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Executive Summary 
 

The main goal of Deliverable D2.12 (Impact Analysis and Case Studies) was to conduct an 

impact analysis of the participation of key Ukrainian research teams in EU research 

programmes (e.g. FP7).  

The data and information which was collected and analysed presents the real situation 

(challenges, problems and expectations), as well as assessing the effectiveness of EU 

financing and resulting benefits to Ukrainian and European organisations.  

 

The analysis included both best/good examples (real and tangible results as an effect of the 

participation in EU project) as well as projects which had limited effectiveness  (no real 

benefits or results achieved). 

The analysis of the effectiveness of participation in EU projects was prepared on the basis of 

“the sample” of the selected projects on the basis of the thoroughly defined criteria described 

in the sections of the D2.12 document. 

The achieved results became the basis for SWOT analysis, summary and conclusions 

indicating the needs of Ukrainian research and industry as well as fields which requires the 

external and international support to constitute and enhance the cooperation between UA-EU 

countries. 

The analysis presents the most active and successful research teams which expressed the need 

for further cooperation within EU projects as well as commercial activities. Such teams will 

be involved in further Bilat-Ukraina activities such as Summer School, In-house trainings and 

brokering.  

The D2.12 document has an open and public-access character being complementary to other 

deliverables both for policy makers as well as active researchers, SMEs and other 

organizations aiming at fruitful international cooperation.     
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1. INTRODUCTION 

 

The main goal of D2.12 (Impact Analysis and Case Study) is the preparation of an impact 

analysis of the participation of key Ukrainian research teams in EU research programmes (e.g. 

FP7) on the basis of a sample of international projects with Ukrainian participation. The data 

and information collected and analysed in this exercise aim at assessing the effectiveness of 

EU financing and resulting benefits mainly to participating Ukrainian organisations. The 

study includes both best/good examples (real and tangible results as an effect of the 

participation in EU project) as well as projects which had limited effectiveness (limited 

benefits or results achieved). 

 

1.1 EU PROJECTS ANALYZED 

More than 50 Ukrainian research teams participating in EU projects (mainly from the EU 

Seventh Framework Programme) were contacted out of which  only 22 responded and agreed 

to supply the requested information regarding their participation in European projects (Some 

projects were represented by several Ukrainian teams, for example: SCUBE-ICT, UP-

GRADE BS-SCENE, where 2  interviews were performed). Information was collected either 

through face-to-face interviews or over the phone. The interviews were based on a 

questionnaire described in the next sections. 

 

The data collected forms the basis of the SWOT exercise and will feed into discussion on new 

EU initiatives toward Ukraine and future research directions of EU-UA cooperation. 

  

1.2 LEADER RESEARCH TEAMS OF UKRAINE 

 

The second goal, in terms of planned activities within Bilat-Ukraina projects and beyond 

(webinars, in-house trainings, summer school, cooperation with UA NCP network, brokering 

activities:  partner search, project ideas preparation etc.) is the selection of the most active 

research teams (Leader Research Teams of Ukraine: LRTU) working within numerous 

Ukrainian research organizations (research institutes, universities, SMEs, others).  

 

Most of the information available about research teams (articles, databases) refers to large 

organizational units such as Institutes, Universities and their departments which are 

represented by “formal” persons (Director, Manager, Rector) rather than to actual research 

teams. This makes it difficult to conduct an evaluation and assessment of the potential of 

research teams, teams which eventually participate in European Projects and perform the 

specific work. 

 

The activities of the BILAT-UKRAINA project and other European projects toward UA and 

other third countries should focus on such precisely selected research teams. Such small teams 

(concentrated around a research leader) were identified and will be invited to the Bilat-

Ukraina initiatives (mainly trainings and brokering activities). 
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Beside the information provided by research teams, the work on data collection confirmed the 

willingness of the selected teams to cooperate and participate in the future initiatives (mainly 

in Horizon 2020 projects) which can not be measured by any indicators. 

 

1.3 TARGET AUDIENCE 

The main beneficiaries of the Impact Analysis document are: 

¶ EC (representatives developing and responsible for policies and programmes for 

Ukraine/other countries); 

¶ Owners and developers of EU MS/AC policies (adopted to specific needs). 

 

 

Beside the main target group, the results should also be useful for: 

¶ Project partners/consortium (for planning further activities: training, brokering, search 

for organization/research teams  etc.); 

¶ Public audience (best/good examples should be promoted within dissemination 

activities e.g. Newsletter). 

 

 

2. METHODOLOGY  

 

2.1 INFORMATION SOURCES 

 
The main sources of information for identification of projects were the following:  

¶ ECORYS Database  

¶ CORDIS- performed, financed projects, eCORDA – proposals (submitted/financed) 

 

A search for additional information on active research teams in terms of scientific 

publications was also performed. The main sources of information are the following:  

¶ Publication Database: Web of Knowledge (Thomson Reuters, before ISI)  

¶ SCOPUS (Elsevier) 

 

As a supportive tool for identification of good case projects and active research teams the 

following sources were also used: 

¶ Project results (info and data collected): e.g. BILAT-UKR, ERANIS 

¶ Contacts with UA NCP Network (32 Regional/Thematic Points)  

¶ Own info, sources. 

 

Summary, SWOT and Impact analysis are supported by data information collected. 

in EU-Ukraine projects (BILAT-UKR, INCONet EECA, others): 

¶ INCONet EECA: D4.6.b3 – Analytical Report for strengthening EECA NCPs/NIPs – 

Ukraine 

¶ BILAT UKR*AINA: Policy Brief, Statistics on the number of EU researchers in 

national Ukrainian R&D programmes ( brief description of the situation  with 
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participation of foreign researchers in the Ukrainian national programmes will be 

prepared by STEPS) 

¶ EUROPEAN UNION-UKRAINE, COOPERATION IN SCIENCE, TECHNOLOGY 

AND INNOVATION ROAD MAP OF COOPERATION 2011-2013 

 

Web site: http://archive.bilat-ukr.eu 
 

    2.2 INFORMATION ON THE SELECTED PROJECTS 

 
Detailed info and data on selected project (research teams) necessary for Impact analysis and 

SWOT were collected by means of: 

¶ A questionnaire-based survey developed by the Bilat-Ukraina Partners; 

¶ Cooperation with large organizations (for example: NASU, UA NCP network); 

¶ Own (Bilat Ukraina Partners) contacts. 

 

 

2.3 PROJECTS SELECTION CRITERIA 

 

In order to evaluate the real effects and benefits of project participation, it was decided that 

only projects which were completed after December 2004 and before June 2012 would be 

considered, since projects terminating after June 2012 will not necessarily show the evidence 

of tangible results. 

 

The intention was to select between 18 and 22 projects representing a variety of programmes 

and instruments according to the distribution in the table below. The projects were selected by 

partners involved in the project and were subsequently approved by the Project Management 

Board.  

