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a) Cost-Shared Research Projects

CONTENT:

Introductory Sections of the Report

Responding Organisations
Research Activities & Goals

Overview of Research Results & Impacts

Scientific and Technological Impacts

Scientific and Technological Achievements

Research Capacity Impacts

Economic Impacts

Exploitation and Performance Impacts
Industrial and Competitiveness Impacts

Economic Growth and Development Impacts

Policy and Regulation

Social Impacts

Environmental Impacts and Sustainability




Introductory Sections of the Report
Sample Description - Responding Organisations

Exhibit 1
What is the legal status of your organisation?

Legal status of the organisations

-

Legal Status of the Organisations (Base: 47 Respondents)

no response
4%

/

Public-private or
semi-public
organisation

6%

Public organisation
26%

Private non-profit
organisation

Private profit-
11%

oriented
organisation
53%

Exhibit 2

Size of the organisations

How many people does your organisation employ?

-

Size of the Organisations (Base: 47 Respondents)

0-9 employees
no response 9%
4% \ \

10-49 employees

/ 17%

50-99 employees
13%

250+ employees

53% 100-249 employees

4%




Exhibit 3 Typologies of Organisations
How would you describe your organisation?

s
Typologies of Organisations (Base: 47 Respondents)
Public
administration
organisation ™\ Research
4% __—organisation
17%
\Higher education
institute
Industry-business 19%
organisation —
60%
-

Exhibit 4 Typologies & Size of the Organisations

Typologies & Size of the Organisations (Base: 47 Respondents)

Research
organisation
17%

Large Industry-

business
organisations
32%

Higher education

institute
/ 19%

SME Industry- Public
bus?ne§s <.__administration
organisations organisation
28% 4%




Exhibit 5 Areas of Activity (Multiple answers were allowed)
In which area does your organisation operate?

Ve
Areas of Activity (Base: 47 Respondents)
Software development 40%
Other manufacturing -excluding ICT equipment 38%
Education, training and consultancy 38%
IT service provision 20%
ICT equipment manufacturer 18%
Telecoms network operation 11%
Other utility -excluding Telecoms 2%
Transport services 2%
Health-medical services 2%
0% 50% 100%
-

Exhibit 5b)  Areas of Activity per Typology of Organisation

Research
organisation & SME Industry-  Large Industry-
Higher business business Other
education organisations organisations
institute
|Software development 63% 33% 27% 0%
Other manufacturing -excluding ICT equipment 31% 50% 40% 0%
Education, training and consultancy 63% 33% 7% 100%|
IT service provision 25% 8% 27% 0%
ICT equipment manufacturer 19% 25% 13% 0%
Telecoms network operation 6% 0% 27% 0%|
Other utility -excluding Telecoms 0% 0% 7% 0%
Transport services 0% 0% % 0%
Health-medical services 0% 0% % 0%
Total 16 12 15 2




Sample Description - Research Activities & Goals

Exhibit 6 Nature of Research
How would you describe the work conducted in your project along the following dimensions?
e N
Nature of Research (Base: 47 Respondents)
High to Low Strategic Importance for the Organisation 26% 6%
High to Low Strategic Importance for Society 51% 2%
Long-term to Short-term Nature of Research 45% 11%
Core to Peripheral R&D Area for the Org. 43% 11%
High to Low Technical Risk 45% 11%
High to Low Commercial Risk 34% 28%
High to Low Cost 62% 4%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High Average (Very) Low
- /
LEGEND Very High High Average Low Very Low
High to Low Cost| Very high cost High cost Moderate cost Low cost Very low cost
High to Low Technical Risk| Very high risk High risk Moderate risk Low risk Very low risk
High to Low Commercial Risk| Very high risk High risk Moderate risk Low risk Very low risk
High to Low Technical Complexity very hlg,h High X Modera’Fe Low complexity| very IOV,V
complexity complexity complexity complexity
Long-term to Short-term Nature of Research| Very long-term Long-term Mid-term Short-term | Very short-term
. . Borderline
Applied to Basic Research| Vi lied Applied Basi Very basi
pp ery applie pplie basic/applied asic ery basic
Core to Peripheral R&D Area for the Organisation| Extremely core Core Borderiine Peripheral |Very peripheral
P 9 Y peripheral/core P Y perip
High to Low Strategic Importance for the Organisation| . very high . High . Moderate . Low . very low
importance importance importance importance importance
High to Low Strategic Importance for Society| . Very high i High i Moderate i Low . Very low
importance importance importance importance importance




Exhibit 7 Goal Importance
How important were goals of the following types?

p
Goal Importance (Base: 47 Respondents)

Scientific and technological goals 13%
Commercial and economic goals 30%
Policy-oriented goals 17% 36%
Social goals 15% 38%

Environmental goals 15% 49%

9%

15%

0% 50%

u (Very) High importance Moderate importance

100%

Low/ No importance

J

Exhibit 8 Global Competitiveness Enhancement - Importance as Goal for Participation

When deciding whether or not to participate in an IMS project, how important was the goal of enhancing

competitiveness at a global level?

-

Goal for Participation (Base: 47 Respondents)

Importance of the Enhancement of Competitiveness at Global Level as a

Goal of enhancing competitiveness at global level

11%

0% 50%

\_

H (Very) High importance Moderate importance (Very) Low importance

100%

J

Exhibit 9 Global Competitiveness Enhancement - Axchievement of Expected Results

To what extent did achievements match initial expectations?

