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THREE PILLARS FOR IMPLEMENTATION
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European Innovation Council

« Culture, Creativity and
Inclusive Society

European innovation ecosystems
- Digital, Industry and Space

« Climate, Energy and Mobility
Research Infrastructures « Food, Bioeconomy, Natural

Resources, Agriculture and
Environment

Joint Research Centre

European Institute
of Innovation and Technology

Widening participation and spreading excellence Reforming and Enhancing the European R&l system
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EPP atbalsta jaunas konkuretspejigas idejas, starpdisciplinarus péetijumus,
tadus pétijumus, kas paver celu jauniem pétijumu Vvirzieniem un var radit
inovativas pieejas problému risinajumiem.

European
Research
Council

Vienigais Kriterijs - zinatniska izciliba.

v" Pasaules limena peer-review

v" Nekadu ieprieks noteiktu tému (bottom-up)

v' Atbalsta izcilu pétniecibu visas zinatnes nozares
v" High-risk/high-gain

v Nav konsorciju! -> Bet var biit komanda!



%
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Galvenie informacijas avoti

v' EPP majaslapa Call calendar!
v Funding & tender portals: oficiali atvertie projektu konkursi, dokumentu iesniegsana.

v CI%F;P Darba programma 2023.gadam: finanséjuma sadale, principi, projektu konkursu
atumi.

v EF(’jP classes ka uzrakstit pieteikumu, 1. dala, 2.dala, ka sagatavoties intervijai. Vertétaju
padomi.

Pirms projekta pieteikuma iesniegSanas javeic kartigi sagatavoSanas darbi!



EPP Grantu jeb
finanséjuma veidi



@ EPP grantu veidi (1)
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Starting
Grants

« > 2 Iidz <7 gadi péc grada
« L1dz €1.5 miljoniem + max 1 miljons papildus*®
 L1dz 5 gadiem

e >/ lidz < 12 gadi péc grada

Consolidator  L1dz €2 miljoniem max 1 miljons papildus*

Grants

» L1dz 5 gadiem

e sasniegumi pedejo 10 gadu laika
» Lidz €2.5 miljoniem max 1 miljons papildus*
» L1dz 5 gadiem

Advanced
Grants




;g; EPP grantu veidi (2)
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* Visi galvenie pétnieki (Pl) EPP pétniecibas projekta,
kas turpinas vai ir beidzies mazak neka 12 meénesus

Proof-of-Concept < pirms 2023. gada 1. janvara

 Petijuma rezultatu parveidosanai pardodama inovacija
lidz €150,000, tikal EPP grantu sanémeéjiem

» 2-4 petnieki,
Synergy Grants < e l1dz €10 miljoniem + max 4 miljoni papildus*
e [idz 6 gadiem, lai panaktu izravienu, ko nespétu viens
petnieks




@ Pro rata princips
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 Pro rata for projects of shorter duration — maksimala summa samazinas
proporcionali projekta ilgumam.
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*Ko nozimé «papildusy?

Pieteikuma var pieprasit papildu finanséjumu, lai segtu:

1.

o

attaisnojamas parcelSanas (start-up) izmaksas galvenajiem petniekam, kur§ dodas uz
ES dalibvalsti vai asoci€to valsti no citurienes, jo ir sanémis grantu un/vai

liela aprikojuma iegadei un/vai
lai nodros$inatu piekluvi liclam iekartam/laboratorijam (facilities) un/vai
citam lielam eksperimentu un lauka darbu (field work) izmaksam.

EPP grants var ses%t Iidz 100% no kop€jam attiecinamajam petniecibas tieSajam

1izmaksam plus 2

7o no kop€jam attiecinamajam izmaksam netieSo izmaksu segSanai.



3@5 Piemeéri papildus finanséjumam pa doménu
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Additional funding: could you give concrete examples for all three main
domains what could be financed by this budget?

s [ P | _SH

(a) "start-up™ costs for Pl moving to the * Costs to purchase the equipment to set up the laboratory of the P
EU or an AC from elsewhere as a * Recruitment costs to hire team
consequence of receiving the ERC grant » Travel costs of the Pl to come to EU

(b) the purchase of major equipment Build a low-turbulence wind Supercomputer Maobile scanning station
tunel to study flight in controlled
conditions

(c) access to large facilities Access o vessels to conduct  Access to a telescope facility Access to archives or
research in oceans acquisition of images

G ET G E s L DR I High amount of consumables to - Specific tasks to be

work costs, excluding personnel costs [l il G B subcontracted (building of
parts for satellites)




Visparejas atbilstibas prasibas

Latvijas Zinatnes
padome AtbilstoSs pieteikums:

v’ Var pieteikt pétijumu jebkura pétniecibas joma;

v’ Pieteikumu japilda strikti péc dota parauga, jabit pilnigi
aizpilditam visam ta dalam;

v" Skaidri nodefinéts tvérums. Pieteikums tiks uzskatits par
nepiemérotu tikai neskaidra tvéruma/jomas (SCOpe)
defin€Sanas gadijumos.

v \elta projektam noteikto laiku. P&tnieks tiks uzskatits

._— par neatbilstosu, ja nevarés veltit minimali noteikto laiku
50% 40% 30% kada no ES dalibvalstim vai Asoci€tajam valstim(aktuali
3.valstu pilsoniem!)

AtbilstoSs péetnieks:
50% 50% 50% v Jebkuras nacionalitates, vecuma, dzimuma;

v' Jair vairaki doktora gradi, véra tiek nemts pirmais
legiitais;

11
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Identifikators
Konkurss atverts

Konkurss nosléedzas

Budzets milj.,EUR

(atbalstito projektu skaits
provizoriski

Rezultatu pazinoSana péc
1.kartas

2.kartas

Ligumu slegSanas
aptuvenie datumi

Eiropas Pétniecibas padomes 2023.