 

 
Programme 

(theme, area) 
Collaborative projects – CP (+NoE) 

Coordination and 

Support Action – CSA 

FP7 

COOPERATION 

 4 ‘good’ financed Projects of different 

priorities, different types (IP, STREP, 

NoE) and 1 ‘weak case 

2 ‘good’ financed 

projects, 1 ‘weak’ case 

PEOPLE 
2 ‘good’ Projects, 1 ‘weak’ Project  If soft actions exist: 

1good/1weak 

CAPACITIES 
3 ‘good’ Projects, 1 ‘’ Project If soft actions exist: 

1good/1weak 

Other 

programmes 

Intas At least 2 ‘good’ projects 
 

other At least 1 ‘good’ project  

 

In order to cater for lack of response, a total of over 50 projects were initially selected. The 

list of projects may be found in Annex A.The interviews and data collection was performed 

during a period of political turmoil in Ukraine which made the contacts and cooperation 

http://archive.bilat-ukr.eu/
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difficult and in many cases almost impossible (e.g. contacts with Crimea or Eastern Ukraine 

research organizations). 

 

Organizations invited and interviewed expressed different levels of willingness to cooperate 

with Bilat-Ukraina representatives. In some cases serious language barriers were encountered 

and both questionnaire and replies had to be translated However, there are several positive 

examples of good quality projects as well as willingness to cooperate and share the 

information (projects: COCAE, CHERISH, JSO). There are some projects with multiple 

Ukrainian participation (projects: SCUBE-ICT, UP-GRADE BS-SCENE) where more than 

one interview was performed to collect the complete information. 

 

Despite the efforts of Bilat-Ukraina Partners only 22  interviews could be performed. 

Paradoxically most of active teams (in terms of cooperation with Bilat-Ukraina Partners) 

represented CSA-SA (Support Actions) projects and most information derives from this type 

of project. 

 

The list of projects where the required information was obtained can be found in Annex B. 

 

2.4 IMPACT INDICATORS 

 

A number of impact indicators were developed and grouped into three categories as follows: 

 

¶ Research organisation / team activity 

¶ Results of scientific / research activities 

¶ Practical applications 

The table below shows the impact indicators for the various categories. (prepared on the basis 

of parametric evaluation of Polish research organisation, adapted to the parametric 

evaluation of the selected projects, proposal of criteria) 

 

I. Research organisation/team 

activity 

II. Results of 

scientific/research activities 

III.Practical applications 

I.1 Scientific degree received 

by researchers (western 

PhD model) involved in 

the Project (related to 

project’s activity 

II.1 Publication in research 

magazines (Institute for 

Scientific Information 

list: including 

publications in Thomson 

_Reuters database, 

Scopus, CIS and national 

journals) 

III.1 International patent 

achieved (related to 

project’s activities) 

1.the US and 

2.patents in the EU 

countries 

3.patents in Russia and 

CIS 

I.2 Realised contract (project) 

financed by EC  

II.2 Publication in magazine  

reviewed at least at 

country level  

III.2 National patent achieved 

I.3 Realised contract (project) 

financed by other 

international ( foreign) 

II.3 1. monographs  

2. academic textbooks  

III.3 New technologies, 

materials, products, 

systems, services and 

http://pl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Institute_for_Scientific_Information
http://pl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Institute_for_Scientific_Information
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founders 
(Ukrainian, Russian 

language) 

methods  

I.4 Own research project II.4 1. monographs  

2. academic textbooks  

(other than Ukrainian/ 

Russian language) 

III.4 Implementations 

I.5 New 

equipment/infrastructure  

II.5 1. International 

prize/honours 

2 National prize/honours 

III.5 Long term contract with 

other organisation, (RTD 

services) ( number) 

I.6 Age structure ( share of 

young researchers) 

    

 

Assumption: 

Parametric evaluation concerns mainly research and technology development projects 

resulting in tangible scientific/technical effects, project of a “soft” nature (e.g. SSA, CA, 

thematic networks, mobility activities) will be evaluated according to additional criteria 

presented below 

 

A number of additional criteria evaluating the other benefits (ERA development, human 

factor etc.) are proposed and presented below. These criteria will be especially relevant in the 

case of non-research projects (SSA, CA, mobility, thematic networks, partially NoE):  

 

¶ short and long-term mobility of researchers (and postgraduate students) resulting from 

the project;  

¶ training courses established or significantly improved as a follow-up of the project; 

¶ invitation of Ukrainian professors to EU (and vice-versa) to give university lectures; 

¶ substantially increased participation in projects and at scientific conferences caused by 

the EU project (or as result of the project);  

¶ improved access to foreign infrastructure;  

¶ invitation to become a member in  scientific circles (e.g. editorial boards of journals);  

¶ renewal of scientific infrastructure resulting from the project;  

¶ employment  of new scientific and/or managerial personnel resulting from the project;  

¶ improved access to other research team in the partner’s country (and similar) 

¶ other .  

 

2.5  QUESTIONNAIRE 

 

A standard questionnaire was developed addressing the information requirements in 

accordance with the impact indicators described in section 2.4 above. The questionnaire was 

then adapted to the different types of projects according to their specific goals (e.g. R&D 

activities, collaboration enhancement, research infrastructure development, human potential 

development etc.). During the interviews, the discussion was directed toward the most 
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important aspects and benefits of the project to UA organizations and research teams 

involved. 

 

Data on organization/project 

1. Organization Name: 

2. Main profile (activity, market): 

3. Type of Projects Performed (SSA, STREP, IP, NoE?):  

4. Acronym+ Title: 

5. Role (Coordinator, WP leader, Task Leader, partner?): 

6. Researchers involved (leader + key persons, Numbers): Involvement in mainstream of 

the project (short description): 

 

Issues discussed during the interviews: 

 

¶ Research team activity (as a result of project realization) 

a) Scientific degree received by researchers (western PhD model, candidates of sciences, 

doctors of sciences) involved in the Project (related to project’s activity), which are 

somehow related to the project 

b) Next realised contract (project) financed by EC (if any) 

c) Realised contract (project) financed by other international (foreign) founders or joint 

projects, financed on bilateral basis  

d) Own research projects  (all kind, can be performed nationally or internationally)  

e) New equipment/infrastructure 

f) Age structure ( share of young researchers, especially inflow of new researchers)  

g) Other important  achievements/effects (prizes, awards).  

 

¶ Results of scientific/research activities (as a result of realized project) 

a) Publications in research magazines (Institute for Scientific Information list: including 

publications in Thomson _Reuters database, Scopus, Medlab for medical sciences etc.,   

CIS and national journals) 

b) Publications in magazine  reviewed at least at country level 

c) Monographs, academic textbooks (Ukrainian/Russian language): 

d) Monographs, academic textbooks (other than Ukrainian/Russian language): 

e) International prizes/honours 

f) National prize/honours 

g) Other. 

