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Nirvarande ledaméter:

Bjorn Bergenstahl, professor, ordférande

Géran Molin, professor

Eva Nordberg Karlsson, professor, studierektor

Mats Ohlin, professor, vice ordférande

Stig Stenstrém, professor

Reine Wallenberg, professor ¢j S 9E
Karolina Johansson, doktorand

Erik Bérjesson, doktorand

Nirvarande suppleanter
Fredrik Nielsen, doktorand

Ovrz'ga nérvarande:
Anna Trosslév, protokollforare

Franvarande ledamater och suppleanter:

§1 MOTETS OPPNANDE

Ordférande forklarade sammantridet 6ppet.

§ 2 FASTSTALLANDE AV DAGORDNING
Beslut: Den foreslagna dagordningen faststilldes men besoket fran LU Innovat-

ion Systems senareliggs till mars-métet. Flera uppdrag frin rektor har
tillkommit och tas upp under punkt 9 pd dagordningen.

§3 NYASTUDENTREPRESENTANTER I FN2
FN2 har tva nya studentrepresentanter frin arsskiftet — Erik Borjesson (ordinarie) och Fred-
rik Nielsen (suppleant).

§4 PROTOKOLL FRAN FOREGAENDE SAMMANTRADE

Punkten om "Férslag till Guidelines vad giller avhandlingens méluppfyllelse’ tas upp pé nista
sammantride.

Beslut: Protokollet lades ad acta.
Bilaga § 4: Protokoll FN2, 2013-11-18
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S5

§6

S7

98

$9

MEDDELANDE
Rektorns meddelanden.

Forskningsportaler uppmanas att limna in budgetiskande for 2014 senast 2014-01-31.
Arendet kommer upp p3 nista ssammantride i FN2.

En lista 6ver LU Innovation Systems aktiviteter viren 2014 delades ut.

Bilaga § 5A: Rektorns meddelanden
Bilaga § 5B: LU Innovation Systems aktiviteter
DELEGATIONSBESLUT

Diskussion om jiv i betygsnimnd avseende huvudhandledarskap/handledarskaps relationer

med huvudhandledare/handledare. Diskussion behver foras med de andra forskningsnimn-

derna.

Beslut: Delegationsbeslut gillande disputationsirende (med dnr LTH
2013/1870, LTH 2013/1923, LTH 2013/1950, LTH 2013/2211,
LTH 2013/2251, LTH 2013/2310, LTH 2013/2340, och LTH
2013/2423) liggs ad acta.

Bilaga § 6: Disputationsirenden

RAPPORT FRAN FORSKNINGSBEREDNINGEN

Ordforanden informerade kort frin senaste métet med Forskningsberedingen.

ARSRAPPORTSMALL OCH TIDPLAN
Mall till drsrapport och tidplan har tagits fram av Christina Akerman.

Inga synpunkter pa frigorna i drsrapporten. Namnden forutsitter att statistik tas fram
centralt.

REKTORSUPPDRAG
Uppdrag fran LTH:s rekror till forskningsnimnderna.

a) Flytt av forskningsmedel
Det kan bli problem f6r kvarvarande doktorander, men nimnden ser inga problem f6r
den enskilde forskaren. Nimnden jimfoérde med flytt inom Sverige och konstaterade att
ofta, men inte alltid, féljer projekten med forskaren. Ofta anvinds medlen till doktoran-
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Forts. § 9

b)

<)

d)

e)

der eller postdocs. D4 kan, om doktorand/postdoc sd onskar, projekten rent faktiskt
flyttas. Om projekten ligger kvar forvintas forskaren, utifrin sin nya anstillning, delta i
slutférandet vid sin gamla institution.

Forskarskola ESS och MaxIV
Nimnden undrade 6ver kopplingen och eventuellt 6verlapp mellan den féreslagna fors-
karskolan och den befintliga forskarskolan Admire (www.admire.lu.se).

LiL, FLAK och MoReLife

Nimnden frigade sig vilka samprojekt LTH stoder och hur LTH ska prioritera bland
dessa. Viss tveksamhet fanns i nimnden nir endast ett fital samprojekt skulle tas still-
ning till.

Vag giller LiL fordes diskussion kring hur LTH vill satsa pa likemedelsomradet.

Vad giller FLAK s3 sker finansieringen med in-kind-medel och nimnden ir positiv till
projektet.

Nimnden ir i grunden positivt instilld till samarbetena med de nirliggande fakulteterna
och vad giller MoReLife sd har immunteknologi en positiv instillning till detta projekt.
MoReLife har utrustning och know-how. Anvindarna betalar for forbrukningsmaterial.
Nimnden sig en risk om LTH inte finansierar samprojektet s3 flyttas eventuellt kostna-
den ndgon annanstans och att man d3 riskerar att nagga pé kvaliteten.

Nimnden kunde inte besvara om andra LTH-institutioner har nytta av MoReLife. Mer
information efterfrigades pa denna punkt.

Utlysning av medel till yngre forskare

Viktigt att man tar hinsyn till skillnaderna mellan smé och stora institutioner nir medel
till yngre forskare delas ut.

I nimnden finns uppfattningen att det skulle vara littare att bedéma ansokningar om
det dr personer och inte forskningsomriden som ska rangordnas.

Diskussion om att rangordna ansokningar utifrin ’Strategiskt viktigaste omrade for
LTH och fér institutionen’ nir det inte finns ndgra strategiska omrdden i LTH:s strate-
giska plan — endast de nya anliggningarna ESS och Max IV. Viktigt blir dirigenom hur

de egna organisationerna beskriver sina strategier och stédjer ansskningarna.

Utlysning av infrastrukturmedel

Viktigt att anliggning/instrument halls tillginglig for en storre krets @n institutionen.
Onskemal att L'TH hjilper till med informationsspridningen. Nimnden ir orolig for
konsekvenserna av nedprioriteringen av elektronmikroskopin men stéder méjligheten av
att man stdder gemensamma satsningar.

Bilaga § 9: Uppdrag
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§ 10 OVRIGT

Eva Nordberg Karlsson rapporterade frin kommittén for utbildning pa forskarnivd om bland
annat strategiska dokument f6r forskarutbildningen och alumniinventering.

Observera att nidsta sammantride 4r pa en onsdag - 12 februari kl 13.15-15.

§ 11 SAMMANTRADET AVSLUTADES

Ordférande forklarade motet avslutat.

Vid protokollet Justeras

Anna Trosslov Bjorn Bergenstahl



PROTOKOLL
Sammantridesdatum
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LUNDS UNIVERSITET

Lunds Tekniska Hogskola

Forskningsnamnd 2

Nirvarande ledaméter:

Bjorn Bergenstdhl, professor, ordférande
Goéran Molin, professor

Eva Nordberg Karlsson, professor, studierektor
Mats Ohlin, professor, vice ordférande

Stig Stenstrom, professor

Reine Wallenberg, professor

Pia-Maria Bondesson, doktorand

Niirvarande suppleanter
Karolina Johansson, doktorand

Ovriga nérvarande:
Anna Trossldv, protokollforare

Christina Akerman, § 87

Frinvarande ledamater och suppleanter:

§ 82 MOTETS OPPNANDE

Ordforande forklarade sammantridet 8ppet.

§ 83 FASTSTALLANDE AV DAGORDNING

Beslut: Den féreslagna dagordningen faststilldes.

§ 84 PROTOKOLL FRAN FOREGAENDE SAMMANTRADE

LUCRIS: Diskussion kring ordférandens kompletterande skrivning.

ESS och MAX1V:  Kartliggningen éver FN2:s linkar gentemot kommer att kompletteras med ett
projekt om proteinstrukturer pd KILU.

Utbildningsmal: Diskussion kring hur malen i doktorsexamen examineras. Ordféranden skriver
ett forslag till "Guidelines” vad giller avhandlingens méluppfyllelse.

Beslut: Protokollet lades ad acta.

Bilaga § 84A: Protokoll FN2, 2013-10-21
Bilaga § 84B: LUCRIS
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§ 85 MEDDELANDE
Rektorns meddelanden.

Bilaga § 85: Rektorns meddelanden

§ 86 DELEGATIONSBESLUT

Beslut: Delegationsbeslut gillande disputationsirende med dnr LTH 2013/1736,
LTH 2013/1749, LTH 2013/1782, LTH 2013/1923, LTH 2013/1966, LTH
2013/2032 och LTH 2013/2033 liggs ad acta.

Bilaga § 86: Disputationsirenden

§ 87 ARSRAPPORTER

Christina Akerman informerade om det pigiende planeringsarbetet med arsrapporterna.
Arbetsgruppen planerar att diskutera med institutionerna och forskningsnimnderna innan det be-
stdms hur drsrapporten ska se ut. Diskussion.

§ 88 RAPPORT FRAN FORSKNINGSBEREDNINGEN

Ordféranden informerade frin senaste métet med Forskningsberedingen.

§89 OVRIGT
Beslut: Sammantridestider f6r FN2 2014 (kl 13.15-15.00):
20/1, 12/2, 17/3, 14/4, 12/5, 18/8, 15/9, 20/10, 17/11

§ 90 SAMMANTRADET AVSLUTADES

Ordforande forklarade motet avslutat.

Vid protokollet Justeras

Anna Trosslov Bjorn Bergenstéhl
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Presidium
Annika Martensson
Prorektor LTH

ANMALNINGAR

Arkitekten Eva Sjolin har hastigt avlidit. Eva van en mycket prisbelont arkitekt
fran LTH. Bl.a. fick hon priser for Staffanstorps centrum och Lomma hamn. Hon
var knuten till Lundamark/Science Village Scandinavia och organiserade
arkitekttdvlingen. Likasa var hon mycket mycket engagerad i hillbara stidder
genom bl a Sustainable Business Hub och Sustainable urban development.

Universitetslektor Torbjorn Akesson har tragiskt gatt bort. Torbjorn var
examinerad vid LTH och var verksam vid Teoretisk kemi. Han var verksam inom
ett mycket brett omrdde och har dven varit stf prefekt vid KILU.

Foretagsnyhet: Nytt namn pa livsmedelssjitte.

Forra éret slog livsmedelskoncernen Orkla ihop sina tre svenska
livsmedelsforetag, Abba Seafood, Frodinge Mejeri och Procordia till ett. Nu har
det nya bolaget ocksé fatt ett namn: Orkla Foods Sverige. Sammanslagningen har
inneburit att man nu dr trangbodda pd huvudkontoret 1 Eslov och man letar dérfor
nya lokaler.

Den 2 januari 2014 bildades matforetaget Orkla Foods Sverige med en omsittning
pé ca 4,8 miljarder SEK och cirka 1 500 anstdllda. Foretaget har flera av Sveriges
mest kéinda varumérken: Abba, Felix, Kalles, Frodinge, BOB, Ekstroms,
Risifrutti, Grandiosa, Onos, med flera

28 miljoner till tva utvecklingsprojekt inom hilso- och sjukvarden

Tvé utvecklingsprojekt inom hilso- och sjukvérden far stod med sammanlagt 28
miljoner kronor genom VINNOVAs program Utmaningsdriven innovation. Det
ena projektet, Mina vardfloden, &r ett koncept kring e-hélsa som bland annat gor
det mdjligt for patienterna att f6lja den egna varden. Det andra projektet handlar
om att utveckla IT-stod for avancerad cancervéard i hemmet. Framtidens hélsa och
sjukvérd ar en av de fyra samhillsutmaningar som VINNOVA identifierat dér
Sverige har goda forutsittningar for globalt konkurrenskraftiga 16sningar.

itACiH — IT-stéd for avancerad cancervard i hemmet

Projektet ska utveckla IT-stod for avancerad sjukvard, framforallt for cancervard i
hemmet. For att upprétthalla patientsékerhet, trygghet for patient och effektivitet i
verksamheten ska projektet utveckla nya former for mobil kommunikation -
mellan patienter, skoterskor och ldkare, - mellan apparater i hemmet och
avdelningen - och mellan sjukhus och kommun.

