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At a glance
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• Pillar I of Horizon Europe: Excellent Science

• Open to researchers from all over the world

• Long-term individual projects

• No thematic priorities

• Frontier research in any scientific field

• Sole evaluation criterion: scientific 
excellence of the research proposal and the 
Principal Investigator

• Evaluation by internationally renowned 
scientists

• Offers researchers: independence, 
recognition, and visibility



ERC President & Scientific Council



Starting Grant
Up to €1.5 million + up to €1 million

Duration: up to 5 years
2-7 years of experience after PhD

Consolidator Grant
Up to €2 million + up to €1 million 

Duration: up to 5 years
7-12 years of experience after PhD

Advanced Grant
Up to €2.5 million + up to €1 million 

Duration: up to 5 years
An excellent scientific track record of 

recognized achievements

ERC main grant schemes

Synergy grant
Size of the grant: €10 million + up to €4 million 

Duration: up to 6 years
2 to 4 researchers and their research groups 

(one researcher can be based outside EU/AC)

Proof of Concept
Size of the grant: €150 000 
Duration: up to 18 months

Demonstrate that the idea funded by the original 
ERC grant has innovation potential 

and significant economic or societal benefits



ERC plus – to be added to the 2026 ERC Work Programme

New funding Instrument

https://erc.europa.eu/news-events/news/choose-europe-science-erc-welcomes-new-budget-super-grants 
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Excellence
is the sole evaluation criterion

Excellence of the Research Project
• Ground breaking nature 
• Ambition

Excellence of the Principal Investigator
• Intellectual capacity
• Creativity

Evaluation: Principle
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The panels will primarily evaluate the ground-breaking nature and ambition of the project.

At the same time, the panels will evaluate the intellectual capacity and creativity of the PI, with a focus on the extent to 

which the PI has the required scientific expertise and capacity to successfully execute the project (no numerical 
scoring of PI)



One deadline | 2 steps evaluation process

The ERC full proposal  = part B1 + part B2+ Part A

Part B1 - pdf
Cover Page and summary 
(1p)

Part I of the Scientific 
Proposal (5p)

Curriculum vitae + 
Track-record (4p)

Evaluated in Step 1 Annexes 
HI support letter 
Ethics and security issues
PhD certificate (StG, CoG)
Eligibility Extension Request (StG, CoG)

Part A – online forms
A1 General Information 
A2 Participants
A3 Budget: table + description (Section C. 
Resources)
A4 Ethics and security
A5 Other questions
      % Time commitment
      Excluded Reviewers (up to 3)

NOT evaluated in Step 
1 (only in Step 2)

Part B2 - pdf

Part II of the Scientific 
Proposal (7p) 

Appendix: funding ID 

Structure of the proposal (StG, CoG and AdG – 2026)



Criterios y proceso 
de evaluación



Research Project – Evaluation Elements
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• To what extent does the research address important scientific questions?
• To what extent are the project’s objectives ambitious and will it advance the 

frontier of knowledge?
• Synergy Grants only: To what extent does the proposal go beyond what the 

individual Principal Investigators could achieve alone?

• To what extent are the research methodology and working arrangements 
appropriate to achieve the goals of the project?

• To what extent are the timescales and resources adequate and properly 
justified?

• Synergy Grants only : To what extent do the Principal Investigators succeed in 
proposing a combination of scientific approaches that are crucial to address 
the scope and complexity of the research questions to be tackled?
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Scientific Proposal (StG, CoG and AdG – 2026)

Part I (5 pages) Part II (7 pages)

Objective

To convince the evaluation panel that the 
proposal presents an original and 
creative idea addressing an important 
scientific question, with the potential 
to advance the frontiers of knowledge

Explain how the project will be 
implemented in detail.

Content

- State of the knowledge
- Scientific question and objectives
- Overall approach or research strategy
- Expected contribution to the field

- Detailed methodology
- Work plan and timeline
- Risk assessment and mitigation
- Additional background (if needed)

Tone
- Visionary, conceptual, persuasive: 

focused on scientific ambition, 
without technical detail.

- Precise, technical, and 
implementation-focused — aimed 
at experts in the field.

* Assumed by the Spanish NCPs
See pp. 21-23: https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/information-forapplicants_he-erc-stg-cog_en.pdf



Principal Investigator - Intellectual capacity and creativity
At Step 1 and Step 2: 
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• To what extent has/have the PI(s) demonstrated the ability to conduct 
ground-breaking research? 