Starting grant
ERC-2023-StG

12/07/2022
25/10/2022

628
(407)

26/05/2023
25/08/2023

23/12/2023

Consolidator grant
ERC-2023-CoG

28/09/2022
02/02/2023

595
(300)

07/07/2023
08/12/2023

06/04/2024

ada

‘& Apkopojums par 2023.gada konkursiem un budzetu

yrojektu konkusi

Advanced grant
ERC-2023-Ad

08/12/2022
23/05/2023

597
(246)

19/01/2024
19/04/2024

17/08/2024

Synergy grant
ERC-2023-SyG

13/07/2022
08/11/2022

300
(30)

04/05/2023
04/09/2023
14/11/2023

02/04/2024

12
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X
X
X

EPP projekta nedrikst biit komanda;
EPP ir multi-beneficiary projekts;

Varu turpinat savus iepriekS€jos
1esaktos petijumus;

Visiem komandas biedriem jabiit tikai
no manas péetniecibas iestades;

Dokumentus vajag tulkot;

50% ES/AC —vai tas nozimé, ka man
jabrauc stazeties?

Nav Impact dala
Iesniedz 2 kartas, 1 — B1, 2- B2

Biezak dzirdétie miti/parpratumi

v" EPP projekta drikst bat komanda (senior staff, postdoc,
students, other);

v" EPP ir mono-beneficiary projekts, bet ir iesp&jami
partneri;

v" EPP projekta jaattista novel concets, methodology,
beyond State-of-the art;

v’ pétniecku komanda ir elastiga, komandas locekli var bt
no host iestades vai no citas p&tniecibas iestades.

v Dokumenti drikst bt jebkura ES oficialaja valoda,
latvieSu valoda ir viena no ES oficialajam valodam.

v"50% ES vai AC — ir prasiba treSo valstu p&tnickiem.
v" High risk/High gain
v lesniegSana viena reize, péc tam izvertéSana 2 .kartas

13
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e Advanced grant mérkis
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The aim is to promote substantial advances in the frontiers of knowledge, and to
encourage new productive lines of enquiry and new methods and techniques,
Including unconventional approaches innovative projects, with the aim of a far-
reaching impact for the long-term benefit of all.

Merkis ir veicinat ieverojamus sasniegumus zinasanu robeZas un
veicindat jaunus produktivus izpétes virzienus un jaunas metodes un
panémienus, tostarp netradicionalas pieejas novatoriskus projektus, lai
panaktu talejosu ietekmi uz ilgtermina labumu visiem.



&
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Konkurss atverts
08.12.2022

Advanced grant 2023 konkursa laika linija

Identifikators: ERC-2023-AdG
Budzets 597 milj.,, EUR , planots atbalstit 246 projektus

Rezultatu Ligumu slégSanas
pazinoSana péc aptuvenie datumi
1 .kartas 17.08.2024
19.01.2024

Konkurss Rezultatu
noslédzas pazinoSana pec
23.05.2023 2 .kartas
19.04.2024

2022.gada Advanced Grant vértésanas virziba https://erc.europa.eu/timeframe-advanced-grant-2022-evaluation-erc-2022-adg 16



https://erc.europa.eu/timeframe-advanced-grant-2022-evaluation-erc-2022-adg

Advanced Grant 2023

* ERC ADG atbalsta individualus petniekus, kuri jau ir atziti petniecibas Iideri ar
atzitiem sasniegumiem pétnieciba un kuri var paradit sava zinatniska
priekslikuma revolucionaro raksturu, ambicijas un iesp&jamibu.

Latvijas Zinatnes
padome

 Atbilstibas kriteriji:
* Galvenajiem pétniekiem ir jabiit izciliem lideriem sava p&tniecibas
ieguldijuma originalitates un nozimiguma zina. Nav paredzéti 1pasi
Paredzams, ka pretendenti atbilstibas kritériji attieciba uz akadémiskajam prasibam.
bis aktivi petnieki, *  30% laika tiks veltiti projektam un

Advanced Grants

kuriem pédéjo 10 gadu
laika ir bijusi nozimigi

sasniegumi petnieciba. Success rate 2020.gada 7,8 % (finanseti 209/ iesnicgti 2678)
Success rate 2021.gada 14,6% (finanséti 253/ iesniegti 1735)
Success rate 2022.gada ~13,5% (finanséti 223/ iesniegti 1647) provizoriski

Sk. vairak AdG statistiku par 2021.gadu
Sk. vairak AdG statistiku par 2020.gadu
Info par 2022.gadu 17



https://erc.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/file/erc-2021-adg-statistics.pdf
https://erc.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/file/erc-2020-adg-statistics.pdf
https://erc.europa.eu/news/applications-erc-advanced-grants-2022-facts-and-figures#:~:text=The%20ERC%20Advanced%20Grants%202022,when%201%2C735%20applications%20were%20submitted

ERC Advanced Grant galvend pétnieka profils

&

Latvijas zinatnes ¥~ AktTvs p&tnieks, kam ir track-record ar nozimigiem sasniegumiem pé&tnieciba pédéjo 10 gadu
padome laika, tostarp izcelot ideribu, originalitati un vinu petniecibas nozimigumu;

v’ Sagaidams attiecigajai nozarei atbilstosu track-record, kas atbilst vienam vai vairakiem
kriterijiem:
v' Lidz 10 publikacijam ka galvenajam autoram (vai tajas jomas, kur autoribas alfab&tiska seciba ir norma, lidzautors) lielakajos

starptautiskajos zinatniski recenz&tajos daudznozaru zinatniskajos zurnalos un/vai vadosajos starptautiskajos zinatniski recenzetajos
Zurnalos un zinatniski recenz€tajas nozares konferences;

v' 3 nozimigas pétijumu monografijas. Sis Kritérijs attiecas uz p&tniecibas jomam, kuras monografiju publicé$ana ir norma.

v’ Citi alternativi sasniegumi, kurus var uzskatit (atseviski vai kopa) par tadiem, kas liecina par
augstiem sasniegumiem ped¢jos 10 gados:
v’ 5 patenti;
10 prezentacijas ka uzaicinatajam runatajam visparatzitas starptautiski organizetas konferences vai lidzigi;
3 Pétniecibas ekspedicijas galvena petnieka vadiba;

RS

3 visparatzitas starptautiskas konferences vai kongresi, kuros pieteikuma iesniedzgjs bija iesaistits ka vadibas un/vai organizacijas
komitejas loceklis;

starptautiska atziSana caur zinatniskam balvam/apbalvojumiem vai dalibu labi atzitas akadémijas;

AN

Liels ieguldijums jaunu, izcilu p&tnieku karjeras uzsaksana;

v’ atzita inovacijas vadiba.

