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Scope of the study

Representative sample of 53 OPs Types of policy measures: ERDF

* covering 18 Member States expenditure codes 01 and 02
* including 24 Major Projects

——————————————————————

Number of OPs
I -]

1

Share of the
total
expenditure

Expenditure
in 53 OPs

Codes of expenditure

01 — Support to RTD activities

With Major

. ilh o,
Project in researCh Centl’es 5 € b|”|0n 83/0
02 — Support to RTD
infrastructures and centres of 9.7 € billion 87%

competence in a specific
technology

01 + 02 14.7 € billion 85%




Objectives of the study

= Mapping of the types « Analysis of the level of _
interventions supported geographical and * Analysis of the Iopg—

= Analysis of the underlying sectoral concentration term sustainability
rationale for ERDF support and of of ERDF support of RTD interventions

the geographical and sectoral target
= Analysis of the addressed RTD
policy challenges

I
I EU ADDED
1
; VALUE
1
I
I SUSTAINABILITY
1
1
|
1
I
I
1 .
_ _ : . + Analysis of the objectives of RTD * Analysis of the added value
. Analys!s of the |_nfluen_ce of State aid rules infrastructures and activities of ERDF interventions
* Analysis of the links with the Research . Assessment of the level of effectiveness compared to national ones
Framework Programmes (FP7, H2020) of different interventions * Analysis of EU-wide effects
. Ana_IyS|sIof trll_e role_offthe ERDF in the + Identification of the main impacts of each
national policy mix for RTD interventions and the underlying >

mechanisms



Methodological framework: a combination of tools

18 MS
53 OPs

Task 1
Mapping

= Mapping of projects
and beneficiaries of
53 OPs in 18 MS
(monitoring data)

= Analysis of 53 OPs
strategies in 18 MS
(preliminary
intervention logics)
= Cluster analysis of
regions based on
their RTD
performance

From project mapping and
analysis of OP strategies to
specific Theories of Change of
policy instruments

Task 2 Task 3
Literature 7 Case Studies at MS level
review
= Different levels of analysis
= Rationale for 1. Analysis of the ERDF policy
RTD investments mix in the MS ‘
= Expected effects 2. Analysis of the strategic

approach of selected OPs
Theories of Change of 21
policy instruments

and conditions for
effectiveness

18 MS
From spec{ﬁc Theon‘es of Change 53 OPs
of policy instruments to
generalised Theories of Change of
policy interventions
Task 6
Task 4 Final report and
Cross-case generalisation of
studies analysis findings
and Task 5
Seminar = Triangulation of

evidence and
generalisation of
findings based on an
additional
econometric analysis

= Generalised
Theories of
Change of 4 policy
interventions

THEORY BUILDING

THEORY TESTING

¥

Theory-Based Impact Evaluation
following the Contribution Analysis approach

and methods

Main characteristics

The study goes beyond
assessing what happened; it
also provides answers about
why and how the observed

effects have occurred

Central to this approach are
‘Theories of Change’ (ToC):
An intervention works as part
of a broader ‘causal package’,
a set of:

1. supporting factors
2. preconditions
3. possible risks or threats

Different levels of analysis:
+  Country level
* OP level
* Instrument level
* Project and beneficiaries level



Different levels of analysis:

 Country level

* OP level

* Instrument level

* Project and beneficiaries
level

© CSIL Centre for Industrial Studies 7



prognos a

Funded projects and
beneficiaries: key
findings




The database of RTD projects and beneficiaries

DB Projects (51 variables)

Country and OP name and CCI

OP identification

* OP priority axis

» Co-financing rate

* OP measure/action name and description

Project identification

« Official and ad-hoc project code
* Project name and description

* Major project identification

* ERDF category of expenditure

Type of intervention

Project target and beneficiaries

Other information on the project

* Form of support

Type of RTD

Type of eligible costs

Field of science

Project start and end dates and duration

Financial information

Total project cost

Total eligible cost

ERDF contribution (also as a percentage)
National/regional and private contribution
Conversion rate (if applicable)

e o o o o

DB Beneficiaries (31 variables)

Country and OP name and CCI

Beneficiary identification
*  Project identification
VAT code

Beneficiary name
Location

Sector

Direct beneficiary

*  Type of institution
*+ Size

*  Ownership

End beneficiary

* Type of end beneficiary
* Type of ultimate user

Financial information

+ Total eligible cost

* ERDF contribution

* National/regional and private
contribution

Available on
Cohesiondata
Portal

A rich and unique dataset at very
granular level:

*9,793 RTD projects in 46 OPs,
implemented in 17 EU Member States,
including 24 Major Projects

«213 project on average funded by each
OP (min 9, max 1,606)

*11,431 beneficiaries in total (2,563
different bodies)

Main limitations:

*Data for the 7 Spanish OPs (additional
10-14,000 projects) could not be
integrated into the single database,
because of uncertainty on the
expenditure data

*The list of beneficiaries for collaborative
projects are incomplete for 29 OPs



Activities

Infrastr.

