
(From an evaluator perspective)

Pr Tatiana Vallaeys Université de Montpellier



SOURCE: Jean-Bernard VEYRET Head of ENV  Unit, 2014  



Evaluation process of
IF (Individual Fellowships)

https://ec.europa.eu/research/mariecurieactions/actions/get-funding_en

https://ec.europa.eu/research/mariecurieactions/actions/get-funding_en


Source: https://ec.europa.eu/research/mariecurieactions/actions/individual-fellowships_en



Evaluate transfer of knowledge



Evaluation of secondments

Instructions to external experts Secondments / partner organisaons:

in case of secondments and collaborations with other institutons

• evaluate their pertinence (do they make sense? Will they be 
beneficial for the researcher and/or the project?) 

• check if the institutions’ role, capacity, etc is fully and adequately 
addressed. 

• be reminded that they are not compulsory, you must not penalise
proposals that do not have secondments or partner organisations.

Evaluate training
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(external experts(elligibility: internal evaluation



EVALUATION PANELS

• 1. In ITN, IF and RISE, proposals will normally be evaluated by one of eight 'main 
evaluation panels': Chemistry (CHE), Social Sciences and Humanities (SOC), 
Economic, Sciences (ECO), Information Science and Engineering (ENG), 
Environment and Geosciences, (ENV), Life Sciences (LIF), Mathematics (MAT), 
Physics (PHY).

• For IF, there are – in addition to the main evaluation panels – three separate 
multidisciplinary panels: Society and Enterprise Panel (SE), Career Restart Panel 
(CAR) and the ReintegrationPanel (RI).

• (there is a higher weighting for the proposals of the IF Career Restart Panel (CAR) 
and the IF Reintegration Panel (RI).

• Appreciation may vary between panels (science/applications…)
• Selective pressure differs between panels: if your project is at interface of two or more 

scientific area, consider the difference between selective pressure



Budget versus number of projects evaluated exemple  IF 2014



What is
evaluated
by external
experts



more on: http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/wp/2018-2020/main/h2020-wp1820-
msca_en.pdf

EVALUATION PROCESS AND CRITERIA

THE 3 award criteria
'excellence',

'impact' 
'quality and efficiency of the implementation' 

(see Article 15 of the Horizon 2020 Rules for Participation Regulation No 1290/2013).

Each criterion will be scored from 0 to 5. Scores with a resolution of one decimal place may be 

awarded. 

The total score will be subject to a threshold of 70%.
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Some more 
detailed criteria

• SCIENCE
TRAINING
APPLICANT
IMPLEMENTATION
IMPACT







How is it
evaluated







From an evaluator perspective
• Althought it is an individual application it aims at

• Linking teams 
• bring a complementarity of research theme, competence, facilities
• ->Optimize the use of ALL available facilities of the host institution  (including scientific but also hosting facilities, 

language learning facilities …)

• Although it is a research project (fundamental or applied research) it has to
• Present potential application/ Demonstrate an increase of employability and career developmentof the applicant

(means not only in science)
• Convince of general (cultural) interest for the general public

->Think of original dissemination perspectives, connect with scientific attachés organizing science fairs in varying
countries, regional libraries, science museums, technical exhibitions for SMEs, radio, scientific movies….

• Stay realistic and convincing (why a secondment is beneficiary, which specific SME is involved, which
radio or TV program is likely to disseminate your results, demonstrate that you or your institutions have 
previous contact 

• Exemple https://www.nouvelobs.com/ce-soir-a-la-tv/20190404.OBS11114/voyage-sur-les-flots-
celestes-cosmos-2019.html

• https://oceans.taraexpeditions.org/rp/exposition-locean-au-21eme-siecle/

https://www.nouvelobs.com/ce-soir-a-la-tv/20190404.OBS11114/voyage-sur-les-flots-celestes-cosmos-2019.html


Good luck!


