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EJP SOIL call topics 
 
AD3 – Soil specific guidelines and decision support tools with focus 
on soil organic matter, water retention and nutrient use efficiency 
 
Rationale: The level of implementation of sustainable soil management practices in 
Europe varies substantially among farmers and regions. The current status of the 
most promising management practices was analysed in relation to their level of 
uptake in research, policy, and farmers’ practice (EJP SOIL Roadmap and report 
Task 2.4.11). Whether farmers adopt a sustainable management practice, both in 
environmental, social and financial terms, depends on many factors (Zhang et al., 
2018). An important barrier is the uncertainty of the impact from implementing 
potential practices on soil quality and farm profits (Hvarregaard Thorsøe, 2019; Cerda 
et al., 2017). The farm level decision-making process is further complicated by trade-
offs, for example, between environmental and economic benefits, short- and long-
term benefits, and between different soil quality aspects. Barriers are largely 
dependent on the type of management practices in play and whether practices fit 
specific and regional farm strategies. 
 
Climate change will (gradually) modify the environmental conditions for farming 
practices and farm strategies. As such, the agricultural advisory services across 
Europe are well equipped with flexible, good quality and (scientific) evidence-based 
assessment and decision support tools to analyse and select options to adopt 
strategies and cropping and farming systems to sustain soil quality and optimize farm 
profits and to support farmers in well-timed decisions on adaptation to e.g. climate 
change and other soil challenges. Across Europe, examples of decision support tools 
concepts, protocols and (mobile) applications have been developed by H2020 
projects, e.g. Landmark, SoilCare, Prisma and iSqaper and also by many national 
initiatives. In general, the quality of decision support tools would benefit from sharing 
knowledge, approaches and concepts across regional actions across Europe, rather 
than from developing and providing a single best solution. At this point, a full 
stocktake on what tools are available combined with a systematic assessment of the 
underlying principles and approaches (SWOT analysis) is missing. Such a study will 
likely reveal what works and what may need to be improved.  
 
In agriculture across Europe, most decision support tools that farmers and advisory 
services use, are equipped to assess the use of nutrients (fertilisers and organic 
manures) and focus mainly on crop productivity related to nutrient supply. A better 
alignment of these recommendations with current and future policy targets relative to 
climate change mitigation and adaptation, biodiversity, water quality, would allow 
farmers to be more susceptive and responsive in considering concrete modifications 
to their farm management strategies. This requires that realistic and comprehensive 

                                            
1 Synthesis of impacts of sustainable soil management practices, Report Task 2.4.1; Roadmap for 
the European Joint Programme SOIL, Report Task 2.4 
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understanding on the importance of soil -related functions is incorporated in such 
decision support tools.  
 
Decision support tools may have crucial roles in the lifelong training and education of 
both (young) farmers and advisory services across EU. These would ultimately 
improve performance and quality of farming and reduce the environmental impact of 
food production and land needed for agricultural production. Also, such decision 
support tools would contribute to a more fair playing field and to bringing opportunities 
in farmer communities across Europe.  
 
Farmers and advisory services could gain access to practical science-based tools to 
analyse farming strategies and options to enhance farm performance and identify 
changes in their day-to-day work and decisions to facilitate water storage, nutrient 
use efficiencies and soil organic matter management. The application of decision 
support tools provides an outlook into the expected future farm performance including 
KPI’s at farm level. Enhancing farmers’ realistic and comprehensive understanding 
of the importance of soil in adaptation to climate change, nutrient use and 
greenhouse gases mitigation.  
 
Scope: The project should design the specifications for a web-portal that would allow 
advisory services and farmers to access existing decision-support tools allowing to 
monitor adaptation to climate change, climate change mitigation. The tool 
specifications should also consider soil quality, degree of circularity of cropping 
systems, economic versus environmental performance indicators and more if 
appropriate. The project will exchange with the future Horizon EU MISS-01-01 project 
which will design one-stop shop soil portals and with EUSO which will host an EU-
scale soil web portal.   
 
