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At a glance
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Open to researchers worldwide
Researchers of any nationality and from any country can apply.

Funding ambitious frontier research
The ERC supports ground-breaking, high-risk projects that push the 
frontiers of knowledge.

Researcher-driven and bottom-up
No predefined topics or priorities. Researchers define the 
questions and the direction of their research.

Europe's flagship for scientific talent
Long-term funding, scientific independence, and opportunities to 
attract and retain outstanding researchers in Europe.

Think bigger
Important questions

Think differently
Unconventional approaches

Think independently
Intellectual leadership



ERC President & Scientific Council
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ERC grant schemes

Starting Grants 
Researchers (0-10 years after PhD) 

up to €1.5 million for 5 years

Consolidator Grants
Researchers (5-15 years after PhD)

up to €2 million for 5 years

Advanced Grants 
Researchers with track-record of significant 

research achievements up to €2.5 million for 5 years

Synergy Grants
2-4 Principal investigators 

up to €10 million for 6 years
1 PI can be based outside
EU/Associated Countries

Proof of Concept 
bridging gap between research 

- earliest stage of marketable innovation 
lump sum €150 000 for ERC grantees 

Plus Grants
Principal investigators at all career stages with a 

vision for transformative research
up to €7 million over 4-7 years

WP 2027

WP 2026



StG and CoG: Extension of the Eligibility windows
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 Maternity leave: 18 months for each child born before/after the date of the successful defence of their PhD
degree;

 Paternity and parental leave: documented time taken for each child born before or after the date of the
successful defence of PhD degree;

 Long-term illness (>90 days for the PI or a close family member) or national service: documented amount of
leave taken for each incident that occurred after the date of the successful defence of PhD degree;

 Disability: Extension corresponding to the reduced amount of working time (including leave taken) and/or the
degree of disability by the PI, which occurred after the date of the successful defence of their first PhD degree.

 Clinical training: documented amount of clinical training received after the reference date of the first eligible
degree, up to a maximum of 4 years.

 Major disasters and Seeking Asylum: extension by the documented time of a PI’s inability to work before the
call deadline due to a major disaster, which occurred after the date of the successful defence of their first PhD
degree.

 ender-based or any other form of violence: applicants who have been victims of violence are now eligible for
an extension on these grounds



» Designed for projects that go 
beyond a regular ERC

» Compact proposal with a Statement 
of Vision

» Evaluation based on the ground-
breaking nature and ambition of 
the research project.

» Applicants are expected to be 
leaders in their field. 

» Up to €7 million - 4–7 years
» Lump sum funding
» Open to all fields & career stages
» Two-step evaluation + interview
» ~30 grants/year
» Opening: 2 June 2026
» Deadline: 2 September 2026

ERC         Grant
Scientific vision at the centre ERC Plus in practice

When your idea needs more time, more depth and more ambition



Calendario de Convocatorias WP 2026

Annual periodicity by call with a similar 
closing calendar



Key updates: Work 
Programmes 2026  and 
2027



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
(In ERC Plus +SoV)

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)

Structure of the proposal (StG, CoG and AdG)

NOT evaluated in Step 
1 (only in Step 2)

Part B2 - pdf
Part II of the Scientific 
Proposal (7p) 

Appendix: funding ID 



New eligibility windows

NOVELTIES WP2027 – 16/04/2026

Disclaimer: Eligibility dates are indicative. 
Final cut-off dates for the 2027 calls have not yet been confirmed by the ERC.



WP2027: recent updates and key messages

NOVELTIES WP2027

16 April 2026
Applications surge

→ pressure on evaluation 
system
→ strict resubmission 
restrictions proposed

29 April 2026
After community feedback

→ restrictions reversed
→ rules remain unchanged

Looking ahead

Still under discussion
→ need for sustainable 
evaluation system
→ new measures likely

Restrictions were softened, but pressure remains … further changes are likely
Timing matters more than ever



New resubmission restrictions (updated 02/06/2026)



» One proposal in WP 2027: Applicants may submit only one proposal under 
the ERC Work Programme 2027, unless the first is declared ineligible.

» One proposal at a time: Applicants may have only one proposal under 
evaluation at any given time (except Proof of Concept).