18



@ Izcilibu vérteé divos limenos
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Projekta idejas izciliba

1. Idejarevolucionara daba;
2. Potenciala ietekme;
3. Zinatniska pieeja

I

Galvena péetnieka 1zciliba

1. Intelektuala kapacitate;
2. RadoSums

19



3@5 Vertésanas jautajumi
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1. Research Project

Ground-breaking nature, ambition and feasibility

Starting, Consolidator, Advanced and Synergy

2. Principal Investigator(s)

Intellectual capacity and creativity

Advanced and Synergy

To what extent has/have the Pl{s) demonstrated the ability to conduct ground-breaking
research?

To what extent does/do the Pl(s) has/have the required scientific expertise and capacity to
successfully execute the project?

To what extent has the Pl demonstrated sound leadership in the training and advancement
of young scientists (for Advanced Grant applicants)?

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project
To what extent does the proposed research address important challenges?

To what extent are the objectives ambitious and beyond the state of the art (e.g. novel
concepts and approaches or development between or across disciplines)?

To what extent is the proposed research high risk-high gain (i.e. if successful the payoffs will
be very significant, but there is a high risk that the research project does not entirely fulfil its
aims)?

Scientific Approach

To what extent is the outlined scientific approach feasible bearing in mind the extent that the
proposed research is high risk/high gain {based on the Extended Synopsis)?

To what extent does the proposal go beyond what the individual Principal Investigators could
achieve alone (for Synergy Grants, based on the Extended Synopsis)?

To what extent do the Principal Investigators succeed in proposing a combination of scientific
approaches that are crucial to address the scope and complexity of the research questions to
be tackled (for Synergy Grants, based on the Extended Synopsis)?

To what extent are the proposed research methodology and working arrangements
appropriate to achieve the goals of the project (based on the research proposal)?

To what extent does the proposal involve the development of novel methodology (based on
the research proposal)?




[zciliba, ko tas 1etver?

Latvijas Zinatnes
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Visaptveross, daudzdimensionals koncepts:
v Izcils pétnieks + izcils pétijums veértéts kopa (idejas un talanta kvalitate);
_ . v" Salidzino§i labaks ar citiem iesniedz€jiem Eiropas limeni (best of the best);
SALIDZINASANA - . 9 v i _
o v' Intelektuala kapacitate, radoSums un apnemsanas (commitment);

ar konkréta gada s o Coo

citiem v' Jaunas metodes, metodologija, pieejas, jeédzient;

pretendentiem!!! v' Attistiba starp un pari disciplinam (between/across);

v MEérki ir ambiciozi un parsniedz jaunakos sasniegumus =¥ novatoriska daba;
v" Frontier research — progresiva pétniecibal!

Petijumi, kas pilniba vai lield mera sastav no esoSo materialu apkoposanas un apvienosanas jaunas
datubazes, izdevumos vai kolekcijas, visticamak, pasi par sevi nav novatoriski vai “progresivi’
petijumi, lai art cik noderigi Sie resursi varétu but turpmakajam originalajam petijumam.

21



& UznemosSa organizacija jeb Host
, institution
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» UznemoSa organizacijai jauznem un jaiesaista galvenais pé€tnieks (PI)
vismaz uz finans€juma sanemsSanas lalku. Finans€§jumu sanem
organizacija Nevis p&tnieks.

* UznemosSa organizacija Ir dibinata ES dalibvalsti val Asocietaja
valstt un ta ir:

« Uz nacionala normativa regul&juma pamata izveidota juridiska persona, vai

o Starptautiska Eiropas pétniecibas organizacija (CERN, EMBL, the European Commission's
Joint Research Centre (JRC) vai

« Jebkura juridiska persona dibinata ES normativa reguléjuma ietvaros.

22



Komanda

Latvijas Zinatnes
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Please enter the contact name and details: @ \/ PI IlOSEtka Savas komandas llelumu, kOmpOZTCIJu;
Project Role S— . v" No jebkuras vietas pasaulg;
Hoosea i ;| v’ Jaapraksta (Part 4 portala, Section C “
Fuiieme S ' Resources.”’) komandas lielumu un raksturu,
. Coordinater ot ol aceees) I vajadzibas gadijuma noradot galvenos komandas
loceklus un vinu lomas.
Email Address e .
v" Var piesaistit dazada Iimena komandas biedrus:

senior staff, postdocs, students, other.

Add contact

Add Contact -> - i G | . _
- : i «  To what extent are the proposed timescales, resources and Pl commitment
Project Role: Contact person -> adequate and properly justified (based on the full Scientific Proposal)?

Acces rights: Team member.
23
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Pieméri: komandas dazados finansétos ERC AdG projektos

Advanced Grant https://www.6gflagship.com/crew/

Advanced Grant http://typarabic.ro/wordpress/projects/

Advanced Grant http://research.iac.es/proyecto/polmag/pages/group-members.php
Advanced Grant https://puppetplays.www.univ-montp3.fr/en/team

Advanced Grant https://www.terrace.no/the-team

Advanced Grant https://users.renyi.hu/~pach/geoscape/memb.html
Advanced Grant https://faime.ijs.si/team/
Advanced Grant https://craace.com/team/
Advanced Grant https://bpy.bilgi.edu.tr/en/team/principal-investigator/
. Advanced Grant https://www.trafficfluid.tuc.gr/en/people/principal-investigator

© 0o N o g bk wbd-

[EEY
o

[HEN
[HEN

. Advanced Grant https://www.ecape.aau.dk/researchers/

=
N

. Advanced Grant https://spheregovernance.org/people.html
. Advanced Grant https://pric.unive.it/projects/water-cultures/home#c5452
. Advanced Grant https://www.uni-bielefeld.de/fakultaeten/soziologie/forschuna/projekte/predict/people/