The use of (region) specific tools to provide for either qualitative or quantitative 
information from available tools should be promoted. This would require to be able to 
define regionally these target objectives (vs guidelines). A mock-up of a soil quality 
monitoring dashboard could be drafted with the main aim to follow how close/far 
target results on soil indicators (SOM, water retention, nutrient status/efficiency, GHG 
emissions and CO2 removal) are from benchmarks or what trends are resulting from 
changes to farm management at different scales from farm to country. The mock-up 
should outline what an attractive and user-friendly dashboard could look like if being 
developed in a future initiative (e.g., promoted by the Mission “A Soil Deal for 
Europe”). It should account for previous works (e.g., Landmark has an example of a 
dashboard available) and for ongoing EJP SOIL projects SIREN, SERENA and 
MINOTAUR). This also requires – where possible – the dashboard to use unified 
principles at the EU level and to be available under national configuration. This 
system would benefit if a set of activities were developed based on a Tiered approach 
(consider tier 1 on qualitative information, tier 2 on look-up tables and tier 3 
calculation models).  
 
The project should: 

• investigate – and build if possible on available stocktakes and surveys such 
as the CIRCASA survey - farmers expectations and needs across Europe regarding 
decision support tools and farmers’ willingness and capability (in terms of being able 
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to supply required data to run the decision support tools) to use them either alone or 
supported by advisory services;  

• perform a systematic stocktake of decision support tools across Europe. 
Specific attention should be on regional differences and usability across regions and 
include new initiatives in the process of being launched; 

• analyse principles for assessment in different decision support tools and 
assess their usability across pedoclimatic zones;  

• draw from these analyses recommendations, in the form of guidelines and 
guidance to improve the quality and enhance the use of decision support tools across 
all MS in EU and climate regions and agricultural systems. The guidelines and 
guidance could benefit from connecting and testing at initiatives promoted and 
recommended by the EU Mission A Soil Deal for Europe e.g. lighthouse farms across 
Europe.  
 
Expected outcomes: 

• A better use of existing soil-related decision support tools available for 
agricultural soils in Europe;  

• A better understanding of their underlying principles and approaches and their 
scientific underpinning and on the farmers appreciation and expectations of 
such tools; 

• An improvement of existing or elaboration of new decision support tools to fill 
the identified gaps;  

• A mock up issued from the project is used by stakeholders of the farming 
sector to co-construct a dashboard to identify and evaluate modifications to 
farm management in response to policy targets on climate, soil quality and 
environmental issues in addition to traditional agronomic assessments; 

Expected impacts:  

• EJP SOIL EI5: Fostering the uptake of soil management practices which are 
conducive to climate change adaptation and mitigation 

Project Type: Medium size research project (up to 1.75 M€). 
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Proposal template 

 

 
 
 
 

Acronym 
 

Title 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Coordinator: XXX 
 

Proposal for EJP SOIL 3rd Internal Call topic: XXX 
 

[Date of submission]  
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1. Project information 

Title and acronym: 
 
Keywords: 
 
Duration in months: 
 
Topic: 
 
Project leader: Organization name and affiliation 
 
Publishable summary: in max 800 characters incl. spaces 
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2. Information of participating beneficiaries and linked third parties 

Filled by each beneficiary, third linked part and the project coordinator. 

2.1. Beneficiary and/or Linked Third Party no. 1 

Organization: 
 
Responsible person at the organization: 
 
Role of beneficiary/linked third parties in the project  
Max. 1000 characters; including fields of expertise and related to topic ongoing 
projects (including project name, funder, amount, overlaps and links with current 
proposal) 
 
Tasks of the beneficiary and linked third parties in the project: 
Max. 1500 characters 
 

2.2. Beneficiary and/or Linked Third Party no. x 

Organization: 
 
Responsible person at the organization: 
 
Role of beneficiary/linked third parties in the project  
Max. 1000 characters; including fields of expertise and related to topic ongoing 
projects (including project name, funder, amount, overlaps and links with current 
proposal) 
 
Tasks of the beneficiary and linked third parties in the project: 
Max. 1500 characters  
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3. Summarized project budget 

In k€ total budget; Please use XLS template for planning; see Annex 4. Short 
narrative explanation for each budget item listed in table 1 (max 800 characters incl. 
spaces plus Table 1). Avoid outstanding “other costs”; costs that exceed 15% 
of the personnel costs (please contact the Call Office [EJPCO@maapera.fi] in 
case outstanding costs are expected).   
 