-

Enhancement (Base: 47 Respondents)

Achievement of Expected Results regarding Global Competitiveness

Achievement of
competitiveness 17% 45% 9%
enhancement at global level

0% 50%

Achievements equal to expectations

B Achievements (much) greater than expectations

Achievements (much) less than expectations

100%




Sample Description - Overview of Research Results & Impacts

Exhibit 10 Attainment of Expected Results
Did achievements live up to expectations?
/ N
Attainment of Expected Results (Base: 47 Respondents)
Regarding impacts on R&D capabilities 47% 11%
Regarding project outputs 53% 13%
Regarding impacts on the overall organisation 49% 17%
Regarding impacts on prOcht partners and immediate users 0 o e
of project results
Regarding impacts on the broader environment 32% 9%
0% 50% 100%
m Achievements (much) greater than expectations ™ Achievements equal to expectations
Achievements (much) less than expectations
- /
Exhibit 11 Importance of the Outputs as Inputs for Stakeholders
Were your project outputs important subsequent inputs to any of the following?
/ N
Importance of the Outputs as Inputs for Stakeholders (Base: 47 Respondents)
Future R&D activities conducted by your organisation 28% 9%
Your own innovation/production units 19% 21%
External commercial organisations 26% 34%
External R&D organisations 28% 34%
Standards setting and regulatory bodies 15% 47%
Policymaking bodies (K2} 11% 60%
0% 50% 100%
u (Very) High importance Moderate importance Low/ No importance
\_ /

Other types of organisations indicated:

courts, tribunals



Exhibit 12 Value for Money

In terms of the investment of both public and private finances, did outputs and impacts represent value for money?

e N
Value for Money in Terms of the Investment of Both Public and Private
Finances (Base: 47 Respondents)

Impacts on the organisations' R&D capabilities
Impacts on project partners and immediate users
Project outputs 34% 15%

Impacts on the overall organisation 38% 19%

30% 9%

30% 15%

Impacts on the broader environment 11% 30%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High value for money Moderate value for money Low/ Negligible value for money
- /

Exhibit 13 Additionality: Probability of Achieving Same Results without EC Funding

What is the probability that your organisation would have attained the same or greater impacts in the following
areas in the absence of Commission funding for your project?

' N
Additionality: Probability of Achieving Same Results without EC Funding (Base:
47 Respondents)

Project output attainments 17% 4%
Impacts on project partners and immediate users 19% 6%
Impacts on the overall organisation 26% 6%
Impacts on the broader environment 13%

0% 50% 100%

Impacts on R&D capabilities

u (Very) Low probability Moderate probability (Very) High probability

- /

Exhibit 14 Additionality: Influence of International Collaboration on Achievement of Results

Compared to undertaking the project alone or with partners from the same country, what kind of influence did
international collaboration have on the following sets of impacts?

/ N
Additionality: Influence of International Collaboration on Achievement of
Results (Base: 47 Respondents)

Project output attainments 6%
-
Impacts on the broader environment 26%

0% 50% 100%

Impacts on R&D capabilities

Impacts on your overall organisation

Impacts on project partners and immediate users

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence




Exhibit 15 Collaboration at Global versus EU Levels - Influence on Impact Achievement

Compared with your experiences of collaboration at an EU level, did collaboration at a global level have a greater
or lesser influence on impacts in the following spheres?

" N

Influence of Collaboration at Global versus EU Levels for the Achievement of
Impacts (Base: 47 Respondents)

Your ability to cooperate with organisations in other countries 6%
Your access to leading edge scientific and technical know- ..
how
Your ability to develop and exploit novel technologies and .|
systems
Impacts on the overall course Of. SC|ent|f|'c and technological o 23% 2%
developments in your field

The quality and/or extent of your R&D linkages with end users 40% 21% 6%

Your ability to explore and validate novel methods and
solutions

Your ability to take advantage of scientific and technical
‘windows of opportunity’

Your ability to compete at an international level 30% 2%

Impacts on the broad development of new and existing
markets

The quality and/or extent of you_r cqmmermal linkages with 265 20% 9%
other organisations

Your ability to take advantage of c’ommen:lal ‘windows of -~ -
opportunity

Impacts on the develgpment ofln'tlematlonal standards for ..
interoperability

32% 26% 4%

0% 50% 100%

H (Much) Greater influence No difference in influence (Much) Less influence

- J

Exhibit 16 Success Factors for Overall Impact Levels
Did any of the following factors have an imporant influence on overall impact levels?

/ N
Success Factors for Overall Impact Levels (Base: 47 Respondents)

The requirement to work with international rather than EU 13%
partners
The flow of know-hon and knowledge from the other 247% 13%
regions to Europe
The flow of know-how and knoYVIedge from Europe to the 28% 19% 206
other regions

The IMS policy for the protection and use of intellectual 22% 6%
property
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

\_ /




Exhibit 17

To what extent are the following impacts likely to be transient or long-lasting?

Transience of the Impacts

/ N
Transience of the Impacts (Base: 47 Respondents)
Impacts on R&D capabilities 28% 13%
organisation
Impacts_on pro_Ject partners P T o
and immediate users
Impacts on the broader 1% 11%
environment
0% 50% 100%
H | ong lifetime:3 - 5 years + Very long lifetime:more than 5 years
Moderate lifetime:2 - 3 years
Short lifetime:1 - 2 years + Very short lifetime:less than 1 year
o J
Exhibit 18 Visbility of the Project Activities & Results in the Media Channels
To what extent were project activities and results visible in the following media channels?
e N
Visibility of Project Activities & Results in the Media Channels (Base: 47
Respondents)
The 'grey literature’ 40% 2%
Scientific and technological journals 36% 19%
Commission web sites 30% 28%
Other web sites 23% 32%
) ) 47%
Local or national ‘conventional' newspapers ([[Z8 11%
Online newspapers 6% 45%
Other media channels 2% 26%
Local or national radio programmes 2% 49%
Local or national TV programmes 51%
0% 50% 100%
u (Very) High visibility Moderate visibility Low/ Very low visibility
\_ /

Other media channels indicated:

Industrial specialized newspaper

local manufacturing exhibitions

own enics business documentation



Exhibit 19

Influence of the Media Coverage on Impacts Achievement

To what extent did visibility in any of the media channels listed below affect overall project impacts?

