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Young Academics Doctoral fellows at IAS 
Doctoral Programme 

Description and application guidelines 
 
The Institute for Advanced Studies (IAS) at the University of Luxembourg (UL) offers funding opportunities 
and a supportive interdisciplinary environment to attract talented doctoral candidates. The programme 
welcomes researchers who wish to conduct doctoral studies in a multidisciplinary setting within research 
groups and in collaboration with partners of the University of Luxembourg. It is explicitly open to all 
disciplines, topics, and sectors encompassed by the academic expertise of the University. 
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1. Description of the YADIAS call 
 

1.1 Introduction 
The programme Young Academics Doctoral fellows IAS (YADIAS) is a programme co-financed by the 
European Commission and the University of Luxembourg. It is hosted by the Institute for Advanced Studies 
(IAS) of the University of Luxembourg (UL), and has the objective to attract outstanding doctoral 
candidates, who wish to conduct their interdisciplinary research in a group in one or more of UL 
Departments and/or UL Interdisciplinary Centres. 

YADIAS is a career development programme offered by the UL to encourage young researchers (Doctoral 
Candidates “DC”) to gain momentum in interdisciplinary and intersectoral research. YADIAS will finance 
15 interdisciplinary, international, and intersectoral doctoral fellowships. YADIAS applicants are 
international talents willing to propose and implement their own interdisciplinary doctoral research project 
through a bottom-up approach. The 15 YADIAS DC will receive individual fellowships of 48 months. 
YADIAS is explicitly open to all disciplines and sectors, involving the entire University in its mission towards 
increased interdisciplinarity, which is considered strategic for UL, for Luxembourg and Europe. UL’s 
rationale is based on the consideration that the world’s challenges are so multifaceted and intricate that 
they can only be solved through interdisciplinary, intersectoral and international approaches. 

YADIAS doctoral fellows will benefit from the University of Luxembourg’s top research infrastructures, a 
comprehensive training programme in disciplinary, interdisciplinary, and transversal skills, and a 
mandatory secondment as part of the fellowship to support further career development. 

In addition to their UL contract, doctoral candidates who have been granted a YADIAS fellowship 
automatically join the IAS-Luxembourg and, therefore, the IAS community 
 
 
1.2 Call timeline 

Key Milestones of the YADIAS call: 
• Call Opening: 01 September 2026, 09:00 CET. 
• Proposal Submission Deadline: 30 November 2026, 14:00 CET. 
• Eligibility Checks: First two weeks of December 2026. 

• Deadline for Written Evaluations from External Reviewers: 31 March 2027. 

• Pitch and Scientific Debate before the IAS Scientific Council: scheduled over three days from 05–
09 April 2027 (indicative). 

• Notification to Candidates: End of April 2027 (indicative). 

• Earliest Start Date: 01 June 2027. 

• Latest Start Date: 01 September 2027 (after this date, funding will be cancelled). 

 
 
1.3 Eligibility for participation 

The doctoral research project must be interdisciplinary in nature. Each project must be placed under the 
formal responsibility of a principal supervisor and a complementary domain expert (referred to as the “co-
supervisor” in this document), namely: 

• A main supervisor who is a UL staff member holding supervisory rights (Autorisation à Diriger des 
Recherches in French, hereafter referred to as ADR). 
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• A co-supervisor from a complementary discipline, either within the UL (holding ADR) or external to 
UL, holding supervisory rights at another academic institution. 
 

The two supervisors must represent two complementary research disciplines (provided they fall within the 
competence of UL), within or across departments at UL faculties or UL interdisciplinary centres. 
 
Interdisciplinarity is a core principle of this programme and will be explicitly assessed during evaluation. 
 
YADIAS doctoral projects are initiated solely by the doctoral candidates. Any contact between candidates 
and potential supervisors or co-supervisors must be limited to factual or practical questions (e.g. availability 
of equipment or infrastructure) and must not involve guidance or support in developing the proposal. 
 
UL researchers who are already serving as PIs in an IAS project (MSCA COFUND YIA, Audacity, 
Brainstorm, and/or Distinguished) are eligible to act as supervisors.  
 