Table 1: Summarized project budget 
 Amount in k€ 
Personnel costs  

Consumables  

Durable equipment  

Travel and subsistence  

Other costs#  

Sub-contracting  

Indirect costs*  

Total budget  
# Includes budget for communication, dissemination and exploitation activities; see 
for more information in the proposal template, section 6 “Communication strategy”. 
* Indirect costs: 25% of the total direct costs (personnel costs, consumables, durable 
equipment, travel and subsistence and other costs) minus subcontracting costs.
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4. Description of the work 

Max 18.000 characters with spaces; in addition the work package descriptions and 
work plan that are part of section 4.2. 

4.1. Relevance of the research proposal 

Objectives and main hypotheses 
 
Relevance to the topic 
 

4.2. Research Approach 

General approach and methodology 
 
Brief description of the work plan  
(including provisional project structure, work packages, work plan and collaboration 
among beneficiaries and/or linked third parties) 

Table 2: Work packages (WPs), start and end months (i.e. EJP SOIL months), and 
number of person months. 

Work package 
Lead 
participant* 

Person-
months 

Start 
month* 

End 
month* 

WP1:    MXX MXX 

WP2:    MXX MXX 

WP3:    MXX MXX 

WP4:    MXX MXX 

WP5:    MXX MXX 

WP6:    MXX MXX 

WP7:    MXX MXX 

 
Total person 
months: 

  

* EJP SOIL months; M1 equals February 2020 
 

Table 3: Descriptions of the work packages (WPs). The following pages contain tables 
detailing the participants (i.e. beneficiaries and linked third parties [LTP]), start and end 
months (i.e. EJP SOIL months; M1 equals February 2020), number of person months, 
objectives (OB), tasks (T) & deliverables (D) of each WP. 
Work package WP1:  
Lead beneficiary 
or LTP 

full name (acronym) 

Deputy leader full name (acronym) 
 

Beneficiary no. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 
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Abbreviation 

IN
R

AE
 

W
R

 

BI
O

S 

EV
-IL

VO
 

C
R

AW
 

C
ZU

 

AU
 

EM
U

 

LU
KE

 

Th
ue

ne
n 

Ju
lic

h 

AT
K 

Te
ag

as
c 

Person-months              

Beneficiary no. 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 

Abbreviation 
C

R
EA

 

U
L 

LA
M

M
C

 

N
IB

IO
 

IU
N

G
 

IN
IA

V 

N
PP

C
 

U
LB

F 

C
SI

C
 

SL
U

 

AG
S 

TA
G

EM
 

AF
BI

 

Person-months              

LTP no. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

Abbreviation 

Ag
ro

Pa
ris

Te
ch

 

In
st

itu
t A

gr
o 

-/-
 

EA
A 

BO
KU

 

AG
ES

 

BA
W

 

BF
W

 

EV
 IN

BO
 

VP
O

 

AR
C

 

C
N

R
 

IS
PR

A 

Person-months              

LTPno. 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 

Abbreviation 

U
N

IP
A 

EN
EA

 

AG
R

IS
 

ER
SA

F 

AI
S 

U
M

-F
KB

V 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

Person-months              
 

Start month MXX  End month MXX  Total person-months XX 

Objectives 

• Describe the overall objective of the WP (max. 7 lines). 

• List the specific objectives of the WP, including a descriptive but concise title, followed by a 

description. 

