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Introduction to UKRO
and UK ERC NCP

UK Research Office (UKRO)
 Based in Brussels
 European office of the UK Research Councils
 Delivers subscription-based advisory services for
around 150 research organisations in the UK and
beyond
 Also provides National Contact Point services on
behalf of the UK Government

UKRO subscriber services
I.

UKRO Portal: tailored news articles and clear and accessible
web pages on the latest in EU funding

II. Enquiry service: individual support through your dedicated
European Advisor
III. Annual briefing visits: bespoke training for your institution
IV. Meeting room: a venue in Brussels

European Research Council UK National
Contact Point (ERC NCP)
• Provides advice on the ERC and its grant schemes
• Website: www.ukro.ac.uk/erc
• Helpdesk
– Email: erc-uk@bbsrc.ac.uk
– Phone: 0032 2289 6121

• Funded by BEIS

Introduction to the ERC

What is the ERC?
The ERC's mission:
• encourage the highest quality research in Europe
• support investigator-driven frontier research across all
fields
• fund projects purely on the basis of scientific excellence
What makes the ERC unique:
• funding split based on number of applications, not
field/discipline/topic
• freedom to collaborate with and fund team members
anywhere in the world
• projects not judged on socioeconomic impact or
alignment to policy priorities – purely scientific impact
and excellence
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ERC Budget in Horizon 2020
ERC allocated around €12.7
billion for Horizon 2020 (~ 60%
increase in real terms compared
to FP7). Largest amount of
funding will go to the Starting
Grants and Consolidator Grants
schemes.
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ERC 2019 Calls
Starting
Grant

Consolidator
Grant

Advanced
Grant

Proof of
Concept

Synergy
Grant

Call
ERC-2019-StG ERC-2019-CoG
identifier

ERC-2019AdG

ERC-2019-PoC

ERC-2019SyG

21/05/2019

16/10/2018

14/09/2018

07/02/2019

29/08/2019

22/01/2019
25/04/2019
19/09/2019

08/11/2019

23/07/2019
18/12/2019

31/01/2020
17/04/2020

02/05/2019
25/07/2019
18/12/2019

12/04/2019
30/08/2019
31/10/2019

602 (314)

390 (166)

25 (167)

Call Opens 14/09/2018
Deadline

17/10/2018

Planned
dates to
22/05/2019
28/08/2019
inform
applicants
Budget €M
(grants)
580 (390)

24/10/2018

400 (48)

ERC Grant Schemes
2

3

4

Years post-PhD
6

5

Starting Grant

€1.5M (+ €0.5M additional)
Lasts up to 5 years

7

9

8

10

11

Consolidator Grant
€2M (+ €0.75M additional)
Lasts up to 5 years

No PhD Requirements

Advanced Grant

€2.5M (+ €1M additional)
Lasts up to 5 years

Synergy Grant

€10M (+ €4M additional)
Lasts up to 6 years
2-4 PIs

Proof Of Concept Grant

€150k Lump Sum
Lasts for 1.5 years
Top-up grants for current ERC grantees

12

UK ERC Success
Successful UK Projects by Domain
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ERC-2018-StG Results
• 403 proposals selected for funding from a total of 3170 submitted. Overall
success rate of 12.7% and a UK success rate of 14.3%.
• The numbers by research domain are:
– Physical Sciences and Engineering (PE): 894 evaluated (163 UK), 170
funded (31 UK)
– Life Sciences (LS): 1329 evaluated (201 UK), 118 funded (12 UK)
– Social Sciences and Humanities (SH): 900 evaluated (106 UK), 115
funded (24 UK)
• UK was awarded the second highest number of grants per country, with 67
grants awarded to different UK institutions; this is 16.6% of all grants
awarded in this call.
• 61% of the awards went to male applicants, and 39% of the awards went to
female applicants.

ERC Work Programme 2019

New work programme incudes some changes to
wording and evaluation criteria:
• Clarification of the definition of ‘high risk/high gain’ = if successful, the
payoffs will be very significant, but there is a higher-than-normal risk that
the research project does not entirely fulfil its aims.
• The opening paragraph of the ERC Work Programme states: "The
fundamental activity of the ERC is to provide attractive, long-term funding to
support excellent investigators and their research teams to pursue groundbreaking, high-gain/high-risk research.“
• Principal Investigator time commitment to the project is now performed as
part of the 'Scientific Approach', together with the other planning and
management aspects of the project. As a consequence, commitment to the
project is removed from the evaluation criteria under '2. Principal
Investigator‘.