=
w

[N
S
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https://www.6gflagship.com/crew/
http://typarabic.ro/wordpress/projects/
http://research.iac.es/proyecto/polmag/pages/group-members.php
https://puppetplays.www.univ-montp3.fr/en/team
https://www.terrace.no/the-team
https://users.renyi.hu/~pach/geoscape/memb.html
https://faime.ijs.si/team/
https://craace.com/team/
https://bpy.bilgi.edu.tr/en/team/principal-investigator/
https://www.trafficfluid.tuc.gr/en/people/principal-investigator
https://www.ecape.aau.dk/researchers/
https://spheregovernance.org/people.html
https://pric.unive.it/projects/water-cultures/home#c5452
https://www.uni-bielefeld.de/fakultaeten/soziologie/forschung/projekte/predict/people/

&
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Application forms

Proposal ID

Acronym Acronym Is mandatory

Izmaksu kategorijas/ budzeta tabula (portala)

3 - Budget
Pl Senior 5taff | Postdocs Students Other A B. C. (A Consum- | Publications Other c3 Total D. E. Total Eligible| Requested
Personnel Total Subcontracti| Travel and |Equipment-| ablesincl. | (incl. Open | additional | Total other | Purchase Internally Indirect Costs EU
Costs personnel | ng Costs/€ | subsistence | including | fieldwork | Accessfees) | direct costs |goods, works| costs/e invoiced Cost/e contribution
costs/€ | (Noindirect major and animal and and services goods and JE
Costs) equipment costs disseminatio services/e
n (No indirect
Beneficiary Short Name costs)
0 0 0 0 0.00 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0.00
Total 0 0 ] ] 0.00 ] ] ] ] 0 ] 0.00 0.00 ] 0.00 0.00 0.00

25



Pietetkuma forma



Pieteitkums
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Visiem pieteikumiem jabut pilnigiem, lasamiem un pieejamiem, tie jaiesniedz pirms
gala termina.
1. Administrativa dala (Part A)
1. Vispar€ja informacija, Dalibnieku administrativa informacija, BudZets (2lapas),
Etika un droSiba, konkursam specifiska informacija.
2.Petijuma pieteikums (Part B) StG, CoG, AdG

v'Part B1:
v'Sadala a — Zinatniska pieteikuma izverstais kopsavilkums (max 5 lapas)
v'Sadala b — Dzivesgajums jeb CV (max 2 lapas)
v' Sadala ¢ — Jaunakie sasniegumi/ 10 gadu pieredze (max 2 lapas)
v'Part B2 : (14 lapas bez resursu sadalas)

v' Sadala a — State-of-the-art un mérki
v' Sadala b - Metodologija

27
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3. Pavadosa dokumentacija: uznemosas organizacijas véstules, izmantojiet paraugu!

Galvene!
Datums!
Paraksts!
Zimogs!

AtbilstoSs!

28



Latvijas Zinatnes
padome

Bl

Sadala a — Zinatniska pieteikuma
izverstais kopsavilkums (max 5
lapas)

So sadalu veérte 1.verteSanas karta.
Ja tiek ielikts B vai C vertéjums,
pieteikums netiek virzits uz
2.kartu (interviju) !

Applicant's last name Part B1 ACRONYM

Section a: Extended Synopsis of the scientific proposal (max. 5 pages, references do not count towards
the page limits)

[The Extended Svnopsis should give a concise presentation of the scientific proposal, with particular
attention to the ground-breaking nature of the research project, which will allow evaluation panels to assess,
in Step 1 of the evaluation, the feasibility of the outlined scientific approach. Describe the proposed work in
the context of the state of the art of the field. References to literature should also be included. Please use a
reference stvle that is commonly used in vour discipline such as American Chemical Society (ACS) stvie,
American Medical Association (AMA) stvie, Modern Language Association (MLA) style, etc. and that allows
the evaluators fo easily retrieve each reference.]

Please respect the following formatting constraints: Times New Roman, Arial or similar, a&asw size
11, margins (2.0cm side and 1.5cm top and bottom), single line spacing.



piog

;@; ERC video 11 jautajumi par Bl sadalu

Latvijas Zinatnes
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1.
2.
3.

A

Kapéc Jisu projekts/ideja ir jauns, inovativs/rada jaunas teorijas, risinajumus?
Uzsvars uz to, Kas Jiisu projekta ir jauns, kas nav ieprieks darits?
Vai Jisu Ideja nodrosinas un attistts kaut ko jaunu, modernu? Ko Jusu projekts
nozime nozares attistibas konteksta?
Kapeéec Jisu projekts ir svarigs? Kam tas ir vajadzigs?
. Val jus pietieckami argumentgjiet savu Iideju? Hipoteze, t€zes, péetnieciskie
]autéjlugm? Val Ir sniegts pamatojums hipoté€zem, jautajumiem utt. Val Jusu merki
Il reali’
Val Jusu projekts ir laikietilpigs? Kapéc tads p&tijums nav bijis ieprieks?

Kadi ir projekta riski? Risku novertéjumam jabiit ieklautam gan B1 (isuma), gan
B2 (izverstais). Galvenals, ka Jis paradiet, ka esiet apsverusi, kadi Ir potencialie
riski un ka tos noverst, ja tie paradas. Vai riski attaisno ]%otencw'l_los leguvumus,
val tas Ir ta verts? Val Jums Ir alternativi risinajumi, ja kaut kas neizdodas?

30


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=HsmQRM88yyM

Latvijas Zinatnes 7

padome

10.

11.

Val Jus esiet sniedzis ieskatu Jusu sadarbiba ar citiem? Ir svarigi saprast, ka Sis
nav sadarbibas projekts, bet ka Jius ka galvenais pétnieks esiet §1 projekta
virzitajs un attistitajs un, lal realiz€tu projektu Jias sadarbojieties ar citiem
cilvekiem, lai nosegtu to, kas ums pasam nav (ekspertize kada joma, zinasanas,
Instrumenti, ierices, apstakli). Uz svars ir uz Jums, Ka Jis vadiet So sadarbibu.

Kapéc Jus esiet labakais val vienigais, kur§ var veikt So projektu? Te Jums ir
jazina savi konkurenti visos Iimenos (lokala, nacionala, Eiropas, pasaules?).

Val Jis esiet pier_a'ldi%'is savu zinatnisko neatkaribu ieprieks? Jums japierada, ka
spesiet vadit projektu maksimums 5 gadus. Stastiet ko esiet darijis ieprieks,
kadas lomas esiet veicis, kadus atbildigus pienakumus uznémusies, finansgéjumu
sanemis Utt.