Total budget: 33,5 miljoner kronor, varav VINNOVA bidrar med 13,4 miljoner.
Projektledare: Boris Magnusson, Lunds universitet, boris.magnusson@cs.lth.se

Postadress Box 118 Beséksadress John Ericssons vag 3 Telefon dlir INT-46-46-222 3423, véxel INT-46-46-222 00 00 Telefax INT-46-46-222 4531
E-post anders.axelsson@rektor.lth.se Internet http://Awww.Ith.se




LUIS satsar pa vardforetag

Lunds universitets holdingbolag, LU Innovation System AB, blir deldgare i Take
good care communications AB. Foretaget arbetar med den webbaserade tjdnsten
Min hélsobok och har nyligen triffat avtal med en mddravardscentral. I tjansten
kan anvéndaren kartligga sin halsostatus och dela informationen med andra. Take
good care communications bygger pa forskning vid Universitetet.

Kartliggning skall gora innovationssystemet mer effektivt

Forsknings- och innovationsradet i Skane, Firs, har inlett en utredning av det
skattefinansierade innovationssystemets aktorer. Malet &r 6kat samspel mellan
organisationerna och ett mer effektivt innovationsstod. - Innovationssystemet ar
hyfsat genomténkt men jag tror att fler aktorer behover forsta sin roll 1 systemet
och sitt beroende av

varandra. Man ska samspela. Det dr inte samma sak som att man alltid ska
samarbeta, sdger Per Eriksson, rektor for Lunds universitet och initiativtagare till
Forsknings- och innovationrddet, Firs, som samlar akademi, niringsliv och
region.

I december publicerade Sydsvenskan Naringsliv en granskning av det skanska
innovationssystemet med 6ver 120 aktorer vars verksamheter delvis overlappar
varandra. Fran flera hall kom kritik mot ett odverskadligt och spretigt system.
Utredningens uppligg presenteras i januari och genomfors av kompetenscentret
Circle vid Lunds universitet som forskar och utbildar om innovation. Fokus ligger
pa de offentligt finansierade organisationerna samt larosétenas roll i systemet. Nar
aktorerna dr kartlagda och beskrivna ér tanken att de fortlopande ska internutbilda
varandra om sina respektive roller och verktyg.

Studentbostider vid LTH

8 jan 2014 togs forsta spadtaget till Helsingkrona nations nya hus med
studentbostédder. Huset kommer att ligga pa Tornavidgen 3 och ha plats for 140
hyresgéster. Inflyttning i huset berdknas till hostterminen 2015 och
projektbudgeten ligger pa 110 miljoner kronor.

Antagningen till LU okar!

Sokandet till Lunds universitet dr rekordstort. 14 244 studenter har antagits till
kurser och program i vér. Det dr 5 procent mer 4n i fjol. Samtidigt har antalet
sokande okat med 17 procent. Universitetet har darfor beslutat att ta in fler
studenter &n man far betalt for. "Vilket l1&ngsiktigt 4r en ohéllbar situation.
Regeringen maste tdinka om vad géller antalet studieplatser", skriver prorektor
Eva

Wiberg i ett pressmeddelande.

De fem mest populéra utbildningarna ar lakarprogrammet,
psykologprogrammet, juristprogrammet, sjukgymnastprogrammet och
ekonomie kandidatprogrammet.



ULYSNINGAR OCH SEMINARIER

Nya E-handelskrav fr om 2014-01-01

Enligt en ny statlig férordning ska myndigheter hantera sina utgédende
bestéllningar av varor och tjénster elektroniskt fr o m den 31 maj 2013. Utifran
denna forordning har Lunds universitet tagit beslutet att det ska vara obligatoriskt
att bestélla i e-handelsverktyget Lupin nér leverantor dr ansluten for e-bestdllning
av avtalat sortiment i form av katalog direkt i e-handelsverktyget eller via
ansluten extern webbutik (s.k. punchout). Det ska dven vara obligatoriskt att
hantera bestillningar i e-handelsverktyget, i de fall det &r mdjligt och effektivt,
dven 1 andra fall &n de ovan nimnda. Beslutet géller fr o m 2014-01-01.

Fyllnadsval av ledamot till universitetskollegium

En av LTHs ledamoéter uppfyller inte ldngre kriterierna for att vara valbar inom
sin krets, darfor det nu ska genomforas fyllnadsval {for perioden 2014-01-01—
2015-02-28.

Valet sker elektroniskt under perioden 8 januari — 14 januari 2014 (rostningen
avslutas 14 januari kl 24.00). Elektroniska valsedlar har skickats ut.

Sten K Johnssons stiftelse utlyser medel

Véga vara annorlunda

Du som har en idé, en annorlunda idé, en idé, en annorlunda idé, en idé som inte
foljer givna monster eller haller sig inom de givna ramarna, Sten K Johnsons
Stiftelse framjar nya idéer inom utbildning, bildning, musik, litteratur, teknik,
medicin och entreprendrskap. Ansokningstiden dr18 januari till 16 februari 2014.
Ansokningsformulédr och information om sokprocessen finner du pa var hemsida,
www.stenkjohnsonsstiftelse.se

Analys av lirares/forskares arbetstid

Marie Kahlroth, utredare pa Universitetskanslersdmbetet, besoker LU for att ldra
sig mer om hur vi arbetar inom en rad omraden. I samband med det kommer
Marie att passa pd att presentera en intressant analys av ldrares/forskares arbetstid
som kanslersdmbetet genomfort. Detta gor hon 14 jan kl 15-17, och ni ar
vialkomna att delta. Jag ber att fa aterkomma med info om lokal.

Tekn. Dr Marcus Wallenbergs Stiftelse for Utbildning i Internationellt
Industriellt Foretagande, TMW

TMW kommer fr o m 2014 att endast ha ett utlysningstillfdlle per ar, den 20 april.
Detta ans6kningsdatum géller for studiestart hosten innevarande ar och varen
pafdljande ar. Utlysningen géller stipendier for utlandsstudier omfattande minst
ett 14sar.

Vinligen hénvisa ocksa till vir hemsida for vidare information
http://www.wallenberg.com/tmw/.




Till alla inom LTH med arbetsledningsansvar — chefer, forskargruppsledare
eller motsvarande

Som en del av arbetet kring enkéten till anstidllda som genomfordes under 2012
kommer nu ett seminarium om stress och psykosocial arbetsmiljo for chefer att
genomforas VT 2014. Seminariet, som bygger pa workshopmetodik, riktas till
chefer med personal- och arbetsledningsansvar.

Kursledare ar psykologer fran Foretagshilsovarden.

Seminarierna hélls pa svenska.

Det finns fyra seminarietillfdllen; 29 januari, 26 februari, 19 mars och 2 april
2014

Tid: kl. 13.00-16.00

Lokal: Hollywood, Kérhuset

Du hittar mer information och lank till anmélan hér:
http://www.lth.se/anstalld/min_anstallning/arbetsmiljoe/seminarieserie-om-stress/

The ERC Starting Grants and ERC Consolidator Grant calls have been
launched!

Se foljande lank
http://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/portal/desktop/en/opportunities/h2020/in
dex.html

ERC Starting Grants

To be eligible the applicant must have been awarded their PhD between 2 and 7
years prior to the publication date of the call 11 December 2013.

Deadline: 25 March 2014

ERC Consolidator Grants

To be eligible the applicant must have been awarded their PhD between 7 and 12
years prior to the publication date of the call 11 December 2013.

Deadline: 20 May 2014

Research Services organize a seminar on ERC Starting Grants and ERC
Consolidator Grants Monday December 16, between 10.00 (sharp) and 11.30. The
seminar will be held in English. No registration is needed.

Place: Lundmarksalen, Department of Astronomy, Solvegatan 27, Lund
Welcome!




Nationella informationsmoten om Horisont 2020

Den 1 januari startade EU:s nya forsknings- och innovationsprogram Horisont
2020. Programmet som &r varldens storsta satsning pa forskning och innovation
har en budget pa runt 80 miljarder euro under perioden 2014-2020. For att du ska
kunna forbereda dig pé bésta satt arrangerar VINNOV A nationella
informationsmodten om de olika tematiska delarna av ramprogrammet.

Vid informationstillfdllena presenteras innehéllet i de forsta utlysningarna inom
respektive omréade av talare frdn EU-kommissionen. Medverkar gor ocksa
representanter fran respektive programkommitté och nationella kontaktpersoner i
Sverige. De flesta informationsmoten halls pa engelska och pa VINNOVAs
kontor 1 Stockholm (om inget annat anges) men du kan ocksé folja respektive
mote via VINNOV As webbplats: www.vinnova.se

Foljande informationsmoten arrangeras under januari:

13 januari Rymd

14 januari Europeiska forskningsradet, ERC och Marie Sklodowska-Curie
Actions

15 januari Séker, ren och effektiv energi

20 januari Smarta, grona och integrerade transporter

22 januari Sdkra samhéllen

. 23 januari Klimatatgérder resurseffektivitet och rdvaror

Under februari manad arrangeras informationsmdten om: Europeiska
bioekonomiska utmaningar, Inkluderande innovativa reflekterande samhéllen och
Informations- och kommunikationsteknik.

Horizon 2020 Vinnovainformation

Den 1 januari 2014 sjositter EU-kommissionen en historiskt omfattande satsning
pa forskning och innovation — Horisont 2020. Mitt under den djupa ekonomiska
krisen har medlemslédnderna enats om att gemensamt ldgga cirka 80 miljarder euro
i det nya programmet. Det finns en stark dvertygelse om att forskning och
innovation kan bidra till att 16sa de problem och utmaningar som Europa och
vérlden star infor. Men hur tinker man sig att Horisont 2020 ska medverka till det
och vad betyder det for Sverige? VINNOVA vilkomnar dig till den svenska
lanseringen av Horisont 2020 den 29 januari pa Clarion Hotel Sign.

Nir Onsdagen den 29 januari 2014 kI 09.30-ca 16.45. Registrering fran 09.00
Var Clarion Hotel Sign, Ostra Jirnvigsgatan 35

Hur Anmilan senast 22 januari 2014. Dagen &r kostnadsfri men om du anmélt
dig och inte kommer faktureras 1 000 kr exkl moms.

Nominering till Peter Honteths administrativa pris fore 4 feb

VECKA v. 3-5
V.3



13/1

Stabsmote 8.30-10

Presidium med beslutsmote (10-12)
Avstimning Samverkan

Mote Fastighetsvetenskap
Prefektrad

14/1

Styrgrupp Vattenhallen
Verksamhetsberittelse —mote
Ledarskapsprogram

Léarares arbetstider

15/1

16/1

Jubileumsgrupp
Avstdmning Kanslichef

17/1
Strategiméte — LTH:s ledning

20/1

Stabsmote 9-10

Presidium med beslutsmote (10-12)
Lunch med 6verphos
Forskningsndamnd LU

SSF GD Lars Hultman

2111
22/1
Mote CEMEC

23/1
Mote Campus Hbg

24/1

Mote Lantmateri

Lansering av donation

Mote angdende LTHs lokaler Susanne K



v.5

27/1
Stabsmote &.30-10

Presidium med beslutsmote (10-12)

Prefektrad
DDR steering group

28/1
Alumniundersdkning
Infrastrukturberedning

291

Invigning Motorlabb
Lunch {6r nybefordrade
TM/Charlotta J

K2

30/1
FoB
UB
RLR

3111



LU INNOVATION SYSTEM PA LTH
VAREN 2014

Som ett led i LTH:s satsning pa innovation bjuder LU Innovation System in till seminarier pa LTH,
detta for att inspirera och informera dig som har intresse av innovation eller som har forskning
som kan generera nya innovationer.

Pa plats finns affirsutvecklare och patentradgivare tillsammans med féretag samt géster med LTH-
bakgrund.

Varmt vilkommen!

Annika Olsson, Vice rektor for samverkan och innovation

Linus Wiebe, Innovationsdirektdr Lunds universitet

INSPIRATIONSFRUKOST
Datum: Torsdag 13 februari kl 8-9
Tema: Riskkapital
Gaster: Christer Fahraeus & Acconeer

Plats: LTH Designcentrum, lilla hérsalen

INSPIRATIONSFRUKOST
Datum: Tisdag 4 mars kl 8-9
Tema: Offentlig finansiering

Plats: LTH Designcentrum, lilla hérsalen

INSPIRATIONSDAG
Datum: Fredag 28 mars
Monter: kl 11-15
Hearing: kl 13-15
Mingel/fika: kl 15

Plats: LTH Designcentrum, stora horsalen

INSPIRATIONSFRUKOST
Datum: Tisdag 8 april kl 8-9
Tema: Att kommersialisera forskning - vad, hur?