» Starting & Consolidator limits: No applicant may hold a Starting or 
Consolidator Grant more than once.

» Restriction for Synergy 2027: Applicants with eligible Advanced or Plus 
Grant 2026 proposals may not apply to Synergy Grant 2027.

New application restrictions



ERC Work Programme 2027: provisional call calendar

NOVELTIES WP2027 – 16/04/2026

Identifier Opening Date Deadline

Starting Grant ERC-2027-StG 22/07/2026 14/10/2026

Consolidator Grant ERC-2027-CoG 24/09/2026 12/01/2027

Advanced Grant ERC-2027-AdG 27/05/2027 26/08/2027

Plus Grant ERC-2027-Plus 01/06/2027 01/09/2027

Synergy Grant ERC-2027-SyG 17/02/2027 11/05/2027



How ERC evaluates
Understanding the panel logic



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 paneles

Life Sciences (LS) 
9 paneles

Social Sciences 
and Humanities 

(SH)
8 paneles

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



Physical Sciences & Engineering
 PE1 Mathematics
 PE2 Fundamental Constituents of Matter
 PE3 Condensed Matter Physics
 PE4 Physical and Analytical Chemical Sciences
 PE5 Synthetic Chemistry and Materials 
 PE6 Computer Science and Informatics
 PE7 Systems and Communication Engineering
 PE8 Products and Processes Engineering
 PE9 Universe Sciences
 PE10 Earth System Science
 PE11 Materials Engineering

PE7 Systems and Communication Engineering 

Electrical, electronic, communication, optical and systems engineering 

PE7_1 Control engineering 
PE7_2 Electrical engineering: power components and/or systems 

PE7_3 Simulation engineering and modelling 

PE7_4 (Micro- and nano-) systems engineering 

PE7_5 (Micro- and nano-) electronic, optoelectronic and photonic components 

PE7_6 Communication systems, wireless technology, high-frequency technology 

PE7_7 Signal processing 

PE7_8 Networks, e.g. communication networks and nodes, Internet of Things, 

sensor networks, networks of robots 

PE7_9 Man-machine interfaces 

PE7_10 Robotics 

PE7_11 Components and systems for applications (in e.g. medicine, biology, 

environment) 

PE7_12 Electrical energy production, distribution, applications 

Evaluation: Panel Structure



Life Sciences
 LS1 Molecules of Life: Biological Mechanisms, 

Structures and Functions
 LS2 Integrative Biology: From Genes and 

Genomes to Systems 
 LS3 Cell Biology, Development, Stem Cells and 

Regeneration 
 LS4 Physiology in Health, Disease and Ageing
 LS5 Neuroscience and Disorders of the Nervous 

System
 LS6 Immunity, Infection and Immunotherapy
 LS7 Prevention, Diagnosis and Treatment of 

Human Diseases
 LS8 Environmental Biology, Ecology and 

Evolution
 LS9 Biotechnology and Biosystems Engineering
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LS6 Immunity, Infection and Immunotherapy
The immune system, related disorders and their mechanisms, biology of 
infectious agents and infection, biological basis of prevention and 
treatment of infectious diseases, innovative immunological tools and 
approaches, including therapies

LS6_1 Innate immunity

LS6_2 Adaptive immunity

LS6_3 Regulation of the immune response

LS6_4 Immune-related diseases

LS6_5 Biology of pathogens (e.g. bacteria, viruses, parasites, fungi)

LS6_6 Infectious diseases

LS6_7 Mechanisms of infection

LS6_8 Biological basis of prevention and treatment of infection

LS6_9 Antimicrobials, antimicrobial resistance

LS6_10 Vaccine development

LS6_11 Innovative immunological tools and approaches, including therapies

Evaluation: Panel Structure



Social Sciences and Humanities
 SH1 Individuals, Markets and Organisations 
 SH2 Institutions, Governance and Legal Systems
 SH3 The Social World and Its Diversity
 SH4 The Human Mind and Its Complexity
 SH5 Cultures and Cultural Production
 SH6 The Study of the Human Past
 SH7 Human Mobility, Environment, and Space
 SH8 Studies of Cultures and Arts