ERC Evaluation criteria changes 2019

ERC Work Programme 2019- Other changes
I. Synergy Grant Group can include up to one Principal
Investigator based in a third country
II. Clarification on the impact of intervening changes to a Synergy
Grant Group
III. Lump sum pilot for ERC Proof-of-Concept Grant
IV. Calculation Adjustments for Starting and Consolidator Grants
Eligibility Windows
V. Open Access:
– Preprints are highlighted as accepted publication type as part of
applicants' track records

Synergy Grant Group can include up to one Principal Investigator
based in a third country
•

•

•

At any one time, one Principal Investigator per Synergy Grant Group except the
Corresponding one can be hosted or engaged by an institution outside of the EU or
Associated Countries
Execution of part of a project in third countries was possible before exclusively via
team members, field work, infrastructures, procurement and other research
activities
The move of one single Principal Investigator in a Synergy Grant Group outside of the
EU/AC will no longer automatically result in a failure to meet eligibility criteria

Clarification on the impact of intervening changes to a Synergy Grant
Group
• If a Principal Investigator leaves a Synergy Grant Group, the grant may be continued
only exceptionally, contingent on scientific evaluation and provided that all eligibility
criteria will continue to be met.
• PI moves outside EU/AC: only up to one third country Host Institution at any one
time allowed

Lump sum pilot for ERC Proof-of-Concept Grant
•
•
•
•
•

Fixed lump sum of €150 000, applicants cannot request lower amounts.
Each PoC grant is considered as one single activity.
Applicants to provide a description of resources planned for implementation of
proposed projects
Evaluation experts asked to assess whether resources described in the proposal are
appropriate for project implementation.
Payment not linked to actual costs: if project is implemented properly payment is due
in full "regardless of the costs actually incurred“.

Adjustments to StG and CoG Grants Eligibility Windows
•

•

•

The documented amount of clinical training received by the Principal Investigator is
now considered only for the part taken after the award of the first eligible degree and
up to 4 years maximum.
The documented amount of leave or training taken into account may not exceed the
time between the start date of the documented circumstance and the call deadline
(previously the full duration of the documented circumstance would be taken into
account).
The 18 months subtracted for maternity leave are not affected.

ERC Frontier Research
Grants
Main Features

Types of research funded
Proposals:
• can be in ANY field of research
• must be very ambitious in risk and in scope
• are based around a central Principal Investigator, who can be
supported by “team members”
• must be “frontier research”, and should not be incremental
advances
• are judged only on their scientific excellence and the excellence
of the PI
• must be based in an EU country or Associated Country-based
host institution

PI Requirements
Grant Type

Starting
Consolidator
Advanced
Synergy

Minimum % of
Minimum % of time Years since
Working Time on Grant
in EU MS/AC*
PhD Award

50
40
30
30

50
50
50
50

2-7
7-12
N/A
N/A

*Does include fieldwork/work on ERC project abroad

There are no restrictions based on age, nationality, current
location or current employment/contract status.
Must have an EU MS/AC institution willing to host them.
Synergy grants must have between 2 and 4 PIs.

Extending Eligibility
Starting and Consolidator Grant eligibility window can be extended for:
– Maternity leave (18 months per child or longer with documentation)
before or after PhD award
– Paternity leave (actual amount of documented leave taken) before or
after PhD award
– National service, after PhD award
– Long-term illness (over 90 days) of PI or a close family member (child,
spouse, parent or sibling), after PhD award.
– Clinical training
Please see Work Programme for details (p 17)
No extensions for part time working, non-research careers, travel etc,
unless linked to illness/maternity (but this is taken into account for
evaluation of the PI’s track record).