There is no limit to the number of candidates that a UL staff member with supervisory rights (ADR) 
may supervise in this call. 
 
 
Each candidate may submit only one application to YADIAS. Multiple applications are not allowed. 
 
Eligible candidates: 
- are of any age and any nationality; 

- must be doctoral candidates, i.e. must not have been awarded a doctoral degree or equivalent at the 
deadline of the call (30 November 2026); 

- have not started enrolment procedures for a PhD thesis at the University of Luxembourg at the deadline 
of the programme’s call; 

- must hold a recognised Master-level degree (Master degree obtained outside Europe must be 
equivalent to Level 7 as defined in Luxembourg law) and be eligible to enter doctoral studies in 
Luxembourg1. A signed certificate or an official signed letter from the institution where the Master 
degree was obtained is required; 

- must not have resided in or carried out their main activity (work, studies, etc.) in Luxembourg for more 
than 12 months in the three years immediately preceding the call deadline (30 November 2026). 
Periods of holidays or short stays are not taken into account; 

- must have identified eligible supervisors in two complementary disciplines (see Section 1.4): 

o The supervisor must be a UL staff member with supervisory rights (ADR) and affiliated with one of 
the three Faculties or five Interdisciplinary Centres of the UL, with a valid employment contract for 
the entire duration of the doctoral fellowship. Affiliated professors are excluded from serving as 
main supervisors. 
 

o The co-supervisor must be one of the following: 
 a UL staff member with supervisory rights (ADR), affiliated with one of the three Faculties or 

five Interdisciplinary Centres of UL, and holding a valid employment contract for the full duration 
of the doctoral fellowship;  

 
1 To obtain the academic recognition in Luxembourg of your higher education diploma obtained abroad, you are 
required to register the diploma in the register of formal higher education qualifications of the Ministry for Research 
and Higher Education (Application for academic recognition of foreign higher education diplomas). This requirement 
will be formally requested only if the fellowship is awarded. However, for the final submission, a signed certificate or 
an official signed letter from the institution where the Master’s degree was obtained is mandatory. 

https://guichet.public.lu/en/citoyens/famille-education/etudes-superieures/reconnaissance-diplomes/inscription-registre-titres.html
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 a researcher from one of the Luxembourg Institutes2, holding ADR;  
 an affiliated professor at UL; or 
 a researcher from another academic institution (external to UL) who holds PhD supervision 

rights. 

- must be fluent in English (the minimum required level is B2, as defined by the Common European 
Framework of Reference for Languages (CEFR)); 

- must be legally eligible to work in Luxembourg at the time of recruitment. 

 
Researchers who have successfully defended their doctoral thesis but who have not yet formally been 
awarded the doctoral degree are not eligible. 
 
The list of eligible supervisors can be found on this page: ADR holders. It provides the names, email 
addresses, disciplines, and research fields of all ADR holders at UL (over 450 across 20 distinct 
disciplines). Both the supervisor and co-supervisor will automatically be members of the doctoral 
candidate’s supervision committee. 
 
Candidates also have access to a list of 350 academic, private, and public UL Partners and International 
Networks to help identify potential secondments or co-supervisors outside UL. 
 
 

2. Evaluation Procedure 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
2 Luxembourg Institute of Sicence and Technology (LIST), Luxembourg Institute of Health (LIH), Luxembourg Institute 
of Socio-Economic Research (LISER). 

Proposal submission completed. 

Eligibility check (2 weeks). 

Written evaluations by external 
reviewers (12 weeks). 

https://www.coe.int/en/web/common-european-framework-reference-languages/table-1-cefr-3.3-common-reference-levels-global-scale
https://www.coe.int/en/web/common-european-framework-reference-languages/table-1-cefr-3.3-common-reference-levels-global-scale
https://www.uni.lu/research-en/doctoral-education/supervisors/
https://www.uni.lu/en/about/partners-international-networks/
https://www.uni.lu/en/about/partners-international-networks/
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2.1 Experts of the evaluation panel 

Applicants to the YADIAS call will be assessed through a multi-stage evaluation process involving 
independent external experts and the IAS Scientific Council. 