COthers

Activities

Infrastr.

Others

Types of RTD projects funded

Number of projects by type of intervention

1.1. Individual R&D projects :

i 3,581
1.2, Collaborative R&D projects | 1,779
; 2.1. Infrastructure investrn:e-r;t-s--F-o-r“r-ééé_a-r::-ﬁni 3,059
i 2.2. Infrastructure investments for education E- 259
i 2.3. ICT-based infrastructure E- 186
; 3.1, Internationalisation of research Wl 138
i 3.2. Capacity building for research § 150
:[3.3. Science dissemination to the general public : 75
:3.4. Intellectual Property Protection instruments 241
i 3.5. Operating subsidy i 12

4. Others - Non-RTD 243

N/A B 70

ERDF contribution by type of intervention (Million €)

1.1. Individual R&D projects
1.2. Collaborative R&D projects

- 502.75M€
S 2,026.43M€

2.1, Infrastructure investments for research
2.2. Infrastructure investments for education
2.3. ICT-based infrastructure

. 7, 357.80ME
B 1, 477.87ME
i 472.75M€

3.2. Capacity building for research
13,3, Science dissemination to the general public

3.4. Intellectual Property Protection instruments

3.5. Operating subsidy

4. Others - Non-RTD
N/A

| 61.94M€E
161.75M€
103.16M€
16.44M€
5.86ME
332.66ME
| 27.85M€E

The selected 53 OPs supported more than
20,000 projects, almost half of which were
in Spain and a total of 9,973 in the remaining
17 MS (and 46 OPs).

Projects can be classified into 10 types of
RTD interventions.

Most of the ERDF expenditure (57%) was
concentrated in infrastructure investment
for research.

Average duration of projects: 3 years.

The ERDF contribution to RTD projects is
typically provided in the form of non-
repayable aid.

10



Type of research conducted

ERDF contribution by field of science
S
Technology 5,383.68M€
Multi-disciplinary || | N =558 66M¢€

Medical and health sciences - 1,893.97M€

Natural Sciences [} 1.206.56me

aAgricultural and Veterinary

aiisiats P 409.57me€

N/ || 267.30me
Social Sciences l 182.04M€

Hum anities and the Arts | 65.49M€E

A large share of projects and expenditure referred to
research conducted in the field of Engineering and
Technology, Natural Sciences and Medical and
Health sciences.

Infrastructure investments in HEIs and RTOs tend to be
more multi-disciplinary than RTD activities.

ERDF contribution by type of RTD

applied/industrial || NG 2 .593.30M€

Applied/Industrial;

Experimental development _ SIS EIS

Fundamental _ 2,246.98M€

Experimental development _ 1,845.15M€

Fundamental;
Applied/industrial _ 141D
mixed [N 538 .53m€
nNo [ 521.03me

n/a ] 154.30me

Feasibility study 3.89M€

The vast majority of projects and expenditure pertains
to applied research, generally with a possible
industrial application.

RTD activities are relatively more focused on applied
RTD and experimental development than infrastructure

investments. 11



Type of direct beneficiaries

Number of beneficiaries by type

Higher education institution

Research and Technology Organisation
Enterprise

Public administration authority
Consortium (science and/or industry)
Hospital (inc. university hospital) or treatement centre
Others

Cluster (industrial or technology)
Non-Profit organisation

Science or Techology Park
Competence or Excellence Centre
Incubator centre

6,400

3,142
I occ
W 270
W:z0
B136
is7
179
|74
| 40
| 23
14

ERDF contribution by type of beneficiary (Million €)

Higher education institution

Research and Technology Organisation
Enterprise

Public administration authority
Hospital (inc. university hospital) or treatement centre
Consortium (science and/or industry)
Science or Techology Park

Non-Profit organisation

Cluster (industrial or technology)
Others

Incubator centre

Competence or Excellence Centre

T 5, 457.24M€
I, : c12.57M€
B 515.33M€
B 453.87M€
B 306.97M¢€
B 202.35M¢€
B 164.56M¢
B 140.14M€
B 122.87M€
| 68.70M¢€
| 24.27M€
9.06M€E

HEIls and RTOs account for more than 88% of
the sample of lead beneficiaries and receive
nearly 83% of the total ERDF contribution.