Host Institution
• Can be any type of legal entity
• Must be based in the territory of an EU Member State or
Associated Country
• Has the infrastructure and capacity to allow the PI to
independently direct the research and manage ERC funding
• Must not constrain the PI to the institution’s research strategy
• Normally employs the PI, if grant is successful
• Not assessed as a separate criterion during peer review but
must sign a letter of commitment as part of application
• If funded:
– signs up to the Grant Agreement
– signs a ‘Supplementary Agreement’ with the PI

Team Members
The PI leads the research project (there are no “Co-Is”) and the PI
has the freedom to choose appropriate ‘team members’
Team members can be
• research staff of any level, PhDs, technicians, specialists, etc.
• at the host institution or at another institution.
• of any age, nationality or country of residence
• hosted in non-EU/AC institutions for the project
• defined as specific individuals in the proposal, or as job roles to
be recruited
Team members must be assigned to project outputs and should
not have purely supervisory or mentor-style roles. Their
participation must be fully justified in the proposal.

Funding Levels
Grant Type

Maximum Base Grant
Amount

Maximum “Additional
Funding” Amount

Starting
Consolidator
Advanced
Synergy

€1.5 M
€2.0 M
€2.5 M
€10 M

€0.5 M
€0.75 M
€1.0 M
€4.0 M

Additional funding covers:
• eligible “start-up” costs for PIs moving from outside Europe to
Europe as a consequence of receiving the ERC grant
• the purchase of major equipment
• access to large facilities
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.

Evaluation and Proposal
Structure

Proposal Submission

Proposal Submission

ERC Proposal Submission
1-Step Submission
Part A is filled in online and B1, B2 and annexes are submitted as
PDFs together at the call deadline

Part A

•
•
•
•

Administrative Forms
and Abstract
General Info
Participating
Institutions
Budget Summary
Ethics Check

Part B1

Proposal Overview and
PI Track Record
• Cover page and
summary
• Extended Synopsis (5
pgs)
• CV (2 pgs)
• Track Record (2pgs)
• Funding ID

Annexes

Part B2

Detailed Research
Proposal
• State of the art
• Objectives
• Methodology
• Resources
(Total of 15 pgs)

Host Institution Letter, Ethics, Eligibility Documents

ERC Panel Structure
Social Sciences and
Humanities
SH1: Individuals, Markets and
Organisations
SH2: Institutions, Values,
Environment and Space
SH3: The Social World,
Diversity, Population
SH4: The Human Mind and Its
Complexity
SH5: Cultures and Cultural
Production
SH6: The Study of the Human
Past

Physical Sciences and
Engineering
PE1: Mathematics
PE2: Fundamental Constituents
of Matter
PE3: Condensed Matter Physics
PE4: Physical and Analytical
Chemical Sciences
PE5: Synthetic Chemistry and
Materials
PE6: Computer Science and
Informatics
PE7: Systems and
Communication Engineering
PE8: Products and Processes
Engineering
PE9: Universe Sciences
PE10: Earth System Science

Life Sciences
LS1: Molecular Biology, Biochemistry,
Structural Biology and Molecular Biophysics
LS2: Genetics, ‘Omics’, Bioinformatics and
Systems Biology
LS3: Cellular and Developmental Biology
LS4: Physiology, Pathophysiology and
Endocrinology
LS5: Neurosciences and Neural Disorders
LS6: Immunity and Infection
LS7: Applied Medical Technologies,
Diagnostics, Therapies, and Public Health
LS8: Ecology, Evolution and Environmental
Biology
LS9: Applied Life Sciences, Biotechnology and
Molecular and Biosystems Engineering

ERC Proposal Submission
• Start in plenty of time – deadlines are non-negotiable!
• Can revise and resubmit up to deadline

– Clicking “Submit” saves a proposal on the system
– The last version submitted is sent to the Commission on the deadline

• Ensure budget in Part A and Part B2 agree (Part A defines
money awarded if different)
• Read the “Information for Applicants” document for the call
• IT Problems: Contact the Participant Portal IT Helpdesk

ERC Proposal Evaluation
Eligibility Check
ERC Executive Agency and Eligibility Committee ensure proposals
are eligible for funding.