-

Influence of the Media

The ‘grey literature’
Own web sites
Scientific and technological journals
Commission web sites
Other web sites
Local or national ‘conventional' newspapers
Online newspapers
Local or national radio programmes

Other media channels

Coverage on Impacts Achievement (Base: 47
Respondents)

T

2%

15%

11w
1o
23%
9%

23%

21%

Local or national TV programmes E

26%

0% 50%

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

.

100%

/

Other media channels indicated:
business journals

Industrial specialized newspapers
Section on Scientific and Technological Impacts
Scientific and Technological Achievements

Exhibit 20 Importance of the Outputs
Which of the following were important outputs from your project?

-

Importance of the Outputs (Base: 47 Respondents)

E 11%

Prototypes, demonstrators and pilots 9%

New research tools and techniques 13%

Models and simulations 26% 15%

34% 28%

Publications

26% 38%

PhDs and other formal qualifications

Copyrights, trademarks, registered designs, licences etc. 21% 51%

Patent applications 62%

Other types of output E 4% 23%

0% 50%

H (Very) High importance Moderate importance

.

Low/ No importance

100%

J

Other types of output indicated:
Availability
Participation in project has raised discussion on egonimic and sociotechnical issues and encouraged
people to present their ideas and finding solutions for problems
Stock reduction, stable processes

Support for consulting projects



Exhibit 21

Outputs in Detail

Please provide data on the following output indicators

/ N
Outputs in Detail (Base: 47 Respondents)
Number of peer reviewed conference papers 4% 30% 6%
Number of journal articles 4% 21% 13%
Number of applications for_patents, trademarks, registered ‘ cET
designs etc. |
0% 50% 100%
H 10 or more from6to 9 from3to 5 mlor2 nill

\_

Research Capacity Impacts

Exhibit 22 Significance of Impacts on the Organisations' R&D Capabilities

How significant were the impacts on your R&D team and your organisation's R&D capabilities in the following
spheres?

e

Significance of Impacts on the Organisations' R&D Capabilities (Base: 47
Respondents)
Enhanced knowledge bases 28% 9%
Enhanced skills and competence of R&D staff 26% 11%
Improved R&D linkages with univ. and research institutes 21% 11%
Improved access to complementary expertise 23% 15%
The ability to form new R&D partnerships and networks 30% 9%
Improved R&D linkages with business organisations 34% 15%
Enhanced career prospects for R&D staff 28%
Enhanced ability to manage R&D resources 17%
The establishment of a critical mass of R&D 17% 36%
Other impacts on R&D capabilities 13%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant
-




Exhibit 23 Success Factors for Impacts on the Organisations' R&D Capabilities

In terms of impacts on your own R&D capabilities, which of the following factors had an important influence?

e N
Success Factors for Impacts on the Organisations' R&D Capabilities (Base: 47
Respondents)

=

o

The assistance provided by the Commission 19% 6%

The project manag. comp. of your partners 17% 4%
Other factors internal to your R&D team 11% 2%

E 4%

0% 50% 100%

The scientific and tech. comp. of your partners
The internal scientific and tech. comp. of your R&D team

Internal project management competences

Other external factors

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

- J

Exhibit 24 Significance of Exploitation & Performance Impacts on Responding RESEARCH Stakeholders

e N
Significance of Exploitation & Performance Impacts on Responding Research
Stakeholders (Base: 17 Respondents)

Enhanced reputation and image 24% 12%

Improved R&D linkages with business organisations 29% 12%
Ability to carry out new activities or enter new areas 24% 18%

Improved competitive position 24% 24%
Improved commercial linkages with other organisations 29%
Enhanced productivity
The formation of new business entities (e.g. spin-offs) 24%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance
Low significance / Insignificant




Exhibit 25 Significance of Impacts on the R&D Capabilities of Project Partners & Immediate Users

How significant were the impacts on your project partners and immediate users in the following spheres?

/ N
Significance of Impacts on the R&D Capabilities of Project Partners &
Immediate Users (Base: 47 Respondents)
Enhanced knowledge bases o
%
Apl!lty to carry out new = o A5
activities or enter new areas
0% 50% 100%
u (Very) High significance ™ Moderate significance | Low significance / Insignificant
- /
Exhibit 26 Significance of Impacts on the R&D Capabilities in the Broader Environment
How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?
e N
Significance of Impacts on the R&D Capabilities in the Broader Environment
(Base: 47 Respondents)
On the course of scientific &
technological developments 23% 28% 21%
in specific fields
On the scientific and
technological community at 11% 40% 23%
large
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance
Low significance / Insignificant
/
Exhibit 27 Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on Projects
Did participation in the project improve the prospects for any of the following?
e N
Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on Projects
(Base: 47 Respondents)
projects
projects in-house
national programmes
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence
\_ /




Section on Economic Impacts
Exploitation and Performance Impacts

Exhibit 28 Importance of the Outputs

Which of the following were important outputs from your project?

a N
Importance of the Outputs (Base: 47 Respondents)

New or improved services 17% 21%
New or improved products 23% 28%

Copyrights, trademarks, registered designs, 21%

51%

licences etc.
Patent applications E 11% 62%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High importance Moderate importance Low/ No importance
o /

Exhibit 29 Outputs in Detail
Please provide data on the following output indicators

Outputs in Detail (Base: 47 Respondents)
Number of applications for patents, trademarks,
0
registered designs etc.
0% 50% 100%

H 10 or more from 6to 9 from3to 5 Wilor2 W nill

Exhibit 30 Global Competitiveness Enhancement - Importance as Goal for Participation

When deciding whether or not to participate in an IMS project, how important was the goal of enhancing
competitiveness at a global level?
a N
Importance of the Enhancement of Competitiveness at Global Level

as a Goal for Participation (Base: 47 Respondents)

Goal of enhancing competitiveness at global level l 23% 11% |
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High importance Moderate importance (Very) Low importance

- /




Exhibit 31 Global Competitiveness Enhancement - Axchievement of Expected Results

To what extent did achievements match initial expectations?