Independent external experts from both academic and non-academic sectors, with no conflict of interest 
and based outside the partnership, will be involved in the evaluation of each submitted application at all 
stages of the written peer-review process. Each application will be assessed by multiple independent 
experts to ensure fairness, transparency, and consistency of evaluation. 

Adequate gender balance will be ensured in the composition of all evaluation and selection panels, in 
accordance with MSCA principles. 

The IAS Scientific Council, composed of internationally recognised experts external to the project 
consortium, will be responsible for the interview phase (oral pitch and Q&A) and for the final ranking of 
candidates. The Scientific Council operates as an independent selection body and ensures full compliance 
with MSCA principles of impartiality, transparency, and equal treatment. 

The Scientific Council of the IAS is gender-balanced and comprises 11 members: 10 external members 
from recognised academic institutions with voting rights, and the Head of IAS, who acts as a non-voting 
observer. The list of Scientific Council members is available on the IAS Governance webpage 
(Governance). 
 
 
2.2 Conflict of Interest 

All external evaluators and members of the Scientific Council involved in the selection process for the 
YADIAS call must comply with the Code of Conduct of the University of Luxembourg. 

A conflict of interest (COI) arises when personal or financial considerations could compromise, or appear 
to compromise, professional judgment and objectivity. Any private, personal, or commercial interests 
related to an application for YADIAS project funding must be declared in this document. 

 
 

10’ pitch + 10’ scientific debate in 
front of the IAS Scientific Council 
only for the 30 best ranked 
candidates (3 days). 

Final funding validation by the 
Rector (1 week). 

Notification to candidates (1 day). 

https://www.uni.lu/research-en/ias/governance/
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A conflict of interest exists if a reviewer: 
• Was involved in the preparation of the proposal; 
• Is a director, partner, or otherwise involved in the management of the candidate; 
• Is employed by, or contracted to, the candidate; 
• Is a close relative of the candidate (or any person living in the same household); 
• Has collaborated with the candidate on publications, patents, or projects within the last five years; 
• Has had a relationship of scientific rivalry or professional hostility with the candidate; 
• Has been a mentor to, or mentee of, the candidate. 

 
Exceptions may be considered if: 

• The reviewer works in a different department, laboratory, or institute than where the project will be 
carried out, and 

• The departments, laboratories, or institutes within the organization operate with a high degree of 
autonomy. 
 

Any member with a conflict of interest will be excluded from the evaluation and selection process for the 
entire call. 
 
 
2.3 Proposal documents 
For each proposal, the following documents will be shared with the reviewers:  

- Project application form (incl. abstract, principal and secondary disciplines, supervisor, and co-
supervisors’ names, secondment proposal, a preliminary Plan for Dissemination, Exploitation, and 
Communication (PDEC) and the ethics self-assessment), 

- CV of the candidate, 

- Copy of the Master degree or equivalent and, 

- Letter of motivation from the doctoral candidate. 
 
 

2.4 Evaluation Criteria 
There will be 12 weeks allowed for providing the written evaluations with a deadline of 31 March 2027 at 
2pm CET. 

Reviewers are required to use the template that will be provided with the project proposals (Word file). You 
will be asked to provide at least five (5) lines of justification per criterion. 

Applications will be initially ranked based on the written assessments provided by the reviewers (using the 
points from the table). 
 
The three main evaluation criteria are Excellence, Impact, and Implementation. The maximum score for 
the peer review is 60 points. Proposals scoring equal to or above 70% will be considered for processing 
to the pitch. Other proposals will be rejected. 