 

¶ Practical applications (as a result of realized project) 

a) International patent achieved (in correlation to project’s activities, in Russia, EC, US) 

and patent applications   

b) National patent and patent applications  

c) New technologies, materials, products, systems, services, methods? 

d) Implementations (applied in business  or governmental sectors ) 

e) Long term contracts with other organizations  (e.g. RTD services), number, short info 

http://pl.wikipedia.org/wiki/Institute_for_Scientific_Information
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In parallel to research and application/services benefits other aspects are also considered 

 (especially in case of SSA/CA projects):  

a) short and long-term mobility of researchers (and postgraduate students) resulting from 

the project;  

b) training courses established or significantly improved as a follow-up of the project; 

c) invitation of Ukrainian professors to EU (and vice-versa) to give university lectures; 

substantially increased participation in projects and at scientific conferences caused by 

the EU project (or as result of the project);  

d) Contacts/agreements with foreign organizations (universities / research  institutes / 

companies) 

e) Other.  

  



BILAT-UKR*AINA - 311839  

       Page 12 of 33 

3. IMPACT ANALYSIS 

3.1 ANALYSIS OF UKRAINIAN PARTICIPATION IN FP7 

Figure 3.1 below gives an overview of Ukrainian participation in FP7. 

 

The largest number of Ukrainian participants in the proposals (208 submitted applications) 

can be found in the PEOPLE Programme (Marie Curie Actions). In the thematic area 

Cooperation, the highest number of proposals (114) were submitted in the priority ENV - 

Environment Including Climate Change. This was followed by KBBE - Food, Agriculture, 

and Biotechnology (81), SSH - Socio-economic Sciences and Humanities (74) and TPT - 

Transport (including Aeronautics) (69).  

 

 

 
Fig. 3.1 Number of Ukrainian participants by theme priority 

 

The largest number of projects selected for funding were once again in the PEOPLE 

Programme  (64 selected participants) followed by the priority ENV (21 selected 

participants). Another good area was INFRA - Research Infrastructures with 15 players 

selected for funding.  

 

Success rate measured by the number of proposals selected for funding compared to the 

number submitted is the highest (68,2%) for the priority INFRA and 30% or more for the 

PEOPLE Programme (30,8%) and for following priorities: REGIONS - Regions of 

Knowledge (50%), SiS - Science in Society (42,9), Fission - Nuclear Fission and Radiation 

Protection (60%). However, the share of these last three in the total number of teams from 

Ukraine is almost negligible. 

  

The overall success rate for Ukraine (20.6%) is slightly lower than the average for the whole 

of FP7 (22.2%) but is higher than that the average of the new EU member states (18.6%). 

 

Figure 3.2 shows the pattern of participation of Ukrainian partners in FP7 across the different 

sub-programmes and thematic areas, and the corresponding pattern for FP7 as a whole. 
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Ukraine has an above average participation in  PEOPLE, ENV - Environment (Including 

Climate Change), TPT - Transport (including Aeronautics) KBBE - Food, Agriculture, and 

Biotechnology, SSH - Socio-economic Sciences and Humanities, Energy, INCO - Activities 

of International Cooperation and SPA – Space.  

 

 
 

Fig 3.2  The structure of Ukraine’s participation by priorities 

 

In contrast, Ukraine scores below average in ICT - Information and Communication 

Technologies, SME - Research for the benefit of SMEs and HEALTH. Particularly for ICT, 

this difference is very large - only 5.2% of a total of 941 Ukrainian teams have been entered 

for the ICT calls, while across the FP7 ICT participation is 22,4%. 

 

Figure 3.3 shows a comparison of the intensity ratio of success and intensity of participation 

in submitted proposals.  An indicator of the quantity (intensity of participation) and the 

quality of project proposals in specific research themes serves as assessment of Ukraine in 

FP7. Both of these indicators are used for each research theme to produce a participation 

index and success index for Ukrainian project. 

  

The participation index is produced by comparing the proportion of Ukrainian project 

proposals in a given research theme with the proportion of proposals in relation to that 

research theme for other participating countries. The greater the Ukraine participation, the 

higher this index value will be. An index value below 1 means that the rate of Ukraine 

participation is below average; a value of 1 means an average rate of Ukraine participation; a 

value over 1 means a higher than average rate of Ukraine participation.  

The success index reflects the relationship between the success rate of Ukraine project 

proposals and the average success rate of all project proposals submitted for a given research 

theme. The success index behaves analogously to the participation index: the higher the 
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success rate of Ukraine project proposals, the higher the success index value. A value of 1 

corresponds to an average success rate in all countries. The size of the circle is proportional to 

the amount of EC funding for the Ukrainian FP7 participants. 

 

The chart shows that Ukraine's success rate of project proposals in a few areas is above the 

average (horizontal line near the value 1).  Moreover, we find that only PEOPLE and 

FISSION  programmes are high both in terms of participation and the quality of project 

proposals.  

 

 
Fig. 3.3 Intensity of FP7 participation and success ratio by specific programme 

 

In addition, very few research themes fall in the lower left quadrant of the chart. This 

indicates that a low rate of participation in a given research theme generally accompanies a 

low success rate, especially for the programme ERC and themes SME and HEALTH. 

Similarly, but in a less negative level to locate NMP and SEC themes. 

 

The INCO, SPA, ENERGY, TPT, SSH, ENV and KBBE theme they are located in the lower 

right quadrant of the chart. This indicates that a high rate of participation in a given research 

theme generally accompanies a low success rate. Particularly INCO with high participation 

remains with low success. 

The research themes found in the upper left quadrant of the chart show a high success rate but 

a relatively low rate of participation. This shows that there is a potential for more funding 

opportunities, especially for SiS and INFRA. 
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3.2 SHARE OF UKRAINIAN GRANTS IN ALL FP7  

 

The structure of the participation of Ukrainian teams funded in FP7 in the total number of 

units is shown in Figure 3.4 

 

 

Fig 3.4 Share of granted Ukrainian participants in all FP7 

 

 One should note the very high level participation of Ukraine partners in INCO projects, 

together with above average participation in SPA - Space and INFRA - Research 

Infrastructures. The proper measure reflecting the dynamics of the Ukrainian participation in 

FP7 is to compare the number of research teams from the UA to the total number of teams in 

FP7. The Ukraine's participation in the total number of research teams in funded FP7 projects 

is 0.18%.  Changes in this indicator, on a quarterly basis, are shown in Figure 3.5. It is easy to 

observe the unevenness of the UA, ranging from 0.11% in the first half of 2008 (ie at the start 

of FP7) to 0.45% in first half of 2009.  
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Fig. 3.5 Relative number of participants in signed contracts 

 

3.3  WORLD RANKING POSITION OF UKRAINIAN SCIENCE  

To determine the overall status of the Ukrainian science system the Scopus bibliographic 

database was used for the development of the SJR2 indicator. Scopus is the world’s largest 

scientific database if the period 2000–2012 is considered, and it covers most of the journals 

included in the Thomson Reuters Web of Science. 

The SCImago Journal & Country Rank is a portal (www.scimagojr.com) that includes the 

journals and country scientific indicators developed from the information contained in the 

Scopus® database (Elsevier B.V.). These indicators can be used to assess and analyze 

scientific domains. 

3.3.1 Scientific Publications 

While the number of Ukrainian scientific publications showed a consistent annual increase 

over the period 1996 – 2012, it failed to keep up with scientific output both in the Eastern 

European Region as well as on a global scale. The biggest decline took place over the period 

1996 – 2010, with Ukraine regaining some lost ground in 2011 and 2012. As a result, the 

position of Ukrainian scholars in the world rankings fell from position 27 in 1996 to position 

45 in 2012.  