• A commonly used approach, which helps to boost clarity, is link objectives directly to tasks, i.e. 

OB1.1 is dealt with by T1.1. 

The specific objectives are to: 

• OB1.1: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 
• OB1.2: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 
• OB1.3: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 
• OB1.4: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 
• OB1.5: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 

Description of work 



11 of 21 

• Background: Describe the state-of-the-art in the field(s) relating to the WP, in particular the starting 

basis for the work, and gaps that the WP will bridge (max. 8 lines, as it has already been outlined in 

Section 4.1). 

• Approach: Describe the overall approach adopted by the WP, in order for it to achieve its 

objectives (max. 8 lines). 

• Tasks: List the tasks (and subtasks), including a descriptive but concise title, followed by the task 

leader(s) and participants, and description, which should also clarify the roles of each participant. 

• T1.1:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T1.2:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T1.3:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T1.4:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T1.5:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T1.6:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T1.7:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T1.8: TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 

Deliverables (see Table 4) 

Milestones (see Table 5) 

 

Work package WPX:  
Lead beneficiary 
or LTP 

full name (acronym) 

Deputy leader full name (acronym) 

 
Beneficiary no. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

Abbreviation 

IN
R

AE
 

W
R

 

BI
O

S 

EV
-IL

VO
 

C
R

AW
 

C
ZU

 

AU
 

EM
U

 

LU
KE

 

Th
ue

ne
n 

Ju
lic

h 

AT
K 

Te
ag

as
c 

Person-months              

Beneficiary no. 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 

Abbreviation 

C
R

EA
 

U
L 

LA
M

M
C

 

N
IB

IO
 

IU
N

G
 

IN
IA

V 

N
PP

C
 

U
LB

F 

C
SI

C
 

SL
U

 

AG
S 

TA
G

EM
 

AF
BI

 

Person-months              

LTP no. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 

Abbreviation 

Ag
ro

Pa
ris

Te
ch

 

In
st

itu
t A

gr
o 

-/-
 

EA
A 

BO
KU

 

AG
ES

 

BA
W

 

BF
W

 

EV
 IN

BO
 

VP
O

 

AR
C

 

C
N

R
 

IS
PR

A 

Person-months              
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LTPno. 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 

Abbreviation 

U
N

IP
A 

EN
EA

 

AG
R

IS
 

ER
SA

F 

AI
S 

U
M

-F
KB

V 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

-/-
 

Person-months              
 

Start month MXX  End month MXX  Total person-months XX 

Objectives 

• Describe the overall objective of the WP (max. 7 lines). 

• List the specific objectives of the WP, including a descriptive but concise title, followed by a 

description. 

• A commonly used approach, which helps to boost clarity, is link objectives directly to tasks, i.e. 

OB2.1 is dealt with by T2.1. 

The specific objectives are to: 

• OB2.1: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 
• OB2.2: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 
• OB2.3: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 
• OB2.4: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 
• OB2.5: TITLE: DESCRIPTION 

Description of work 

• Background: Describe the state-of-the-art in the field(s) relating to the WP, in particular the starting 

basis for the work, and gaps that the WP will bridge (max. 8 lines, as it has already been outlined in 

Section 4.1). 

• Approach: Describe the overall approach adopted by the WP, in order for it to achieve its 

objectives (max. 8 lines). 

• Tasks: List the tasks (and subtasks), including a descriptive but concise title, followed by the task 

leader(s) and participants, and description, which should also clarify the roles of each participant. 

The work will be conducted via the following tasks: 

• T2.1:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T2.2:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T2.3:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T2.4:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T2.5:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T2.6:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T2.7:TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 
• T2.8: TITLE (leader, co-leader, participants): DESCRIPTION 

Deliverables (see Table 4) 

Milestones (see Table 5) 

 
Table 4: List the deliverables, including a descriptive but concise deliverable title, 
responsible participant, month of delivery, and description 
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Deliverable WP Month 
of 
delivery 

Responsible 
participant 

Title Description 

D1.1 1 MX    

D1.2 1 MX    

D1.X 1 MX    

D2.1 2 MX    

DX.X X MX    

 
Table 5: List the milestones, including a descriptive but concise milestone title, 
responsible participant, month of achieving milestone, and description. 

