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A palyazatok és a biralok egymasra talalasanak folyamata

ABSZTRAKT!!!

A birdlék kulcsszavas kereséssel talaljak meg a sajat szaktertletiiknek megfelel6
palyazatokat, és az absztrakt alapjan tudnak valasztani olyan palyazatokat, amelyeket
elvallalnak (~150 potencialis palyazat megjelolése elvart).

"1" - the proposal is exactly in
the expert's field of expertise;
"2" - the proposal is in the
expert's broader field of

() Search Search Results Declared Preferences

() Search criteria

Yol can view a single proposal if you knove Proposal Number

expertise;

"3" - the proposal is not exactly Humber:

in the expert's field of expertise Or you can search within proposal details. You can limit your search by selecting one or more Scienlific
L. Parels. i no Panel s selected, search will inchide all Scentific Panels.

s/he could evaluate it if Panet:

necessary, 0 ce [ eco [ enc I_][&w O w [ mat [ pHy [] soc

"No" - "No expertise" (by default s -

this option is selected in all

proposals). z:.:wurds: :hshdl:i:

| Search

Intézet alapjan is lehet keresni — érdekkonfliktus azonositasahoz, deklaralashoz



A biralati folyamat

15-25 palyazat / biral6 (kb. 1/3 rapporteur)
A palyazatokat csak a B rész alapjan kell elbiralni, A rész adminisztrativ célbdl

Eligibility check: A rész alapjan, ha valami gyanus jelezni kell a vice chair vagy
REA munkatarsak felé

Két Iépcsos biralati folyamat :

1. Remote phase -> 3 x Evaluation Report

2. Central phase -> consensus meeting (3 evaluators)
rapporteur: consensus report



2.1 IEF-Funding Scheme 'Support for Training and Career Development of Researchers': Marie Curie Intra-European Fellowships for Career

Criteria

Development

Impact (award)

S&T Quality (award)
Threshold: 3.
Weighting:25%

Training (award)
Threshold: 3. Weighting:15%

Researcher (award)
Threshold: 4, Weighting:25%

Implementation (selection)

Weighting:15%

Threshold: 3.5: Weighting:20%

Priority in case of ex aequo

h

4

3

1

Impact of competencies acquired during the

Research/technological
quality, including any
interdisciplinary and
multidisciplinary aspects of
the proposal

Clarity and quality of the
research training objectives for
the researcher

Research experience **

Quality of infrastructure /
facilities and International
collaborations of host

fellowship on the future career prospects of
the researcher, in particular through exposure
to transferable skills training with special

attention to exposure to the industry sector,

where appropriate *

Appropriateness of research
methodology and approach

Relevance and quality of
additional research training as
well as of transferable skills
offered, with special attention to
exposure to the industry sector,
where appropriate *

Research results including

patents, publicaftions, teaching

etc., taking into account the
level of experience

Practical arrangements for the

implementation and
management of the research
project *

Confribution fo career development, or re-

establishment where relevant *

Originality and innovative
nature of the project, and
relationship to the 'state of
the art' of research in the
field

Timeliness and relevance of
the project

Host research expertise in
the field

Quality of the group/scientist

Measures taken by the host for
providing quantitative and
qualitative mentoring/tutoring

Independent thinking and
leadership qualities

Feasibility and credibility of
the project, including work
plan

Benefit of the mobility to the European

Research Area

Match between the fellow's
profile and project

Potential for reaching or re-
enforcing a position of
professional maturity *

Potential to acquire new

knowledge

Development of lasting cooperation and
collaborations with other countries

Practical and administrative
arrangements, and support for
the hosting of the fellow *

Contribution to European excellence and
European competitiveness regarding the

expected research results

Impact of the proposed outreach activities *

in charge

Az 6sztondij alapvetd célja: képzés, karrier épités tamogatasa az EU-n belili mobilitas

novelésével.

Ezt igazolni kell a palyazati anyagban, kivalé tudomanyos program énmagaban nem elég.




Palyazati tajékoztato szempontjai alapjan torténik a biralat: precizen megfelelni minden
pontnak alapvet6 fontossagu

Scientific and Technological Quality: Threshold 3, weighting 25%

Research and technological Quality, including any interdisciplinary and
multidisciplinary aspects of the proposal:

- Are the research objectives outlined against the background of the state-of-the-art and
the expected results?