Val Jiis esiet starptautiski atpazistams, aktivs, konkurétspejigs? Val esiet bijis
kadas komitejas, ka editor, peer review vertetajs, bijis zinatniska mobilitate?
Stastiet par starptautiskam sadarbibam, kadas Jums Ir bijusas.

Val Jis_esiet paradijis savu zinatnisko lideribu CV? Ka Jis ka pétnieks
Izskatieties sava zinatnes nozarg?




Publiski atrodami finansétu ERC AdG pieteikumi

Latvijas Zinatnes
padome

« AdG 2020 Autonomous Linguistic Emergence in Neural Networks (ALIEN)
https://marcobaroni.org/alien/ (B1, B2)

« AdG 2019 Did elite human capital trigger the rise of the West? Insights from a new database
of European scholars (UTHC)

https://perso.uclouvain.be/david.delacroix/erc/UCL _delaCroix UTHC AdG 2019 B1.pdf (B1)

« AdG 2013 The Emergence of Relativism —Historical, Philosophical and Sociological
Perspectives (RELATIVIS)

 https://www.academia.edu/5095013/ERC_Proposal_on_Relativism_Short_Version B1 (B1)
* https://www.academia.edu/10181904/ERC_Proposal_on_Relativism_Long_\ersion_B2_ (B2)

e AdG 2013 The Plant Immune System: Epistasis and Fitness-Tradeoffs IMMUNEMESIS)
* https://weigelworld.org/fileadmin/weigelworld/About Us/IMMUNEMESIS.pdf (B2)
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https://marcobaroni.org/alien/
https://perso.uclouvain.be/david.delacroix/erc/UCL_delaCroix_UTHC_AdG_2019_B1.pdf
https://www.academia.edu/5095013/ERC_Proposal_on_Relativism_Short_Version_B1_
https://www.academia.edu/10181904/ERC_Proposal_on_Relativism_Long_Version_B2_
https://weigelworld.org/fileadmin/weigelworld/About_Us/IMMUNEMESIS.pdf
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Bl
Sadalab - CV
(max 2 lapas)

Neizmantojiet
savu formu, B1
dala ir paraugs.

Applicant's last name Part Bl ACRONYM
Section b: Curriculum vitae (max. 2 pages)

[The template below is provided only for guidance. It may be modified as necessary and appropriate.]

PERSONAL INFORMATION

Family name, First name:

Researcher unique identifier(s) (such as ORCID, Research ID, etc. ...):
Date of birth:

Nationality:

URL for web site:

e EDUCATION

200? PhD
Name of Faculty/ Department, Name of University/ Institution, Country
Name of PhD Supervisor

1997 Master
Name of Faculty/ Department, Name of University/ Institution, Country

¢ CURRENT POSITION(S)
2017 - Current Position
Name of Faculty/ Department, Name of University/ Institution/ Country

2007 — Current Position
Name of Faculty/ Department, Name of University/ Institution/ Country

e PREVIOUS POSITIONS

2007 — 2007  Position held
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v'Part B2 (Max 14 lapas)

Sadala a — State-of-the-art
un mérki
Sadala b - Metodologija

leteikums:
ERC classes video par
Part B2

ERC Starting Grant 2018
Research proposal [Part B2]'
(not evaluated in Step 1)

Part B2: The scientific proposal (max. 15 pages, references do not count towards the page limits)

Text highlighted in grev should be deleted.
Please respect the following formatting constraints: Times New Roman, Arial or similar, at least font size
11, margins (2.0 cm side and 1.5 cm top and bottom), single line spacing.

Section a. State-of-the-art and objectives

Section b. Methodology

Section c. Resources (including project costs)

(Note: State and fully justify the amo Mg considered necessary to fulfil the objectives for the
duration of the project. To facilitate assessment of resources by the panels. the use of the following
budget table is strongly suggested. All eligible costs requested. should be included in the budget. Please use

whole euro values only.)


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=4fpHkhitwA0

2.karta - Intervija

Latvijas Zinatnes
padome

v’ Panela Zirija sastav no 10-16 locekliem (generalists);

v' Vidgji ilgst 25 mindites;

v" Galvena pétnieka (Pl) prezentacija ~5-12 miniites, paréjais laiks
atbildot uz panela loceklu jautajumiem.

v' Katra paneli citadak —lauj izmantot 1-3 ppt slaidus, cita tikai 1 slaidu,
citos vispar neizmantojot ppt.

v" Anglu valodas prasme — par to punktus nenem nost/ neliek klat (native
speakers)!

v' Izmantojiet kolégus, draugus, lai sagatovotu izcilu uzstasanos.
Praktizejiet atbildét uz ne€rtiem, provokativiem jautajumiem!
Trenins, trenins, trenins!
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Pieteikumu vertesana
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Vertéjumi
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Score 'A’
Fully meets the EPP excellence criterion and is recommended for funding if
sufficient funds are available.

Score 'B’
Meets some but not all of the EPP’s excellence criterion and will not be
funded.

Score 'C’
Proposal is not of sufficient quality to pass to Step 2 of the evaluation.
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Ka tiek verteti pieteikumi?
IesniegSana viena karta, bet vertéSana 2.kartas

Latvijas Zinatnes

padome E

Remote assessment by Panel Remote assessment by Panel

A 4

members of part B1: synopsis and members and reviewers of full
Pl proposals: part B1+ B2

l ,,

_ Panel meeting + interview
Panel meeting (StG, CoG, AdG)

l

l

Proposals
rejected (score

/

Feedback to applicants 38
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Atgriezeniska saite no vertétajiem

Evaluation summary report (ESR):

- Panela vertéjums;
- Ranga diapazons;
- Panela komentars;

novertejums
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PANEL COMMENT - kopgjais vert€jums
REVIEWER COMMENTS

Latvijas Zinatnes
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Research Project

Ground-breaking nature and potential impact of the research project
Vertejums tekstuali izklastits

Scientific Approach
Vertejums tekstuali izklastits

Principal Investigator - & Excentional
xceptiona

To what extent has the Pl demonstrated the ability to conduct ground-breaking research?