" N

Achievement of Expected Results regarding Global Competitiveness
Enhancement (Base: 47 Respondents)

Achievement of competitiveness enhancement at 45% 9%
global level

0% 50% 100%
B Achievements (much) greater than expectations

Achievements equal to expectations

Achievements (much) less than expectations

- /

Exhibit 32 Significance of Impacts on the Overall Organisation
How significant were the impacts on your overall organisation in the following spheres?

' N
Significance of Impacts on the Overall Organisation (Base: 47 Respondents)

Ability to carry out new activities or enter new areas 26% 17%
Enhanced reputation and image 32% 17%
Enhanced ability to produce or dc_eliver new products, - oG
processes or services

Improved commercial linkages with other organisations 11% 38%

Increased turnover 13%

Increased profitability 21% 38%

23% 36%

Access to new markets 13% 49%

Improved competitive position

47%
Enhanced productivity
The formation of new business entities (e.g. spin-offs) 11% 49%

Improved market share I 15% 51%

Other impacts on your overall organisation i 15%

Employment gains through increased business 26% 38%
Employment losses through enhanced productivity | 6% 55%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant
o /

Other Impacts on your overall organisation indicated:

availability of source



Exhibit 32b  significance of Exploitation & Performance Impacts on Responding INDUSTRY/BUSINESS

Organisations

" N
Significance of Exploitation & Performance Impats on Responding
Industry/Business Organisations (Base: 28 Respondents)

Ability to carry out new activities or enter new areas 25% 18%
Enhanced ability to produce or dgliver new products, — —
processes or services
Improved competitive position 18% 29%
Enhanced reputation and image 36% 21%
Improved commercial linkages with other organisations 43%
Increased turnover 4RI
Increased profitability 32%
Enhanced productivity 29%
Access to new markets 50%
Improved market share 54%
Employment gains through increased business 29% 39%
Employment losses through enhanced productivity | 11% 57%
The formation of new business entities (e.g. spin-offs) 4% 64%
Other impacts on your overall organisation 18%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant
\_ /

Exhibit 33 Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on Projects

Did participation in the project improve the prospects for any of the following?

e N
Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on
Projects (Base: 47 Respondents)
The commercialisation and exploitation of results 23%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence
- /




Exhibit 33b  Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on Projects in Responding
INDUSTRY/BUSINESS Organisations
/ N
Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on
Projects - Industry/Business Organisations (Base: 28 Respondents)

The commercialisation and exploitation of results

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

\_ /

Exhibit 34 Success factors for Impacts on the Overall Organisations

In terms of impacts on your overall organisation, which of the following factors had an important influence?

' N
Success factors for Impacts on the Overall Organisations (Base: 47
Respondents)

The internal scientific and technological competences of
9 P 64% 11%
your R&D team
The internal innovation and market-oriented competences of
L P 49% 19% 2%
your organisation
The assistance provided by the Commission 26% 2%

Other factors internal to your organisation 13%

The innovation and market-oriented competences of your
partners

The innovation and market-oriented competences of initial
users

Other external factors (6%

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence




Industrial and Competitiveness Impacts

Exhibit 35 Significance of Industrial & Competitiveness Impacts on Project Partners & Immediate Users

In terms of impacts on your project partners and immediate users, which of the following factors had an important
influence?

/ N

Significance of Industrial & Competitiveness Impacts on Project
Partners & Immediate Users (Base: 47 Respondents)

Enhanced ability to produce or deliver new products,
ytop . P 34% 17% 23%
processes or services
Enhanced competitive positions 28% 21%
Improved commercial performance 30% 26%

Improved performance in other areas 17% 32%

users

Other impacts on project partners and/or immediate .
l‘ (50, 11%

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) High significance Moderate significance

Low significance / Insignificant
\_ /

Exhibit 36 Significance of Industrial & Competitiveness Impacts on the Broader Environment

How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

-

~
Significance of Industrial & Competitiveness Impacts on the Broader
Environment (Base: 47 Respondents)
On the development of new and existing markets 23% 36%
On improved access to |nformat|on and knowledge in the % T oo
community at large
On employment levels in the economy at large 15% 47%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance
L Low significance / Insignificant




Exhibit 37 Success factors for Impacts on Project Partners and Immediate Users

In terms of impacts on your project partners and immediate users, which of the following factors had an
important influence?

e N
Success factors for Impacts on Project Partners and Immediate Users (Base: 47
Respondents)
The internal scientific and tech. comp. of your R&D team 6%
The innovation and market-oriented competences of your 05
partners
The innovation and market-oriented competences of initial o
users
The internal innovation and markgt-quented competences of .
your organisation
The assistance provided by the Commission 19% 2%
Other factors internal to your project partners and initial users 19%
Other external factors [6%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence
- J

Economic Growth and Development Impacts

Exhibit 38 Significance of Economic Growth & Development Impacts on the Broader Environment

How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

/ N
Significance of Economic Growth & Development Impacts on the

Broader Environment (Base: 47 Respondents)

On the dev'el'opment of A5 o o
new and existing markets

On employment levels in

9% 15% 47%
the economy at large
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance

Low significance / Insignificant

\_ /




Exhibit 39 Importance of Policy & Regulation Outputs

Which of the following were important outputs from your project?