Plats: LTH Designcentrum, lilla hérsalen

Se mer pd: www.innovation.lu.se/aktuellt

% LU INNOVATION SYSTEM

LUNDS THE LINK BETWEEN ACADEMIA AND BUSINESS

UNIVERSITET



LUNDS TEKNISKA HOGSKOLA
Anmaélan av disputation

CTE Dol /‘ggq\mg

Anmilan, underskriven av huvudhandledaren, insindes minst 8 veckor fore disputationen till

forskarutbildningsndmnden. LTHs kansli, hdmtstalle 55.

Uppgifter om disputanden

Namn: Hanna Dahlenborg
Personnummer: 8101185984

Uppgifter om avhandlingen
Forskarutbildningsamne: Livsmedelsteknologi
Avhandlingens titel:

Fat bloom on chocolate confectionery systems. From core to surface.

Avhandlingens titel pa originalsprak (om annat &n engelska):

Avhandlingens poéngomfattning: 180
Uppgifter om disputationen

Datum: 2014-02-11
Tid: 13.15

Plats: Lund, KC:B
Spikningsdatum: 2014-01-16

Foérslag pa fakultetsopponent

Titel: Professor

Namn: Alejandro G. Marangoni

Epost. amarango@uoguelph.ca

Adress: Dept. Food science, University of Guelph, Canada

Forslag pa 3 ledaméter att inga i betygsnamnden (i undantagsfall 5 ledaméter)

Titel: Dr

Namn: Marcus Persson

Epost. Marcus.Persson@aak.com
Tillhorighet: AAK, Karlshamn

Titel: Professor

Namn: Maud Langton

Epost: maud.langton@slu.se

Tillhorighet: Livsmedelsvetenskap, SLU, Ultuna

Titel: Professor

Namn: Patrick Adlercreutz

Epost: Partrick. Adlercreutz@biotek.lu.se
Tillhorighet: Bioteknologi, Lunds Universitet




Foérslag pa en suppleant for ledamot i betygsnamnden
Titel: Professor

Namn: Marie Wahlgren

Epost; Marie.Wahlgren@food.Ith.se

Tillhérighet: Livsmedelsteknik, LTH

Forslag pa ordférande att leda disputationen
Titel: Professor

Namn: Eva Tornberg

Epost: eva.tornberg@food.lth.se

patum: 03 1Q | F (l\ (é\ o %

Huvudhandledarens underskrift: .......ccccovvriienniinvn e

(B Orn /3@ e/\37[ (4

Namnfortydligande: ...........¢}.2. 0.0 W o

Delegationsbeslut
Ovannamnda personer utses till fakultetsopponent, ledaméter och erséttare i betygsnamnden
samt till ordférande vid disputationen.

Datum: }"7 {1/0({ ....... Forskningsnamndens ordfdga;nd'é’i:f

Namnfértydligande: H%S ..... 0[/““"‘ ....................................




LUNDS TEKNISKA HOGSKOLA
Anmélan av disputation

Anmilan, underskriven av huvudhandledaren, insdndes minst 8 veckor fore disputationen till

forskaruthildningsndmnden. LTHs kansli, himtstille 55.

Uppgifter om disputanden

Namn: Tiago Batista Matos
Personnummer: 8402251238

Uppgifter om avhandlingen

Forskarutbildningsédmne: Tillimpad biokemi

Avhandlingens titel:

Nucleic Acids: Innovative Methods for Recovery, Clarification and Purification

Avhandlingens titel pa originalsprak (om annat &n engelska):

Avhandlingens podngomfattning: 150
Uppgifter om disputationen

Datum: 2014-01-31
Tid: 10.30

Plats: Lund, KC:B
Spikningsdatum: 2014-01-07

Forslag pa fakultetsopponent

Titel: Professor

Namn: Ale§ Podgornik

Epost: ales.podgornik@monoliths.com

Adress: Biotechnology, University of Ljubjana and BIA Separations d.o.0., Mirce 21, Ajdov&cina, Slovenia

Faorslag pa 3 ledamdater att inga i betygsnamnden (i undantagsfall 5 ledamoter)
Titel: Professor '

Namn: Candida Tomaz

Epost: ctomaz@ubi.pt

Tillhorighet: University of Beira Interior, Covilha, Portugal

Titel: Dr

Namn: Maria Dainiak

- Epost: md@novonordisk.com

Tillhorighet: NovoNordisk, Malév, Danmark

Titel: Dr

Namn: Maria Andersson

Epost; Maria.Andersson@biotek.lu.se
Tillhorighet: Avd for bioteknik, LTH




Férslag pa en suppleant for ledamot i betygsnamnden
Titel: Dr

Namn: Jenny Schelin

Epost: Jenny.Schelin@tmb.lth.se

Tillhérighet: Teknisk mikrobiologi, LTH

Forslag pa ordférande att leda disputationen
Titel: Docent

Namn: Lei Ye

Epost: Lei.Ye@tbiokem.Ith.se

3
Datum: ... 44 &............ -

Huvudhandledarens underskrift: ....... Y. L=

Namnfortydligande: ........ !e\,) ........ i.. W(uw

Delegationsbeslut
Ovannamnda personer utses till fakultetsopponent, ledaméter och erséttare i betygsnamnden
samt till ordférande vid disputationen.

Datum: ’Li 0‘ Forskningsnémndens ordférar[ie .

s end
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LUNDS TEKNISKA HOGSKOLA
Anmadlan av disputation

Anmilan, underskriven av huvudhandledaren, inséndes minst 8 veckor fére disputationen fill

forskarutbildningsnidmnden. LTHs kansli, himtstalle 55.

Uppgifter om disputanden

Namn: Mattias Levin
Personnummer: 8307123276

Uppgifter om avhandlingen

Forskarutbildningsédmne: Immunteknologi

Avhandiingens titel:

Human IgE - What We can Learn from Repertoire Studies and How We Can Use Them as Tools

Avhandlingens titel pa originalsprak (om annat &n engelska):

Avhandlingens poangomfattning: 180
Uppgifter om disputationen
Datum: 2013-11-29
B 17 e B o oo
Plats: Lund, Hoérsalen, Medicon Village
Spikningsdatum: 2013-11-05

Forslag pa fakuitetsoppanent e
Titel: Professor

Namn: Rob C Aaliberse

Epost: r.aalberse@gmail.com

Adress: Sanquin Blood Supply Foundation, Amsterdam

Forslag pa 3 ledaméter att inga i betygsnamnden (i undantagsfall 5 ledaméter)

Titel: Professor

Namn: Lars K Poulsen

Epost: Ikpallgy@mail.dék

Tillhérighet: Copenhagen University Hospital, Laboratory of Medical Allergology, Hellerup, DK

Titel: Dr
Namn: Tove Simonsson —

Epost: ter@alligatorbiosoien%cbm .
Tillhorighet: Alligator Bioscience AB, Lund

Titel: Professor

Namn: Lennart Truedsson

Epost: Lennart. Truedsson@med.lu.se

Tillhérighet; LU, Avd f Mikrobiologi, immunologi och glykobiologi samt SUS, Klin Immunologi & Transfusionsmed, Labmedicin
Skane, Lund




Forslag pa en suppleant for ledamot i betygsnamnden
Titel: Professor

Namn: Peter James

Epost: Peter.James@immun.lth.se

Tillhérighet: LU, Immunteknologi, Lund

Férslag pa ordférande att leda disputationen
Titel: Professor

Namn: Carl Borrebaeck

Epost: Carl.Borrebaeck@immun.lth.se

Datum: ..

=

Huvudhandledarens underskri% ....................................

Namnfértydligande: .Mfaﬁ‘:& ..... 0&"‘1 .............

Delegationsbeslut
Ovannamnda personer utses till fakultetsopponent, ledaméter och erséttare i betygsnémnden
samt till ordférande vid disputationen.

i
Datum: ..../j.b. ...... I .......... Forskningsnadmndens ordférande: ......... L. X i

< =g (/g L ﬁ
Namnfdrtydligande:....ﬂ.&...}‘...‘? ...... R NP T
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LUNDS TEKNISKA HOGSKOLA
Anmaélan av disputation

Anméilan, underskriven av huvudhandledaren, insindes minst 8 veckor fére disputationen till
forskarutbildningsndmnden. L.THs kansli, himtstille 55.

Uppgifter om disputanden

Namn: Greta Jakobsdottir
‘Personnummer: 8312313623

Uppgifter om avhandlingen

Forskarutbildningsémne: Industriell néringslira

Avhandlingens titel:

Short-chain fatty acids in health and disease - Effect of dietary components

Avhandlingens titel pa originalsprak (om annat &n engelska):

Avhandlingens posngomfattning: 180

Uppgifter om disputationen

Datum: 2013-12-05

L 1 T DU
Plats: Lund, Kemicentrum, sal F

Spikningsdatum; 2013-11-11

Forslag pa fakultetsopponent

Titel: Professor

Namn: Bernhard Watz|

Epost: Bernhard.Watzi@mri.bund.de

Adress: Department of Physiology and Biochemistry of Nutrition, Max-Rubner Institute, Karlsruhe

Forslag pa 3 ledambter att ingé i betygsnamnden (i undantagsfall 5 ledamater)
Titel: Professor

Namn: Wenche Frglich

Epost: wenche.frolich@live.no>

Tillhorighet: University of Stavanger, Food and Nutrition Sciences, Stavanger

Titel: Senior scientist, PhD

Namn: Helle Nygaard Leerke

Epost: HelleN.Laerke@agrsci.dk

Tillhérighet: Aarhus university, Dep of Animal Science, Tjele, Denmark

Titel: Docent

Namn: Staffan Lindeberg

Epost: Staffan.Lindeberg@med.lu.se

Tillherighet: Allmanmedicin, kardiovaskular epidemiologi och levnadsvanor, Lunds Universitet

Titel: Docent
Namn: Staffan Lindeberg




Epost: Staffan.Lindeberg@med.lu.se
Tiltharighet: Allmanmedicin, kardiovaskular epidemiologi och levnadsvanor

Forslag pa en suppleant for ledamot i betygsnamnden

Titel: Docent

Namn: Marilyn Rayner

Epost: Marilyn.Rayner@food.lth.se

Tillhdrighet: Livsmedelsteknologi, Livsmedelteknik, Lunds Universitet

Forslag pa ordférande att leda disputationen
Titel: Docent

Namn: Elin Ostman
Epost: Elin.Ostman@appliednutrition.lth.se

Huvudhandledarens underskrift: %é’, @Z %%CM
Namnfortydligande: / WP le&[ C/éfz ..... /3/7/] 1o

Delegationsbeslut
Ovannémnda personer utses till fakultetsopponent, ledaméter och ersattare i betygsnamnden
samt till ordférande vid disputationen.

Datum: /“ ............. Forskningsndmndens ordférandel.....il. .........................................................