SH8 Studies of Cultures and Arts

Social anthropology, studies of cultures, studies of arts

SH8_1 Kinship; diversity and identities, gender, interethnic relations

SH8_2 Religious studies, ritual; symbolic representation

SH8_3 Cultural studies and theory, cultural identities and memories, cultural 

heritage

SH8_4 Museums, exhibitions, conservation and restoration

SH8_5 History of art and of architecture

SH5_6 Architecture, design, craft, creative industries

SH8_7 Music and musicology; history of music

SH8_8 Visual and performing arts, screen, arts-based research

SH8_9 Digital approaches to anthropology, cultural studies and art

Evaluation: Panel Structure
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Evaluation - Panel Structure – Examples

AI-driven modelling of climate-
driven ecosystem shifts in marine 

environments

Primary Panel: LS8 –
Environmental Biology, Ecology 
and Evolution

Secondary Panel: PE6 –
Computer Science and 
Informatics

• LS8_5 – Environmental change, 
climate change

• LS8_4 – Population dynamics
• PE6_9 – Machine learning
• LS8_15 – Theoretical modelling
Free keywords: marine 

ecosystems, climate change, AI 
modelling, biodiversity

Dynamics of political polarisation 
and public discourse in European 

democracies

Primary Panel: SH2 –
Institutions, Governance and 
Legal System

• SH2_1 – Political systems, 
governance

• SH2_9 – Digital approaches to 
political science

• SH3_10 – Communication, 
networks, media

• SH3_11 – Digital social research
Free keywords: political

discourse, polarisation, social 
media, public opinion

Unveiling the nature of dark 
matter through cosmological 

observations and next-generation 
simulations

Primary Panel: PE9 – Universe 
Sciences

• PE9_9 – Cosmology and large-
scale structure, dark matter, 
dark energy

• PE9_8 – Galaxies: formation, 
evolution, clusters

• PE2_5 – Classical and quantum 
physics of gravitational
interactions

• PE6_9 – Machine learning
Free keywords:

hydrogen production, catalysis, 
energy, sustainable chemistry



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’)

Up to 44 Proposals 
Retained

For Step 2 (Score ‘A’)

Panel meeting
+ interview StG, CoG, AdG, Plus 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

23AB
A



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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Research Project – Evaluation Elements
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At Step 2: first 4 re-evaluated + remaining elements
STEP 2

• 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?
• To what extent are the project’s objectives ambitious, will the project advance the frontier 

of knowledge and is the proposed approach scientifically convincing? Novelty 2027
• 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?

At Step 1: first 4 elements
STEP 1



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)? 



General guidelines
Selected extracts from the ERC Guide for Peer Reviewers (not exhaustive).

EVALUATE
Use judgement on scientific merit in context

FILTER OUT
Counter-intuitive rules: not ERC criteria

≠

1 Career context
Stage of independence, diverse paths, breaks and major 
life events.

2 Scientific content
Qualitative judgement first; quantitative indicators only 
used responsibly.

3 Funding overlap
Funding ID = current or pending grants to check 
possible overlap.

A Host institution standing
Past, current or future host prestige is not an ERC 
evaluation criterion.

B Journal Impact Factors
Do not use surrogate metrics as a proxy for output 
quality.

C Societal impact
Impact beyond science is not an ERC evaluation 
criterion.

DORA lens Panels should prioritise qualitative assessment and treat metrics as supporting evidence — not as the 
verdict.

Applicant takeaway: write for scientific excellence — not for prestige, proxies or generic impact narratives.



Understanding the ERC Evaluation Process

• 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.

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



Practical 
take-aways and 
support for 
applicants



DISCLAIMER

• Despite reviewing many proposals 
and ESRs, experience has shown us 
that there is no single winning 
structure. 

• Our recommendations are meant as 
guidance, based on observed 
patterns, but they do not guarantee 
success



Everything 
starts with 

a big 
question

• Starts from a conceptual gap, not a technical limitation.

• Formulate a clear and ambitious research question

• Show why this question matters: If solved, it changes how we 
understand a phenomenon

• A question simple to state, difficult to answer
• Curiosity and relevance must go hand in hand: the question must 

matter for knowledge, not just for an application.
• If the question can be answered by a standard national or 

collaborative project, it is probably not yet ‘ERC level’

Define the scientific challenge



Can compound X be used to treat 
disease Y

What are the underlying mechanisms 
that drive the onset of disease Y, and 

how can understanding them 
redefine therapeutic strategies?