 
 

The peer review will be scored based on the following criteria: 
 

PEER REVIEW – for all applications 

EXCELLENCE 
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Academic Excellence of the candidate. 5 points 

Degree of Interdisciplinary integration within the project. 5 points 

Degree of Innovation within the project. 5 points 

Adequate Research Training base to pursue a doctoral project. 5 points 

Appropriateness of the methodology in relation to the project. 5 points 
Potential of the researcher to reach or re-enforce professional 
maturity/independence during the fellowship. 5 points 

Total score for EXCELLENCE 30 points 

IMPACT 

Enhancing the future career prospects of the researcher after the fellowship. 5 points 

Quality of the proposed measures to exploit and disseminate the project results. 5 points 

Quality of the proposed measures to communicate the project activities to different 
target audiences. 5 points 

Total score for IMPACT 15 points 

QUALITY AND EFFICIENCY OF THE IMPLEMENTATION  

Coherence and effectiveness of the work plan. 5 points 
Appropriateness of the management structure and procedures, including risk 
management. 5 points 

Relevance of the secondment in terms of complementarity. 5 points 

Total score for IMPLEMENTATION 15 points 

Total score for Peer Review 60 points 
 
 
At the end of the evaluation document, you are also asked to: 

• accept the Data Protection statement; 

• acknowledge the Confidentiality rule, namely that your identity will not be disclosed to the 
candidates (even if a candidate requests it); and 

• declare once again whether you have any relationships with the main project participants that could 
affect your judgement. 

 

Each evaluation must be sent in PDF format to the following address: yadias@uni.lu. A confirmation will 
be sent by email upon receipt of the document. 

 
Reviewers will score each criterion using a standardised scale (indicated in the table below).  
 

Scoring Meaning Assessment of the peer review and oral pitch and Q&A 

0 - Proposal fails to address criterion or cannot be assessed due to missing or 
incomplete information. 

mailto:yia@uni.lu
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1 Poor The criterion is inadequately addressed or there are serious inherent 
weaknesses. 

2 Fair Proposal broadly addresses the criterion, but there are significant 
weaknesses. 

3 Good Proposal addresses the criterion well, but several shortcomings are present. 

4 Very good Proposal addresses criterion very well; small number of shortcomings are 
present. 

5 Excellent Proposal addresses all relevant aspects of the criterion. Any shortcomings 
are minor. 

 
The 30 best candidates of eligible proposals will be invited to present and defend their project in front of 
the IAS Scientific Council in an oral pitch of 10 minutes, followed by a Questions & Answers session of 10 
minutes. The Scientific Council members will rank the proposals based on the written reviews and the 
pitch and will recommend the final 15 candidates and their proposals for funding to the rector for final 
decision.  
 
In case of a tie or non-consensus among the SC members, the scores of the first 3 criteria will be the 
deciding factor by the following order: 

1. Academic excellence of the candidate. 
2. Degree of interdisciplinary integration within the project. 
3. Degree of innovation within the project. 

 
A reserve list of 3 applicants will be maintained to cover potential withdrawals. If an applicant withdraws, 
candidates on the reserve list will be offered funding in descending order of their scores. Once all 15 
positions are filled and contracts are accepted, remaining reserve list applicants will be informed that their 
applications are no longer under consideration. The reserve list will remain active for six months. 
 
 

3. Ethics 
As a reviewer, you are also asked to examine whether the proposed research programme raises any 
ethical issues and whether they are addressed by the candidate. This will help the support team to 
determine whether formal ethics procedures should be followed for the ranked projects. This is not an 
evaluation criterion, and you must not evaluate this aspect, neither in a negative nor positive way.  

Proposals in which ethics issues are flagged (either by the candidate, by an external evaluator during the 
external peer review, or by the Scientific Council members) will undergo an ethics review. These proposals 
will be evaluated by the appropriate Ethics Committee of the UL.  

As part of their application file, candidates are required to include an ethics-self assessment responding 
to questions on ethical implications of their project (see Annex 1, at the end of this document). Candidates 
are required to explain the nature of the ethical issues and how they are planning to address them. 

For all activities funded by the European Union, ethics is an integral part of research from beginning to 
end, and ethical compliance is seen as pivotal to achieve research excellence. There is a clear need to 
carry out a thorough ethical evaluation at the conceptual stage of the proposal, not only to respect the 
legal framework but also to enhance the quality of the research. Ethical research conduct implies the 
application of fundamental ethical principles and legislation to scientific research in all possible domains 
of research. The process to assess and address the ethical dimension of activities funded under Horizon 
Europe is called the Ethics Appraisal Procedure.  
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In addition to the scientific evaluation focusing on the scientific merit, the quality of the management and 
the potential impact, the Ethics Appraisal ensures that all research activities carried out under the Horizon 
Europe Framework Programme are conducted in compliance with fundamental ethical principles.  

