptional ground-breaking 
R&I, novel concepts and approaches, new products, services or business 
and organisational models. Where relevant, illustrate the advance by 
referring to products and services already available on the market. Refer to 
any patent or publication search carried out.

06/06/2025 32



Example 1



ESR (Criterion 1 – Excellence: tot. 3,5)
• On the whole, the proposal provides a good overview of the state of the art. 

The proposed work is ambitious and goes well beyond the state of the art, for 
example by developing the MAGNET model to include environmental 
externalities in food and by using experimental methods at the micro level. 
However, the proposal mainly explores land-based production systems and 
does not describe the current state of fish food resources in sufficient detail, 
which is reflected both in the analysis of the state of the art and the case 
studies. This is a shortcoming.

Example 1



1.1 Objectives and ambition (e.g. 4 
pages)
• Describe where the proposed work is positioned in terms of R&I maturity 

(i.e. where it is situated in the spectrum from ‘idea to application’, or from ‘lab 
to market’). Where applicable, provide an indication of the Technology 
Readiness Level, if possible distinguishing the start and by the end of the 
project.

Note Please bear in mind that advances beyond the state of the art must be 
interpreted in the light of the positioning of the project. Expectations will not be 
the same for RIAs at lower TRL, compared with Innovation Actions at high TRLs.

06/06/2025 35



Technology Readiness Levels
Where the specific call conditions require a Technology Readiness Level (TRL) 
• TRL 1 — Basic principles observed 
• TRL 2 — Technology concept formulated 
• TRL 3 — Experimental proof of concept 
• TRL 4 — Technology validated in a lab 
• TRL 5 — Technology validated in a relevant environment (industrially relevant 

environment in the case of key enabling technologies)
• TRL 6 — Technology demonstrated in a relevant environment (industrially relevant 

environment in the case of key enabling technologies) 
• TRL 7 — System prototype demonstration in an operational environment 
• TRL 8 — System complete and qualified 
• TRL 9 — Actual system proven in an operational environment (competitive 

manufacturing in the case of key enabling technologies, or in space)



1.2 Methodology [e.g. 15 pages]
• Describe and explain the overall methodology, including the concepts, models and assumptions that

underpin your work. Explain how this will enable you to deliver your project’s objectives. Refer to any
important challenges you may have identified in the chosen methodology and how you intend to 
overcome them. [e.g. 10 pages]

Note This section should be presented as a narrative. The detailed tasks and work packages are described
below under ‘Implementation’.

Note Where relevant, include how the project methodology complies with the ‘do no significant harm’ 
principle as per Article 17 of Regulation (EU) No 2020/852 on the establishment of a framework to 
facilitate sustainable investment (i.e. the so-called 'EU Taxonomy Regulation'). This means that the 
methodology is designed in a way it is not significantly harming any of the six environmental objectives of 
the EU Taxonomy Regulation.

06/06/2025 37



Methodology
• How will be solved the problems and needs described

• Detailed but concise description of the solution

• Rational why the project is composed this way, in the different stages identified (research, 
demonstration, etc.)

• Description of the pilot cases (if any)

• Flow chart visualizing the phases of the project and their interconnections

• Verify coherence among objectives, activities, results



Example



HORIZON-CL6-2023-FARM2FORK-01-10: Eradicate micronutrient deficiencies in the 
EU



HORIZON-CL6-2023-FARM2FORK-01-10: Eradicate micronutrient deficiencies in the 
EU



Excellence 



Impact



The ”Do No Significant Harm” 
concept
• EU Taxonomy regulation defines when an economic activity can be 

considered sustainable. Present focus is on climate mitigation and 
adaptation.

• Concepts adopted by EU Taxonomy such as “Substantial Contribution” and 
“Do No Significant Harm” (DNSH) to be assessed with a life cycle approach, 
together with the definition of the six environmental objectives are relevant 
also beyond the financial sector:
• Horizon Europe
• Resilience and Recovery Plan

• Guidelines published for RRP could be used also for Horizon Europe: 
https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/c2021_1054_en.pdf

https://ec.europa.eu/info/sites/default/files/c2021_1054_en.pdf


What is the EU taxonomy
The Taxonomy Regulation was published in the Official Journal of the European Union on 22 June 2020 and entered into 
force on 12 July 2020. It establishes the framework for the EU taxonomy by setting out four overarching conditions that an 
economic activity has to meet in order to qualify as environmentally sustainable.