Examples

How does social media affect political 
opinions?

How does exposure to digital information 
ecosystems reshape the formation of 

political beliefs, and what does this imply 
for democratic decision-making?

Weak framing 
(technical / incremental)

ERC-level framing 
(conceptual / transformative)

Can we use Euclid data to find more 
ultracool dwarfs and substellar objects?

What does the hidden population of very 
low-mass stars and substellar objects reveal 

about the low-mass end of star formation, 
and is the Initial Mass Function truly 

universal across the Milky Way?



» What are you really good at? What idea can you convincingly defend?

» An ERC idea should not aim to confirm existing knowledge, but to shift 
how we understand a problem.

» It needs to represent a clear step change beyond the state of the art.

» Your proposal should naturally build on your background, expertise, and 
track record.

» Test your idea early: discuss it with colleagues (the more, the better).

» And be clear about its origin: is it truly your own idea, or does it emerge 
from your community?

What is your approach to answering this question?

33



» Expected advance = a new perspective or explanation — not more 
of the same.

» Ambition is the conceptual leap; it is not technical complexity.
» Transformative potential means reframing the field or connecting 

ideas, methods or disciplines in new ways.
» Evaluators look for projects that can change the game in their field.
» If the ambition needs time, scale or integration, ERC Plus may be 

the right frame.

Articulating the expected advance

Ambition = 
conceptual 
advance, not 
complexity



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)
Part II should not be a repetition of Part I



» Research achievements: Not just a list of outputs. Explain how each 
contribution advances the field. Include diverse outputs (papers, datasets, 
methods, software, policy impact)

» Narrative on significance: Use a short paragraph to highlight originality, impact 
and coherence of your trajectory

» Peer recognition: Select a few key examples and briefly explain why they matter
» Personal details & career path: Provide a clear and focused narrative, not a 

traditional CV

This is not a standard CV. It is a targeted argument 
showing why you can deliver the project

The ERC CV+ TR is flexible: use it strategically



Risk assessment and mitigation 

The goal is not to eliminate risk, but to ensure that the project does not critically depend on it.

The goal is not to eliminate risk, but to ensure that the project does not critically depend on it.

The project remains valuable even if 
high-risk elements do not work 



Summarizing

Everything 
starts with a 
big question

Ambition = 
conceptual 

advance, not 
complexity

Excellence 
lies also in 
the “how”

Your voice 
and vision 

matter

In SyG, 
synergy 
drives 

discovery

A question that 
challenges the 
status quo and 
seeks to expand 
the frontiers of 
knowledge

ERC rewards 
ideas that change 
how we 
understand a 
phenomenon

A coherent, rigorous 
strategy shows 
leadership and 
feasibility

The panel wants 
to see the creative 
mind behind the 
project

Synergy arises from 
combining 
perspectives to achieve 
what no single team 
could.



Work Programme 2026 
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It is established by the ERC Scientific Council and subsequently adopted by the European 
Commission (now amended with ERC Plus grant information)

WP2027 expected to 
be published by July 
2026



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

https://erc.europa.eu/homepage
https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=PLtv6FnsXqnXAYRk6HCErwMxwML0ZKoMcy


Documentos Esenciales
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Information for Applicants

• IfA to StG and 
CoG

• IfA to AdG
• IfA to SyG
• IfA to PoC

Guide for Peer Reviewers 

• GfPR StG & CoG
calls

• GfPR AdG call
• GfPR SyG call
• GfPR PoC call



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

Expertos/as en el Comité de Programa del ERC
• Jose Luis García (CSIC)
• Cristina Espa (AEI)
• Mª Pilar Gayán Sanz (Gobierno de Aragón)

Julio Marchamalo
FECYT, MCIU,ISCIII

Gonzalo Arévalo
AEI

Carmen Estévez
FECYT, MICIU

Leticia Riaza
FECYT, MCIU

Ana Martínez
Univ. Alicante



Gracias
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