P

~
Importance of Policy & Regulation Outputs (Base: 47 Respondents)

Advice or
recommendations to

38%
external bodies

New or improved
standards

2%

45%

0%

50%

100%

H (Very) High importance ¥ Moderate importance
-

Low/ No importance

Exhibit 40 Significance of Policy & Regulation Impacts on the Broader Environment

How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

-

~
Significance of Policy & Regulation Impacts on the Broader
Environment (Base: 47 Respondents)

On the development of new and existing standards “./«' 45%
50%

100%
H (Very) High significance " Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant
o

On the development of new and existing policies

0%

J



Section on Social Impacts

Exhibit 41 Significance of Social Impacts on the Broader Environment
How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

. . i N
Significance of Social Impacts on the Broader Environment (Base: 47
Respondents)
On education and educational developments 26% 28%
On working conditions in the community at large 9% 47%
On the general quality of life 6% 36%
On improved access to |nf0r_mat|0n and knowledge in {08 23% 26%
the community at large
On employment levels in the economy at large 15% 47%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low/ Insignificant
J

Exhibit 42 Success factors for Impacts on the Broader Environment

In terms of impacts on the broader environment, which of the following factors had an important influence?

-

Success factors for Impacts on the Broader Environment (Base: 47 Respondents)

The competences of your partners 6%

"
The competences of users 13%

The assistance provided by the Commission 9%

Other external factors I 6%

The internal competences of your organisation

0% 50%

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

.

100%

/

Other external factors indicated:

need for such ICT tools

Section on Environmental Impacts and Sustainability

Exhibit 43 Significance of Environmental Impacts on the Broader Environment
How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

" N

Significance of Environmental Impacts on the Broader Environment
(Base: 47 Respondents)

0/
o 60%

0% 50% 100%

Impacts on the
environment

H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant

- /




b) Non Cost-Shared Research Projects

CONTENT:

Introductory Sections of the Report
Responding Organisations
Research Activities & Goals

Overview of Research Results & Impacts

Scientific and Technological Impacts

Scientific and Technological Achievements

Research Capacity Impacts

Economic Impacts
Exploitation and Performance Impacts
Industrial and Competitiveness Impacts
Economic Growth and Development Impacts
Policy and Regulation

Social Impacts

Environmental Impacts and Sustainability



Introductory Sections of the Report
Sample Description - Responding Organisations

Exhibit 1 Legal status of the organisations

What is the legal status of your organisation?

-

Legal status of the organisations (Base: 18 Respondents)

no response
11%

Private profit-
oriented
organisation
22%

—

1
Public organisation
45%

—
Private non-profit
organisation
22%

Exhibit 2 Size of the organisations

How many people does your organisation employ?

-
Size of the organisations (Base: 18 Respondents)

0-9 employees
11%

no response
17%

10-49 employees

/ 11%

50-99 employees
6%

100-249 employees
22%

250+ employees/

33%




Exhibit 3 Typologies of Organisations
How would you describe your organisation?

Vs
Typologies of Organisations (Base: 18 Respondents)
NGO-Industry or
business
association
6 Research
organisation
22%
Industry-business
organisation —7
22%
er education
institute
50%
o

Exhibit 4 Typologies & Size of the Organisations

-
Typologies & Size of the Organisations (Base: 18 Respondents)

SME Industry-
business
organisations
22%
NGO-Industry or
business
association
6%
igher education
institute
50%
e

Research

organisation
[ 22%




Exhibit 5 Areas of Activity (Multiple answers were allowed)
In which area does your organisation operate?

-~

Areas of Activity (Base: 18 Respondents)

Education, training and
consultancy
Other manufacturing -
excluding ICT equipment
ICT equipment manufacturer -
IT service provision -

Health-medical services .
Agriculture, forestry, fishing .

0% 50%

\

100%

Exhibit 5b)  Areas of Activity per Typology of Organisation

Research organisation & Higher eistry-business orga Other

Education, training and consultancy 100% 25% 0%
Software development 45% 50% 0%
Other manufacturing -excluding ICT equipment 45% 25% 100%|
ICT equipment manufacturer 27% 0% 0%
IT service provision 9% 25% 0%
Health-medical services 9% 0% 0%
Agriculture, forestry, fishing 0% 0% 100%|
Total 11 4 1




Sample Description - Research Activities & Goals

Exhibit 6 Nature of Research
How would you describe the work conducted in your project along the following dimensions?
e
Nature of Research (Base: 18 Respondents)
High to Low Strategic Importance for Society 17%
High to Low Strategic Importance for the Org. 28%
High to Low Technical Complexity 28% 6%
Long-term to Short-term Nature of Research 28%
Core to Peripheral R&D Area for the Org. 22% 11%
Applied to Basic Research 33%
High to Low Cost 50% 11%
High to Low Commercial Risk 28% 39%
High to Low Technical Risk 56% 28%
0% 50% 100%
q u (Very) High Average (Very) Low
LEGEND Very High High Average Low Very Low
High to Low Cost| Very high cost High cost Moderate cost Low cost Very low cost
High to Low Technical Risk| Very high risk High risk Moderate risk Low risk Very low risk
High to Low Commercial Risk| Very high risk High risk Moderate risk Low risk Very low risk
High to Low Technical Complexity very hlg_h High . Modera’Fe Low complexity very IOV.V
complexity complexity complexity complexity
Long-term to Short-term Nature of Research| Very long-term Long-term Mid-term Short-term Very short-term
Borderline
Applied to Basic R h| Vi lied Applied Basi Very basi
pplied to Basic Researcl| ery applie pplie basic/applied asic ery basic
Core to Peripheral R&D Area for the Organisation| Extremely core Core Bgrderllne Peripheral Very peripheral
peripheral/cor
High to Low Strategic Importance for the|  Very high High Moderate . Very low
- . . . Low importance| .
Organisation| importance importance importance importance
High to Low Strategic Importance for Society| . very high . High . Moderate Low importance| . Vvery low
importance importance importance importance

Exhibit 7 Goal Importance

How important were goals of the following types?

e N
Goal Importance (Base: 18 Respondents)
Scientific and technological goals 17%
Commercial and economic goals 6% 22%
Policy-oriented goals 17% 11%
Social goals 17% 22%
Environmental goals 11% 28%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High importance Moderate importance Low/ No importance
\_ /




Exhibit 8 Global Competitiveness Enhancement - Importance as Goal for Participation