Nearly 77% of beneficiaries are public-owned
organisations.

Enterprises are 4.5% of the total direct
beneficiaries; 70% of them are SMEs; they are
more often collaborating with HEIs and RTOs.

An average of 3.7 beneficiaries in the
collaborative projects.

An average of 4-5 projects for each
body/institution.

12



The top-10 Institutions

Fraunhofer-Gesellschaft Miinchen (DE) _ 259.86ME
Fyzikélni ustav AV CR, v.v.i. (CZ) [ 207.70ME
Uniwersytet Warszawski (PL) [ NN 205.33M€
Masarykova univerzita (PL) [N 172.20M€
Vysoké uéeni technické v Brné (CZ) [N 32.13M€
VYSOKA SKOLA BANSKA-TECHNICKA UNIVERZITA I ;.55
OSTRAVA (CZ) '
Uniwersytet Jagiellorski (PL) [N 125.30Me
Institutul National de Cercetare-Dezvoltare pt Fizica si — 124 96ME
Inginerie Nucleara Horia Hulubei IFIN-HH (RQ) '
Politechnika Warszawska (PL) | R 124.66MeE
Univerzita Palackého v Olomouci (CZ) [ R 123.58ME

+ A total of about 4,000 different institutions (including enterprises) can be identified among the almost
24,000 lead beneficiaries

* Excluding Spain, the total falls to about 2,000 different institutions, out of which:

» More than 13%6 of the ERDF support for RTD provided to lead beneficiaries was concentrated on ten institutions,
and more than 20% on twenty institutions

» The Fraunhofer-Gesellschaft Institute in Minchen (Germany) received more than 2% of the total ERDF 13
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Policy mix of ERDF support

BE
cz
DE
EE
FI
FR
HU
IE
IT
LT
LV
PL
PT
RO
sl
SK
UK

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

B 1. R&D projects (individual or collaborative) ®2. Infrastructure for R&D, education, ICT
3. Other R&D-related activities 4. Non-RTD and N/A

* The key strategic objectives pursued by the selected OPs were to fill the infrastructure gap and to improve
the systematic interaction among regional actors by strengthening the relationships between research
suppliers and users.

There are strong differences across OPs in the way that they translated their strategic approaches into policy
mixes:

» Similar territorial contexts saw the adoption of different combinations of instruments. 15



The concentration of ERDF support for RTD

+ Infrastructure investments were typically the result of a top-
down approach guided by national road-mapping exercises.

* Research projects followed a more bottom-up approach,
responding to the needs of regional scientific communities.

Leg_end:
] ome * The majority of RTD interventions were geared at supporting

g SO excellence objectives:
l 37.5Me-153.3 M + ERDF was mainly addressed to the strengthening of existing

W dp=le- Livhale territorial excellence: its concentration reflected existing,

regional scientific research-base and economic potential.

* In many cases, ‘target priority’ sectors and technologies were
identified on the basis of existing policy strategies and
documents, either at national or regional levels.

Vo 100% (10)
EE 94% (36)

LT 93% (23)

IE 93% (18)

LV 77% (50)

Sl 77% (21)

. . UK 69% (63)
There was also a high level of concentration B 65% (43)

within individual beneficiary organisations cz 62% (118)

. . . . . . — PT 54% (118)
applied to leading institutions in their field o 46% (45)

DE 459% (358)
RO 43% (171)

SK 42% (155)

FR 36% (282)

PL 329% (205) 16
T 27% (238)




ERDF support to RTD and other ERDF measures

Code 01: RTD activities
4.90% In the scope of the
evaluation
Code 02: RTD infrastructures
9. 77%

Code 03: Technology transfer
and cooperation networks
2.13%

Caode 04: Assistance to RTD,
particularly in SMEs
4, 25%

Code 07: Investment in
firms linked to R2I Out the scope of

2.20% the evaluation

Code 03: Cther
measures to stimulate
R&Iin SMEs
3.72%

Others
67.03%

* There was a significant degree of coordination across interventions carried out within the ERDF
framework:

* Across different ERDF OPs (national and / or regional)
» Across different axes, measures and instruments implemented in the framework of the individual OPs.