The Ethics Review Procedure focusses on the compliance with ethical rules and standards, relevant 
European legislation, international conventions and declarations, national authorizations and ethics 
approvals, proportionality of the research methods and the candidates' awareness of the ethical aspects 
and social impact of their planned research. 
 
 

4. AI Usage Policy for Project Evaluation 
AI technologies are recognized for their potential to support project assessment through data analysis and 
automation; however, their use is not authorized for reviewers within the framework of this MSCA COFUND 
project. All evaluations must therefore be conducted independently by human reviewers to ensure 
accountability, transparency, and adherence to established guidelines. This restriction safeguards the 
integrity of the assessment process by minimizing risks related to bias, limited explainability, and over-
reliance on automated outputs. Current assessment procedures rely exclusively on expert judgment and 
manual review. 
 
 

5. Project Review Support 
For reviewers with any questions on evaluating interdisciplinary projects, a dedicated session with the 
YADIAS support team may be arranged on a case-by-case basis. 
 
 

6. Contact information 
For any question related to the YADIAS project, you can contact the support team by email: yadias@uni.lu. 
  

mailto:yadias@uni.lu
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Annex 1. Ethics Self-Assessment 
 
1. HUMAN EMBRYOS/FOETUSES 

1.1 Does your research involve Human Embryonic Stem Cells (HESCs)? If Yes, 
1.1.1 Are they previously established cell lines? If Yes: 

● What is the origin and line of cells? 
● Give details of the licensing and control measures by the competent authorities of the 
Member States involved 

1.1.2 Does your research involve the use of human embryos? If Yes, 
● What is the origin of embryos? 
● Give details of the recruitment, inclusion and exclusion criteria and informed consent 
procedures. 
● Confirm that informed consent has been obtained. 

1.1.3 Does your research involve the use of human foetal tissues / cells? If Yes, 
● What is the origin of human foetal tissues/cells? 
● Give details of the informed consent procedures. 
● Confirm that informed consent has been obtained. 

 
 
2. HUMANS 

2.1 Does your research involve physical interventions on the study participants? If Yes, 
2.1.1 Does it involve invasive techniques (e.g. collection of human cells or tissues, surgical or 
medical interventions, invasive studies on the brain, TMS etc.)? If Yes, 

● Detail risk assessment for each technique and overall. 
2.1.2 Does it involve collection of biological samples? If Yes, 

● What type of samples will be collected? 
● What are your procedures for collecting biological samples? 

2.2 Does your research involve human participants? If Yes 
2.2.1 Are they volunteers for social or human sciences research? If Yes, 

● Give details of the recruitment, inclusion and exclusion criteria and informed consent 
procedures. 

2.2.2 Are they persons unable to give informed consent (including children/minors)? If Yes, 
● Give details of the procedures for obtaining approval from the guardian/legal 
representative and the agreement of the children or other minors. 
● What steps will you take to ensure that participants are not subjected to any form of 
coercion? 

2.2.3 Are they vulnerable individuals or groups? If Yes, 
● Give details of the type of vulnerability. 
● Give details of the recruitment, inclusion and exclusion criteria and informed consent 
procedures. 
These must demonstrate appropriate efforts to ensure fully informed understanding of the 
implications of participation. 

2.2.4 Are they children/minors? If Yes, 
● Give details of the age range. 
● What are your assent procedures and parental consent for children and other minors? 
● What steps will you take to ensure the welfare of the child or other minor? 
● What justification is there for involving minors? 

2.2.5 Are they patients? If Yes, 
● What disease/condition/disability do they have? 
● Give details of the recruitment, inclusion and exclusion criteria and informed consent 
procedures. 
● What is your policy on incidental findings? 