~(
Namnfértydligande: 4’}0{*(\(&% ..... NIk / 1/ ......
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LUNDS TEKNISKA HOGSKOLA
Anmalan av disputation

Anmailan, underskriven av huvudhandledaren, insindes minst 8 veckor fére disputationen till
forskarutbildningsndmnden. LTHs kansli, hamtstélle 55,

Uppgifter om disputanden

Namn: Jie Xu
Personnummer; 8207101380

Uppgifter om avhandlingen

Forskarutbildningsamne: Livsmedelshygien
Avhandlingens titel:

Exploring the microbiota of the gastrointestinal tract

Avhandlingens titel pa originalsprék (om annat an engelska):
Exploring the microbiota of the gastrointestinal tract

Avhandlingens poangomfattning: 180
Uppgifter om disputationen
Datum: 2014-01-24
T - - e s 1300 s e e
Plats: Lund, KC:F
Spikningsdatum: 2013-12-19

Forslag pé fakultetsopponent

Titel: Dr

Namn: Karen Scott

Epost: K.Scott@abdn.ac.uk

Adress: Rowett Institute of Nutrition and Health, University of Aberdeen, Scotland

Forslag pa 3 ledaméter att inga i betygsnamnden (i undantagsfall 5 ledaméter)
Titel: Professor

Namn: Eva Sverremark-Ekstrom

Epost: eva.sverremark@su.se

Tillhérighet: Department of Molecular Bioscience, The Wenner-Gren Institute

Titel: Associate Professor, PhD

Namn: Dennis Sandris Nielsen

Epost; dn@life.ku.dk

Tillhérighet: Department of Food Scienc, University of Copenhagen, Frederiksberg C, Denmark

Titel: Docent, PhD

Namn: Stefan Roos

Epost: stefan.roos@slu.se

Tillherighet: Inst for mikrobiologi, BioCentrum, SLU, Uppsala




Férslag pa en suppleant for ledamot i betygsndmnden
Titel: Professor, PhD

Namn: Eva Nordberg Karlsson

Epost: eva.nordberg_karlsson@biotek.lu.se
Tillhorighet: Biotechnology, Chemical Center, LU, Lund

Forslag pa ordférande att leda disputationen
Titel: Docent, PhD

Namn: Yvonne Granfeld

Epost: yvonne.granfeldt@food.lth.se

Datum: .. ?//"/ 20/(’/

Delegations‘beslut
Ovannamnda personer utses till fakultetsopponent, ledamoter och erséttare i betygsndmnden
samt till ordférande vid disputationen.

1 1% ﬂ{@“‘v\m/‘

Datum: ... .l s Forskningsndmndens ordférapde: ... ...

ora(lsﬁr' £ng V(/‘

Namnfértydligande: ......... l .................................................................
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LUNDS TEKNISKA HOGSKOLA
Anmaélan av disputation

Anmilan, underskriven av huvudhandledaren, insindes minst 8 veckor fore disputationen till

forskarutbildningsnamnden. LTHs kansli, himtstille 55.

Uppgifter om disputanden

Namn: Claudia Lazarte Pardo
Personnummer: 8012027226

Uppgifter om avhandlingen

Forskarutbildningsémne: Livsmedelsteknologi

Avhandlingens titel:

Nutritional assessment in a rural area of Bolivia. A study of zinc and iron deficiendies and bioavailability

Avhandiingens tite} pa originalsprak (om annat &n engelska):

Avhandlingens poangomfattning: 180

Uppgifter om disputationen

Datum: 2014-01-10

TTidi T T ’ © 1015 0 7 R N
Plats: Lund, K:B

Spikningsdatum: 2013~12;j4fk"q,

F'érslag pa fakultetsopponent

Titel: Associate Professor

Namn: Elaine Ferguson

Epost: Elaine.Ferguson@lshtm.ac.uk

Adress: London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine

Forslag pa 3 ledaméter att inga i betygsnamnden (i undantagsfall 5 ledaméter)

Titel: Professor

Namn: Lena Hulthén

Epost: lena.hulthen@medfak.gu.se

Tillhérighet: University of Gothenburg, , Department of Internal Medicine and Clinical Nutrition, Gothenburg

Titel: Associate professor, lektor

Namn: Nanna Roos

Epost; nro@life.ku.dk

Tillhorighet: dep of Nutrition, Exercise and Sports, Paediatic and International Nutrition

Titel: tekn dr, projektiedare, professor

Namn: Juscelino Tovar

Epost: juscelino.tovar@ffsc.iu.se

Tillhérighet: Functional Foods Science Center, LU




Forslag pa en suppleant for ledamot i betygsnamnden

Titel: Professor '

Namn; Helena Elmstaht

Epost: helena.elmstahi@ikv.uu.se

Tillhorighet: Uppsala Universitet, Institutionen for kostvetenskap, Uppsala

Forslag pa ordférande att leda disputationen
Titel: Professor

Namn: Siv Ahrne

Epost: siv.ahrne@appliednutrition.lth.se

20)8-/7 -02

Datum: .70 7T

Delegationsbeslut
Ovannamnda personer utses till fakultetsopponent, ledaméter och erséttare i betygsndmnden

samt {ill ordférande vid disputationen.
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LUNDS TEKNISKA HOGSKOLA
Anmaélan av disputation

Anmilan, underskriven av huvudhandledaren, inséindes minst 8 veckor fére disputationen till
forskarutbildningsnamnden. LTHs kansli, himtstéile 55.

Uppgifter om disputanden

Namn: Martin Ek
Personnummer: 8410304011

Uppgifter om avhandlingen

Forskarutbildningsémne: Oorganisk kemi

Avhandlingens fitel:

Analysis of Structure, Composition and Growth of Semiconductor Nanowires by Transmission Electron Microscopy

Avhandlingens titel pa originalsprak (om annat an engelska):

Avhandlingens podngomfattning: 150

Uppgifter om disputationen

Datum: 2014-01-31

Tid: ’ 13.00 o T oo
Plats: Lund,

Spikningsdatum: 2014-01-07

Forslag pa fakultetsopponent

Titel: Professor

Namn: Jordi Arbiol

Epost: arbiol@icrea.cat

Adress: Institut de Ciéncia de Materials de Barcelona, Spain

Forslag pa 3 ledaméter att inga i betygsnamnden (i undantagsfall 5 ledaméter)
Titel: Professor

Namn: Anette Gunnaes

Epost: a.e.gunnas@fys.uio.no

Tillhérighet: Dept. of Physics, University of Oslo, Oslo, Norway

Titel: Professor

Namn: Lars Hultman

Epost: larhu@ifm.liu.se

Tillhérighet: Tunnfilmsfysik, Linkdpings Universitet, Linkdping /SSF

Titel: Senior researcher, PhD (2006)

Namn: Thomas Willum Hansen

Epost: twh@cen.dtu.dk

Tillhérighet: Center for electron nanoscopy, Technical University of Denmark, Lyngby, Denmark




Forslag pa en suppleant for ledamot | betygsndmnden
Titel: Professor

Namn: Viveka Alfredsson

Epost: viveka.alfredsson@fkem.lu.se

Tillhorighet: Fysikalisk kemi, Lunds Universitet, Lund

Férslag pa ordférande att leda disputationen
Titel: Professor

Namn: Sven Lidin
Epost: sven.lidin@chem.lu.se

Delegationsbeslut
Ovanndmnda personer utses till fakultetsopponent, ledaméter och erséttare | betygsnamnden
samt till ordférande vid disputationen.

/!
Datum: /ﬁrlg Forskningsngmndens ordférande:

4"\(,4 " %{/‘ ) «ll
Namnfértydligande: l or @e"‘v‘ by
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UNIVERSITY

Beslut om extra ersiittare i betygsnéimnd fér Anders Holmqvist disputation 2013-12-06
kl 13.15.

- Professor Hans Karlsson, LU, har utsetts till ersittare for professor Bengt Andersson,
Chalmers som pé grund av rddande vidderférhallande inte kan komma till Anders Holmqyvist
disputation.

Professor Hans Karlsson arbetar med masstransport i samband med katalytiska reaktioner och
har ddrigenom en kompetensprofil som vil ersétter professor Bengt Anderssons i
betygsndmnden.

I tjénsten

e Pzi]

Bjorn Bergenstéhl
(forskningsdekan, ordférande for forskningsnamnd 2)

Professor Bjérn Bergenstahl, Department of Food Technology, Engineering and Nutrition,
Lund University, Box 124,SE- 221 00 Lund, Sweden, office phone: +46 46 222 8310 fax
46 46 222 4682 cellular: +46 707 467013 e-mail: bjorn.bergenstahl @food.Ith se web:
www food.lth.se




LUNDS UNIVERSITET Delegationsprotokoll 1(1)
Lunds Tekniska Hogskola Beslutsdatum
Forskningsnimnd 2 2013-11-18

Beslut om iindrad avhandlingstitel vid Linda Onnbys disputation i Bioteknik
torsdagen den 12 december 2013 ”Water Treatment Using Ctyogel-Based
Adsorbents

~Tatgeting Environmental -Pollutants Present at Low Concentrations”.

till
“Water Treatment Using Cryogel-Based Adsotbents

—Targeting Envitonmental Pollutants at Low Concentrations”
(Dnt LTH 2013/2032)

Besiut,

Féljande avhandlingstitel faststilles: “Water Ttreatment Using Ctyogel-Based
Adsorbents

— Targeting Environmental Pollutants at Low Concentrations”

P4 forskningsnimndens vignar B Vid protokollet
Bjorn Bergenstihl Maria Bajuk

Ordforande




Anna Trosslov

Fran: Beatrice NordIof

Skickat: den 16 december 2013 14:04

Till: Lars J Nilsson; Bjorn Bergenstahl; Bjorn Regnell

Kopia: Katharina Kohler; Anna Trosslov

Amne: VB: MFR & MFCL

Bifogade filer: DRAFT CROSS BORDER COLLABORATION TOOLKIT.DOCX
Prioritet: Hog

Hej FNO!

Under stabsmotet idag bestamdes att jag skulle be er att titta 6versiktligt pa detta.
Anders vill att ni reflekterar 6ver detta och gor ert basta for att ge ett kort svar.
Fragan ska sedan aven lyftas pa FN, som ju far bli i borjan av nasta ar.

Jag behover ha ert svar senast den 24/1 for att kunna dra det pa staben innan jag skickar
det till Forskningsservice den 27/1.

Med vanlig halsning

Beatrice

Fran: Birgitta Larsson

Skickat: den 11 december 2013 09:41

Till: Alf Rosenbéck; Anita Nilsson; Christian Méller; Fredrik Palmqvist; Gunnel Holm; Helena Josefsson; Lennart
Angere; Malou Engberg de Carvalho; Mattias Brattstrém; Torun Forslid

Kopia: Birgitta Larsson

Amne: VB: MFR & MFCL

Prioritet: Hog

Till Kanslichefer samt Anita Nilsson/USV.

Vi har fatt nedanstaende fragor fran VR, och det ar viktigt att vi ger svar som visar hur det ser ut vid Lunds
universitet. Dock bor vi inte lagga ner alltfor mycket arbete pa att ta fram exakta siffror, utan det viktiga ar att vi ger
en realistisk bild av laget. Jag behéver er hjdlp med att ta fram denna information och behdver era svar den 27
januari.

Tack pa forhand!

Birgitta

Birgitta Larsson

Research Services

Lund University

Box 117

22100 Lund

Phone +46 46 222 70 43
Fax + 46 46 222 40 07



Hamtstalle 31

Visting adress
Byralogen
Paradisgatan 5C

www.fs.lu.se<http://www.fs.lu.se/>

Subject:MFR & MFCL
Date:Fri, 20 Sep 2013 10:14:06 +0000
From:Annette Moth Wiklund <Annette. MothWiklund@vr.se>
To:'lars.alberius@suhf.se' <lars.alberius@suhf.se>

Hej Lars!
Tack for trevligt samtal idag!

Undrar om du skulle kunna hjédlpa mig med ett nagra fragor som har med hur man bést kan bidra till
forverkligandet av det europeiska forskningsomradet (ERA) att géra. Mer specifikt har VR i flera ar
varit engagerat i den europeiska diskussionen kring Money Follows Researcher (MFR) och Money
Follows Cooperation Line (MFCL), forst via EUROHORCs och European Science Foundation och nu pa
senare tid via Science Europe, en ny organisation for forskningsfinansiarer i Europa i vilken VR
(liksom FORTE och FORMAS) ingar. Bifogar for kinnedom utkast rorande bl a MFR och MFCL vilket
man haller pa att fila pa inom SE. MFR och MFCL galler forstas vad forskningsfinansidrer kan goéra
for att underlatta for forskare. Vi vet dock att universiteten i Sverige ar viktiga aktorer pa dessa
omraden men inte i vilken utstrackning och vilka problem som ev finns. Sadan information vore
mycket vardefull for oss som underlag for vara vidare diskussioner.