Part A

•
•
•
•

Administrative Forms
and Abstract
General Info
Participating
Institutions
Budget Summary
Ethics Check

Part B1

Proposal Overview and
PI Track Record
• Cover page and
summary
• Extended Synopsis (5
pgs)
• CV (2 pgs)
• Track Record (2pgs)
• Funding ID

Annexes

Part B2

Detailed Research
Proposal
• State of the art
• Objectives
• Methodology
• Resources
(Total of 15 pgs)

Host Institution Letter, Ethics, Eligibility Documents

ERC Proposal
2-Step Evaluation
3 panel members independently review Part B1, then panel meets
to discuss and compare all proposals

Part A

•
•
•
•

Administrative Forms
and Abstract
General Info
Participating
Institutions
Budget Summary
Ethics Check

Part B1

Proposal Overview and
PI Track Record
• Cover page and
summary
• Extended Synopsis (5
pgs)
• CV (2 pgs)
• Track Record (2pgs)
• Funding ID

Annexes

Part B2

Detailed Research
Proposal
• State of the art
• Objectives
• Methodology
• Resources
(Total of 15 pgs)

Host Institution Letter, Ethics, Eligibility Documents

ERC Proposal
2-Step Evaluation
Proposals that pass step 1 are re-evaluated by panel members and
external expert reviewers, including part B2.

Part A

•
•
•
•

Administrative Forms
and Abstract
General Info
Participating
Institutions
Budget Summary
Ethics Check

Part B1

Proposal Overview and
PI Track Record
• Cover page and
summary
• Extended Synopsis (5
pgs)
• CV (2 pgs)
• Track Record (2pgs)
• Funding ID

Annexes

Part B2

Detailed Research
Proposal
• State of the art
• Objectives
• Methodology
• Resources
(Total of 15 pgs)

Host Institution Letter, Ethics, Eligibility Documents

Interviews
• All Starting and Consolidator Grant PIs whose proposals are
retained for Step 2 will be interviewed by the peer review panel
• This takes place in Brussels (travel costs reimbursed), and should
be attended in person
– video or telephone interview can be arranged in exceptional circumstances

• Interview lasts approximately 30 minutes (depending on panel)
– Starts with a presentation by the PI on the outline of the research project
– Followed by a question and answer session

• Not formally evaluated, but the panel will take into account the
results of the interview alongside the individual reviews
– Consider the interview as your chance to get involved in the panel’s
discussion about your project

Proposal Evaluation Process
STEP 1 - Evaluation

STEP 2 - Evaluation

Eligibility check

Independent, remote
reviews by panel members
and other referees of full
proposal (parts B1 and B2)

Independent, remote
reviews
by panel members
(of part B1 only)
Panel meetings and ranking
Proposals retained
for Stage 2, or rejected

Interviews of PIs (StG & CoG
only), panel meetings and
ranking
Proposals selected

Evaluation Outcomes
Proposal
Grading

Stage

A

2

B
B
C

2
1
1

Funded?

If sufficient
budget
No
No
No

Reapplication
Restrictions?

None
None
1 Year
2 Years

Proposals which do not progress to Stage 2 in the evaluation have
“demand management” restrictions.
PIs for proposals which score a B are prevented from reapplying the
following year, and PIs for proposals which score a C are prevented
from reapplying for the following 2 years.
This applies to Starter, Consolidator and Advanced, but not Synergy.

Proportions Per Score (From 2016 Calls)
Evaluated step 1
A (through to
step 2)
B
C
Evaluated step 2

StG2016

CoG2016

AdG2016

All

UK

All

UK

All

UK

28.5%

31.4%

34%

32%

26%

28%

41.9%

45.3%

38%

44%

47%

50%

29.5%

23.1%

28%

24%

27%

22%

StG2016
All
UK

CoG2016
All
UK

AdG2016
All
UK

A funded

47.1%

44%

41%

41%

37%

33%

A not funded

17.1%

17.1%

23%

17%

23%

22%

B

35.7%

38.8%

36%

42%

40%

45%

Restrictions on submissions of proposals
for 2019 StG, CoG, AdG (cont)
• A researcher may participate as Principal Investigator in only
one ERC frontier research project at any one time
• A researcher participating as Principal Investigator in an ERC
frontier research project may not submit a proposal for another
ERC frontier research grant, unless the existing project ends no
more than two years after the call deadline.
• A Principal Investigator who is a serving Panel Member for an
ERC call, or who served as a Panel Member for an ERC call two
years previously, may not apply for the same type of grant that
year.