The share of Ukrainian publications in the World global number of publications and 

publication in East Europe Region during the period 1996-2012 is presented in Table 3.1. 

Table 3.1  

 1996 2001 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 

Documents 5.512 6.39 6.405 6.527 6.931 6.743 7.033 7.919 8.655 

% Region 7,97 8,37 6,23 5,98 5,76 5,26 5,20 5,43 5,91 

http://www.scimagojr.com/
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% World 0,48 0,48 0,34 0,33 0,34 0,31 0,31 0,33 0,36 

East Europe Region: Russian Federation, Poland, Czech Republic, Hungary, Ukraine, Romania, Croatia, Slovakia, Slovenia, 

Bulgaria, Lithuania, Serbia, Belarus, Estonia, Armenia, Latvia, Azerbaijan, Georgia, Macedonia, Bosnia and Herzegovina, 

Moldova, Albania, Montenegro 

In regional ranking Ukraine is located in fifth place after Russian Federation, Poland, Czech 

Republic and Hungary. 

 

3.3.2 Academic Institutions 

Scimago also shows the ranking of academic institutions at a national, regional and global 

level based on the number of scientific publications. The data for the top 24 Ukrainian 

institutions over the period 2008 – 2012 is shown in Table 3.2. While not directly related, the 

data provides a good starting point for analyzing the impact of FP7.  The period covered by 

the statistics almost coincides with the time of action in FP7.  

It is worth noting that the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine (NASU)  with 19,884 

publications accounts for 53% of all publications by Ukrainian institutions. Some NASU 

institutes are listed in the ranking as independent institutions. 
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Table 3.2 SCImago ranking of research institutions 

 

WR RR CR Organization O % IC NI %Q1 Spec %Exc %Lead %EwL 

120 5 1 
National Academy of Sciences of 
Ukraine*       

19,884 42.18 0.57 21.22 0.79 4.36 69.03 1.39 

1113 58 2 
Taras Shevchenko National 

University of Kyiv       
2,910 38.56 0.47 16.7 0.83 3.84 60.1 1.17 

1687 105 3 
V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National 
University       

1,575 39.94 0.55 21.84 0.87 3.68 64.25 1.2 

1894 139 4 
 O. Ya. Usikov Institute for Radio 

Physics and Electronics NASU (sub)       
1,281 32.79 0.49 12.1 0.92 5.04 77.91 1.93 

1947 149 5 
National Science Center Kharkov 
Institute of Physics and Technology 

NASU (sub)       

1,221 47.67 1.06 25.63 0.97 10.63 58.72 0.71 

1986 156 6 
Ivan Franko National University of 

Lviv       
1,169 52.87 0.42 22.07 0.87 2.58 60.05 0.89 

2012 160 7 
V. Ye. Lashkaryov Institute of 

Semiconductor Physics NASU (sub)       
1,133 58.61 0.71 32.83 0.93 6.93 55.96 2.94 

2032 165 8 
 National Technical University of 
Ukraine - Kyiv Polytechnic Institute       

1,112 26.62 0.31 7.46 0.87 1.55 70.59 0.47 

2041 167 9 Lviv Polytechnic National University       1,099 29.3 0.37 7.73 0.88 0.63 75.43 0.21 

2085 178 10 

 B.Verkin Institute for Low 

Temperature Physics and Engineering 
NASU (sub)        

1,050 55.52 0.6 23.14 0.93 2.31 69.9 1.06 

2167 195 11 
Frantsevich Institute for Problems of 

Materials Science NASU (sub)       
953 47.11 0.72 28.75 0.96 6.55 57.71 2.25 

2196 202 12 Institute of Physics NASU (sub)      917 56.92 0.6 31.3 0.92 4.62 54.85 1.39 

2320 235 13 
Bogolyubov Institute for Theoretical 
Physics NASU (sub)  

779 57.51 1.06 36.2 0.96 10.81 56.1 3.13 

2424 257 14 
Kharkov National University of 

Radio Electronics      
665 25.86 0.27 5.56 0.93 1.97 81.35 0.39 

2428 259 15 
S. P. Timoshenko Institute of 
Mechanics NASU (sub)   

657 9.89 0.62 5.48 0.99 2.61 89.04 1.84 

2462 265 16 Chernivci State University      621 22.54 0.44 7.09 0.93 2.76 80.03 1.73 

2476 268 17 
Institute for Single Crystals NASU 

(sub)      
606 32.84 0.82 19.14 0.93 5.19 43.23 1.61 

2485 272 18 
Institute of Nuclear Research NASU 

(sub)      
597 55.28 0.8 26.97 0.96 6.22 51.93 1.55 

2517 284 19 
G. V. Kurdyumov Institute for Metal 
Physics NASU (sub)    

564 53.9 0.72 30.5 0.95 4.79 47.87 1.84 

2521 286 20 Institute of Organic Chemistry NASU 

(sub)      

560 34.46 0.49 17.14 0.95 3.79 46.25 0.72 

2555 302 21 Institute of Mathematics NASU (sub)      524 34.92 0.43 20.42 0.96 3.28 73.47 1.73 

2643 321 22 H. V. Karpenko Physico-Mechanical 

Institute NASU (sub)    

424 27.59 0.46 10.61 0.96 4.12 81.6 1.1 

2655 323 23 National Technical University - 

Kharkiv Polytechnic Institute      

409 36.19 0.53 18.58 0.92 5.08 61.86 1.41 

2682 329 24 Institute of Molecular Biology and 
Genetics NASU (sub)    

374 53.21 0.57 29.41 0.91 4.1 55.88 1.64 

 

SCImago. (2007). SJR — SCImago Journal & Country Rank. 

Retrieved April, 2014, from http://www.scimagojr.com 

 

http://www.scimagojr.com/
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WR Position of the organization in the World, taking into account the value of the total 

number of published documents by which the list has been sorted.  

RR Position of the organization in the East Europe context,  

CR Position of the organization in the national context,  

OrganizationOfficial name of the organization. 

O. Output Total number of documents published in scholarly journals indexed in Scopus 

% IC. International Collaboration  Institution's output ratio produced in collaboration 

with foreign institutions. The values are computed by analyzing an institution's output whose 

affiliations include more than one country address  

NI. Normalized Impact Normalized Impact is computed using the methodology 

established by the Karolinska Intitutet in Sweden where it is named "Item oriented field 

normalized citation score average". The normalization of the citation values is done on an 

individual article level. The values (in %) show the relationship between an institution's 

average scientific impact and the world average set to a score of 1, --i.e. a NI score of 0.8 

means the institution is cited 20% below world average and 1.3 means the institution is cited 

30% above average  

% Q1. High Quality Publications  Ratio of publications that an institution publishes in the 

most influential scholarly journals of the world, those ranked in the first quartile (25%) in 

their categories as ordered by SCImago Journal Rank (SJRII) indicator  

Spec. Specialization Index  The Specialization Index indicates the extent of thematic 

concentration /dispersion of an institution’s scientific output. Values range between 0 and 1, 

indicating generalist vs. specialized institutions respectively. This indicator is computed 

according to the Gini Index used in Economy.  In this indicator, when the value is 0 it means 

that the data are not sufficient to calculate. 