- Is the state-of-the-art of the research topic clearly described?

- Is there information describing the interdisciplinary/multidisciplinary and/or inter-
sectorial aspects of the proposal?

EVALUATION GUIDANCE NOTES for Marie Curie Individual fellowships
IEF-IOF-IIF 2013

B1 RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGICAL QUALITY (maximum 8 pages)

Research and technological Quality, including any interdisciplinary and
multidisciplinary aspects of the proposal

Give a clear description of the state-of-the-art of the research topic. Provide a clear and
specific description of the research objectives against the background of the state of
the art, and the results hoped for. The most relevant bibliographical references should
be provided, and must be included in the overall page count. If relevant, provide
information on interdisciplinary / multidisciplinary and/or inter-sectoral aspects of the
proposal.

THE 2013 PEOPLE PROGRAMME - GUIDE FOR APPLICANTS
MARIE CURIE ACTIONS (Call-Specific)




Pontozasi skala, tizedes értékkel kell alkalmazni

0 - The proposal fails to address the criterion under examination or cannot be
judged due to missing or incomplete information;

1 - Poor. The criterion is addressed in an inadequate manner, or there are serious
inherent weaknesses;

2 - Fair. While the proposal broadly addresses the criterion, there are significant
weaknesses;

3 - Good. The proposal addresses the criterion well, although improvements
would be necessary;

4 - Very Good. The proposal addresses the criterion very well, although certain
Improvements are still possible;

5 - Excellent. The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of the
criterion in question. Any shortcomings are minor.

4-4.5 kdzott nagyon szoros a mezény



Erdemes a biralék feladatat megkonnyiteni

* Egyértelm(i, 6nmagaért beszéld cim

* Konnyen megjegyezhetd acronym

» Absztrakt tiikrozze a palyazat egészét (pl. karrier célkit(izések, varhatd hatas),
segitse a megfelel6 biraldo megtalalasat

» Szerkezet: fontos a palyazati utmutatd szerkezetét kovetni. Néhany biralé
,checklist” modszerrel dolgozik, ha az adott szempont nincs az adott helyen,
akkor azt hianyzénak veszi.

Attekinthetc'fség! — absztrakt, kiemelések, abrak| szovegdobozok

A j6 otletek mindig bemutathatoak roviden és precizen.

THE FRAMEWORK PROGRAMME FOR RESEARCH AND INNOVATION
' . Sl 4
]

SEVENTH FRAMEWORK
PROGRAMME

2007 - 2013 2014 - 2020



Erdemes a biralék feladatat megkonnyiteni

Egy jOol megirt pdlyazat: 1 Excellence

* keltse fel a biralo érdekl6dését az elején

* lgazolja a projekt fontossagat és moddszertanat

* legyen egyértelm(, hogy innovativ és a ,state-of-the-art”-on tulmutaté

e zsargon minimalizalasa, érthetd, konnyen olvashato stilus fontos, szamitsunk arra
hogy a birald jo generalista

* minden rovidités legyen definialva

* A fogadd témavezetd kutatoi értékét egyértelmiien demonstralja

* Egyértelmlien demonstralni kell, hogy a palyazé szakmailag jol illeszkedik a
témahoz, ugyanakkor lehet6sége lesz uj dolgok elsajatitasara, szakmai fejl6désre

» Képzési célok legyenek egyértelm(iek, kapcsolatok mas szektorokkal (ipar)



Erdemes a biralék feladatat megkonnyiteni

Egy jol megirt pdlyazat: 2 Impact

* Eredmények ismertetése (dissemination), public outreach

Egy jol megirt pdlyazat: 3 Implementation

e kockazatok elemzése, ,contingency plans”
* infrastrukturalis hattér meglétét részletesen be kell(ett) mutatni



A palyazati anyag altalanos mindsége
»a sloppy proposal indicates a sloppy scientist”

Ellenérzés, atolvasas!

Egyértelm(inek tlnhet, mégis talalkozunk sulyos hibakkal (hivatkozasi lista
hidnya, a készit6 felek egymas kozotti Uzenetei, stb...)

,hibavaksag”, tobb szem tobbet |at — olvassak el kollégak, ismerdsok is a
palyazati anyagot (mock evaluation)



Koszonom a figyelmet!

robert.doczi@gmail.com