ERC – How to Apply

Part A
• Part A – Administrative and Summary Forms
• General information (including abstract)
• Acronym, Title, Duration
• Choice of panel (and second panel if desired)
• ERC Keywords and Free Keywords
• Proposal abstract in English (100 to 2000 characters)
• Choice of keywords
• Host Institution information
• PI Details
• Budget Overview (eligible costs and budget requested for
each institution)

Part A - Ethics
• Part A4 - Ethics Issues Table

• Ethics Self-Assessment Annex (only if answered ‘Yes’ to any
questions on ethical issues table)
– Brief explanation of the ethical issue(s) involved & how it will be dealt
with
– You may include supporting documentation, such as authorisations
already received. (Not counted in page limit)

Part A - Ethics
Proposal Passes
Scientific Evaluation

Rejected on
Ethical Grounds
Critical Unresolvable
Ethics Issues

Issues well
addressed with
documents

Prescreening
No ethics
issues

Screening
Issues well
addressed with
documents

Negative Ethics
Judgement

Assessment
Issues partially
addressed

Changes to be
implemented

Ethics Clearance
Conditional Ethics
Clearance

Part B1 – Stage 1 of the Evaluation
• Strict formatting requirements:
Page Format

Font Type

Font Size

Line Spacing

Margins

A4

Times New Roman,
Arial or similar

At least 11

Single

2cm Side
1.5cm Bottom

• Cover Page (info repeated from Part A)
• Extended Synopsis of the Scientific Proposal (5 pages)
– Self-contained
– Referenced (don’t count to page limits)
– Entertaining!

Part B1 – Stage 1 of the Evaluation
• CV (2 pages)
• Funding ID (current projects, proposals and time commitments)
• Track Record (2 pages)
–
–
–
–
–
–

5 Publications for Starter, 10 for Consolidator and Advanced
Highlight independent research
Research monographs (and translations)
Patents granted
Invited presentations
Prizes/awards/academy memberships

Part B2 – Evaluated at Step 2 (with B1)
• State of the art and objectives
– Objectives here become grant agreement objectives

• Methodology
– Proposed methodology
– Milestones and alternatives
– Risk and mitigation

• Resources
–
–
–
–
–
–

Specify the resources required and justify them (they can be reduced!)
Justify personnel chosen and personnel time requested
Justify “additional funding” if requested
Describe your commitment to the project
Include Open Access and IPR costs
Mention existing resources the project will use

Evaluation Criteria

ERC evaluation criteria
• Excellence is the sole evaluation criterion
– Not judged on socioeconomic impact or European added value

• Applied to:
– the ground-breaking nature, ambition and feasibility of the research
project
– the intellectual capacity, creativity and commitment of the Principal
Investigator

• Proposals marked on the above, ranging from 1 (noncompetitive) to 4 (outstanding)
• Numerical marks not communicated to applicants - outcome of
panel meetings expressed as A, B or C.

ERC evaluation criteria: research project
• “To what extent does the proposed research address
important challenges?”
Challenges in the field(s) of research

Ground-breaking nature
and potential impact of
the research project

• “To what extent are the objectives ambitious and
beyond the state of the art (e.g. novel concepts and
approaches or development across disciplines)?”
More than incremental research – needs to be an
exciting idea
• “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 higher-than-normal risk
that the research project does not entirely fulfil its
aims)?”
Projects should be ambitious enough to be risky, but
risks should always be necessary and well-mitigated

ERC evaluation criteria: research project
• “To what extent is the outlined scientific approach
feasible bearing in mind the extent that the proposed
research is high risk/high gain (based on the Extended
Synopsis)?”
Realistic, feasible project outcomes (even if risky)

Scientific Approach

• “To what extent are the proposed research methodology
and working arrangements appropriate to achieve the
goals of the project (based on the full Scientific
Proposal)?”
Research questions properly addressed by research
proposed
• “To what extent does the proposal involve the
development of novel methodology (based on the full
Scientific Proposal)?”
Proposal opens up new research
• “To what extent are the proposed timescales, resources
and PI commitment adequate and properly justified
(based on the full Scientific Proposal)?”
Project milestones, checkpoints and resource justifications

Research Project: general tips
• Consider what excites you about the research and convey this in your
application
– Explain how the research will open new horizons or opportunities

• Think about your audience and remember to explain UK-specific
terminology
• Provide a clear, concise work-plan, giving details of the intermediate
goals
• Explain what each team member is doing (and their background/
recruitment profile)
• Clearly explain how you will manage and disseminate your project
• Justify the resources you need for your research proposal and ensure
the resources are appropriate.
– Have you included all staff costs?
– Have you clearly shown the links between the costs and the
research/methodology?