ERDF support to RTD and regional/national strategies

Total ERDF contribution over | Total ERDF contribution over
Country covered by total

the study R&D expenditure | public R&D expenditure (2007-

(2007-2013) plokic))

Belgium 0.30% 0.80%
Czech Republic 8.10% 18.60%
Germany 0.40% 1.30%
Estonia 11.80% 25.50%
Finland 0.20% 0.50%
France 0.20% 0.60%
Hungary 1.10% 3.00%
Ireland 0.50% 1.70%
Italy?® 0.80% 1.90%
Lithuania 10.00% 13.60%
Latvia 14.80% 20.90%
Poland 10.90% 16.40%
Portugal 2.60% 6.00%
Romania 6.30% 9.90%
Slovenia 1.50% 5.10%
Slovakia .~ 1940%  3350%
United Kingdom 0.30% 0.80%

+ ERDF support played a crucial role in the field of RTD where it represented a significant share of the total national R&D
spending, or where there was a high regional concentration of this spending (e.g., in convergence regions).

* Despite a significant level of strategic coherence between ERDF RTD support and existing local support instruments,
the ERDF support was not generally explicitly linked to other national or regional policies or programmes from an
operational standpoint. 18



ERDF support and FP7/H2020

Participation rate in FP7 and H2020 projects amongst ERDF beneficiaries

] PARTICIPATION RATE (%

FP7 H2020
Estonia 27.6 27.6
Italy 22.3 15.7
Germany 22.0 21.3
Poland 62.9 62.5
Czech Republic 33.3 39.8
Portugal 46.8 48.4
Romania 25.9 26.5

+ Despite ambitions to build on the relative added value and to implement projects in continuity
between ERDF and FP funds, no specific arrangements were designed to facilitate and
promote active synergy.



Estonian

ERDF support and FP7/H2020

participation in European

Framework Programmes (EURMmM)
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Achievements regarding R&D capacities: students and tertiary attainments

Infrastructure investments
for education contributed
to the renovation of
universities and enabled
institutions to
accommodate new
equipment

The renovated and newly
constructed buildings
improved conditions and
teaching environments and
had an impact on quality of life
at supported universities

ERDF support targeting HEIs (both
infrastructure development and
individual R&D projects) was
positively correlated to the growth
rate in the number of tertiary-
educated people (2007-2017) and
the growth rate in the number of
tertiary-educated persons
employed in science and
technology

* Results were more positive in those regions with more advanced industrial fabric and with higher business R&D

expenditure.

« Demand-side effects related to the absorption capacity of local labour markets are crucial for the final success of such
measures: problems of labour market mismatches were reported in Poland and may have applied to other countries as

well.

22




Achievements regarding R&D capacities: R&D personnel and researchers

Infrastructure investments Newly created or modernised public indigfgj;?%rggngri?;ts)
contributed to the R&D facilities increased the .
- ) - was positively correlated
creation or potential and capacity of the to the arowth rate of
modernisation of public beneficiary institutions and created tertia?’ _educated
R&D facilities, including more ‘respectable’ research personsyemployed in
ICT-based infrastructures environments :
science and technology

ERDF support targeting
HEIs (both infrastructure

i

(2007-2017)

(o)
~

Individual R&D projects facilitated an
increase in the qualification levels
of researchers and enabled the
training of young scientists

« Such a relationship was valid on average, i.e., without any statistically significant differences between the EU13 and
EU15 or between Convergence and Competitiveness regions.

 The main channel of effects, however, lay through infrastructure development. s



Achievements regarding scientific output

Infrastructure investments improved research Evidence points to a positive
and statistically significant

facilities and R&D management capacities and _ .
relationship between ERDF

brought a profound shift in quality in _
provided services s_upport targeting HEIs (both
infrastructure development

and individual R&D projects)
and the growth rate in the
number of scientific
publications

)
~

Individual projects allowed researchers both
to enhance existing expertise and
develop new areas of inquiry

* A ‘catching-up’ process of scientific production was particularly visible in the EU13 (145% growth in the volume of
publications between 2007 and 2017).

* No relationship was found, by contrast, regarding the quality of scientific production, which may take longer to catch up.