. <« 4 Excellent
vertejums 3 Very Good
To what extent does the Pl provide evidence of creative independent thinking? vertéjums 2 Good
To what extent does the PI have the required scientific expertise and capacity to verteéjums / 1 Non-competitive

successfully execute the project?
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3 Sekmiba un pieteikumu daudzumus
La“"gisdozxzmes Advanced grant 2021
lesniegti 1735, no tiem:
AdG 2022 (finansgs ~223 sekmiba ~13,5%) Physical Sciences and Engineering (762-
44%),

Social Science and Humanities (472- 27%),
Life Sciences (501- 29%).

Verteti 2603, no tiem:
Physical Sciences and Engineering (1087 —

Sanemti 1647 pieteikumi:
v" Physical Sciences and Engineering (716

t.1. 43,5%) finanse 110 t.i. 11,9%)
v" Social Science and Humanities (471 t.i. Social Science and Humanities (747- finasnés
28,6% ) 68 t.i. 11,7%)

: : ) _ : v
v Life Sciences (469 t.i. 27,9%) Life Sciences (769 - finansés 75 t.i.12,3%).

e e o Virziti uz 843 t.i. 31,7% no iesniegtajiem
v Life Sciences 501 75 Physical Sciences and Engineering 762 2 kartu
110 Social Sciences and Humanities 472 68 Total 1735 253 :
Finanses 250 t.i. ~14 % no iesniegtajiem

Sekmiba vidéji 10-15% “



Advanced Grant 2023

« ERC ADG atbalsta individualus petniekus, kuri jau ir atziti petniecibas lider1 ar
atzitiem sasniegumiem pétnieciba un kuri var paradit sava zinatniska
priekslikuma revolucionaro raksturu, ambicijas un iesp&jamibu.

Latvijas Zinatnes
padome

 Atbilstibas kriteriji:
* Galvenajiem pétniekiem ir jabiit izciliem lideriem sava p&tniecibas
ieguldijuma originalitates un nozimiguma zina. Nav paredzéti 1pasi
Paredzams, ka pretendenti atbilstibas kritériji attieciba uz akadémiskajam prasibam.
bis aktivi petnieki, *  30% laika tiks veltiti projektam un

Advanced Grants

kuriem péd&jo 10 gadu
laika ir bijusi nozimigi

sasniegumi petnieciba. Success rate 2020.gada 7,8 % (finanseti 209/ iesnicgti 2678)
Success rate 2021.gada 14,6% (finanséti 253/ iesniegti 1735)
Success rate 2022.gada ~13,5% (finanséti 223/ iesniegti 1647) provizoriski

Sk. vairak AdG statistiku par 2021.gadu
Sk. vairak AdG statistiku par 2020.gadu
Info par 2022.gadu 42



https://erc.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/file/erc-2021-adg-statistics.pdf
https://erc.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/file/erc-2020-adg-statistics.pdf
https://erc.europa.eu/news/applications-erc-advanced-grants-2022-facts-and-figures#:~:text=The%20ERC%20Advanced%20Grants%202022,when%201%2C735%20applications%20were%20submitted
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Ierobezojumi atkartotai pieteitkuma
1esniegsanal
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@ Atkartotas 1esniegSanas 1erobezojumi (1)
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 GGalvenais péetnieks (PI) drikst picteikties dazadiem ERC konkursiem
2023.gada darba programmas ietvaros, bet tikal pirmais atbilstoSais
pletelkums tiks vertets.

* Pilna apmera jaievero pétniecibas integritate (petnicka profesionalas un
ctikas normas%!

* Dubulta pieteiksanas/finanséejums: Pétnieks, kur$ Jau ir sanémis ERC
grantu, nedrikst pieteikties citam ERC grantam, ja vien esosais projekts
nebeidzas ne velak ka divus gadus péc jauna uzsaukuma gala termina.

* Piemg&rs: Jiis Tstenojigt, Startingz%rant projektu, kur$ beigsies 2024.gada marta. Jis variet pieteikties Consolidator
grant, jo gala termins ir 17.0372022.

» Kapéc? Jauna (CoG) finansgjuma gadijuma ligumu paraksta 2023.gada julija + projektu parasti uzsak menesi pec
Eaar}lzlgg[lgllzi Lcljmiguu gr)aksta EfgC 1Zp1 daéentﬁra al Jegkuré pétmekaglzvéfétﬁl datu%qe"l] 12 m%neéu laika, kops Hg&)mu
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Atkartotas 1esniegSanas 1erobezojumi (2)

Latvijas Zinatnes
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2021 and 2022
Starting, Consolidator, Rejected on the grounds of a | Starting, Consolidator, Advanced,
Advanced Grant or 2022 breach of research integrity and Synergy Grant
Synergy Grant
2021 Starting, Consolidator, Starting, Consolidator, and
Cat Step 1
or Advanced Grant Advanced Grant
A or B at Step3 No restrictions
2022 Synergy Grant BatSteplor2 No restrictions
CatStep 1 Advanced and Synergy Grant
A or B at Step 2 No restrictions
2022 Starting, Consolidator,
Starting, Consolidator, and
or Advanced Grant B or C at Step 1 g
Advanced Grant




& Vertétaju komentari AdG 2020 (random)
&

Latvijas Zinatnes
padome

 Life Sciences
* Projekts
e P|

* Physical Sciences And Engineering
* Projekts
* PI

* Soclal Science
* Projekts
e P|
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Latvijas Zinatnes
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[ J

The proposed project is centred on a structural biology approach
that may not be sufficient to answer the biological questions.

From the extended synopsis it is impossible to conclude how
feasible this proposed project is.

It is not convincing to the reviewer why this proposal would

convey a higher degree of success and/or novel results/approachese
as compared to other groups doing similar research and posing
similar questions.

it is difficult to understand and follow the rationale for the .
methodology to be applied.

It is not clear why the PI needs to assemble all of these techniques. o

There is the possibility that he/she will fail to detect significant
differences in the.... patients. A major concern is that he/she is o
unable to exclude confounds, such as other diseases that give rise to
both ....and .... .

Unfortunately, the proposal gives hardly any outline of the work
plan.