When deciding whether or not to participate in an IMS project, how important was the goal of enhancing
competitiveness at a global level?

e N
Importance of the Enhancement of Competitiveness at Global Level as a
Goal for Participation (Base: 18 Respondents)
Goal of enhancing competitiveness at a global level 6% 6%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High importance Moderate importance (Very) Low importance
\_
Exhibit 9 Global Competitiveness Enhancement - Axchievement of Expected Results
To what extent did achievements match initial expectations?
e N
Achievement of Expected Results regarding Global Competitiveness
Enhancement (Base: 18 Respondents)
Achievement of competitiveness enhancement at global S 28%
level
0% 50% 100%
B Achievements (much) greater than expectations
Achievements equal to expectations
Achievements (much) less than expectations
\_ /
Sample Description - Overview of Research Results & Impacts
Exhibit 10 Attainment of Expected Results
Did achievements live up to expectations?
/ N
Attainment of Expected Results (Base: 18 Respondents)
Regarding impacts on proje_ct partners and immediate users 285 o
of project results
Regarding project outputs 28%
Regarding impacts on the overall organisation 33%
Regarding impacts on R&D capabilities 28% 6%
Regarding impacts on the broader environment 22% 6%
0% 50% 100%
® Achievements (much) greater than expectations ™ Achievements equal to expectations
Achievements (much) less than expectations
-




Exhibit 11 Importance of the Outputs as Inputs for Stakeholders
Were your project outputs important subsequent inputs to any of the following?

-

Importance of the Outputs as Inputs for Stakeholders (Base: 18 Respondents)

Your own innovation/production units 11% 6%
Standards setting and regulatory bodies 17%
External commercial organisations 1% 11%
Policymaking bodies 28%

Future R&D activities conducted by your organisation

Project partners

External R&D organisations 39%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High importance Moderate importance Low/ No importance
- %

Other types of organisations indicated:
Education

industry research organisations

Exhibit 12 Value for Money

In terms of the investment of both public and private finances, did outputs and impacts represent value for money?

e N
Value for Money in Terms of the Investment of Both Public and Private
Finances (Base: 18 Respondents)

Project outputs 11% 6%
Impacts on project partners and immediate users

Impacts on the organisations' R&D capabilities 17% 6%

Impacts on the overall organisation 11% 6%

Impacts on the broader environment 11% 6%

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) High value for money Moderate value for money

Low/ Negligible value for money y,




Exhibit 13 Additionality: Probability of Achieving Same Results without EC Funding

What is the probability that your organisation would have attained the same or greater impacts in the following
areas in the absence of Commission funding for your project?

' N
Additionality: Probability of Achieving Same Results without EC Funding (Base:
18 Respondents)

Project output attainments
Impacts on the broader environment 11%
Impacts on project partners and immediate users 11%
Impacts on the overall organisation 6%
Impacts on R&D capabilities 17%

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) Low probability Moderate probability (Very) High probability

- J

Exhibit 14 Additionality: Influence of International Collaboration on Achievement of Results

Compared to undertaking the project alone or with partners from the same country, what kind of influence did
international collaboration have on the following sets of impacts?

/ N
Additionality: Influence of International Collaboration on Achievement of
Results (Base: 18 Respondents)

Project output attainments
Impacts on R&D capabilities 6%
Impacts on project partners and immediate users
Impacts on your overall organisation 11%
Impacts on the broader environment 17%

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

\_ /




Exhibit 15 Collaboration at Global versus EU Levels - Influence on Impact Achievement

Compared with your experiences of collaboration at an EU level, did collaboration at a global level have a greater
or lesser influence on impacts in the following spheres?

e N

Influence of Collaboration at Global versus EU Levels for the Achievement of
Impacts (Base: 18 Respondents)

Your ability to cooperate with organisations in other countries 6% 6%

Impacts on the overall course of scientific and technological

. . 6% 6%
developments in your field ]

Your access to leading edge scientific and technical know-

11% 11%
how

6% 6%

Your ability to compete at an international level

Your ability to explore and v_alldate novel methods and o A9,
solutions
Your ability to develop and exploit novel technologies and 5 6%
systems
Impacts on the develgpment of |qt§rnat|onal standards for i I -
interoperability
Your ability to take advantage of scientific and technical o &
‘windows of opportunity’
The quality and/or extent of your R&D linkages with end users - 22% 6%

Impacts on the broad development of new and existing

AVLTI 6% 6%
markets

The quality and/or extent of your commercial linkages with

.. INEON 11% 6%
other organisations

Your ability to take advantage of commercial ‘windows of

S MU 6% 6%
opportunity

) ..

Q

50% 100%
H (Very) Greater influence No difference in influence (Very) Less influence

- /

Exhibit 16 Success Factors for Overall Impact Levels
Did any of the following factors have an imporant influence on overall impact levels?

/ N
Success Factors for Overall Impact Levels (Base: 18 Respondents)

The requirement to work with international rather than EU
partners

The flow of know-how and knowledge from the other regions
to Europe

The flow of know-how and knowledge from Europe to the
other regions

The IMS policy for the protection and use of intellectual . ™
property

33%

0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

\_ /




Exhibit 17 Transience of the Impacts
To what extent are the following impacts likely to be transient or long-lasting?

