
Generalised Feedback for successful applicants after the first stage of call:  

Call ID: H2020-SFS-2016-2 

Topic number: SFS-42-2016  

Introduction 

The evaluation of first stage proposals is now complete. The coordinators of proposals who failed to 

pass to the second stage have been informed in writing, and have each received an Evaluation 

Summary Report (ESR) setting out scores and comments. 

The “Flash info” published on the Participant Portal shows the key statistics related to this call, 

including number of proposals submitted, the number evaluated, and the number passing the 

thresholds and thus invited to the second stage. 

For successful first stage applicants, it is important to uphold the principle of equal treatment, and to 

ensure that all have a chance to benefit from the comments of experts. Therefore, instead of an ESR, 

this generalised feedback is provided now to all applicants invited to submit a full proposal at the 

second stage.  You are kindly requested to take this feedback into account when preparing your full 

proposal.   

At the second stage you have a chance to address or clarify issues that should convince the second 

stage experts. Some or all of these experts may not be the same as those who reviewed your outline 

proposal. 

Summary of main shortcomings  

  Alignment of the proposals' own objectives to the specific objectives of the work 

programme was not always demonstrated.  

 It was sometimes not demonstrated how the proposals' methodology would deliver the 

overall concept and specific objectives of relevance to the programme.  

 Insufficient innovation potential beyond the declared state of art was detected.  

 Multi-actor engagement in line with the call expectations was often missing; either only a 

limited range of relevant actors/disciplines was engaged, or an explanation of their 

disciplinary mix and its relevance to the programme and objectives was missing.  

 Relevant gender issues and references to a gender/sex analysis when the differences 

between men and women were relevant to the addressed topics should be sufficiently 

explained. 