Milestone WP Due 
month 

Responsible 
participant 

Title Description 

M1.1 1 MX    

M1.2 1 MX    

M1.X 1 MX    

M2.1 2 MX    

MX.X X MX    

 
 
Table 6: Example of a Gantt chart illustrating the timing of project`s tasks (T), 
deliverables (D) and milestones (M). The EJP SOIL annual work plans are based on a 
monthly resolution, which also applies to EJP SOIL internal call funded research 
project. 

 1st Annual period first work plan  
Months* 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 
WP1             
T1.1             
D    X         
M    X         
T1.2             
T1.3             

* EJP SOIL months; M1 equals February 2020 
WP: Work package 
 

4.3. Impact 

Expected impact (considering cross-cutting issues: multi-actor/ multi-disciplinary and 
system approach) 
 
Innovation potential (ambition and novelty in relation to the state of the art) 
 
Added value of the transnational collaboration and geographical relevance 
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5. Ethical issues 

Indication that the research project is carried out in accordance with the European 
Union, the respective national (Chapter 5 and Annex 5 “Self-assessment”), and the 
EJP SOIL`s requirements. Proposals that do not include all the compulsory information 
or do not meet the formal requirements of the Call announcement will not be 
considered for funding.  
Address any of the ethical issues listed in Annex 5 that are expected to arise during 
the proposed project. In max. 6000 characters with spaces. 

 

6. Communication and dissemination strategy 

On the basis of an internal EJP SOIL communication and dissemination services and 
tools (see section “Communication and dissemination”) the applicants should consider 
the following communication and dissemination options during communication plan 
preparation (in max 6000 characters with spaces): 

- Describe how the funded research is relevant for particular stakeholders; 

- Specify how the project will engage and interact with these on both national and 

European level; 

- Specify communication, dissemination and knowledge exchange activities such 

scientific papers, articles, posters, course or training material, web-based tools, 

as workshops or field days; 

- Specify activities including (co)organizing national workshops in member states 

funding the project; 

- Specify how they will draw upon relevant professional assistance from WP9 and 

National Communication Representatives to secure communication, 

dissemination and exploitation activities; 

- Appoint a Project Communication Representative who will be responsible for 

communication, dissemination and exploitation activities in the project; 

- Include summarized budget lines for communication, dissemination and 

exploitation activities. 

 

7. Data management strategy 

Describe how the research data in this project will be findable, accessible, 
interoperable and re-usable (FAIR) (in max 6000 characters with spaces):  
 
- Describe the handling of research data during and after the end of the project; 
- Specify what data will be collected, processed and/or generated and/or reused; 
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- Specify which methodology and standards will be applied; 
- Specify whether data will be shared/made open access; 
- Specify how data will be curated and preserved (including after the end of the 
project). 
 

8. References 

Please us citation style of the European Journal of Soil Science 
(https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/journal/13652389) 
 
The closing date for complete and timely submission of proposals is 31st May 2022 in 
M28 – 23:59 CET. Applications should be submitted via the EJP SOIL`s proposal 
submission system (Link).  

https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/journal/13652389
https://www.lyyti.fi/reg/EJPSOIL_3rd_internal_call
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Annex 4: Template for proposal budget 
Please, visit the EJP Website (www.ejpsoil.org) to retrieve the budget sheet template 
in Excel format. Please submit Annex 4 as an Excel document, NOT as a PDF. 

 

Important notices regarding budget plan 

• The template file is composed of several spreadsheets, one summary 
budget spreadsheet and as many other spreadsheets as cost items. 