There is insufficient clarity about what and how will actually be
done, including experimental strategies, number of samples etc.

Vertetaju komentari AdG 2020 (random) Life Sciences (par
projektu)

Preliminary data are largely missing.

The proposal present lengthy but rather repetitive introduction.
Specific objectives and outcomes are poorly defined. This is
disappointing as I suspect this is an important topic, but this
proposal does not convince.

Important novel and truly ground-breaking findings are not
elaborated. Reading the abstract, it is not even clear what the Pl
will be studying.

Overall, a very weak proposal, which just summarizes current
knowledge and well-established approaches.

This is a very short proposal with no details on the approaches to
be used, so | am unable to comment on the scientific approach.

The project is incremental in scope, of limited ambition and
conceptually narrow;

Unfortunately, the project description is so limited and vague, that it
Is not possible to conclude anything on its scientific approach.
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The listed publications are good but no outstanding.
/ The PI's is track record is good but not outstanding.

No details is provided on the research team. The Pl
Is involved in a very large number of projects, so it
Is unclear which proportion of his/her working
time will be devoted to this project.

However, his track record of working with ..... and
studying specific .... process is ot convincing.

The PI does not specify how he has promoted the
careers of his students and post-doctoral fellows.

In this reviewer’s opinion, the CV is not competitive
in this ERC grant scheme. There is limited output of
real significance and the PI1 does not stand out in

Vertetaju komentari AdG 2020 (random) Life Sciences (par Pl)

his/her field, based on the available information.
The PI has little experience in life sciences and thus,
the PI’s background does not match well the aims of
the proposal.

The CV of the applicant is non-competitive. Her
track record does not show that she has carried out
groundbreaking research; she is not visible
Internationally, nor has she the required expertise
to successfully execute the proposed project.

An additional point of concern is that the proposal
relies on many collaborations with different groups
and it was difficult to identify who would do what.
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Vertetaju komentari AdG 2020 (random) Physical Sciences And
~ Engineering (par projektu)

Latvijas Zinatnes
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e Itseems very uncertain that the computed effects can be detected,

however.

in detail it is difficult to find a common thread. A lot of aspects are o
mentioned qualitatively but rather few feasibility studies have been
performed so far.

The Applicant does not detail in sufficient detail the scientific
approach of the project.

The project has the risk of failing with the proposed idea. It needs
to do preliminary steps, that show the viability of the method in
the ... *

The proposal is overambitious.

The proposed scientific approach, particularly concerning the
phenomena to be investigated, has a low degree of feasibility.

the outlined objectives are very challenging and for sure of high
gain, if achievable. In terms of feasibility, there is not enough o
evidence that a truly ..... with such a thin thickness can be inserted
by chemical design.

These objectives do not represent any novelty in concepts or
approaches. Finally, it is hard to see what type of groundbreaking

results can be obtained, and how this research can be considered as
high-gain/high risk.

but many aspects have already been explored by the PI in various
occasions.

| would assess the proposal as moderate risk/ moderate gain.

The proposal consists entirely of elaboration of ideas of
[ANOTHER AUTHORY], and provides no indication of the
originality of the PI's contributions.

The scientific approach lacks of description in the proposal. The
approach is feasible and not of groundbreaking nature.

| find this very difficult to assess, not having a familiarity with the
state of the art. My biggest concern is the interdependencies of the
various work packages, and the difficult of validating the
outcomes of the modeling.

The phenomenology seems to be self-developed by the PI with little
comparison to other existing techniques or justification for such
variational approaches. It is highly unlikely that this methodology
will yield any meaningful results.

49



o

%

Latvijas Zinatnes

padome

The PI seems to publish primarily in specialized
journals in category theory. Only one of the 10 major
publications listed is in a recognized international
journal.

Most of the articles are not in the internationally
recognized [field] research journals. The PI does not
describe his achievements in mentoring young
scientists in the application.

The PI does not seem to have a strong record in
educating young scientists.

The PI has a short list of reasonably well-reviewed
publications on topics in [..] related to [..]

The PI has very few publications, none of them in
international journals with a wide readership. The Pl
has directed no graduate students.

The PI does not have the credentials for winning an
AdG. His citations record is very low.

Vertetaju komentari AdG 2020 (random) Physical Sciences And
Engineering (par Pl)

The Pl is a [field name] with no contributions (except
two recent preprints) or expertise in most of the topics
discussed in the proposal.

His CV does not indicate any indications of the
impact of their research work.

In the work published over the last 10 years the Pl
appears seldom as leading author.

The performance in terms of training and mentoring of
young scientists is not really competitive.

However, no more information is given in the
application: the main works and their citations,
education of students and other academic activities are
not described.
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Vertétaju komentari AdG 2020 (random) Social Sciences (par projeku)

Latvijas Zinatnes
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The scientific approach is very ambitious and not sufficiently
detailed, how will data be collected on so many levels in so many
countries? However, | do not see a significant scientific
contribution.

Important databases already exist and could be of use, they are too
briefly mentioned in the proposal. The synopsis does not make it
clear how the ambitious goals will be actually addressed by the
empirical programme. The presented team is not clearly attached to
the numerous work packages and contexts.

The risk of the project is also low. The problem might be that the
return from the project might also be low. The potential value added
of the research to the existing literature might be quite limited. | am

not confident that many of them will be published in the top general
[ J

interest journals.

This is a fascinating idea, yet there are no hints in the proposal how
to do it. Although the problem is described in great details, there are
no indications how the solution or the way to the solution could
look like.

Moreover, there is no information regarding the sources for data
collection and whether the PI has already established any
collaboration with a hospital or health care provider that will
facilitate the data collection. This type of project requires also the
collaboration with health practitioners and health researchers. | have
not seen this type of collaboration specified in the proposal.

However, the research proposal, which cites no research paper
published in the last 10 years, does not make it sufficiently clear
where its major innovative contribution to the literature will be.

The underpinning of the research is deficient, with a failure to
identify the scientific need for the research, in terms of addressing
literature gaps, and identifying expected contribution. The use of
living labs is not innovative, as these have now entered standard
practice in the social sciences.

rom a methodological point of view there is no discussion in the
proposal of systematic valid data collections and analysis. the lack of
a clearly defined methodological framework is a major weakness
of the proposal.