% Exc. Excellence Rate  Excellence rate indicates the amount (in %) of an institution’s 

scientific output that is included into the set of the 10% of the most cited papers in their 

respective scientific fields. It is a measure of high quality output of research institutions.  

% Lead. Scientific Leadership  Leadership indicates an institution’s “output as main 

contributor”, that is the number of papers in which the corresponding author belongs to the 

institution  

% EwL. Excellence with Leadership  Excellence with Leadership indicates the amount of 

documents in the Excellence rate in which the institution is the main contributor.  
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3.4 MOST IMPORTANT UKRAINIAN RESEARCH ORGANIZATIONS  

 (FP PARTICIPATION) 

According to the CORDA database, 378 Ukrainian entities were involved in proposals submitted 

under FP7. A number of entities were involved in more than one proposal, leading to a total of 

945 instances where Ukrainian entities were involved in proposals. The following table lists the 

25 most active Ukrainian institutions. 

 

Table 3.3  Most important participants 

FP7 SIR 
Institution 

Town Submitted Funded 
Success 

rate 

1 1 National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine * Kiev 313 71 22.7% 

2 
 

Marine Hydrophysical Institute NASU Sevastopol 20 9 45.0% 

3 2 Kiev National Taras Shevchenko University Kiev 32 5 15.6% 

4 
 

Odessa I.I. Mechnikov National Univesity Odessa 16 5 31.3% 

5 
 

A.O. Kovalevskiy Institute of Biology of the Southern 

Seas 
Sevastopol 12 5 41.7% 

6 
 

Main Astronomical Observatory NASU Kiev 8 5 62.5% 

7 
 

National Information Centre for Ukraine-EU S&T 

Cooperation at Kyiv  
Kiev 6 5 83.3% 

8 
 

National Aerospace University “Kharkiv Aviation 

Institute”  
Kharkiv 32 4 12.5% 

9 9 Lviv Polytechnic National University Lviv 21 4 19.0% 

10 
 

National Agricultural University of Ukraine Kiev 11 4 36.4% 

11 4 
A. Usikov Institute of Radiophysics and Electronics, 

NASU 
Kharkiv 7 4 57.1% 

12 
 

Kiev National University of Technologies and Design Kiev 6 4 66.7% 

13 8 National Technical University of Ukraine Kiev 15 3 20.0% 

14 7 
V.Lashkaryov Institute of Semiconductor Physics 

NASU 
Kiev 14 3 21.4% 

15 3 V. N. Karazin Kharkiv National University Kharkiv 11 3 27.3% 

16 12 Institute of Physics NASU Kiev 9 3 33.3% 

16 
 

Institute of Biology of Southern Seas NASU Sevastopol 9 3 33.3% 

16 
 

Institute for Condensed Matter Physics NASU Lviv 9 3 33.3% 

19 
 

Ukrainian Scientific and Research Institute of 

Ecological Problems 
Kharkiv 5 3 60.0% 

20 24 Institute of Molecular Biology  and Genetics NASU Kiev 12 2 16.7% 

21  State Design Office Yuzhnoye Dnieprop. 10 2 20.0% 

22  R.E.Kavetsky Institute of Experimental 

Pathology,Oncology and Radiobiology 

Kiev 8 2 25.0% 

23  Ternopil National Economic University Ternopil 7 2 28.6% 

24  National Aviation University Kiev 6 2 33.3% 

24  V. Bakul Institute for Superhard Materials NASU Kiev 6 2 33.3% 

37 11 Frantsevich Institute for Problems of Materials Science 

NASU 

Kiev 12 1 8.3% 
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40 23 National Technical University "Kharkiv Polytechnic 

Institute" 

Kharkiv 9 1 11.1% 

48 19 G.V.Kurdyumov Institute for Metal Physics NASU Kiev 6 1 16.7% 

50 10 B. Verkin Institute for Low Temperature Physics and  

Engineering NASU 

Kharkiv 5 1 20.0% 

52 21 Institute of Mathematics of the NASU Kiev 4 1 25.0% 

55 5 National Science Center "Kharkiv Institute of Physics 

and Technology"  NASU 

Kharkiv 3 1 33.3% 

55 16 Chernivtsi Yuriy Fedkovych National University Chernivtsi 3 1 33.3% 

66 13 Bogolyubov Institute for Theoretical Physics Kiev 2 1 50.0% 

66 20 Institute of Organic Chemistry NASU Kiev 2 1 50.0% 

125 6 Ivan Franko National University of Lviv Lviv 8   

136 14 Kharkiv National University of Radio-elecronics Kharkiv 3   

152 17 SSI Institute for Single Crystals of the NAS of Ukraine Kharkiv 2   

189 22 Karpenko Physico-Mechanical Institute NASU Kiev 1   

Source:  statement of the authors,  

 

FP7 – Position of the organization in the World, taking into account the value of the total 

number of published documents by which the list has been sorted 

SIR – Position of the organization in SCImago ranking in the national context (see Table 3.1) 

Institution –  Official name of the organization  

Submitted. – Number of FP7 proposals submitted to FP7 calls with institution as a partner 

Funded – Number of FP7 contracted projects with institution as a partner 

Success rate. – Success ratio measured as funded projects in relation to proposals submitted. 

 

 

3.5 SUMMARY OF INTERVIEWS RESULTS  

This section summarizes the findings of the interviews conducted in this study in terms of the 

impact indicators identified in a previous section such as scientific publications, research 

infrastructure development, applications and patents, foreign organizations contacts, relation 

enhancement and common initiatives, other aspects (results, benefits). 

 

a) Publications 

 

Selected projects (mainly Collaborative + research SICA projects)  were surveyed in 

concern of international, national publications as well as monographs as a result of 

performed activities, there are a some positive results in that concern: 

COCAE presents more than 50 international publications, more than 10 country level 

CHERISH: 3 international, 2 country level publications 

BEE: 2 international, 1 national publications 

UP-GRADE BS-SCENE: 3 international, no national publications 

AFFECTS: no international, 5 country level publications 
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COMETH: no publications 

 

There are no monographs (academic text-books) in the surveyed projects 

 

b) Research infrastructure 

 

Only two projects (TIGJET and CHERISH) involved the purchase and use of research 

infrastructure. Purchase of computers and office software was not considered as 

research infrastructure development. 

 

c) Applications and patents 

Only COCAE projects presents 2 national level patents (Ukrainian, Lithuanian), the 

project’s results were applied by ANSeeN (Japanese company) 

 

There are some positive results regarding the practical applications and use by the 

industry or final user:  

 

SCUBE-ICT :New technologies are developed on use of social networks for 

promoting information about the project. Analytical materials on ICT development in 

Ukraine prepared and sent to public administration offices 

 UP-GRADE BS-SCENE: Advanced European technologies and standards for 

constructing distributed databases and metadata about the condition of marine 

environment, and advanced methods and tools for data quality 

TIGJET: Hybrid organic-inorganic dual curable sol-gel inkjet inks with in-situ 

formed gold metal nano-particles for printing on glass, ceramic, metal surfaces with 

superior adhesion in highly humid environment and increased UV-light fastness 

applicable on wide format inkjet printers. 