• Where necessary complete the yellow cells in each relevant spreadsheet 
• For each cost budgeted, describe it and refer to the corresponding 

task(s) of the project (See Annex 3, section 3) 
• Complete one file consisting of annual budget plans to be summarized in 

an overall data sheet.  
• Name each file as: 

o Project acronym 
o Institute name 
o Project year (Y) 
o E.g.: xxxxx_Y1 

• Contact the Call Office for any further clarification needed 
(EJPCO@maapera.fi) 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:EJPCO@maapera.fi
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Annex 5. Ethics self-assessment 
Please see the EJP SOIL Website (www. EJPSOIL.eu), to retrieve the excel sheet for Ethics Self-
Assessment. 

EJPSOIL Ethics Self-Assessment      
  

Instructions: 
  

  
Each candidate EJP SOIL leader must complete this questionnaire. 

  
  

For guidance, please use the guidance document. 
  

  
Send the completed form to EJPfirstcall@luke.fi together with your full proposal. 

  
     

1 HUMANS   
  Does your research involve human participants? Yes No 

    Are they providing sensitive or personal information? Yes No 

    Are they volunteers for social or human sciences research? Yes No 

    Are they persons unable to give informed consent? Yes No 

    Are they vulnerable individuals or groups? Yes No 

    Are they children/minors? Yes No 

    Are they patients? Yes No 

    Are they healthy volunteers for medical studies? Yes No 

    Are they residents in a non-EU country? Yes No 

  Does your research involve physical interventions on the study participants? Yes No 

    Does it involve invasive techniques? Yes No 

    Does it involve collection of biological samples? Yes No 

  If your research involves processing of genetic information or collecting personal data, see also section 4 

2 PERSONAL DATA   
  Does your research involve personal data collection and/or processing? Yes No 

    
Does it involve the collection and/or processing of sensitive personal data (e.g.: 
health, sexual lifestyle, ethnicity, political opinion, religious or philosophical) 

Yes No 

    Does it involve processing of genetic information? Yes No 

    Does it involve tracking or observation of participants? Yes No 

  Does your research involve further processing of previously collected personal data 
(secondary use)? 

Yes No 

3 ANIMALS   
  Does your research involve animals? Yes No 

    Are they legally protected animals? Yes No 

    Are they vertebrates? Yes No 

    Are they non-human primates? Yes No 

    Are they genetically modified? Yes No 

    Are they cloned farm animals? Yes No 

    Are they endangered? Yes No 
  Please indicate the species involved (Maximum number of characters allowed: 1000) 
  
  

4 THIRD COUNTRIES*   

  
In case non-EU countries are involved, do the research related activities undertaken in 
these countries 

Yes No 

    Specify the countries involved:(Maximum number of characters allowed: 1000) 
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Do you plan to use local resources (e.g. animal and/or human tissue samples, 
genetic material, live animals, human remains, materials of historical value, 
endangered fauna or flora samples, etc.)? 

Yes No 

    
Do you plan to import any material - including personal data - from non-EU 
countries into the EU? 

Yes No 

    Specify material, countries and legal permissions involved: (Maximum number of characters 
allowed: 1000)     

    

    Do you plan to export any material - including personal data - from the EU to non-
EU countries? Yes No 

    Specify material, countries and legal permissions involved: (Maximum number of characters 
allowed: 1000)     

    

    
If your research involves low and/or lower middle income countries, are benefits-
sharing actions planned? 

Yes No 

    

Do you plan to use biological resources that are subject to Access and Benefit 
Sharing (Nagoya Protocol) Regulations (Regulation (EU) No.511/2014; 
Implementing Regulation (EU) 2015/1866) 

Yes No 

    Specify material and countries: (Maximum number of characters allowed: 1000) 

    
    

    
Could the situation in the country put the individuals taking part in the research at 
risk? 

Yes No 

5 ENVIRONMENT & HEALTH and SAFETY 

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

Yes No 

    Does your research deal with endangered fauna and/or flora and/or protected 
areas? 

