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GENERALISED FEEDBACK for successful applicants after STAGE 1 
Call for proposals: Low-Carbon Energy (H2020-LC-SC3-2019-RES-TwoStages_First Stage)

Topic: LC-SC3-RES-14-2019 Optimising manufacturing and system operation
Published: 27.10.2017
Deadline: 16.10.2018 (stage 1)
The stage 1 evaluation is now finished. 

Statistics for the call are available via the flash call info update on the Participant Portal.

In order to best ensure equal treatment, successful stage 1 applicants do not receive the evaluation summary reports (ESRs) for their proposals, but this generalised feedback with information and tips for preparing the full proposal.
Summary of main shortcomings

The bullet points below are not always applicable to your particular proposal, they give an overview of typical shortcomings in proposals evaluated under the topic RES-14-2019 and summarise observations of experts involved in evaluation:

Shortcomings per sub-topic

The bullet points below relate to the different sub-topics; you should consider only those for the relevant sub-topic:
Sub-topic: Marine Energy
· Some proposals did not sufficiently substantiate the methodology, e.g. for the validation phase, or the methods used to develop the single components (e.g. sensors, self-learning systems), or how to classify and/or locate faults using the sensor's information.
· Some proposals did not clearly demonstrate how the activities will enable predictive and preventive Operation and Maintenance processes for marine energy.

· Some proposals did not sufficiently substantiate the innovation potential of the proposed technology. 

· As regards the expected impacts, in some proposals the contribution to increased efficiency of the system and/or reduced operational costs of the renewable technologies was not sufficiently substantiated.

Sub-topic: Geothermal fluids
· Some proposals did not appropriately justify how the proposed methodology will contribute to achieving the expected objectives.

· The methodology of some proposals did not clearly address how to incorporate and correlate the different types of data collected for a better understanding of the chemical and physical properties of geothermal fluids.

· Some proposals did not indicate clearly – and back up with convincing evidence - the starting and ending TRL levels of the proposed solutions.

· Some proposals did not always provide relevant key performance indicators for measuring impacts.

Sub-topic: Photovoltaics
· Some proposals did not sufficiently elaborate on the porous layer fabrication step and how safety issues related to the use of aggressive agents in the etching step will be addressed.

· Some proposals did not convincing justify why a wire-sawing process needs to be developed or what the advantages are compared to the existing saws. 

· Some proposals did not sufficiently elaborate the optimisation of the parent wafer. 

· Some proposals did not sufficiently elaborate on targets for adapting equipment to the new technology and on data related to the operational costs of the EB-PVD technology.
In your stage 2 proposal, you have a chance to address or clarify these issues. 

Please bear in mind that your full proposal will now be evaluated more in-depth and possibly by a new group of outside experts. 
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 The full proposal must be consistent with your short outline proposal. It may NOT differ substantially. The project must stay the same.