UP-GRADE BS-SCENE: New technology of data collection and processing 

 

d) Cooperation with foreign organizations 

 

Many projects present the participation in the events (conferences, trainings) 

organized as their activities, concerning long term contracts on cooperation (beyond 

the project activity) only COCAE project presents the bilateral agreement with 

Shizuoka University (Japan), the cooperation was initiated within COCAE project 

and is being cultivated. 

TIGJET resulted in study visit and further employment (after the project) at the 

premises of German partner (Tiger Coatings GmbH), 

CHERISH presents the series of study visits during the project lifetime with plans of 

further cooperation (agreement between project partners) 

 

e) Other results and benefits 

 

All projects and research teams interviewed stressed the intangible benefits of 

participation in FP and other international projects, among the most important are: 
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- Chance of international cooperation 

- Gain of new know-how by sharing of knowledge and experience with the project 

partners 

- Study visits, trainings and conference participation (international environment) 

- Possibility to cooperate with industrial (also SMEs) partners – general problem in 

Ukraine 

- Strengthening the position of active organizations and researches which would not 

be possible without the international projects participation 

Other aspects (specific to project and organization), all organizations expressed the 

positive summary of their participation despite some problems like: specific 

administrative and financial rules, specificity of international cooperation in some 

cases visa or language barriers.  

 

4. ACTIVE RESEARCH TEAMS REPRESENTING THE BEST OF THE 

SELECTED PROJECTS 

 
Regarding the cooperation with the selected projects and their research teams, results of the 

projects and quality of information prepared there are some positive examples: 

 

1. COCAE (Cooperation across Europe for Cd(Zn)Te based security instruments) 

developing the technologies for nuclear radiation detection and its target outcome is a 

portable instrument identifying the radioactive source. Project results were positive 

and correspond to most of analyzed aspects of the Impact analysis, the information 

delivered was sufficient and complex, cooperation with V.E. Lashkaryov Institute of 

Semiconductor Physics (Ph. D. Volodymyr Gnatyuk) was very positive and 

impressive. Research team representing the COCAE project will be invited to further 

Bilat-Ukraina activities. 

 

2. CHERISH (Improving Diagnoses of Mental Retardation in Children in  Central 

Eastern Europe and Central Asia  through Genetic Characterization and 

Bioinformatics/-Statistics) 

The main objective of CHERISH was the improvement in the genetic diagnosis of 

patients with mental retardation thereby providing an immediate benefit of clarifying 

the risk of recurrence in affected families, aiming at a better understanding of basic 

pathogenic mechanisms causing mental retardation will help researchers develop new 

therapies.  

The results were very good and information received correspond to the analyzed 

issues, 

CHERISH evidence the cooperation beyond the project and plans for further activities 

The project was represented by Institute of Molecular Biology and Genetics of the 

National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine (IMBG) Department of Human Genomics 

(Prof. Ludmila A. Livshits -Team Leader), the whole team will be involved and 

benefit of further Bilat-Ukraina activities. 

 

3. UP-GRADE BS-SCENE (Up-Grade Black Sea Scientific Network) project aimed to 

establish a Black Sea Scientific Network of leading environmental and socio-

economic research institutes, universities and NGO’s from the countries around the 
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Black Sea and to develop a virtual data and information infrastructure that were 

popularized and maintained by these organisations to improve the identification, 

access, exchange, quality indication and use of their data and information about the 

Black Sea. 

The information presented proved the considerable role of the project especially in the 

Black Sea area (9 Ukrainian partners, 49 in total), the research team was a part of 

Odessa National University team (Vladimir Medinets-Team Leader), despite the 

political difficulties research team from Odessa National University should be 

involved in the Bilat-Ukraina activities.  

 

Representatives of other projects should also be considered in specific Bilat-Ukraina activites 

such as webinars, in-house trainings or summer school, problems encountered at projects 

realization should be considered while planning the specific activities.  

 

 

5. SWOT ANALYSIS 

 
Strengths 

- “islands” of activity: some very active institutes/research teams, some support 

(brokering + contacts, training) needed for positive and efficient development  

- Willingness to cooperate at international (European) level (selected research teams) 

- Some positive experience and know-how (participation in projects and concrete 

activities since INTAS/FP5) 

- Support of active NCP network, cooperation within European projects (JSO, Bilat-

UKRAINA)-concrete offer to Ukrainian researchers 

 

Weaknesses  

 

- Very “uneven” level of interest of participation in international projects (Horizon 

2020) 

- Dispersed research potential, still no successful integrating activities like thematic 

networks, platforms (initial stage of networking activities development- far below the 

European average) 

- No national (domestic) networking and potential building mechanisms (thematic or 

regional networks, national platforms, cooperation groups) 

- Lack of cooperation mechanisms (experience, practice, standards) between research 

and industry (research performed mainly in state institutes), important especially in 

regard to Horizon 2020 specificity 

- Political instability striking mainly at the regional cooperation (difficult to predict and 

plan the activities for Eastern Ukraine with relatively large potential in regard of 

Horizon 2020 participation) 

- Relatively low position in world ranking  and decreasing in scientific publications 

(section 3.3) 
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Opportunities 

 

- Start of Horizon 2020 (initial stage of the Programme), activities foreseen within 

Bilat-Ukraina aim directly at project participation enhancement 

- Efficient promotion of good Ukrainian practices and active research teams 

- Political instability can be a chance to start efficient cooperation with Europe (at high 

political level as well and practical between concrete research organizations, there is 

such will in case of some Polish institutes) 

 

Threats 

 

- Uncertainty of political situation scenarios 

- Instability in terms of financial Ukrainian state condition influencing directly the 

research institutions in UA 

- Potential regional cooperation problems decreasing the Ukrainian research potential 

and strength 

 

Very dynamic political changes and June-July 2014 development relationships between EU-

UA present a chance for the fruitful cooperation in the next months and years especially in the 

selected research sectors (for example: nano-materials, bio-technologies and others). 

Relatively low position in the world ranking (description in section 3.3) presents the demand 

of openness and enhancement of the cooperation with EU especially in the selected (most 

promising) areas.   

 

6. SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

 

The information gathered and analysed in the impact analysis gives a mixed picture of the 

performance of Ukraine in research and innovation which is summarized below: 

 

1. Ukrainian organizations registered a good level of participation in FP7, with above-

average participation in the People programme, Environment, Transport, KBBE, SSH, 

Energy, INCO and Space. In contrast, Ukraine scored below average in ICT, Research 

for the benefit of SMEs and Health. Participation in the ICT thematic area was very 

disappointing, with only 5.2% of Ukrainian teams participating in this area compared 

to a global FP7 average of 22.4%. 