24



Achievements regarding technological development and innovation

Most of the projects
contributed to an increase of
scientific and technological

knowledge and

competencies, but more
limited evidence is available

regarding the capacity of
funded projects to generate
economic benefits obtained

from the commercial

valorisation of R&D results

No significant relationships were found
between ERDF support targeting RTO and
science-industry collaborations and the
growth rate of technological output

POSSIBLE EXPLANATIONS

Some positive results were, nonetheless,
reported in the context of softer innovation
aspects, measured by the growth rate of EU

trademark applications, especially in those
regions with higher ERDF expenditure on
business support.

Research activities are inherently risky and may lead to no or poor results

Even when results are produced, they may remain unfeasibly distant from an industrial application
There is a time-lag issue: it may take some time for research activities to generate a technological output
Some implementation issues were reported for collaborative R&D, although the latter created a generally high degree of

interest from the beneficiaries of all the calls.

ERDF support alone may not have been enough

25
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Broader and long-term commitment to RTD investments

Most important ingredients for effective ERDF
supported RTD policies

Resilient financial &
economic systems

. = ' Effective support &
. : 4
,X:X Y/ advisory services

:_ _S_us_t;il;ea Bu_bl_lc_ l e -/ Clear and effective

investment supportfof *—/ = . ———= state-aid, public

: R&D instruments ! , Ingrodionts procurement & other
1 |

____________ for effec?ive legislative regulations
RTD policy
Strong relationships o« %ﬁ instruments Effective project
between science- Er assessment &

industry partners selection procedure

Sufficient & highly- @ m———————- :
T~ I

I
qualified human ; Well-coordinated |
resources R&l policy system 1

|
b oo o o e e o -

+ Continued public investment in research institutions is key, as it allows for follow-up projects to
take place that strengthen existing capacities and allow for the development of new ones

« The long-term alignment of ERDF with national and regional RTD strategies became, as it

remains, a crucial element of success.
27



Stability and clarity of the legal framework

Most important ingredients for effective ERDF
supported RTD policies

Resilient financial & " D@ Effective support &
economic systems SEe advisory services

: Clear and effective

I
Sustained public 1
——=* state-aid, public 1
I
|
|

investment support for *—

R&D instruments InGrediants

for effective
RTD policy
instruments

procurement & other
legislative regulations

Effective project
—* assessment&
selection procedure

Strong relationships +— @Iﬁ
between science-

industry partners

Sufficient & highly- - N @

qualified human
resources

Well-coordinated
R&l policy system

Clarity about the ‘rules of the game’ to be followed in the common RTD space by science and
industry partners, regulating their respective roles and responsibilities and providing the most
appropriate incentives for successful partnerships, proved to be key.

State-aid issues were reported as the most problematic factor in many countries, as they hampered
the more intensive and effective involvement of businesses in the funded projects and follow-up

activities
28



Ensuring appropriate human resources and capacities

Most important ingredients for effective ERDF
supported RTD policies

Resilient financial &
economic systems \

Sustained public for—e Clear and effective
investment supportfor =—/ -[= ——= state-aid, public

Effective support & 1
advisory services :

R&D instruments Ingredlen_ts procurement & other
for effec?we legislative regulations

RTD policy mF——mm—mmm o ———
- |
Strong relationships o+ %Ié’ instruments I Effective project |
between science- assessment & 1
I

industry partners 1 selection procedure

_________ . R
I Sufficient & highly- | @
: qualified human ! ——= Well-coordinated

! R&I policy system

1

| resources

Administrative and managerial capacities of both programme managers and beneficiaries are crucial for
effective public spending.

Key elements are the capacity to ensure the high scientific quality of selected projects, as well as their
timely selection and funding

29



Relationship between scientific and industry partners

Most important ingredients for effective ERDF
supported RTD policies

Effective support &
advisory services

Resilient financial &
economic systems

Clear and effective
—— o  state-aid, public

Sustained public
investment support for *—/

R&D instruments fl ngrc:fdlen-ts procurement & other
or effective legislative regulations
RTD policy

instruments

I Strong relationships

|

I Effective project
between science- |

|

|

—* assessment&

1 industry partners selection procedure

Sufficient & highly- ===~~~ | @
qualified human
resources

———-= Well-coordinated
R&l policy system

Promoting and maintaining mutual trust, awareness of respective needs and the capacity
positively to exchange ideas and know-how becomes a key enabling contextual feature.

To ensure that new products, processes, and technologies find long-term commercial applications, an
effective science-business collaboration system needs to exist and be maintained over time.

30



What must be considered on the path from initial activities to desired impacts?