MFR syftar till att en forskare som fatt jobb i ett annat land i Europa ska kunna ta med sig resterade
del av projektmedel, t ex fran VR, till det nya landet. Detta tanks underlatta rorlighet, bidra till att
projektet verkligen blir slutfort och ge forskaren ifraga tid att soka nytt bidrag i det nya landet.

MFCL syftar till att en forskare i Sverige som vill samarbete med en forskare i ett annat land i
Europa ska kunna utnyttja del av sitt forskningsbidrag for att finansiera den andre forskarens
forskning. Detta tanks forenkla samarbetet for forskarna ifraga, bl a genom att man undviker
negativa effekter av s k double jeopardy, nar den ene forskaren far avslag och den andre tillstyrkt
om de soker till sina respektive nationella forskningsfinansiarer.

Ovanstaende har blivit sarskilt aktuellt fér oss denna host i och med att Science Europe, som
framgar av den bifogade bilagan, férbereder en ny MFR-6verenskommelse for intresserade
medlemsorganisationer samt arbetar fram riktlinjer for MFCL. Vi kommer att behéva ta stéllning till
om vi bér implementera dessa. Samtidigt brukar det papekas for oss att universiteten sjalva pa ett
flexibelt satt brukar 16sa anvdndandet av resteraden projektmedel nar nagon forskare far nytt jobb
utomlands och att finansiering av partner i utlandet skéts genom subcontractor-forfarande utan
inblandning av finansidarer som VR. Om sa ar fallet kanske behovet av att gad med i MFR- respektive
MFCL-6verenskommelse inte ar sa stort. Jag undrar darfor om det gar att fa veta foljande:

MFR
e Hurldser universitetet 6nskemal om ”bidragsflytt” till forskarens fromma nar han/hon flyttar
utomlands (det behover i och for sig inte nédvandigtvis ske genom att medlen skickas utomlands)?



e  Finns det information om hur manga som flyttar utomands per ar och som &r i behov av
bidragsflytt? Antar att det inte &r fraga om sarskilt manga (vi sjalva har bara fatt in ett par tre
ansokningar per ar inom det MFR-program vi deltagit i).

e  Finns det problem som gor att en del forskare inte kan utnyttja resterande del av sina
bidrag; vilka ar i sa fall dessa problem och hur manga fall kan det rora sig om?

MFCL

Vi har vid en snabbkoll sett att ca 8,5% av de som beviljats bidrag fran VR 2012 har minst en
medsokande i annat land. Vi vet dock inte hur manga dessa som finansieras via vara projektbidrag.
Undrar darfor analogt med ovanstaende

e hur universiteten l6ser dnskemal om finansiering av partner i utlandet

e omdet finns information kring hur manga forskare i andra lander pa nagot satt far svensk
projektfinansiering

e  Finns det problem som gor att en del forskare inte kan finansiera partner i utlandet; vilka ari
sa fall dessa problem och hur manga fall r6r det sig om?

Antar att det kanske inte ar sa latt att svara pa alla dessa fragor men haller tummarna att det ska ga!
Svaren ar f 6 dven av intresse for FINSAM dar forutom VR dven FORTE, FORMAS och VINNOVA finns
representerade.

Basta halsningar

Annette

Annette Moth Wiklund, Dr

Chief Adviser International Affairs
Office for International Affairs
Swedish Research Council

Vastra Jarnvagsgatan 3

Box 1035

SE 101 38 Stockholm, Sweden
Phone: +46 (0)8 546 443 23

Fax: +46 (0)8 546 44 180
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SCIENCE EUROPE CROSS-BORDER COLLABORATION TOOLKIT

Science Europe is taking important steps towards the facilitation of cross-border collaboration
through the work of its Cross-border Collaboration Working Group. Significant and concrete
progress can be made in the shape of this Toolkit which is developed for the use of Science
Europe Member Organisations and other research organisations inside our outside Europe. It
offers conceptual as well as practical elements to help lighten the organisational and
administrative burden which is too often associated with the conduct of scientific work in more
than one country.

The aim is to provide better and more efficient means for organisations to apply a set of optional

models. Success is not to be measured on the number of organisations that apply these models.
Rather, the aim is to help organisations to achieve more successful and easier implementation of
these different models, where they are in tune with their interests and strategies.

The models included are:

¢ Money follows Researcher, which allows researchers to take with them the remainder of a
grant to another country;

¢ Money follows Co-operation Line, which allows part of a grant to be used to fund
participation of a researcher from another country; and

e The Lead Agency Procedure, which enables researchers to avoid ‘double jeopardy’ in
bilateral or multilateral co-operation through management of the peer review process by a
single Lead Agency.

Each one of these models is addressed in the toolkit with a similar approach.

I.  Definition and description: a clear understanding of what these models are is necessary
to build a strong basis for collaborations.

.  Examples, when available: the aim is not to create new tools which would bring more
complexity, but to take stock of what is already happening and share good practice, which

can act as an incentive for collaboration.

1. A tool to help concrete implementation, when possible: the nature of this document
varies accordingly to the different presented models.

Overall structure of the toolkit:

Money follows Researcher Money follows Co- Lead Agency Procedure
operation
Definition Definition Definition
Examples Examples Examples
Letter of intent and list of Proposal letter Recommended procedures
issues to clarify before
signing



MONEY FOLLOWS RESEARCHER

National organisations share with each other the responsibility of pursuing excellence in
European research, based on strong national traditions and successful funding schemes.
One contribution is the beneficial use of research grants for European scientific career
paths.

Principle

The ‘Money follows Researcher’ (MfR) scheme allows for the portability of research
grants. Under the terms of this agreement, it is possible for researchers moving to
another country to take with them the remainder of their national grants. The grant can
then be continued and completed at the new research institution within the original terms
and objectives.

History

In 2003 the main research funding organisations of Germany, Austria and Switzerland —
DFG, FWF and SNSF - signed an agreement, allowing the transfer of national grants
between the three countries.

In 2004, 27 EUROHORCSs (European Heads of Research Organisations) member
organisations in 18 countries signed an MfR Letter of Intent.

Rationale

The MfR agreement allows for research projects started in one country to be completed
even when the principal investigator (PI) is moving abroad. Thus, the project is not
interrupted prematurely and the full value of the investment into the project can be
reached. Additionally, the start at a new host institution and in a new country is easier for
the scientists if they are able to bring along their own research funds in a simple and non-
bureaucratic way.

Procedure

Each organisation should design application and administrative procedures in
accordance with the conditions under which they allocate grants. In general, the PI
leaving the country will make a request to the national funding organisation to use the
remainder of a current research grant for the continuation of their research abroad. They
also have to confirm that they are able to finalise their project in the new environment.
The remainder of the grant requested to be transferred should be of a minimum of six
months. On the basis of the information given by the Pl on the conditions of continuation
at the new host institution, the funding organisation will check whether or not all criteria
are fulfilled. If they are, the funding organisation issues a letter declaring that the
remainder of the grant is transferred to the new host institution.

The PI continues to send the regular scientific and financial interim reports to his home
institution until the project is completed.



In principle, individual applications for MfR have to be decided on a case-by-case basis,
taking into account specific framework conditions of the scientific project, as well as the
new and the old host institutions.

Conditions and requirements for MfR, as well as the components of a grant that are
transferable, are to be defined according to national rules and regulations. Usually
personnel costs, smaller research equipment, consumables and travel funds are
included. Indirect costs are usually excluded. Transfer of major investment requires
specific considerations. Budget increases can be necessary in some cases because of
currency issues, higher salaries or different costing practices; this requires prior
discussions.

The actual implementation of MfR may vary according to national administrative rules
and practices.

For organisations concluding funding contracts directly with the Pl applying MfR requires
only an amendment regarding the change of the PI's host institution (HI). If contracts are
concluded with the HI it might be advisable to include a clause regarding the portability of
the grant, similarly to the ERC’s (European research Council) policy. Applying MfR would
require either the termination of the contract with the original HI and concluding a
contract with the new HI. Alternatively, the money could be transferred directly between
the host institutions. Another option — regardless of the contract partner — is to terminate
the contract with the original funding organisation and transferring the remaining budget
to the new funding organisation who issues a new contract.

Each organisation participating in the MfR scheme will have to define in advance some of
the administrative issues associated with the transfer of grants: the funds can be
transferred to an account specifically put in place by the Pl in his new country of practice,
or can be transfer to the new host institution which manages it.

EXAMPLES (of some of the MfR arrangements in place as on August 2013)

Organisation (country) MfR arrangements in place

DFG (DE) Currently informal letter requesting transfer. Increase of staff
costs is possible if confirmed by Principal Organisation.

FWF (AT) Information to be provided upon submission

http://www.fwf.ac.at/de/intern |e Timeframe of movement

ationales/information-mfr.html | e  Details of new host institution (including infrastructure
relevant for project)

o Confirmation by new host institution that infrastructure will be
supplied

o Details of effects which movement will have on the project
design

e If equipment is taken along, confirmation that the property




rights will be transferred to new host institution

SNSF (CH)

http://www.snf.ch/D/service-
fuer-
forschende/Seiten/money-
follows-researcher.aspx

Detailed application to be submitted to scientific department
in charge at SNSF
Case by case decision

VR (SE)

http://www.vr.se/inenglish/ab

outus/internationalcollaborati

on/europeancollaboration/sci

enceeurope/moneyfollowsres
earcher.4.235f40c212384f2c

a668000659.html

Application form (Swedish only), including lots of specifics on
equipment

Handling procedure (Swedish only)

Reciprocity requirement (participating in EUROHORCs
agreement)

MRC (UK)

http://www.mrc.ac.uk/Funding
opportunities/Internationalopp

ortunities/Collaborations/inde
X.htm

Criteria details (similar to FWF above)

Single contact person

Reciprocity requirement (participating in EUROHORCs
agreement)

PROPOSED TOOL TO HELP IMPLEMENTATION

Letter of Intent

Transfer of Grants — 'Money follows Researcher’ (MfR)

1. The Science Europe Member Organisation XXX is dedicated to the further
development of the European Research Area (ERA) and fully acknowledges its role in
the advancement of research in Europe.

2. One of the preconditions for a successful ERA is the possibility for researchers to
move to, and work at, the places best suited to their needs. One way to use existing
national funding across Europe is to allow researchers to take with them the remainder of
their grants to their new host institution.

3. The objective of this Letter of Intent is to enable continuity of funding when researchers
move locations, regardless of the reasons for mobility. This funding continuity can
safeguard funding organisation investments in specific projects and minimise the

disruption of work programmes.

4. In order to achieve the ambition of this Letter of Intent, XXX shall authorise
researchers moving to another country to use the remainder of a current research grant
for the continuation of their research abroad.




5. This Letter of Intent covers funding as indicated by each organisation in their national
annex, displayed on their own webpages.

6. The authorisation for a transfer must be requested by the respective Principal
Investigator from the organisation which provided the initial grant.

7. The grant shall be continued at the new research institution as closely as possible to
the original terms and objectives.

8. The conditions and requirements for MfR, as well as the components of a grant that
are transferable, are listed in the annex to this Letter.

10. The undersigning organisation XXX will once a year provide Science Europe with
information on the number of transfers, the budget it sends abroad and the receiving
countries.

11. The undersigning organisation XXX agrees to make its regulations concerning MfR
fully public on its website and through any other suitable means to make the process
known both externally and internally.

12. The Letter of Intent is also publicised on the Science Europe website in order to make
it fully transparent.

13. This Letter of Intent shall enter into force with the signing of it by the organisation’s
legal representative

14. If XXX would like to withdraw from it, Science Europe should be notified 3 months in
advance.

Annex: Terms and Conditions

Each organisation must clarify the exact terms and conditions of the transferral of grants.
The following issues must be clarified before the Letter of Intent is signed; the answers
must be attached to the Letter of Intent and are an integral part of it.