• To what extent does/do the PI(s) provide evidence of creative and original 
thinking? 

• To what extent does/do the PI(s) have the required scientific expertise and 
capacity to successfully execute the project? 

• Synergy Grants only: To what extent does the Synergy Grant Group 
demonstrate that it brings together the know-how necessary to address the 
proposed research question(s)? 



28 panels divided into 3 domains. Each panel covers a number of research topics, detailed with their 
descriptors.

Evaluation panels
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Physical Sciences 
and Engineering 

(PE)
11 panels

Life Sciences (LS) 
9 panels

Social Sciences 
and Humanities 

(SH)
8 panels

When you submit, you need to indicate:

Primary ERC Review Panel : which will in principle evaluate the proposal

Secondary ERC Review Panel: if applicable

Please select, if applicable, the ERC keyword(s) that best characterise the subject of your proposal in order of priority.

ERC Keyword 1: As first keyword, choose one which is linked to the Primary Review Panel.

ERC Keyword 2-4: if applicable, from any panel

Free keywords: FREE text, they guide (but do not determine) the allocation of proposals to reviewers



For individuals calls: a single submission but a two-step evaluation

STEP 1 STEP 2

Remote assessment by Panel members 
see ONLY Part B1

(Part I, CV and Track record)

Remote assessment by Panel members 
and Remote Reviewers of complete research 

proposals
(Part I + II)

Panel meeting

Proposal Not Retained
(scores ‘A-not invited’ or 

‘B’ or ’C’)

44 Proposals Retained
For Step 2 (Score ‘A’)

Panel meeting
+ interview StG, CoG, AdG and SyG

Ranked list of proposal

Feedback to applicants

Evaluation process (StG, CoG and AdG)
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Proposal not
fundable
(Score B)

Proposal fundable (score 
A)

- A funded (within available
budget)

- A non-funded (outside
available budget)



Eligibility 
check / panel

Ethics assessment 

Single panel
all proposals 

STEP 1

Remote evaluation by 85 
(SyG PMs + PEVs : PMs of 

other calls) (part B1)

Meeting
only SyG Panel Chairs 

and Vice Chairs. 
preselect proposals for 

full review

Final ranking
• up to ~7x call budget

Remote evaluation of full proposals 
by SyG PMs + external specialized 

reviewers
17 experts per panel   (part B1+B2)

Final ranking 
• up ~4x call budget

STEP 2

5 panels dynamically
formed

Panel Meeting
all panel members

preselect proposals for 
interview

C B
Ethics assessment 

PMs reassess the retained proposals  based on 
step 2 reports & prepare Qs for the interviews 

(part B1+B2)

Final ranking of fundable 
proposals

STEP 3

Max 5 panels dynamically
formed

Panel Meeting
all panel members

Rank proposals

A
AB

on-site interviews with 
all PIs

ERC SyG Grant

15AB
A



• Presentation (3-10 min.) + Question (15-25min) = Total 30min
• Panel members: Top Science Experts, but possibly no expert in your field 
• Reports from Top Science Experts in your field
• Consensus must be reached

La entrevista
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− Panel Chair

− Panel members involved

− Lead reviewer

− Other panel members

− Raporter

− Evaluation Summary Reports from External

experts 



Consejos Prácticos



Write your proposal so that a few experts can defend it and the full 
panel can support it.

• Each ERC panel includes 12–18 members, collectively covering all 
disciplines represented by the panel’s keywords.

• In Step 1, your proposal is read in detail by 2–3 panel members—
those most familiar with your field.

• If you reach Step 2, it means you’ve convinced those experts 
(during the interview and final discussion)

• There are no quotas by discipline: all proposals compete equally, 
regardless of topic.



Part I (5 pages) Part II (7 pages)

Objective

To convince the evaluation panel that the 
proposal presents an original and creative 
idea addressing an important scientific 
question, with the potential to advance the 
frontiers of knowledge

Explain how the project will be 
implemented in detail.

Content

- State of the knowledge
- Scientific question and objectives
- Overall approach or research strategy
- Expected contribution to the field

- Detailed methodology
- Work plan and timeline
- Risk assessment and mitigation
- Additional background (if needed)

Tone
- Visionary, conceptual, persuasive: 

focused on scientific ambition, without 
technical detail.

- Precise, technical, and 
implementation-focused — aimed at 
experts in the field.