* The degree of effectiveness of a policy intervention depends on the setting in which it occurs: pre-conditions,
supporting factors, risks as well as other contextual factors play a significant role in determining the
effectiveness of a policy intervention.

(=]
=
")

c

=
[
~
e

= |

o
=

>
-
°
o

L

Project activity,
funded by the
input

Preconditions:
key to ensuring
the success of the
policy instrument

i

Direct
products/services
stemming from
activities
(countable)

Supporting Factors:

contribute or hinder
t‘\j\

ﬁ Outputs [N Ot e

success, but are not
directly linked to policy

Immediate

Intermediate

Outcomes

8 % #
Results of the Results of the
activities & activities &
outputs during the outputs after the
project, at the project, at the
beneficiary level beneficiary level

Risks: external, by
nature negative &
difficult to
anticipate

|

Long-term
impact to be
achieved at
the regional

level
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The design of future ERDF investments for

1. Preparatory phase

Important pre-conditions
y ________________© O 0§

What steps can be taken to provide
clear guidance on state aid
rules and simplify complex and
long-lasting public procurement 0.0

regulations? =y

444

Are support and advisory
services equipped with
sufficient dedicated staff
that are well-trained?

RTD: an innovation journey

N~ What mechanisms are putin place to
ensure the timely disbursement of
funds to beneficiaries?

Do we have resilient economic & financial
= systems that sustain public investment during
c( g economic shocks? How do we ensure financial
resilience in terms of continued access to credit?

How can collaborative efforts

between research institutions

and enterprises be protected
and sustained?

Risks and threats

@ How to ensure a transparent,
effective & timely project
assessment & selection
procedure?

Does our region (country) have — How do we ensure that
sufficient & highly qualified human 1() public investment in
resources to employ new R&D . R&D is sustained over the
infrastructure or participate in R&D long-term? Relatedly, how
projects? i can private R&D

expenditure be
i ! incentivized?

2.

What is the current relationship between 1 ;

science-industry partners in our region and
how we do foster an environment that helps
further enhance their collaboration?

How can demographic changes (incl.

@ brain drain) be addressed in the long-run?

What systemic changes need to occur?

: Are state aid rules for the use of
: R&D investments clearly
i —  communicated and understood?

3. Launch phase

Have we coordinated the various RTD support
t8 programmes in our region & country in order to
ensure their effective alignment and complementarity?

Ideation
phase

32



p rog nos, CENTRE Fl;;l' INSTRIAL STUDIES

0
-
S
0
=
O
-
O
O




Overall assessment of ERDF support for RTD

= In most of the case studies, the
ERDF support for RTD actually
addressed the most pressing
needs of expansion and
modernisation of the national RTD
systems

RELEVANCE

COHERENCE |

The role of ERDF differed
significantly among regions and
countries in terms of financial
weight and strategic
coherence

R

EFFICIENCY

(Internal) coherence with other forms of ERDF support was

generally high

The ERDF policy mix for RTD was also generally coherent with
regional and national RTD strategies, but not in operational

terms

Good synergies were reported with the ESF .
ERDF and EU FPs were seen as serving related but essentially

different purposes

+ Long-term financial sustainability of
RTD infrastructures was challenging in

some cases

+ Collaborative R&D projects were not fully

Legend:
Green is high,
is moderate,

orange is limited

successful in ensuring the sustainability of

the projects’ results

EU ADDED
VALUE
© @ .
SUSTAINABILITY

The main EU added value was a
scale effect produced by the
access of a considerable quantity of
financial resources

EU-wide effects were not among the
direct, intended effects of funded
instruments

+ ERDF investments contributed to the observed improvement of R&D

the number of scientific publications

State-aid rules proved to be a challenging factor in project

implementation

capacities in the target regions and to the increase in the number of R&D
personnel and researchers at the regional level as well as the growth rate in

More limited was the capacity of funded projects to generate economic
benefits from the commercial valorisation of R&D results
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L4

o

©
N4

Focus on few and clear EQs with shared
judgment criteria

Be ready to accept that some questions
cannot be answered and some answers
may lead to more questions

Consider the complexity and dynamic of
the ToC

Find a reasonable way to triangulate
evidence: from statistical significance to
context-relevant considerations

35



Thank you!

vighetti@csilmilano.com

Jan.Kramer@prognos.com

a

CENTRE FOR IHL)-.JSIHIE.L STUDIES prognos

36