A) List of grants which can be taken abroad:

B) Parts of the grants (types of cost) which are transferrable:

C) Conditions and requirements for submitting an MfR proposal:




D) The grants are transferrable to the following countries:

E) Other relevant regulations:

MONEY FOLLOWS CO-OPERATION LINE

Money Follows Cooperation Line models simplify the financing of cross-border collaborative
projects by including a foreign investigator directly in the national grant. Such a policy is an
effective mechanism to encourage research excellence through international collaboration. An
organisation can fund a project which is partly carried out abroad; this means that a proportion of
a grant may be spent on a researcher from another country. Usually, only direct costs are
included; salary may or may not be included. To our knowledge, other models than the
international co-investigators policy do not seem to offer such a clear possibility to establish
structured initiatives. This is why the international co-investigators model will be the main focus of
this chapter.




Rationale

An international co-investigators An international co-investigator can receive funding if he is an
individual from a research organisation outside the country of the funding agency in question, and
who otherwise fits the normal definition for a co-investigator on a research project. That is, they
assist the main beneficiary in the management and leadership and also make a major intellectual
contribution to the design and implementation of the project.

The policy is not a separate funding scheme and therefore requires no additional application
forms or peer review. It is intended to be a simple and straightforward mechanism which allows
researchers from anywhere in the world to be included on funding proposals submitted to funders
who chooses to apply this policy. There is no need for direct involvement from any foreign
research funding agencies, or separate international decision making process.

Implementation

Where appropriate, the funder can seek to involve international academics in the review process.
All successful grants will be made to the national institution, and it is then the responsibility of the
main beneficiary’s institution to disburse funds to co-Investigators, international or otherwise.

In order to strengthen the European Research Area and to promote international collaboration
more broadly, developing reciprocal agreements for such policies can be instrumental. Under
such an agreement two or more agencies would agree to reciprocally open their national
research project funding schemes to collaborative proposals involving researchers from the other
country or countries. Researchers therefore need only apply to one party for funding to cover the
costs of the entire international collaboration.

Reciprocal agreements serve to simplify the process of applying for funding for collaborative
research, by allowing collaborative projects to be funded through normal national procedures,
without requiring one of the parties to sacrifice decision-making authority over their own budgets.
Thus, there would be no cost implication for the other country; however, it does mean that the
funding agency is willing to allow funds to be spent on ‘overseas’ partners (usually via the lead
institution in the host country). Officials from the respective agencies may assist each other in the
identification of peer reviewers for proposals, but this is not required.

The ambition of a reciprocal arrangement would be to achieve an acceptable flow of research
funds between the two countries, so that neither of the research communities served by the
parties would be financially disadvantaged by the scheme. Therefore, the flow of money between
the two countries could be monitored by the parties, and any agreement subject to periodic
review.

EXAMPLES

ESRC, AHRC: Co-Investigator letter

PROPOSED TOOL TO HELP IMPLEMENTATION

The following letter on an ‘International Co-investigators’policy, proposed by the Economic and
Social Research Council (ESRC) and the Arts and Humanities Research Council (AHRC) in the
UK, represents both an opportunity to build such a partnership for the concerned organisations
and an example of the type of letter which can initiate such an arrangement.



Arts & Humanities
Research Council

03 May 2013

Dear Members of Science Europe,

You may be aware that the ESRC and AHRC, who deal with social science and arts and humantities
research respectively, currently operate an ‘International Co-investigators’ policy on their research
funding schemes. The policy, in alignment with the prnciples of ‘Money follows Co-operation Line’,
allows any applications for funding from these Research Councils to include Co-Investigators from
anywhere in the world, without the need for co-funding from agencies in those countries. The ESRC
or AHRC will fund the direct costs of research associated with this co-investigator (including costs
for research assistant salaries and, where specifically required, salary costs of mnvestigators) to an
amount up to 30% of the total cost of the grant. The administration i1s managed by the funding
agency Providing the award to the eligib]e UK mstitution, who then pays the mstitution of the
mnternational co-investigator through a sub-contract. The policy does not denote a stand-alone
research funding scheme; rather it enables the inclusion of co-investigator(s) from any country(ies) on

almost any research proposal to ESRC or AHRC funding calls (except fellowships or other indrvidual
grants).

The ESRC has operated the policy since 2007 and it has covered several rounds of funding. Thus far
proposals which include international co-investigators have been considerably more successful than
those which do not, suggesting that the international co-investigators pohcy 1s an effective mechanism

to encourage research excellence through international collaboration. The AHRC developed its policy
mn 2012

In order to strengthen the European Research Area, these two UK Research Councils would like to
explore whether other members of Science Europe would be interested in developing a neciptc:u:‘al1
arrangement to the ‘International Co-investigators’ policy. If other European research funding
agencies were willing to allow UK social science, arts or humanties researchers to be included with a
national partner in their research grants, the ESRC/AHRC would be willing to consider increasing the
current cap on its international co-investigators policy to 30%, and possibly also making indirect costs
eligible (at a level to be negotiated between the agencies) for UK grant applications that include co-
mvestigators from that country. Though money would cross borders uader this joint acrangement,
the aim 1s that overall investment will be balanced, as money that the two UK Research Councils

* By ‘reciprocal’ we mean in terms of a general policy that allows applicants to include the cost of UK
researchers on grants — not reciprocal in the sense of co-funding specific grant applications.



spend on researchers in a partner country would ultimately be balanced out approximately by support
from that country for UK researchers on other projects.

Members of Science Europe who may be interested in discussing this further are invited to contact
esther Samantha McGregor (samantha.mcgregor(@esrc.acuk) at ESRC or Mark Llewellyn
(M Llewellyn(@ahrc.ac.uk) at AHRC. We have already provided information on our international co-
nvestigators policy to the Science Europe Grant Union Working Group, who support this policy as
one approach to encouraging further collaboration within Europe, but would be very happy to
discuss further our expenience with the policy, and our views on the mutual benefit of developing it as
a reciprocal acrangement, with individual partners.

Yours faithfully,

P 33«]/\/

Professor Paul Boyle
Chief Executive
Economic and Social Research Council

Professor Rick Rylance
Chief Executive
Arts and Humanities Research Council



THE LEAD AGENCY PROCEDURE

A. Introduction

Providing scientists with possibilities to co-operate across national or regional borders in order to
form collaborative research projects that foster the exchange of ideas and scientific expertise is
instrumental in facilitating science, both outside or inside Europe. The funding of integrated
research projects conducted in different countries requires arrangements between funding
organisations concerning application, review processes, and funding procedures. Traditionally,
project partners have to apply to their respective funding organisation, and if all organisations
involved approve the application, then the transnational project can go ahead. This procedure
results in, at least, a ‘double jeopardy’ for the applying researcher, as the national peer review
procedures are carried out independently. This also implies an unnecessary financial and
administrative burden. The Lead Agency Procedure is an approach to overcome these difficulties
by having a review procedure carried out by one of the partner research funding organisations
(RFO).

B. The General Characteristics

The principle on which the Lead Agency Procedure (LAP) is based is the following: RFOs from
two or more countries engage in a co-operation in which one of the involved RFOs takes a
leading function; this means that they are in charge of carrying out the review process and take a
provisional decision on whether or not to approve an application. The partner organisation(s)
make the formal decision on the basis of the review documentation and the provisional decision
of the Lead Agency. The different project parts are then financed by the respective RFOs so that

no money needs to be transferred across borders.
The general characteristic of the LAP can be divided into five steps:

¢ Defining the Lead Agency
Ways of defining which RFO will take the leading role.
e Joint application
What to take into consideration when submitting a joint application.
e Single review process
Issues to consider when organising the review process.
e Decision making process
How the partner RFOs need to interact when taking the decision.

¢ Separate funding/reporting
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How to proceed after the approval of the project.

1.) Defining the Lead Agency

In order to establish which of the involved RFOs will act as Lead Agency, different models are

available:
Scientific Focus

Before the application, where the scientific focus of the collaborative research project is located
needs to be determined. The RFO of this country then acts as Lead Agency. The disadvantage of
this is that it is a vague criterion. Also, the notion of scientific ‘focus’ is in contradiction with the
concept of truly collaborative research projects in which all sides are expected to provide

substantial scientific input.
Budgetary Focus

An alternative model is provided by taking the direct costs that are applied for in the different
countries as the decisive criterion. When calculating these sums, applicants must follow the
guidelines of the RFO of their respective country. The application then has to be submitted to the

RFO financing the larger share if the project is successful.

However, different funding mechanisms and substantial differences in national cost rates used by

RFOs may be a structural reason for a skewed budget distribution.
Person-months

Due to considerable differences in salary levels that are paid by RFOs in different countries, the
focus on the budgetary distribution among partners can again lead to a situation in which one
RFO would have to act as the Lead Agency in most cases. Alternatively, a focus on the person-
months which are necessary to carry out the research project in the partner countries can be
used to establish the Lead Agency. This is also advisable in cases where parts of the budget

cannot easily be determined beforehand.

In order to allow for an equal basis for comparing the person-months required for the research
project, RFOs must develop a joint understanding on how to calculate the person-months; for
example, this could be additional personnel months only, or all personnel contributing to the

research project, irrespective of whether it is reimbursed by the RFO or not.

One RFO acts as Lead Agency in all Cases

11



Finally, partner organisations may choose to decide that one of them takes the lead for all
applications, irrespectively of the scientific or budgetary focus, or the distribution of person-
months between partners. One reason for choosing this modal may be to reduce the
administrative burden for one of the partners. Also, differing approval rates can serve as a reason
to assign the role of the Lead Agency to one RFO only, usually the one with the lower approval
rate. In doing so, the RFO with the lower approval rate may wish to ascertain that it need not
finance project parts that go beyond its financial resources or that do not meet its scientific

standards. Further details on this point are set out in the section on ‘pre-conditions’ below.
2. Joint Application
Joint Scientific Project Description

Once the Lead Agency is established, applicants from different countries who wish to engage in a
collaborative research project are required to prepare one single joint application and submit it to
this Agency. The application has to cover a scientific description of the entire project, including its
two (or more) project parts. This application has to be prepared in accordance with the standard
application guidelines of the RFO which acts as the Lead Agency. This contributes to keeping the

administrative burden of the Lead Agency at a low level.
Separate Cost Calculations

While the scientific part of the joint application has to follow the guidelines of the Lead Agency,
cost calculations for the different project parts must be in accordance with the rules of the RFO in
charge of funding the respective part. Most RFOs require applicants not only to list the costs
applied for in a form, but also to include a cost justification in the application. It is advisable to
require applicants to divide this justification of costs by countries so that the RFO in charge can
easily check whether the costs of the respective project part are calculated in accordance with its

rules.
Forms

Depending on the requirements of the RFOs involved, different solutions can be found for the use
of application forms. The partner RFOs can choose to develop a dedicated application form that
is used for the purposes of the LAP co-operation only. Alternatively, the partners can decide to
use their standard application forms. If this is the case, they can require applicants to send all
application forms (including cost sheets) required by the involved RFOs to the Lead Agency,
together with the scientific project description. Irrespective of what option is chosen, the Lead
Agency is in charge of forwarding the forms to the other RFO(s) involved. However, due to legal

or administrative reasons, RFOs may be required to obtain hard copies of the application forms
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or to receive an application via their online system, which makes forwarding these to the other
RFOs problematic. In these cases, it is advisable or necessary to submit the forms to the
respective RFO directly. Whichever modalities are chosen, it must be kept in mind that from a
legal point of view, an application submitted in the framework of the LAP consists of two (or more)
applications. During the review process, however, these applications are mostly dealt with as if

they were one single application.
Informing the Partner RFO

Once the Lead Agency has received the application for an international collaborative project, it
needs to inform its partner RFO(s) of the application and forward the entire application to them.
On the basis of these documents, the partner organisation(s) can carry out a formal verification to
assure that their eligibility criteria are met; the Lead Agency also checks whether the application

meets the formal criteria set in its application guidelines.

3. Single Review Process

When the Lead Agency has established that the application meets the application criteria and has
received the confirmation by the partner organisation(s) that the applicants in the partner
countries are eligible as well, the Lead Agency can start the review process. Simultaneous to the
eligibility check, the partner organisation(s) should have the possibility of suggesting suitable
reviewers to the Lead Agency. However, the ultimate responsibility for the choice of reviewers, as

well as for the review process in general, should lie with the Lead Agency.