 
 
3. HUMAN CELLS / TISSUES 
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3.1 Does your research involve human cells or tissues (other than from Human 
Embryos/Foetuses)? If Yes, 

3.1.1 Are they available commercially? If Yes, 
● Give details of the provider (company or other). 

3.1.2 Are they obtained within this project? If Yes, 
● Give details of the source of the material, the amount to be collected and the procedure 
for collection. 
● Give details of the duration of storage and what you will do with the material at the end of 
the research. 
● Confirm that informed consent has been obtained. 

3.1.3 Are they obtained from another project, laboratory or institution? If Yes, 
● What is the country where the material is stored? 
● Give details of the legislation under which material is stored. 
● How long will the material be stored and what will you do with it at the end of the research 
project? 
● Give name of the laboratory/institution. 
● In which country the laboratory/institution is located? 
● Confirm that material is fully anonymised or that consent for secondary use has been 
obtained. 

3.1.4 Are they obtained from a biobank? If Yes, 
● What is the name of the biobank? 
● In which country the biobank is located? 
● Give details of the legislation under which material is stored. 
● Confirm that material is fully anonymised or that consent for secondary use has been 
obtained. 

 
 
4. PERSONAL DATA 

4.1 Does your research involve personal data collection and/or processing? If Yes, 
● Give details of the technical and organisational measures to safeguard the rights of the research 
participants. For instance: For organisations that must appoint a DPO under the GDPR: 
Involvement of the data protection officer (DPO) and disclosure of the contact details to the 
research participants. For all other organisations: Details of the data protection policy for the project 
(i.e. project-specific, not general). 
● Give details of the informed consent procedures. 
● Give details of the security measures to prevent unauthorised access to personal data. 
● How is all the processed data relevant and limited to the purposes of the project (‘data 
minimisation’ principle)? 
● Give details of the anonymisation /pseudonymisation techniques. 
● Give justification of why research data will not be anonymised/ pseudonymised (if relevant). 
● Give details of the data transfers (type of data transferred and country to which it is transferred 
for both EU and non-EU countries). 
  
4.1.1 Does it involve the processing of special categories of personal data (e.g. genetic, health, 
sexual lifestyle, ethnicity, political opinion, religious or philosophical conviction.)? If Yes, 

● Give justification for the processing of special categories of personal data. 
● Why can the research objectives not be reached by processing anonymised/ 
pseudonymised data (if applicable)? 

4.1.2 Does it involve processing of genetic, biometric or health data? If Yes, 
● Confirm that you will obtain a declaration confirming compliance with the laws of the 
country where the data was collected. 

4.1.3 Does it involve profiling, systematic monitoring of individuals or processing of large scale of 
special categories of data, intrusive methods of data processing (such as, tracking, surveillance, 
audio and video recording, geolocation tracking etc.) or any other data processing operation that 
may result in high risk to the rights and freedoms of the research participants? If Yes, 

● Give details of the methods used for tracking, surveillance or observation of participants. 
● Give details of the methods used for profiling. 
● Describe risk assessment for the data processing activities. 
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● How will harm be prevented and the rights of the research participants safeguarded? 
Explain. 
● Give details on the procedures for informing the research participants about profiling, and 
its possible consequences and the protection measures. 

 
4.2 Does your research involve further processing of previously collected personal data (including 
use of preexisting data sets or sources, merging existing data sets)? If Yes, 

● Give details of the database used or of the source of the data. 
● Give details of the data processing operations. 
● How will the rights of the research participants be safeguarded? Explain. 
● How is all of the processed data relevant and limited to the purposes of the project (‘data 
minimisation’ principle)? 
● Give justification of why the research data will not be anonymised/ pseudonymised (if relevant). 
 

4.3 Does your research involve publicly available data? If Yes, 
● Confirm that the data used in the project is publicly available and can be freely used for the 

project. 
 
4.4 Is it planned to export personal data from the EU to non-EU countries? If Yes, 

● Details of the types of personal data to be exported. 
● How will the rights of the research participants be safeguarded? 
 

4.5 Is it planned to import personal data from non-EU countries into the EU? If Yes, 
● Details of the types of personal data to be imported. 

