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GENERALISED FEEDBACK for successful applicants after STAGE 1 

Call for proposals: H2020 – Mobility for Growth (H2020-MG-2017-TwoStages-First Stage)
Published: 14.10.2015
Deadline: 26.01.2017
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.  

Information and tips 

Main general shortcomings found in the stage 1 evaluation:  
· In a number of the proposals the level of ambition was not well explained, the progress beyond the state of the art was not fully clear, or the explanation of why the proposed project will be ground-breaking or make a big difference was not convincing. 

· Many proposals lacked a sufficiently clear presentation of concrete actions leading to the larger scale uptake of results after the proposed pilot actions or demonstration activities. 

· In some of the proposals that involve the collection and analysis of data, sample sizes were not adequately specified, despite this being critical for the feasibility of the proposed research and the validity of the results. In addition, ethics issues related to data collection received insufficient attention.  
· The baseline for the expected impacts was sometimes missing and in several proposals the expected impacts could have been better substantiated.

Shortcomings per activity:  
Aviation: a number of the proposals could have presented the link between the proposed project and the challenge and expected impacts of the topic in greater detail. In some proposals the concept was not adequately discussed. In several proposals the description of the state of the art received insufficient attention.

Waterborne transport: since the scope of topic MG-2.1-2017 is rather broad, several proposals were not sufficiently well focussed. A number of the proposals submitted under topic MG-2.4-2017 could have addressed the issue of end-users better taking into account, among others, that one of the expected impacts is the exploitation of the project results to the benefit of engineering and manufacturing SMEs.

Safety: in several proposals the impact of the results of the proposed project on road safety was too addressed in a too general way. Some proposals did not sufficiently consider existing barriers to implementation of the results, which could prevent the potential application of the results of the proposed work.

Urban Mobility: some of the proposals could have better elaborated the methodology and the approaches to be used. In some cases, the innovation potential of the proposed solutions/services/measures in comparison with the existing ones was insufficiently demonstrated. The strategy for scale-up and transferability could have been better elaborated in a number of the proposals. In some proposals, especially for topic MG-4.2-2017, the end-user needs could have been better addressed.

Logistics: in a number of proposals the challenges to be overcome were not well elaborated and their link to the project objectives not well presented. In some proposals the role of and the links between the test sites was insufficiently explained. In several proposals the link between the activities of the proposed project and the expected impacts was insufficiently elaborated. 
Infrastructure: the extent to which the proposed work goes beyond the state of the art was not always clear in several proposals. Despite the fact that the proposals referred to related initiatives, a number of the proposals failed to explain convincingly how this knowledge will be incorporated into the proposed project. In some proposals, the legal, regulatory and administrative barriers were not sufficiently taken into consideration. 

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. 

The full proposal must be consistent with your short outline proposal. It may NOT differ substantially. The proposed project must stay the same.