In order to make sure that the reviewers suggested by the partner organisation are useful to the
Lead Agency, partner organisation(s) must make sure that they have a shared understanding of
the criteria that have to be met by reviewers, regarding issues such as conflicts of interests
between applicants and reviewers, or a selection made by reviewers exclusively from third
countries. For the sake of time efficiency, it is advisable that partner organisations send their
suggestions for reviewers to the Lead Agency at the same time as the results of the eligibility

check.

4. Decision Making Process

When the Lead Agency has finished the review process, it should forward the complete review
documents (reviews, protocols, names/affiliations of the reviewers, etc.) to the partner agency so

that the transparency of the review process is guaranteed. The Lead Agency will then take a
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provisional decision, and will immediately inform the partner organisation(s). The partner
organisation(s) then makes a decision autonomously, on the basis of the review documentation
and the decision provided by the Lead Agency; ideally the partner organisation(s) follow(s) the
decision of the Lead Agency. In many cases, the acceptance of submissions can originate in a
political will. | this is not feasible, it is advisable to ensure, on the basis of a thorough comparison,
that an acceptance is likely in most cases within the frame of the normal selection procedures.
Appropriate external and internal communication is essential in order to manage the expectation
of the applicants as well as the administrative staff of the RFOs involved. Once a general
agreement on the funding of a project is reached, each RFO can follow its own procedures in

establishing the funding for the project part for which it is in charge.

After the decision has been officially endorsed by the partner agency, this decision must be
communicated back to the Lead Agency. At this point, the decision making process is concluded
and the partners can issue contracts with successful applicants or inform them that their

application was rejected.
Appeals

Some RFOs allow for the possibility of appeals against the decision, or against the procedures
and reviews leading to a decision. In order to avoid conflicts of timing, the partners engaging in a
LAP co-operation need to develop a common understanding on how to handle appeals and
following feedback to rejected applicants. Issues that should be taken into account include the
impact of appeals at the Lead Agency on the timing of the formal decision making process at the
partner organisation, as well as potential legal or procedural issues that are relevant to the
partner RFO(s).

5. Separate Funding/Reporting

All post-award management is dealt with by the funding partner agencies .One of the advantages
of the LAP is that researchers who were granted funding will often sign contracts with funding
agencies for which they are already familiar with funding regulations, working procedures and

reporting requirements.

C. FURTHER VARIATIONS
Joint Decision Making

An alternative to the endorsement of the Lead Agency’s decision by the partner RFO is a joint

decision-making process, for example by making use of a joint panel which ranks the applications
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on the basis of the reviews obtained by the Lead Agency. The best-ranked applications are
approved by both the Lead Agency and the partner RFO. The use of a joint decision-making
procedure is an alternative for RFOs who wish to retain a greater say and not to leave the funding
decision up to the Lead Agency. However, deviation from the LAP’s standard procedures has a
disadvantage: generally, the organisation of a joint panel demands more resources than following
standard procedures does. Also, a decision-making model involving a joint panel is likely to be

applicable only for calls that either cover a specific topic or a scientific discipline.
Timing

The partners of a LAP co-operation may decide to allow for applications continuously or to set a
deadline (or several deadlines) for applications. The decision on which model to choose will

depend on factors such as the working procedures of the RFOs involved or budget availability.
D. DISCUSSION OF PRE-CONDITIONS

While the LAP provides a number of advantages, both for the applicants and for the RFOs
involved, it requires that the RFOs engage in a far-reaching co-operation which can only be

successful if a number of pre-conditions are met.
Equivalent Funding Instruments

Collaborative projects that are handled according to the LAP are composed, from a legal point of
view, of at least two projects in different countries. These projects are financed independently, but
are closely interlinked scientifically so that they form a truly joint research endeavour. Therefore,
RFOs engaging in a Lead Agency co-operation need to have funding instruments that can be
combined with each other. Most notably, matching is required concerning the content of the
research projects (basic research or applied research, topic of individual calls, bottom-up calls,
etc.), as well as concerning the duration of the research project and the level of funding provided

by each side.
Similar Peer Review Standards

A cornerstone of the LAP is the acceptance of the outcome of the review procedure of the Lead
Agency by the other involved RFO(s). This, to a large extent, depends upon existing shared
standards concerning the peer review process. These standards relate to issues such as the
selection of reviewers, the review criteria used to assess the applications, regulations concerning
conflicts of interest, confidentiality rules, etc. (cf. the ESF Peer Review Guide for a discussion of
these factors-
http://www.esf.org/fileadmin/Public_documents/Publications/European_Peer_Review_Guide_01.

pdf ). Given the current diversity across RFOs, it can be expected that any two organisations
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engaging in a LAP co-operation will have differing regulations. The LAP requires a certain degree
of flexibility on the side of the partner organisations to accept reviews procedures which differ
from their own standard procedures. The on-going discussion on common principles of peer

review processes, however, may lead to a more favourable context in the future.
Available Funding Budget

The acceptance of the Lead Agency’s decision by the partner organisation does not only depend
on the review standards applied, but also on the funds available to finance collaborative research
projects. In order to avoid a situation in which the Lead Agency approves of an application, but
the partner RFO is not able to endorse this decision due to lack of funds, it is crucial to develop a
joint understanding on the number of collaborative projects that can be funded in the framework
of the LAP.

Approval Rates

Approval rates vary greatly between RFOs. Great differences in approval rates may lead to
difficulties — most notably in cases in which the Lead Agency has a higher approval rate than its
partner organisation(s). These difficulties can either relate to the available funding budget (see
above) or to concerns about different quality standards. However, approval rates should only be
used cautiously as an indicator of the scientific quality of the approved projects. Low approval
rates do not necessarily indicate a high scientific quality of the projects, while higher approval

rates do not necessarily imply a lower scientific quality.
Knowledge about Partner Organisations and Mutual Trust

Compared to other forms of international co-operation, the LAP requires a higher level of
interaction and of exchange of information between the RFOs. For this communication to be
successful, partner organisations need to develop their knowledge about their internal
procedures, their timing and the distribution of work between the different services within the
partner RFOs. Basic knowledge about these issues helps to identify potential problems in the
application, review and decision-making processes. Personal contacts also greatly contribute to

the development of the necessary mutual trust.
E. Conclusions: the Role of LAP in ERA

The LAP is a far-reaching co-operation between RFOs that presupposes a high degree of
interaction and mutual trust. One of its main advantages is that it does not require creation of new
funding instruments, but rather builds on existing funding schemes. To a large extent, RFOs can
use of standard procedures when engaging in a LAP co-operation. Due to the single review

process, the LAP reduces the administrative burden in comparison with classical bilateral co-
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operation schemes requiring parallel review processes. It could be argued that the
communication needs between partner RFOs in a LAP co-operation outweigh the administrative
relief obtained thanks to the single review process. However, once a LAP co-operation is well
established, the communication needs are limited to a few routine matters. In the following
graphical representation, these exchanges are represented with five arrows linking the Lead
Agency and the Partner RFO(s). The applying researcher only applies once and the double

jeopardy of the funding decision is reduced significantly.
APPENDIX:

Graph: Lead Agency Standard Procedure (Two Agencies)
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EXAMPLES

Existing Lead Agency Agreements among European RFOs from a 2012 Science Europe
survey on the European Grant Union and international co-operation:

Partner RFOs/Name Switching Lead Thematically Open? Deadline or
of Co-operation Agency? Permanent Call
ANR-FWF No Yes (though with Annual deadline
ANR acts as LA thematic focus)
DFG-FNR Yes Yes Permanent
DFG-FWF-SNF Yes Yes Permanent if DFG
(DACH) or FWF are LA; 2
annual deadlines
if SNF is the LA
DFG-STW Yes Chemistry Deadline
ESRC-FWF No Social Sciences/ Permanent call
Economics
FNR-FWF Yes Yes Permanent call
FWF-ARRS Yes Yes Permanent if FWF
is the LA; annual
deadline if ARRS
is the LA
FWF-OTKA Yes Yes TBD
FWO-FNR No. Yes Annual deadline
FWO acts as LA.
FWO-NWO Yes (switching Humanities Annual deadline
annually)
NWO-SNSF No. Chemistry (ICC — Annual deadline
NSF acts as LA. Intl. Collaboration in
Chemistry
NWO-NSF No. Arts-related physical | Annual deadline
NWO acts as LA. and chemical
research
(Science4Arts)
SFI/HRB — NIH/NSF No. Yes Permanent
NIH/NSF act as LA.
SNSF — FNR Yes Yes 2 deadlines/year

Organisations mentioned in the toolkit
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ANR

French National Research Agency

ARRS Slovenian Research Agency

DFG German Research Foundation

ESRC Economic and Social Research Council, UK
FNR Fonds National de la Recherche Luxembourg
FWF Austrian Science Fund

HRB Health Research Board, Ireland

NSF National Science Foundation, USA

NWO Netherlands Organisation for Scientific Research
OTKA Hungarian Scientific Research Fund

SFI Science Foundation Ireland

SNSF Swiss National Science Foundation

STW Technology Foundation, Netherlands
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2013-01-14

LUNDS UNIVERSITET

Lunds Tekniska Hogskola

Anders Axelsson
Rektor LTH

UPPDRAG till FN for rapportering till FoB

P4 presidiet 13 jan diskuterades foljande 5 fragestillningar som vi skulle
vilja ha synpunkter pd fran forskningsndmnderna. Vi behdver era
synpunkter redan nu s att vi kan diskutera detta i forskningsberedningen

30 januari.

Anders Axelsson

1. Flytt av forskningasmedel

LU skall svara VR pa ett antal friagor som ror flytt av forsknignsmedel. Har
ni nagra speciella synpunkter som ni vill fa framforda?

Fragor fran VR anggiende flytt av forskningsmedel MFR (”Money follow
reserachwer”)

O Hur 16ser universitetet onskemal om “’bidragsflytt” till forskarens fromma
nér han/hon flyttar utomlands (det behover 1 och for sig inte nddvéndigtvis ske
genom att medlen skickas utomlands)?

O Finns det information om hur ménga som flyttar utomands per ar och som
ar 1 behov av bidragsflytt? Antar att det inte &r friga om sirskilt manga (vi sjdlva
har bara fatt in ett par tre ansokningar per ar inom det MFR-program vi deltagit 1).
O Finns det problem som gor att en del forskare inte kan utnyttja resterande
del av sina bidrag; vilka &r i sa fall dessa problem och hur manga fall kan det
rora sig om?

MFCL (”Money follows cooperation line”)

Vi har vid en snabbkoll sett att ca 8,5% av de som beviljats bidrag fran VR 2012
har minst en medsokande i annat land. Vi vet dock inte hur ménga dessa som
finansieras via véra projektbidrag. Undrar dérfor analogt med ovanstaende

O hur universiteten 16ser dnskemal om finansiering av partner i utlandet

O om det finns information kring hur ménga forskare i andra ldnder pa
nagot sitt far svensk projektfinansiering

O Finns det problem som gor att en del forskare inte kan finansiera partner 1

utlandet; vilka &r i s fall dessa problem och hur ménga fall ror det sig om?

Postadress Box 118 Beséksadress John Ericssons vag 3 Telefon dlir INT-46-46-222 3423, véxel INT-46-46-222 00 00 Telefax INT-46-46-222 4531
E-post annika.martensson@rektor.Ith.se Internet http://www.lth.se



2. Forskarskola ESS MaxIV

Vi forsoker etablera olika typer av samarbeten mellan Natfak, medfak och LTH
nir det giller ESS och MaxIV.

Vi skulle vilja ha era synpunkter pia nedanstiende forslag angiende en
forskarskola.

Forslag fran Natfak angiende forskarskola MAX och ESS

Den tvérvetenskapliga och fakultetsgemensamma forskarskolan /maging inrittas vid
naturvetenskapliga fakulteten for perioden 2014-2018. Forskarskolan leds av en
koordinator (30 %) och tva bitrddande koordinatorer (10 % vardera) med en koordinator
frén varje fakultet; LTH, Medicin och Naturvetenskap. Koordinatorerna utses av
dekanerna i ett gemensamt beslut. Varje fakultet finansierar respektive koordinators
uppdrag.