 
 
5. ANIMALS 

5.1 Does your research involve animals? If Yes, 
● Give details of the species and rationale for their use, numbers of animals to be used, nature of 
the experiments, procedures and techniques to be used. 
● Give justification of animal use (including the kind of animals to be used) and why alternatives 
cannot be used. 
 

5.2 Are they vertebrates? If Yes, 
5.2.1 Are they nonhuman primates (NHP) (e.g. monkeys, chimpanzees, gorillas, etc.)? If Yes, 

● Why are NHPs the only research subjects suitable for achieving your scientific objectives? 
● What is the purpose of the animal testing? 
● Where do the animals come from? 

5.2.2 Are they genetically modified? If Yes, 
● Give details of the phenotype and any inherent suffering expected. 
● What scientific justification is there for producing such animals? Give details. 
● What measures will you take to minimise suffering in breeding, maintaining the colony 
and using the GM animals? 

5.2.3 Are they cloned farm animals? If Yes, 
● Give details of the phenotype and any inherent suffering expected. 
● What scientific justification is there for producing such animals? 
● What measures will you take to minimise suffering in breeding, maintaining the colony 
and using the GM animals? 

5.2.4 Are they an endangered species? If Yes, 
● Why is there no alternative to using this species? 
● What is the purpose of the research? 

 
 
6. THIRD COUNTRIES 

6.1 In case non-EU countries are involved, do the research related activities undertaken in these 
countries raise potential ethics issues? If Yes, 

● Describe risk-benefit analysis. 
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● What activities are carried out in non-EU countries? 
 

6.2 Do you plan to use local resources (e.g. animal and/or human tissue samples, genetic material, 
live animals, human remains, materials of historical value, endangered fauna or flora samples, 
etc.)? If Yes, 

● What type of local resources will be used and how exactly? 
 
6.3 Do you plan to import any material from non-EU countries into the EU? If Yes, 

● What type of materials will you import? 
● Specify the materials and countries involved. 

 
6.4 Do you plan to export any material from the EU to non-EU countries? If Yes, 

● Give details of the type of materials to be exported. 
● Specify the materials and countries involved. 

 
6.5 Does your research involve low and/or lower middle-income countries? If Yes, 

6.5.1 Are any benefits-sharing actions planned? If Yes, 
● Give details of the benefit sharing measures. 
● Give details of the responsiveness to local research needs. 
● Give details of the procedures to facilitate effective capacity building. 

 
6.6 Could the situation in the country put the individuals taking part in the research at risk? If Yes, 

● Give details of the safety measures you intend to take, including training for staff and insurance 
cover. 

 
 
7. ENVIRONMENT & HEALTH and SAFETY 

7.1 Does your research involve the use of elements that may cause harm to the environment, to 
animals or plants? If Yes, 

● Describe risk-benefit analysis. 
● Show how you apply the precautionary principle (if relevant). 
● What safety measures will you take? 

 
7.2 Does your research deal with endangered fauna and/or flora and/or protected areas? If Yes, 

● Declare you will obtain specific authorisations (if required). 
 
7.3 Does your research involve the use of elements that may cause harm to humans, including 
research staff? If Yes, 

● Give details of the health and safety procedures. 
 
 
8. DUAL USE 

8.1 Does your research involve dual-use items in the sense of Regulation 428/2009, or other items 
for which an authorisation is required? If Yes, 

● What goods and information used and produced in your research will need export licences? 
● How exactly will you ensure compliance? 
● How exactly will you avoid negative implications? 

 
 
9. EXCLUSIVE FOCUS ON CIVIL APPLICATIONS 

9.1 Could your research raise concerns regarding the exclusive focus on civil applications? If Yes, 
● Explain the exclusive civilian focus of your research. 
● Justify inclusion of military partners or military technologies (i.e. explain how they relate to civilian 
applications, e.g. in the context of law enforcement activities). 
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10. MISUSE 

10.1 Does your research have the potential for misuse of research results? If Yes, 
● Describe risk-assessment. 
● Give details of the applicable legal requirements. 
● Details of the measures to prevent misuse. 

 
 
11. OTHER ETHICS ISSUES 

11.1 Are there any other ethics issues that should be taken into consideration? If Yes, 
● Please specify. 
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