2. The overall success rate for Ukraine (20.6%) in FP7 is slightly lower than the global 

FP7 average (22.2%) but is higher than that the average of the new EU member states 

(18.6%). 

3. The number of Ukrainian scientific publications showed a consistent annual increase 

over the period 1996 – 2012, but failed to keep up with scientific output both in the 

Eastern European Region as well as on a global scale. The biggest decline took place 
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over the period 1996 – 2010, with Ukraine regaining some lost ground in 2011 and 

2012. As a result, the position of Ukrainian scholars in the world rankings fell from 

position 27 in 1996 to position 45 in 2012.  

4. Despite a good level of participation in FP7, there were limited results in terms of 

patents, applications and industrial use of research results 

 

 

 

 

7. RECOMMENDATIONS 

 

Based on the findings of the impact analysis, the following recommendations are being made: 

 

1. Assessment mechanism for research performers. 

There is a need to establish a national procedure and methodology for the systematic 

assessment of the performance of the Ukrainian research institutions. Such a 

mechanism constitutes a crucial element in the development of an efficient STI system 

in the Ukraine, and would facilitate the introduction of performance-based national 

funding thus making the most of public research funding. 

Similar assessment methodologies exist in a number of EU countries, and the Ukraine 

could benefit from their knowledge and experience in the development and 

implementation of such assessment systems. It is recommended that pilot 

benchmarking exercises should be conducted in some Ukrainian institution based on 

the methodology and expertise developed in EU countries.  

2. Networking of research performers 

Ukraine suffers from a lack of national mechanisms and practices of networking 

which hinders the promotion and development of the best research teams and projects. 

There is a need for the introduction of such mechanisms and the introduction of 

appropriate funding to support networking activities. 

3. Industry-academia research cooperation 

Specific instruments aimed at transferring industry-academia cooperation good 

practice should be established in the form of national or international projects 

dedicated mainly to active research organizations. Such mechanisms were already 

financed and promoted through, for example, Centres and Networks of Excellence, 

Thematic Networks, Technology Platforms and Structural Funds (especially in New 

EU countries).  
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4. Centres of Excellence and National Technology Platforms 

Funding is required for the development of Centres of Excellence in the Ukraine. Such 

a mechanism was successfully used in Poland and the most active Centres of 

Excellence became the seed organizations of National Technology Platforms and 

initiators of several research-industry cooperation (e.g. Aviation Valley). Financing 

dedicated to this objective caused an avalanche effect. Such mechanisms can be 

transferred and adapted to the specific conditions in the Ukraine. 

5. Focus on priority areas 

It is recommended that all efforts and funding should be focused on the selected areas 

and active research teams in the light of optimal correlation to Horizon 2020 

specificity (research and innovation areas, Key Enabling Technologies KET). 

6. Additional support mechanisms 

The Bilat-Ukraina project includes the organization of support activities such as 

webinars, in-house training, summer-schools, etc, but they are focused mainly on 

Horizon 2020 and do not provide the full range of support requirements. Additional 

support measures such as market-oriented practices, international cooperation and 

creation of sustainable international industry-academia relations are also required. 

7. Private sector involvement in policy dialogue 

The private sector should have greater involvement in the STI dialogue process in 

order to better identify their needs and expectations and also to stimulate increased 

industry-academia networking. Involving the most active industrial players in the 

industry-academia dialogue and fora would be an important step towards increasing 

industry engagement in research activities within the Ukraine and also in international 

research cooperation. Such involvement would create for the private sector the 

possibility to present their needs and expectations towards the academic sector and 

also to get information on the capabilities of the Ukrainian research institutions. In a 

longer perspective such involvement of the private sector in the research landscape 

can further stimulate the interest of industry into the research activities by providing 

them with a broader view of the research landscape and trends. 

8. Review of existing support structures 

It is proposed to review, assess and advance the existing support structures for 

international cooperation development in Ukraine. In order to make the best use of 

European and international cooperation, the information and sound knowledge 

accumulated in well-organized support structures is an important success factor. A 

well-established system of National Contact Points existing in some Member States is 

clearly an efficient tool towards this aim. The CSA project financed by the European 

Commission within Framework Programmes, both the INCO-NET scheme (INCO-

NET EECA and INCO-NET-EaP projects) and BILAT scheme, are efficient tools to 

foster the mutual learning in Ukrainian institutions and also to strengthen the process 

of capacity building of the Ukrainian Information Points. 
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9. NCP focus on most promising organizations 

Taking into account the specific and difficult political and economic situation of Ukraine, 

NCPs should concentrate their efforts on research institutions and companies (both SMEs 

and large industry) with the willingness and potential to cooperate with European 

organizations in EU funded projects as well as on the business terms. The relevant 

selection will enable the effective concentration of efforts on the promising research 

groups. The information prepared within the Impact Analysis presents a preliminary list of 

the most active and promising organizations, but there are  still many organizations that 

must identified and contacted). 

10. NCP activities 

The NCP network has an important role to play in promoting Ukrainian participation in 

UE Framework Program. Besides the standard activities (dissemination of information on 

calls and events) NCPs should also be involved in local and international activities 

supporting the Ukrainian research and technology development activities. There are 

several positive and successful examples of Polish NCP activities, for example 

involvement in National Technology Platforms establishment and development, support to 

regional development in terms of research activities promotion and implementation. 

Standard NCP activities combined with regional and sectorial activities will result in 

networking of Ukrainian organizations within the thematic areas (especially ones with 

evident potential for example: nano-materials). 

The NCPs should concentrate on the following activities at present and in the next few 

years: 

¶ efficient networking with a focus on topics with high potential (enabling the 

establishment the National Technology Platforms, effective participation in 

European technology Platforms); 

¶ Presentation of methods and good practices of promotion dedicated to 

Ukrainian organizations as well as small research terms and single researchers 

(active use of  Partner Search tools, effective participation in brokering events 

etc.); 

¶ Current review of information (Horizon 2020, UE Programmes) on events and 

“Partner Search” mechanisms (web portals and data bases) and forward to 

interested organizations (especially most active in the selected area). 

In parallel to core NCP activities, the following supportive services should also be 

provided:  

¶ Search for regional cooperation programmes which enhance the cooperation 

between regions and have the potential also for educational and research 

relationships enhancement. 