En vetenskapligt raidgivande grupp utses gemensamt av dekanerna fran de tre
fakulteterna. Ingen erséttning utgar.

Forskarskolan ska utveckla ett gemensamt seminarieprogram samt ett kursutbud framst
inriktat pa metodkurser. Forskarskolan ska inte finansiera doktorandtjanster eller
handledartid. For kursutveckling avsétts 400 tkr/ar i tre ar, vilket finansieras av
naturvetenskapliga fakulteten till hélften. Andra halvan finansieras av rektor (100 tkr)
samt LTH (50 tkr) och medicinska fakulteten 50 tkr). Kurskostnaderna uppskattas till
160 tkr/ar och finansieras av gemensamt av rektor och de tre fakulteterna (40 tkr
vardera). Seminarieprogrammet far kosta maximalt 120 tkr/ar och finansieras
gemensamt av rektor och de tre fakulteterna (30 tkr vardera).

Kostnad 2014-2016

Rektor 170 tkr plus 120 tkr 1 bidrag till Ionekostnaderna nedan. Raknat som en
fjardedel av 16nen.

N: 270 tkr plus 30% av huvudkoordinatorns arslén

LTH 120 tkr plus 10% av en bitradande koordinators &rslon

M 120 tkr plus 10% av en bitrddande koordinators &rslon

Kostnad 2017-2018
Som ovan fast kursutvecklingen exkluderad.

Diskutera pa Norra Alliansen och i forskningsndmnderna



3. LiL, FLAK och MoreLife
Det finns ett antal projekt dir medfak, natfak och LTH deltar i olika utstrickning.
Vi skulle vilja ha era synpunkter angiende dessa tre projekt.

Forskningsportalen LiL finansieras med 300 kkr pwer fakultet per ar fram t.o.m.
2014. Darefter ar det oklart hur vi skall gora.

Forskarskolan FLAK har till en liten del ocksa varit tillginglig for LTH men LTH
finansierar inte med annat &r in kind-medel.

MoreLife dr ett LifeScience-projekt dér det deltar forskare fran alla tre fakulteter men
finansiering sker i forsta hand fran medfak. LTH stddjer sina forskare med
medfinansiering till forskningsaprojekt.

Info om Morelife och LP# (proteinplattform) frin Kajsa M Paulsson, Medfak
MoReLife hade fredagen 20 dec ett méte med Sven Stromqvist. LU centralt ar positiva
till att finansiera 25% av LP3, under forutsittning att M, N och LTH gemensamt ldgger
fram 75%.

LP3 behover minst 4 Mkr per ar for att ga runt d.v.s. M, N och LTH behover
tillsammans satsa 3 miljoner kr for 2014. Tillsammans med den fjdrde miljonen fran LU
centralt mojliggdr detta drift inklusive finansiering av 3 forskningsingenjorstjanster
vilket &r minimum vad som behovs for LP3s verksambhet.

Arendets akuta natur ligger i att budgetmedel som mojliggor in-LASning saknas
och anstillningarna for LP3s personal borjar lopa ut redan i borjan av 2014. Vi
hoppas att vi i borjan (sa tidigt som mojligt) av &r 2014 tillsammans kan fa till stdnd en
16sning for finansieringen av LP3! Med tanke pa anstéllningsreglerna behdvs redan nu
ocksa en diskussion av finansiering dven efter 2014.

4. Utlysning av post-docs

Tycker FN att det behover goras nagra forindringar nir det giller
processen? Prefektridet kommer ocksé att diskutera fragan.

Ar prioriteringsforfarandet i FN tillrickligt bra? Ar kriterierna tydliga?

5. Utlysning av infrastrukturmedel

Tycker FN att det behover goras nagra fordndringar nir det giller
processen? Prefektridet kommer ocksé att diskutera fragan.

Ar prioriteringsforfarandet i FN tillrickligt bra? Ar kriterierna tydliga?




PM Dnr LTH 2013/553

2013-04-04

LUNDS TEKNISKA HOGSKOLA
Lunds universitet Till prefekter vid LTH:s institutioner

Forskningsndmnderna vid LTH

2-rigt stod till anstillning av yngre forskare

LTH avsitter medel for anstillningar av yngre forskare. Forskningsnimnderna fir i uppdrag av
rektor att besluta vilka forskningsomriden/imnen som skall foresls fd 550 000kr per &r i 2 &r
till anstillning av yngre forskare. Stddet utbetalas fran 2014. Rektor definierar uppdraget for
varje forskningsnimnd, d.v.s. antalet anstillningar, och fattar beslut om tilldelning i samrid
med ordférandena i forskningsnimnderna. For 2014 finns ett utrymme f6r nio (9)
forskningsomriden/dmnen.

Bakgrunden till anstillningarna dr LTH:s strivan att skapa méjligheter for yngre forskare till
en akademisk karridr. Genom en 6ppen annonsering skapas ocksa forutsittningar for en ckad
mobilitet f6r yngre forskare och externa rekryteringar.

LTH:s institutioner uppmanas foresld imnen (med motivering) for anstillning av yngre
forskare. LTH:s forskningsnimnder kommer att utvirdera de inkomna férslagen pa
forskningsomriden/imnen utifrin f6ljande huvudkriterier:

e  Strategiskt viktigaste omriden for LTH och for institutionen

o Amnet skall ha potential att vixa till ett nytt/kompletterande forskningsomride eller ny
inriktning for institutionen och LTH

e Amnet skall ha koppling till utbildning pa grund- och/eller avancerad nivi

Eftersom ersittningen inte ricker till full finansiering méste institutionerna ligga férslag dir de
kan visa att en kompletterande finansiering kan ordnas.

Institutionen viljer vilken anstillningsform som ir aktuell. Post doktor ir ett alternativ. Men
dven anstillning som bitridande lektor kan anvindas (sd snart den faststillts av LU).

De institutioner som viljs ut annonserar, gor urval och anstiller enligt den giingse
rekryteringsprocessen. Varje anstillning ska ha en kravprofil dir imnet och behérighet
framgar. P4 detta sitt garanterar vi att alla anstillningar exponeras och hanteras i enlighet med
anstillningsordningen.

Vid det slutliga urvalet vid institutionen av kandidater till anstillningarna skall kriterier som
bygger pa den strategiska planen tillimpas, t.ex.:

e Hog vetenskaplig kompetens.

e DPotential att skapa en forskarkarriir frin denna bas.
e  Genusperspektiv.

e Internationellt perspektiv.

Postadress Box 118 Telefon dir 046-222 7117 E-post sonja.meiby@kansli.lth.se




Ansékan frin institutionen
Ansdkan frin institutionen mirkt YNGRE FORSKARE 2 AR, skickas elektroniskt till Anna
Trosslév, Anna.Trosslov@kansli.lth.se, senast 10 maj 2013.

Innehdll: max 3 sidor med foljande rubriker:

1. Introduction: Beskrivning av imnet, begriplig for forskare utanfor imnesomradet.
Strategic value: Motivering till det strategiskt virde for LTH och fér institutionen.

3. Potential: Beskrivning av potentialen att vixa till ett nytt/kompletterande
forskningsomride eller ny inriktning f6r institutionen och LTH.

4. Relation to education: Redogprelse for amnets koppling till utbildning pa grundnivé
och/eller avancerad niva.

5. Funding: Finansieringsplaner och kompletterande finansiering.

For eventuella frigor kontakta Sonja Meiby eller Anna Trosslov.



FORESKRIFTER
2013-05-03

Dnr LTH 2013/616
LUNDS UNIVERSITET

Lunds Tekniska Hogskola

LTHs kansli
Per Géran Nilsson

Foreskrifter for hantering av ansokningar avseende stod till infrastruktur-
satsningar inom LTH

Bakgrund

De nya forutsittningarna for finansiering av dyrare infrastruktur innebér att en
storre del maste finansieras inom fakultetsanslaget. I beredningen av den nya
modellen for fordelning av fakultetsmedel var prefekternas dnskan att medel
for infrastruktur skulle sokas och sedan prioriteras av en arbetsgrupp. Arbets-
gruppen skulle ocksa arbeta i nira samverkan med motsvarande grupp inom
naturvetenskapliga fakulteten. Vid LTH genomfors detta av forskningsndmn-
derna och av Forskningsberedningen varefter slutlig prioritering sker av LTH:s
lednig.

Andamal
Medlen dr framst avsedda att stodja sddana infrastruktursatsningar som:
e Uppvisar hog vetenskaplig kvalitet
e Arav relevans for fler brukare. Med begreppet flera brukare avses t.ex.
flera institutioner, flera forskargrupper, forskarutbildning, grundutbild-
ning.

Medlens anvindning

Medel kan sokas for savil nyanskaffning av instrumentering (savél hird- som
mjukvara) som uppgradering och komplettering av befintliga system. Medel
kan ocksé sokas for delfinansiering av investeringar som har finansiering fran
annat hall. Till ansokan ska bifogas en plan for den langsiktiga finansieringen
eftersom tilldelning av medel avser en angiven period och inte innebar perma-
nent tilldelning.

o Huvudsokande ska ha fast anstillning pa Lunds Tekniska Hogskola.

Beloppsgrinser

Avsikten dr att ca 10 Mkr ska fordelas arligen. D& modellen startas nu och den
genomsnittliga avskrivningstiden uppskattas till fem &r kommer ca 2 nya Mkr
kunna fordelas varje ar. Det femte aret fordelas 2 nya miljoner samtidigt som 8
miljoner fran tidigare fordelningar delas ut. Totalt omfattar da modellen 10
Mkr per ar och det totalt uppbokade infrastrukturstodet uppgar till max 30 Mkr.
Bidraget betalas ut for avskrivningskostnader avseende ett ar i sdnder for att
inte skapa problem med myndighetskapitalet pa institutionsniva.




e  Minsta totalbelopp som kan sokas dr 1 Mkr.

Ansokningsforfarande
Ansokan ska vara skriven pa engelska, omfatta hogst tre sidor exklusive bila-
gor och innehalla f6ljande

Titel pa ansokan

Namn, titel, institution, email, och tel for huvudsokande

Vetenskaplig betydelse av infrastrukturen

Beskrivning av infrastrukturen samt motivering till varfor just denna

valts

Redovisning av var samma eller snarlik utrustning finns inom LU

e Redovisning av om ansdkan har gjorts eller planeras till andra finansia-
rer

e Placering av infrastruktur — fysiskt och administrativt

o Foreslagen ledning av infrastrukturen: ansvarig for upphandling, in-
stallation, drift och avveckling

¢ Ansokan ska undertecknas av huvudsdkande

o Ansékan skall ocksa undertecknas av prefekten dir prefekten intygar
att institutionen dr beredd att ta emot det sokta objektet samt diir pre-
fekten har rangordnat ansékan i det fall institutionen inkommit med
flera anséokningar.

Till ansokan ska foljande bilagor bifogas
e Plan f6r langsiktig finansiering (max 1 sida)
e Riskanalys omfattande bade scenariot att satsningen gors och scenariot
att satsningen inte gors (max 1 sida)
e Lista 6ver medsdkande: namn, titel, institution och kontaktuppgifter.

e Ansokan skickas till Anna. Trosslovwkansli.lth.se senast den 31maj
2013

Behandling av inkomna ansokningar

Forskningsndmnderna bedomer och rangordnar inkomna ansokningar inom
respektive omrade. Vid behov sker samrdd med motsvarande grupperingar pa
andra fakulteter samt pa universitetet centralt i forekommande fall. Likasa kan
vid behov intervjuer genomforas med sokande. Beredningen kan anlita externa
sakkunniga om sa anses nodvéndigt. Slutlig prioritering och urval sker av led-
ningen (rektor, prorektor, vicerektorer och kanslichef) tillsammans med forsk-
ningsdekaner. Formellt beslut fattas av rektor.

Efter att ansokningar inkommit i slutet av maj gor forskningsndmnderna sina
rangordningar i augusti varefter arbetsgruppen gor slutlig prioritering med rek-
torsbeslut i september.

Aterrapportering
Rapportering om medlens anvindning ska ingd i institutionens arsrapport och
meddelas i samband med budgetsamtalen.