The Taxonomy Regulation establishes six environmental objectives:

1. An economic activity is considered to do significant harm to climate change mitigation if it leads to significant 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions; 

2. An economic activity is considered to do significant harm to climate change adaptation if it leads to an increased 
adverse impact of the current climate and the expected future climate, on the activity itself or on people, nature or 
assets; 

3. An economic activity is considered to do significant harm to the sustainable use and protection of water and 
marine resources if it is detrimental to the good status or the good ecological potential of bodies of water, including 
surface water and groundwater, or to the good environmental status of marine waters; 

4. An economic activity is considered to do significant harm to the circular economy, including waste prevention and 
recycling, if it leads to significant inefficiencies in the use of materials or in the direct or indirect use of natural 
resources, or if it significantly increases the generation, incineration or disposal of waste, or if the long-term disposal of 
waste may cause significant and longterm environmental harm; 

5. An economic activity is considered to do significant harm to pollution prevention and control if it leads to a 
significant increase in emissions of pollutants into air, water or land; 

6. An economic activity is considered to do significant harm to the protection and restoration of biodiversity and 
ecosystems if it is significantly detrimental to the good condition and resilience of ecosystems, or detrimental to the 
conservation status of habitats and species, including those of Union interest.

https://ec.europa.eu/info/law/sustainable-finance-taxonomy-regulation-eu-2020-852_en


”Do No Significant Harm” in the 
proposals
• Applicants can refer to the DNSH principle when presenting their research 

methodology and the expected impacts of the project, to show that their 
project will not carry out activities that make a significant harm to any of the 
six environmental objectives of the EU Taxonomy Regulation listed above

• Evaluators will not score applications in relation to their compliance with 
the DNSH principle unless explicitly stated in the work programme



1.2 Methodology [e.g. 15 pages]
• Describe any national or international research and innovation activities whose results will

feed into the project, and how that link will be established; [e.g. 1 pages]

• Explain how expertise and methods from different disciplines will be brought together and 
integrated in pursuit of your objectives. If you consider that an inter-disciplinary approach
is unnecessary in the context of the proposed work, please provide a justification. [e.g. 1/2 
page]

• For topics where the work programme indicates the need for the integration of social 
sciences and humanities, show the role of these disciplines in the project or provide a 
justification if you consider that these disciplines are not relevant to your proposed project. 
[e.g. 1/2 page]

50



Example 



Disciplinarities
• Intradisciplinary: working within a single discipline

• Multidisciplinary: people from different disciplines working together, each drawing on their 
disciplinary knowledge

• Crossdisciplinary: viewing one discipline from the perspective of another

• Interdisciplinary: integrating knowledge and methods from different disciplines, using a real 
synthesis of approaches

• Transdisciplinary: creating a unity of intellectual frameworks beyond the disciplinary 
perspectives; a shared conceptual model of the problem that integrates and transcends 
each of their separate disciplinary perspectives

06/06/2025
Source. Alexander Refsum Jensenius, 

www.arj.no/2012/03/12/disciplinarities-2/52

https://www.arj.no/2012/03/12/disciplinarities-2/


53

SSH Disciplines: let's brainstorm!

Social Sciences Humanities 



54

SSH Disciplines: let's brainstorm!

Social Sciences
Sociology, psychology, law, 
political science, human rights, 
economics, public and business 
administration, demography, 
anthropology (except physical 
anthropology), geography (except 
physical geography), peace and 
conflict studies, education 
science, journalism and 
communication

Humanities
Cultural studies, Religion 
studies, linguistics, 
literature, history, 
archaelogy, philosophy, 
ethics, design, arts



Social Science and Humanities
Social sciences, education, business and law 

• Social and behavioural sciences: economics, economic history, political science, sociology, demography, 
anthropology (except physical anthropology), ethnology, futurology, psychology, geography (except physical 
geography), peace and conflict studies, human rights. 

• Education science: curriculum development in non-vocational and vocational subjects, educational policy 
and assessment, educational research. 

• Journalism and information: journalism, library and museum sciences, documentation techniques, archival 
sciences. 

• Business and administration: retailing, marketing, sales, public relations, real estate, finance, banking, 
insurance, investment analysis, accounting, auditing, management, public and institutional administration. 

• Law: law, jurisprudence, history of law.

Humanities and the arts 

• Humanities: religion and theology, foreign languages and cultures, living or dead languages and their 
literature, area studies, native languages, current or vernacular language and its literature, interpretation and 
translation, linguistics, comparative literature, history, archaeology, philosophy, ethics. 

• Arts: fine arts, performing arts, graphic and audio-visual arts, design, crafts.

55



1.2 Methodology [e.g. 15 pages]
• Describe how the gender dimension (i.e. sex and/or gender analysis) is taken into account in 

the project’s research and innovation content [e.g. 1 page]. If you do not consider such a 
gender dimension to be relevant in your project, please provide a justification.

Note: This section is mandatory except for topics which have been identified in the work programme as 
not requiring the integration of the gender dimension into R&I contentfication. 

Note: Remember that that this question relates to the content of the planned research and innovation 
activities, and not to gender balance in the teams in charge of carrying out the project.

Note: Sex and gender analysis refers to biological characteristics and social/cultural factors respectively. 
For guidance on methods of sex / gender analysis and the issues to be taken into account, please refer to 
http://ec.europa.eu/research/swafs/gendered-innovations/index_en.cfm?pg=home



Gender dimension
• Here, it is NOT about gender balance in the consortium, but about SCIENCE.