Yes No 

    
Does your research involve the use of elements that may cause harm to humans, 
including research stuff? 

Yes No 

6 DUAL USE 

    
Does your research involve dual-use items in the sense of Regulations 428/2009, 
or other items for which an authorization is required? 

Yes No 

7 EXCLUSIVE FOCUS ON CIVIL APPLICATIONS 

    
Could your research raise concerns regarding the exclusive focus on civil 
applications? 

Yes No 

8 MISUSE 
    Does your research have the potential for misuse of research results? Yes No 
9 OTHER ETHICS ISSUES 
    Are there any other ethics issues that should be taken into consideration?  Yes No 

    Please specify (maximum number of characters allowed: 1000) 

    
    
          
I confirm that I have taken into account all ethics issues described above and that I will comply 
with the regulation as set out in the Grant Agreement (i.e. Art 34) before the start of any 
activity in which ethics issues apply 

I confirm:        
yes or no 

Document completed by     

Date       

Signature       
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* Norway, Switzerland and UK (i.e. changes will be communicated via WPs 1 and 3) are within the European 
Economic Area (EEA); therefore covered by the GDPR and its provisions. The only non-EU country is Turkey, which 
requires additional consultation of Turkish colleagues to manage personal data protections issues. 
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Annex 6. Certificate of co-financing 

 
To be submitted after selection. 
This template should be used for participants of selected research projects in order to 
provide evidence of their commitment. Grey-marked fields must be duly completed. 
This document must be signed by an authorized representative of the organisation. A 
template for each participant organization is required. 
 
In case of failure in proving such commitment, a participant could be regarded as 
ineligible, jeopardizing the whole research consortium. 
 
EJP SOIL Call Office 
Organisation 
Name 
Street 
Town 
Country 

Address of organisation 
Name of contact person 

EJP SOIL – 3rd Internal Call for research proposals 2022 
Certificate of co-financing 

Project title: …  
                                                                                                                            

Place, date 
We hereby confirm that organisation has sufficient resources and is committed to 
participate to the project title, in accordance to the proposal which is submitted by 
coordinator in the frame of the EJP SOIL – 3rd Internal Call 2022 and in case the 
proposal is validated for funding by the Board of Programme Managers.  
 
In addition, in case of separate source of funding: Please find attached to this letter 
a commitment from funding organisation for our contribution to this project. 
  
Signature of Name and affiliation  
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Annex 7. Letter of commitment by the project coordinator 
 
To be submitted after selection. 
This template may be signed by project coordinators of selected research projects in 
order to provide evidence of their commitment. Grey-marked fields must be duly 
completed.  
 
In case of failure in proving such commitment, a project could be regarded as 
ineligible. 
 
EJP SOIL Call Office 
Organisation 
Name 
Street 
Town 
Country 

Address of organisation 
Name of Project Coordinator 

EJP SOIL – 3rd Internal Call for research proposals 2022 
Letter of commitment by Project Coordinator 

Project full title: …  
Project acronym: … 

                                                                                                                            
Place, date 

 
I hereby confirm that in my capacity of the project title Project Coordinator, that 
project title will be implemented in accordance to the proposal submitted to the EJP 
SOIL Call Office and validated by the Board of Programme Managers in the frame 
of the EJP SOIL – 3rd Internal Call 2022.  
 
I hereby acknowledge that project title will be included in the relevant EJP SOIL’s 
Annual Work Plans that cover the complete duration of the project. As such, the  
project title will follow the rules of H2020, and the EJP SOIL Grant Agreement and 
Consortium Agreement with respect to scientific and financial management, data 
management, personal data protection, financial and technical reporting, and legal 
aspects such as access rights, dispute resolution and Intellectual property rights. 
 
The relationship among the Parties, in particular concerning the organisation of the 
work between the Parties, the management of the Project and the responsibilities 
and obligations of the Parties are defined in the full project proposals provided as 
attachment to this letter. 
 
 
  
Signature of Project Coordinator 
Name  and affiliation 
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