No time period is specified, but it sounds as if the concentration will
be on recent times. Hypotheses are put forward, but they are not
motivated theoretically, so they do not constitute a test of more
abstract principles. The proposal is much too ambitious and
therefore it is hard to see how it can be implemented successfully.

There is very little information in the proposal as to the planned
scientific approach, so it is doubtful whether it is feasible. | suspect
there is a high risk that it will be necessary to develop a
methodological framework from scratch, and this weakens the
overall convincingness of the project.
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Vertetaju komentari AdG 2020 (random) Social Sciences (par Pl)

Latvijas Zinatnes
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but some sections of the CV are missing, unclear or ambiguous, in terms that career progress and
achievements are not clearly outlined.

The table of current ongoing research projects is missing. This can be interpreted that there are none;
however, that is not clearly stated.

Whether the PhD students graduated or not is unclear. Also unclear to what extent the Pl has experience
about leading significant studies.

The PI has experience in areas related to the project but the overlap is not perfect.

[...] This record is not very impressive.
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Noderigas saites

EPP majaslapa https://erc.europa.eu/

Funding & tender portals: _EPP konkursi

EPP classes: video pamaciba.

Panelu struktiira: 2023.gada darba programma.

Asociéto valstu saraksts: HE Programme quide 12Ipp.

Proposal template (2022) F&T portala zem Topic conditions and documents

EPP Guide for Peer Reviewers (2022) portala zem Topic conditions and documents.

leteikumi gatavojoties EPP intervijai https://enspire.science/EPP-interview-applicant-expect/
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https://erc.europa.eu/
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/topic-search;callCode=null;freeTextSearchKeyword=erc;matchWholeText=true;typeCodes=1,0;statusCodes=31094501,31094502,31094503;programmePeriod=null;programCcm2Id=null;programDivisionCode=null;focusAreaCode=null;destination=null;mission=null;geographicalZonesCode=null;programmeDivisionProspect=null;startDateLte=null;startDateGte=null;crossCuttingPriorityCode=null;cpvCode=null;performanceOfDelivery=null;sortQuery=sortStatus;orderBy=asc;onlyTenders=false;topicListKey=topicSearchTablePageState
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=xbFbzkVWgCU&list=PLtv6FnsXqnXAYRk6HCErwMxwML0ZKoMcy
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/wp-call/2023/wp_horizon-erc-2023_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/programme-guide_horizon_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/topic-details/erc-2023-cog;callCode=null;freeTextSearchKeyword=erc;matchWholeText=true;typeCodes=1,0;statusCodes=31094501,31094502,31094503;programmePeriod=null;programCcm2Id=null;programDivisionCode=null;focusAreaCode=null;destination=null;mission=null;geographicalZonesCode=null;programmeDivisionProspect=null;startDateLte=null;startDateGte=null;crossCuttingPriorityCode=null;cpvCode=null;performanceOfDelivery=null;sortQuery=sortStatus;orderBy=asc;onlyTenders=false;topicListKey=topicSearchTablePageState
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/topic-details/erc-2023-cog;callCode=null;freeTextSearchKeyword=erc;matchWholeText=true;typeCodes=1,0;statusCodes=31094501,31094502,31094503;programmePeriod=null;programCcm2Id=null;programDivisionCode=null;focusAreaCode=null;destination=null;mission=null;geographicalZonesCode=null;programmeDivisionProspect=null;startDateLte=null;startDateGte=null;crossCuttingPriorityCode=null;cpvCode=null;performanceOfDelivery=null;sortQuery=sortStatus;orderBy=asc;onlyTenders=false;topicListKey=topicSearchTablePageState
https://enspire.science/erc-interview-applicant-expect/
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Finansétie projekti

Finanseto projektu datubaze EPP lapa

CoGrant 2020 saneméji ; CoG 2021 sanemeéji

StGrant 2020 saneméji ; StG saneméjr 2021

AdGrant 2019 sanéméii ; AdG 2020 sanéméji; AdG 2021 sanéméji
Pieredzes stasts.

Finans€to EPP projektu saraksts CORDIS lapa

Aktualakas vakances EPP projektos atrodamas EURAXESS majaslapa.

54


https://erc.europa.eu/projects-figures/project-database
https://erc.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/file/erc-2020-cog-results-all-domains.pdf
https://erc.europa.eu/news/erc-2021-consolidator-grants-results
https://erc.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/file/erc_2020_stg_results_all_domains.pdf
https://erc.europa.eu/news/erc-2021-starting-grants-results
https://erc.europa.eu/sites/default/files/document/file/erc-2019-adg-results-all-domains.pdf
https://erc.europa.eu/news/erc-2020-advanced-grants-results
https://erc.europa.eu/news/erc-2021-advanced-grants-results
https://cdn1.euraxess.org/sites/default/files/news/erc_dr_danupon.pdf
https://cordis.europa.eu/search?q=contenttype%3D%27project%27%20AND%20%2Fproject%2Frelations%2Fcategories%2FprojectFundingSchemeCategory%2Fcode%3D%27ERC%27&p=1&num=10&srt=Relevance:decreasing
https://euraxess.ec.europa.eu/jobs/search/field_is_eu_founded/h2020-erc-866/field_is_eu_founded/he-erc-4831
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Paldies!

Liene Eksa
29975961
liene.eksa@lzp.gov.lv

NACIONALAIS A» RAL EIROPAS SAVIENIBA
ATTISTIBAS s 3 S Eiropas Regionalas
Latvijas Zinatnes PLANS 2020 4 attistibas fonds

padome

IEGULDIJUMS TAVA NAKOTNE

1.1.1. specifiska atbalsta mérka "Palielinat Latv?as zinatnisko institlciju pétniecisko un inovativo kapacitati un sp&ju piesaistit aréjo finans€jumu,
ieguldot cilvékresursos un infrastruktara" 1.1.1.5. Basékuma "Atbalsts starptautiskas sadarbibas projektiem pé&tnieciba un inovacijas" 1.kartas,
projekta Nr.1.1.1.5/17/1/001 “Atbalsts starptautiskas sadarbibas projektu izstradei un istenoSanai” ietvaros 55
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