• Are there scientific reasons for having a closer look at gender?

• How are you going to address this in your approach and methodology?

57

For guidance on methods of sex / gender analysis and the 
issues to be taken into account, please refer to
Gendered Innovations 2: How inclusive analysis 

contributes to research and innovation

https://ec.europa.eu/info/news/gendered-innovations-2-2020-nov-24_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/news/gendered-innovations-2-2020-nov-24_en


58

Describe how appropriate open science practices are implemented as an integral part of the 
proposed methodology. Show how the choice of practices and their implementation are adapted to 
the nature of your work, in a way that will increase the chances of the project delivering on its
objectives [e.g. 1 page]. If you believe that none of these practices are appropriate for your project, 
please provide a justification here.

Note: Open science is an approach based on open cooperative work and systematic sharing of knowledge and 
tools as early and widely as possible in the process. Open science practices include early and open sharing of 
research (for example through preregistration, registered reports, preprints, or crowd-sourcing); research output 
management; measures to ensure reproducibility of research outputs; providing open access to research outputs 
(such as publications, data, software, models, algorithms, and workflows); participation in open peer-review; and 
involving all relevant knowledge actors including citizens, civil society and end users in the co-creation of R&I 
agendas and contents (such as citizen science).
Note: Please note that this question does not refer to outreach actions that may be planned as part of 
communication, dissemination and exploitation activities. These aspects should instead be described below 
under ‘Impact’

1.2 Methodology [e.g. 15 pages]



Open science in Horizon Europe
• Open science is an approach based on open cooperative work and 

systematic sharing of knowledge and tools as early and widely as possible in 
the process. It has the potential to increase the quality and efficiency of 
research and accelerate the advancement of knowledge and innovation by 
sharing results, making them more reusable and improving their 
reproducibility. It entails the involvement of all relevant knowledge actors.

• Horizon Europe moves beyond open access to open science for which it 
features a comprehensive policy implemented from the proposal stage to 
project reporting. 



Open science in Horizon Europe
Open science practices include early and open sharing of research (for 

example through preregistration, registered reports, pre-prints, or crowd-
sourcing); research output management; measures to ensure reproducibility of 
research outputs; providing open access to research outputs (such as 
publications, data, software, models, algorithms, and workflows); participation 
in open peer-review; and involving all relevant knowledge actors including 
citizens, civil society and end users in the co-creation of R&I agendas and 
contents (such as citizen science). 



Example



Mandatory open science practices
Some open science practices are mandatory for all beneficiaries per the grant agreement. They concern:

open access to scientific publications under the conditions required by the grant agreement

responsible management of research data in line with the FAIR principles of ‘Findability’, ‘Accessibility’, 
‘Interoperability’ and ‘Reusability’, notably through the generalised use of data management plans, and 
open access to research data under the principle ‘as open as possible, as closed as necessary’, under the 
conditions required by the grant agreement

information about the research outputs/tools/instruments needed to validate the conclusions of 
scientific publications or to validate/re-use research data

digital or physical access to the results needed to validate the conclusions of scientific publications, 
unless exceptions apply

in cases of public emergency, if requested by the granting authority, immediate open access to all 
research outputs under open licenses or, if exceptions apply, access under fair and reasonable conditions 
to legal entities that need the research outputs to address the public emergency



Recommended open science practices

Non-exhaustive list of practices:

involving all relevant knowledge actors, including citizens

early and open sharing of research

output management beyond research data

open peer-review



1.2 Methodology
• Research data management and management of other research outputs: Applicants 

generating/collecting data and/or other research outputs (except for publications) during the project 
must provide maximum 1 page on how the data/ research outputs will be managed in line with the FAIR
principles (Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, Reusable), addressing the following (the description 
should be specific to your project): [1 page]

• Types of data/research outputs (e.g. experimental, observational, images, text, numerical) and their estimated size; if 
applicable, combination with, and provenance of, existing data. 

• Findability of data/research outputs: Types of persistent and unique identifiers (e.g. digital object identifiers) and trusted 
repositories that will be used. 

• Accessibility of data/research outputs: IPR considerations and timeline for open access (if open access not provided, 
explain why); provisions for access to restricted data for verification purposes. 

• Interoperability of data/research outputs: Standards, formats and vocabularies for data and metadata.
• Reusability of data/research outputs: Licenses for data sharing and re-use (e.g. Creative Commons, Open Data 

Commons); availability of tools/software/models for data generation and validation/interpretation /re-use. 
• Curation and storage/preservation costs; person/team responsible for data management and quality assurance. 



Data Management Plan Template
Accessible via Funding and Tender>Reference Documents>Project Reporting Templates:
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/how-to-participate/reference-
documents;programCode=HORIZON

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/how-to-participate/reference-documents;programCode=HORIZON
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/how-to-participate/reference-documents;programCode=HORIZON


Example



Example 

ESR (Criterion 1 – Excellence: tot. 4,5)
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