/ N
Transience of the Impacts (Base: 18 Respondents)
Impacts'on pro!ect partners o o
and immediate users
Impacts on R&D capabilities 11% 6%
lmpaCtS qn e T
environment
e e 'yOL'" a o
organisation
0% o 50% 100%
B | ong lifetime:3 - 5 years + Very long lifetime:more than 5 years
Moderate lifetime:2 - 3 years
Short lifetime:1 - 2 years + Very short lifetime:less than 1 year
o J
Exhibit 18 Visibility of the Project Activities & Results in the Media Channels
To what extent were project activities and results visible in the following media channels?
e N
Visibility of Project Activities & Results in the Media Channels (Base: 18
Respondents)
The ‘grey literature’ 44%
Scientific and technological journals 22% 17%
Commission web sites {32 6% 28%
Other web sites 33% 11%
Local or national radio programmes 28%
Local or national TV programmes 33%
Local or national ‘conventional' newspapers 33%
Online newspapers | 6% 17%
Other media channels
0% 50% 100%
u (Very) High visibility Moderate visibility Low/ Very low visibility
\_ /




Exhibit 19 Influence of the Media Coverage on Impacts Achievement

To what extent did visibility in any of the media channels listed below affect overall project impacts?

' N
Influence of the Media Coverage on Impacts Achievement (Base: 18
Respondents)
Scientific and technological journals 6%
Other web sites 6%
Commission web sites 17%
Online newspapers 17%
Local or national ‘conventional' newspapers 11%
Other media channels {324} 6%
Local or national radio programmes 11%
Local or national TV programmes 11%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

- /
Other media channels indicated:
Webmobili nesletter and Federmobili magazine

Section on Scientific and Technological Impacts

Scientific and Technological Achievements

Exhibit 20 Importance of the Outputs
Which of the following were important outputs from your project?

e N

Importance of the Outputs (Base: 18 Respondents)
PhDs and other formal qualifications 6% 22%
New research tools and techniques 17% 17%
Models and simulations 17% 17%
Prototypes, demonstrators and pilots 17% 11%
Patent applications 28%
Copyrights, trademarks, registered designs, licences etc. 11% NG 28%
Other types of output E 6%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High importance Moderate importance Low/ No importance
\_ /

Other types of output indicated:
monitoring and networking
free open source software
partnership

Standards



Exhibit 21 Outputs in Detail
Please provide data on the following output indicators

[ Outputs in Detail (Base: 18 Respondents) A
Number of peer reviewed conference papers 1% 11% 17%
Number of journal articles | 22% 22%
Number of applications for patents, trademarks, registered
designs etc.
017/0 5(;% 100%
M 10 or more from 6to 9 from3to 5 Wior2 il
\_ J
Research Capacity Impacts
Exhibit 22 Significance of Impacts on the Organisations' R&D Capabilities
How significant were the impacts on your R&D team and your organisation's R&D capabilities in the following
spheres?
e N
Significance of Impacts on the Organisations' R&D Capabilities (Base: 18
Respondents)
Enhanced ability to manage R&D resources 6%
Enhanced skills and competence of R&D staff 11%
Improved R&D linkages with univ. and research institutes 22%
The ability to form new R&D partnerships and networks 6% 6%
The establishment of a critical mass of R&D 17%
Improved access to complementary expertise 22% 6%
Improved R&D linkages with business organisations 17% 11%
Enhanced career prospects for R&D staff 17% 6%
Enhanced knowledge bases 28% 6%
Other impacts on R&D capabilities |6%
017/0 5(;% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant
\_ /




Exhibit 23 Significance of Exploitation & Performance Impacts on Responding RESEARCH Stakeholders

e N
Significance of Exploitation & Performance Impacts on Responding Research
Stakeholders (Base: 12 Respondents)

Enhanced reputation and image 8%

Improved R&D linkages with business organisations 8% 17%
Ability to carry out new activities or enter new areas 33%
Improved competitive position 8% 8%
Improved commercial linkages with other organisations
Enhanced productivity 8% 8%
The formation of new business entities (e.g. spin-offs) 33%
0% 50% 100%
m (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant

\_ /
Exhibit 24 Success Factors for Impacts on the Organisations' R&D Capabilities
In terms of impacts on your own R&D capabilities, which of the following factors had an important influence?

e N
Success Factors for Impacts on the Organisations' R&D Capabilities (Base: 18
Respondents)

The scientific and tech. comp. of your partners
The internal scientific and tech. comp. of your R&D team 6%
Internal project management competences 6%

The assistance provided by the Commission

The project manag. comp. of your partners 6%

Other factors internal to your R&D team 11%
Other external factors E
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence
- /

Exhibit 25 Significance of Impacts on the R&D Capabilities of Project Partners & Immediate Users

How significant were the impacts on your project partners and immediate users in the following spheres?

/ N
Significance of Impacts on the R&D Capabilities of Project Partners &
Immediate Users (Base: 18 Respondents)
activities or enter new areas
Enhanced knowledge bases -
17%
and R&D capabilities : 3%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant
- /




Exhibit 26 Significance of Impacts on the R&D Capabilities in the Broader Environment

How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

e N
Significance of Impacts on the R&D Capabilities in the Broader Environment
(Base: 18 Respondents)
On the scientific and technological community at large 6% 17%
On the course of scientific &_t_echnologlcal developments in A A9,
specific fields
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant
/
Exhibit 27 Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on Projects
Did participation in the project improve the prospects for any of the following?
e N
Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on Projects
(Base: 18 Respondents)
projects
Pammpgtlng in RTD projects in i
national programmes
projects in-house
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence
\_ /

Section on Economic Impacts
Exploitation and Performance Impacts

Exhibit 28 Importance of the Outputs
Which of the following were important outputs from your project?

/ D
Importance of the Outputs (Base: 18 Respondents)
New or improved processes 11% 17%

Copyrights, trad.emarks, registered designs, 6% .
licences etc.

