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Horizon 2020
1. Past performance in
Flanders



A. Importance of Horizon 2020 for
Flanders (1)
7KP (2007‐2013)
2.884 participations from Flanders
2.232 projects
1.125 million euro to Flanders

8KP (= Horizon 2020: 2014‐okt 2017)
1.660 participations
1.241 projects
750 million euro to Flanders

160 million / Year



A. Importance of Horizon 2020 for
Flanders (2)

Total R&D budget 2017 from Flemish
government = 1.565 million euro

So 160 million euro means … 10% 
extra budget from the European 
level!



B. Methodology

Database E.C. via platform E‐CORDA

Preliminary status on October 2017

39% of total available budget has been 
allocated



Benchmark of Flanders in Europe
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Flemish participation in specific
programmes of H2020

Flanders is participating very well in terms of financial return 
in the programmes: 

 Information and communication technologies (4.3%)
 Advanced Materials (4.0%)
 Biotechnology (3.9%)
 Marie Sklodowska‐Curie Actions (3.1%)
 Food security, sustainable agriculture and forestry, marine and 

maritime and inland water research (2.9%)
 Develop the governance for the advancement of responsible 

research and innovation (2.9%)



In following programmes Flanders participates as expected (> 
2.0%) in terms of financial return: 

 Twinning of research institutions (2.7%)
 Secure, clean and efficient energy (2.5%)
 European Research Council (2.4%)
 Advanced Manufacturing and processing (2.3%)
 Health, demographic change and wellbeing (2.3%)
 Climate action, environment, resource efficiency and raw 

materials (2.3%)
 Space (2.2%)
 Innovation in SMEs (2.2%)
 Smart, green and integrated transport (2.1%)



Flanders is participating below expectation (< or = 2.0%) in 
the programmes:

 Nanotechnologies, Advanced Materials and production (1.8%)
 Future and Emerging Technologies (1.7%)
 Secure societies ‐ Protecting freedom and security of Europe and 

its citizens (1.2%)
 Make scientific and technological careers attractive for young 

people (0.9%)
 Integrate society in science and innovation (0.8%)
 Teaming of excellent research institutions and low performing RDI

regions (0.2%)



Top 10 in Flanders
PARTICIPANT NUMBER OF 

PARTICIPATIONS FUNDING (in euros)

Katholieke Universiteit Leuven (KU Leuven) 268 144,275,725 

Interuniversitair Mikro‐Electronica Centrum VZW (IMEC) 127 121,169,207 

Universiteit Gent (Ugent) 150 84,247,472 

Vlaamse Instelling voor Technologisch Onderzoek (VITO) 68 39,254,975 

Vlaams Interuniversitair Instituut voor Biotechnologie (VIB) 54 38,421,904 

Vrije Universiteit Brussel (VUB) 71 36,728,414 

Universiteit Antwerpen (UA) 72 30,697,608 

Studiecentrum voor Kernenergie (SCK) 28 15,078,762 

BIO BASE EUROPE PILOT PLANT VZW 17 10,327,846 

Fonds voor wetenschappelijk onderzoek Vlaanderen (FWO) 18 8,982,255 



Horizon 2020
2. Interim
evaluation



The process towards FP9



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (1)

#1



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (2)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (3)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (4)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (5)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (6)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (7)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (8)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (9)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (10)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (11)



The interim evaluation of Horizon 2020 (12)



Horizon 2020
3. Towards FP9



Towards FP9… Soete (1)



Towards FP9… Lamy (2)



Towards FP9… Lamy (3)



Towards FP9… Lamy (4)



Towards FP9… Spyns‐stakeholders (5)



Towards FP9… Spyns‐stakeholders (6)

Excellence should remain the main evaluation criterion 
The entire innovation chain should be addressed 
Large scale infrastructures should also be useful for innovation activities 
An appropriate proportion should be maintained between top‐level 
programme strategies, "bottom‐up" generation of fresh ideas and 
“solutions” to societal challenges 
Simplification and rationalisation should lead to a more inclusive funding 
landscape 
Next to open innovation in the more technology oriented spheres, 
societal innovation and responsible research and innovation should 
receive the appropriate attention 
FP9 must remain sufficiently attractive for applicants (both content‐wise 
and in terms of the success rate) and newcomers (by lowering/removing 
barriers)



Towards FP9… Spyns‐stakeholders (7)
Interaction and cooperation between different disciplines and
different types of actors
Better connection between various components, programme lines, 
funding instruments,…
Project proposals addressing SOCIETAL CHALLENGES – entire TRL –
dynamic way – successive calls
Ample room for small‐scale and large‐scale, BU and TD collaborative
research programmes
Coherence between EU, national and regional science policy
SSH must be an integral part of FP9 activities
Involve citizens and civil society in the debate on S&T – improve
innovative capacities and entrepreneurship
Mainstream RRI best practices throughout FP9
Different available funding sources (FP, ERDF and COSME) –
synergies difficult to achieve because of different objectives, 
(management) rules
Excellent projects and excellent applicant should receive funding



Towards FP9… ‘Friends of Excellence’ (8)

The Hague,
11/10/2017

Brussels,
30/11/2017



Towards FP9… time table (9)
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