* Assumed by the Spanish NCPs

Scientific Proposal (StG, CoG and AdG – 2026)



Primeros pasos

1. De la idea al 
desafío científico

2. Articulación del 
avance esperado

3. Enfoque 
científico inicial 



1. De la idea al desafío científico

•Una buena pregunta científica es ambiciosa y clara, no 
necesariamente compleja.
•Curiosidad y relevancia deben ir de la mano: la pregunta 

debe importar para el conocimiento.
•El punto de partida no es un problema técnico, sino una 

laguna conceptual.
•Una idea ERC no busca confirmar algo, sino cambiar la 

forma de entenderlo.
•Si la pregunta puede responderse con un proyecto 

nacional o colaborativo estándar, probablemente no es 
aún “ERC level”.



2. Articulación del avance esperado

• “Avanzar el conocimiento” no significa hacer más 
de lo mismo, sino abrir una nueva perspectiva o 
explicar lo que antes no se entendía.

• Ambición no significa complejidad técnica: se trata 
de un salto conceptual, no de añadir capas de 
detalle.

• Lo que diferencia una buena idea de una ERC idea 
es su capacidad transformadora.

• Hay que evitar frases genéricas (“será innovador”) 
y mostrar en qué consiste el avance.

• Los evaluadores buscan proyectos que cambien 
las reglas del juego en su campo.



3. Enfoque científico inicial 

• La excelencia también está en el cómo: una idea 
fuerte requiere una estrategia coherente y 
pensada.

• El enfoque no es una lista de métodos, sino una 
traducción conceptual de la idea a la acción.

• Un buen “cómo” inspira confianza: muestra que el 
PI ha reflexionado sobre el camino, sin perder la 
ambición.

• En SyG, el valor añadido está en cómo los 
diferentes enfoques se necesitan mutuamente 
para avanzar.



Resumen

Todo 
empieza con 
una gran 
pregunta

La ambición 
está en el 
avance 
conceptual, 
no en la 
complejidad

La 
excelencia 
también 
está en el 
cómo

Tu voz y tu 
visión 
importan

En SyG, la 
sinergia es el 
motor del 
descubrimie
nto

Una pregunta 
que desafíe lo 
establecido y 
busque ampliar 
las fronteras del 
conocimiento.

El ERC premia las 
ideas que 
cambian la forma 
de entender un 
fenómeno, no las 
que suman más 
datos o técnicas.

Una estrategia 
coherente, rigurosa 
y bien pensada 
demuestra liderazgo 
científico y 
capacidad de 
ejecución.

El panel quiere ver 
la mente creativa 
detrás del 
proyecto: tu forma 
única de pensar y 
de hacer ciencia.

El valor añadido surge 
de combinar 
perspectivas que, 
juntas, pueden hacer 
posible lo que ningún 
equipo lograría por 
separado.



Recursos y apoyo



Representante 
Comité de 

Programa ERC 

Técnica soporte 
a servicios ERC

National Contact Points ERC
erc@fecyt.es

Delegación española del programa ERC

https://www.horizonteeuropa.es/erc

Julio Marchamalo
FECYT, MCIU,ISCIII

Gonzalo Arévalo
AEI

Carmen Estévez
FECYT, MICIU

Leticia Riaza
FECYT, MCIU,ISCIII

Ana Martínez
Univ. Alicante

Expertos/as en el Comité de Programa del ERC
• Jose Luis García (CSIC)
• Cristina Espa (AEI)
• Amaia Esquisabel (Gobierno Vasco)



ERC CLASSES
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https://erc.europa.eu/homepage

https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLtv6FnsXqnXAYRk6HCErwMxwML0ZKoMcy


NUESTROS SERVICIOS ESTÁN RECOGIDOS EN 
“ENLACES DE INTERÉS”

Subscribe to our 
newsletter

https://www.horizonteeuropa.es/enlaces-de-interes-programa?id_programa=1
https://horizonteeuropa.us21.list-manage.com/subscribe?u=dcaa9e9e781a6a6831b2ace17&amp;id=232c6181ae
https://horizonteeuropa.us21.list-manage.com/subscribe?u=dcaa9e9e781a6a6831b2ace17&amp;id=232c6181ae
https://horizonteeuropa.us21.list-manage.com/subscribe?u=dcaa9e9e781a6a6831b2ace17&amp;id=232c6181ae
https://horizonteeuropa.us21.list-manage.com/subscribe?u=dcaa9e9e781a6a6831b2ace17&amp;id=232c6181ae
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