¶ Bilateral conferences dedicated to cooperation between selected research 

organizations and companies localized in the specific country or region, 

focusing on selected research topics depending on the potential of that region. 
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Examples of such activity include “Days of Research and Technology, Poland-

East” dedicated mainly to Ukraine, Belarus and other post-soviet researchers 

and specialists in the selected areas: Health, ICT, Environment, NMP, Trans-

regional co-operation, and International Forum on Innovative Technologies for 

Medicine “ITMED”. Both events are held annually in Bialystok (Poland)  

¶ Search for programmes and calls dedicated to the cooperation with the selected 

countries/regions, one of the example: “Polish Aid” call of Polish Ministry of 

Foreign Affairs, open annually, supporting several spheres of mutual benefits 

(local, regional administration, environment protection, energy efficiency, 

educational and students cooperation etc.)  between Poland and several 

selected countries (Ukraine has the largest budget in the group post-soviet 

countries)  

¶ Other activities and initiatives (NCPs should be free to decide whether to 

initiate or join the selected ones). 
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ANNEX A: LIST OF SELECTED PROJECTS 

 
Collaborative projects (7FP): 

Only Small & Medium Size Research Projects were qualified (Large Scale Integrating 

projects are still running) 

COCAE: Cooperation across Europe for Cd(Zn)Te based Security Instruments (FP7-SEC-

2007-1) 

COMETH: Coal mine methane – new solutions for use of CMM- reduction of GHG 

emissions (FP7-ENERGY-2007-2-TREN) 

GAGARIN: GAlileo-Glonass Advanced Receiver Integration (FP7-GALILEO-2007-GSA-1) 

MYOCEN: Development and pre-operational validation of upgraded GMES Marine Core 

Services and capabilities (FP7-SPACE-2007-1) 

AFFECT: Advanced Forecast For Ensuring Communications Through Space (FP7-SPACE-

2010-1) 

 

SICAs projects (7FP) 

BEE: Biomass Energy Europe (FP7-ENERGY-2007-1-RTD) 

BASEFOOD: Sustainable exploitation of bioactive components from the Black Sea Area 

traditional foods (FP7-KBBE-2008-2B) 

ENVIROGRIDS: Building Capacity for a Black Sea Catchment Observation and Assessment 

System supporting Sustainable Development (FP7-ENV-2008-1) 

CHERISH: Improving Diagnoses of Mental Retardation in Children in  Central Eastern 

Europe and Central Asia  through Genetic Characterisation and Bioinformatics/-Statistics 

(FP7-HEALTH-2007-B) 

HITT-2008: Health in Times of Transition: Trends in Population Health and Health Policies 

in CIS Countries (FP7-HEALTH-2007-B) 

 

 

CSA-SA projects (FP7) 

SCUBE-ICT: Strategic Cooperation between Ukraine, Belarus and EU in Information and 

Communication Technologies (FP7-ICT-2007-3) 

AERO-UKRAINE: Stimulating Ukraine – EU Aeronautics Research Cooperation (FP7-AAT-

2008-RTD-1) 

MONDILEX: Conceptual Modelling of Networking of Centres for High-Quality Research in 

Slavic Lexicography and Their Digital Resources (FP7-INFRASTRUCTURES-2007-1) 

COMBIOM: Enhancement of cooperation between EU and Ukraine in molecular biomedicine  

HITT-2008: Health in times of transition: trends in population health and health policies in 

CIS countries  

 

CSA-CA projects (FP7) 

PESI: A Pan-European Species-directories Infrastructure (FP7-INFRASTRUCTURES-2007-

2) 
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IN2WOOD: FOREST Clusters Development and Implementation Measures of a 6-Region 

Strategic Joint Action Plan for Knowledge-based Regional Innovation (FP7-REGIONS-2009-

1) 

 

MCurie Actions (FP7) 

COMON: COmpact MOdelling Network (FP7-PEOPLE-2007-3-1-IAPP) 

PAGALINNET: Parallel Grid-aware Library for Neural Networks Training (FP7-PEOPLE-

2007-4-2-IIF) 

TIGJET: Development of sol-gel inkjet inks for printing on glass substrates for architectural 

applications (FP7-PEOPLE-IIF-2008) 

 

Capacities (SME, Infrastructures, 7FP) 

INTHEAT: Intensified Heat Transfer Technologies for Enhanced Heat Recovery (FP7-SME-

2010-1) 

SHIP INSPECTOR: Detection of Safety Critical Cracks and Corrosion in Ships using Novel 

Sensors and Systems Based on Ultrasonic Linear Phased Array Technology (FP7-SME-2007-

2) 

UP-GRADE BS-SCENE: Up-Grade Black Sea Scientific Network (FP7-

INFRASTRUCTURES-2008-1) 

 

Central Europe Programme  

ET-Struct: EconomicEducational Territorial – Structure (2nd call, Demographic change and 

knowledge development) 

COACH BioEnergy: Strengthening the energetic use of biomass in Central and Eastern 

Europe by establishing a standardised transnational consulting net for regions (3.3 Supporting 

the Use of Renewable Energy Sources and Increasing Energy Efficiency) 

HABIT-CHANGE: Adaptive management of climate-induced changes of habitat diversity in 

protected areas (3.1 Developing a High Quality Environment by Managing and Protecting 

Natural Resources and Heritage) 
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ANNEX B: LIST OF INTERVIEWED PROJECTS 

 

Collaborative and SICAs Collaborative projects(7FP): 

COCAE: Cooperation across Europe for Cd(Zn)Te based Security Instruments (FP7-SEC-

2007-1) 

CHERISH: Improving Diagnoses of Mental Retardation in Children in  Central Eastern 

Europe and Central Asia  through Genetic Characterisation and Bioinformatics/-Statistics 

(FP7-HEALTH-2007-B) 

COMETH: Coal mine methane – new solutions for use of CMM- reduction of GHG 

emissions (FP7-ENERGY-2007-2-TREN) 

BEE: Biomass Energy Europe (FP7-ENERGY-2007-1-RTD) 

AFFECTS: Advanced Forecast For Ensuring Communications Through Space (FP7-SPACE-

2010-1) 

 

CSA-SA projects (FP7) 

SCUBE-ICT: Strategic Cooperation between Ukraine, Belarus and EU in Information and 

Communication Technologies (FP7-ICT-2007-3) 

AERO-UKRAINE: Stimulating Ukraine – EU Aeronautics Research Cooperation (FP7-AAT-

2008-RTD-1) 

COMBIOM: Enhancement of cooperation between EU and Ukraine in molecular biomedicine 

HITT-2008: Health in times of transition: trends in population health and health policies in 

CIS countries 

JSO-ERA:  Joint Support Office for enhancing Ukraine’s integration in EU research area   

 

CSA-CA projects (FP7) 

IN2WOOD: FOREST Clusters Development and Implementation Measures of a 6-Region 

Strategic Joint Action Plan for Knowledge-based Regional Innovation 

 (FP7-REGIONS-2009-1) 

 

MCurie Actions (FP7) 

TIGJET: Development of sol-gel inkjet inks for printing on glass substrates for architectural 

applications (FP7-PEOPLE-IIF-2008) 

PAGALINNET: Parallel Grid-aware Library for Neural Networks Training (FP7-PEOPLE-

2007-4-2-IIF) 

 

Capacities (SME, Infrastructures, 7FP) 

UP-GRADE BS-SCENE: Up-Grade Black Sea Scientific Network (FP7-

INFRASTRUCTURES-2008-1) 

 

Other Programmes 

Enhance Innovation Strategies, Policies and Regulation in Ukraine  (EU Project Europe 

Aid/127694/c/SER/UA) 

Cross-border Partnerships in Selected NIS Countries and the Consequences of EU-

Enlargement: Fostering Entrepreneurship in the Ukraine, Belarus and Moldova (INTAS 

Programme) 
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No Central Europe Projects information 

 

 

 