ERC evaluation criteria: research project
• “To what extent has the PI demonstrated the ability to
conduct ground-breaking research?”
Publications, grants, projects, etc.

Intellectual capacity and
creativity

• “To what extent does the PI provide evidence of creative
independent thinking?”
Highlight original (contributions to) publications and
grants
• “To what extent does the PI have the required scientific
expertise and capacity to successfully execute the
project?”
Achievements that support the specific tasks you are
proposing and evidence that your time commitment and
skillset are sufficient to run the project.

Competitive Candidates for StG
• Must have already shown potential for/demonstrated research
independence and evidence of maturity
• For example, it is expected that applicants:
– will have produced at least one/several important publication as main
author or without the participation of their PhD supervisor
– can demonstrate promising track record of early achievements
appropriate to their field and career stage, including:
• Significant publications (as main author) in major international peerreviewed major multidisciplinary scientific journals or in leading
international peer-reviewed journals in their field
• May have monographs, invited presentations, granted patents,
awards, prizes

Basic ERC Financial
Information

Direct costs
• “[C]osts that are directly linked to the action implementation and can
therefore be attributed to it directly.” Must not include any indirect costs.
• Examples: personnel, equipment, consumables, travel and subsistence, and
publication costs
• Most costs likely to be ‘actual’:
– actually incurred by the beneficiary;
– incurred within the duration of the project (except costs relating to last periodic/final
report);
– must be indicated in estimated budget;
– must be incurred in connection with the action and necessary for its implementation;
– recorded in accounts (identifiable and verifiable) and determined according to hosts’
usual cost accounting practices;
– must comply with the applicable national law on taxes, labour and social security;
– must be reasonable, justified and must comply with the principles of sound financial
management, in particular regarding economy and efficiency.

Indirect costs
• “[C]osts that are not directly linked to the action implementation and
therefore cannot be attributed directly to it.”
• To be declared as a flat-rate of 25% of eligible direct costs, excluding:
– subcontracting;
– costs of certain resources made available by third parties, not used on the premises
of the host institution

• Examples:
– Costs related to general administration and management
– Costs of office or laboratory space, including rent or depreciation of buildings and
equipment, and related expenditure such as water, heating, electricity
– Maintenance, insurance and safety costs
– Communication expenses, network connection charges, postal charges and office
supplies
– Common office equipment such as PCs, laptops, office software
– Miscellaneous recurring consumables

Resources: general tips

Eligible
Cost by
ERC rules

Can Be Claimed
on an ERC Grant

Host
Institution’s
Common
Practice

Auditors will check that costs are both eligible by ERC rules and in
keeping with the standard accounting practices of the host
institution.
e.g. ERC allows hotel bookings in Paris for research trips, but a PI
at a Paris institution would not be allowed to charge it to their
grant due to institutional rules

Third parties in Horizon 2020

Third parties
Contracts
(Art.10)

Third parties
providing in-kind
contributions

Subcontractors
(Art.13)

In-kind = non-financial resources

Against
payment (Art.
11)

Linked third
parties (Art. 14)

International
partners (Art.
14a)
NEW! From
February 2017

Free of charge
(Art.12)

Any participation by a legal entity that does not sign the grant agreement must fall
within the scope of one of these articles!

Third parties in Horizon 2020
• It is important to choose the right type of third parties already
at the proposal stage (with the exception of Article 10), as in
case of changes amendments will be necessary.
• New and urgent subcontracts can be approved by the
Commission/Agency retroactively without an amendment, but
the beneficiary bears the risk of them being refused.
– These are reported at the end of the reported period in the “Unforeseen
subcontractors” section.

• Since third parties do not sign the GA, they do not own the
research results and beneficiaries are obliged to have proper
agreements in place to ensure that they can meet their
obligations under the GA (dissemination, exploitation, etc.)

Financing

One Pre-financing

Time-to-Pay

From

30 days

The latest between starting
date and entry into force

→ Retention of 5 % of maximum grant for the Guarantee Fund

Interim Payments

90 days

From reception of periodic
report

→ Based on financial statements (EU contribution= eligible costs approved * reimbursement
rate)

Payment of the Balance

90 days

From reception of final
reports

Thank you, any questions?