New or improved services

New or improved products

28%

Patent applications E

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) High importance Moderate importance Low/ No importance

- J




Exhibit 29 Outputs in Detail
Please provide data on the following output indicators

' N
Outputs in Detail (Base: 18 Respondents)
Number of applllcatlons for.patents, trademarks, = A5t
registered designs etc.
0% 50% 100%
u nil lor2 from3to5 Ofrom 6to 9 M 10 or more
-

Exhibit 30 Global Competitiveness Enhancement - Importance as Goal for Participation

When deciding whether or not to participate in an IMS project, how important was the goal of enhancing

competitiveness at a global level?

e N
Importance of the Enhancement of Competitiveness at Global Level
as a Goal for Participation (Base: 18 Respondents)
Goal of enhancing competitiveness at a global level 6% 6%
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High importance Moderate importance (Very) Low importance
- J

Exhibit 31 Global Competitiveness Enhancement - Axchievement of Expected Results

To what extent did achievements match initial expectations?

e N
Achievement of Expected Results regarding Global Competitiveness
Enhancement (Base: 18 Respondents)

Achievement of competitiveness enhancement at o
global level
0% 50% 100%
B Achievements (much) greater than expectations
Achievements equal to expectations
\_ Achievements (much) less than expectations P,




Exhibit 32 Significance of Impacts on the Overall Organisation
How significant were the impacts on your overall organisation in the following spheres?

e N
Significance of Impacts on the Overall Organisation (Base: 18 Respondents)

Enhanced reputation and image 11%

Ability to carry out new activities or enter new areas 28% 22% 6%

Improved competitive position 22% 11% 11%

Enhanced ability to produce or deliver new products,

- 17% 17% 11%
processes or services

Improved commercial linkages with other organisations 17% 6% 6%
Access to new markets 22%
Enhanced productivity 6% 17%

Employment gains through increased business [(&%) 17%

Improved market share [&4 11%

2 2
S S

Increased turnover 11% 17%
Increased profitability | 6% 22%
The formation of new business entities (e.g. spin-offs) 6% 22%

Employment losses through enhanced productivity 17%

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant

- J

Other Impacts on your overall organisation indicated:

new way of oganizing the achitecture of Webmobili data base

Exhibit 33 Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on Projects
Did participation in the project improve the prospects for any of the following?
/ N
Additionality: Influence of Participation on Prospects for Follow-on
Projects (Base: 18 Respondents)

The commercialisation

. 22% 6%
and exploitation of results

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

. J




Exhibit 34 Success factors for Impacts on the Overall Organisations

In terms of impacts on your overall organisation, which of the following factors had an important influence?

e N
Success factors for Impacts on the Overall Organisations (Base: 18
Respondents)

The internal scientific and tech. comp. of your R&D team 6%
The internal innovation and market-oriented competences of ca
- . 0

your organisation
The innovation and market-oriented competences of your 3304
b
partners
The innovation and market-oriented competences of initial 6%
users
The assistance provided by the Commission 11%
Other factors internal to your organisation 6%

Other external factors

0% 50% 100%
H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

- /

Industrial and Competitiveness Impacts

Exhibit 35 Significance of Industrial & Competitiveness Impacts on Project Partners & Immediate Users

In terms of impacts on your project partners and immediate users, which of the following factors had an important
influence?

-

Significance of Industrial & Competitiveness Impacts on Project
Partners & Immediate Users (Base: 18 Respondents)

Enhanced ability to produce or d(_ellver new products, 1% 119
processes or services

Enhanced competitive positions 17%

Improved commercial performance 17% 6%

Improved performance in other areas @& 17%

Other impacts on project partners and/or immediate
users

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) High significance Moderate significance

Low significance / Insignificant




Exhibit 36 Significance of Industrial & Competitiveness Impacts on the Broader Environment

How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?
e I i . N
Significance of Industrial & Competitiveness Impacts on the Broader

Environment (Base: 18 Respondents)

On improved access to |nformat|on and knowledge in the 7 o 6ol
community at large

On the development of new and existing markets 11% 6%

On employment levels in the economy at large | 11% 6%

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant

- /

Exhibit 37 Success factors for Impacts on Project Partners and Immediate Users

In terms of impacts on your project partners and immediate users, which of the following factors had an important
influence?

-

Success factors for Impacts on Project Partners and Immediate Users (Base: 18
Respondents)

The internal scientific and tech. comp. of your R&D team 6%
The internal innovation and market-oriented competences of 28% 6%
o b
your organisation
The innovation and market-oriented competences of your 28% 6%
0
partners

The innovation and marketljc;rj:ted competences of initial 11%

6%

Other factors internal to your project partners and initial users 11%

The assistance provided by the Commission

Other external factors E

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) Positive influence No or neutral influence (Very) Negative influence

- /




Economic Growth and Development Impacts

Exhibit 38 Significance of Economic Growth & Development Impacts on the Broader Environment

How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

-

~
Significance of Economic Growth & Development Impacts on the
Broader Environment (Base: 18 Respondents)

On the dev.el.opment of o 110 do
new and existing markets
On employment levels in T o
the economy at large

0% 50% 100%

| (Very) High significance ® Moderate significance [ Low significance / Insignificant

\_

J

Section on Policy and Regulation

Exhibit 39 Importance of Policy & Regulation Outputs
Which of the following were important outputs from your project?

-

Importance of Policy & Regulation Outputs (Base: 18 Respondents)

Advice or
recommendations to 39% 11% 6%
external bodies
New or improved R a9
standards

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) High importance Moderate importance Low/ No importance
/

\_

Exhibit 40 Significance of Policy & Regulation Impacts on the Broader Environment

How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

e N
Significance of Policy & Regulation Impacts on the Broader
Environment (Base: 18 Respondents)

On the development of new and existing standards 28%
On the development of new and existing policies 28% 6%

0% 50% 100%

H (Very) High significance Moderate significance Low significance / Insignificant
- J




Exhibit 41 Significance of Social Impacts on the Broader Environment
How significant were the following impacts on the broader environment?

~
Significance of Social Impacts on the Broader Environment (Base: 18
Respondents)
On education and educational developments . 17%
On improved access to information and knowledge in 5 -
the community at large ’
On the general quality of life
On working conditions in the community at large
On employment levels in the economy at large
0% 50% 100%
H (Very) High significance " Moderate significance Low/ Insignificant
/

Exhibit 42 Success factors for Impacts on the Broader