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Venue:  

Université Libre de Bruxelles (ULB), 

 50 avenue Franklin Roosevelt, Brussels, 

Belgium 

Date: 

9 February 2016 from 11.00 to 17.30 

10 February 2016 from 9.00 to 13.30 

Moderator Andrea Ricci, ISIS 

Participants 

Andrea Ricci (AR) ISIS 

Riccardo Enei (RE) ISIS 

Pierre Mohnen (PM) UN-MERIT 

Bart Verspagen (BV) UN-MERIT 

Paul Zagame (PZ) SEURECO 

Pierre Le Mouël (PLM) SEURECO 

Arnaud Fougeyrollas (AF) SEURECO 

Georg Licht (GL) ZEW 

Bettina Peters (BP) ZEW 

Andrea Mervar (AM) EIZ 

Nevenka Čučković (NC) EIZ 

Marzenna Weresa (MW) WERI-SGH 

Malgorzata Lewandownska (ML) WERI-SGH 

Sandor Richter (SR) WIIW 

Rumen Dobrinsky (RD) WIIW 

Michele Cincera (MC) ULB 

Anabela Santos (AS) ULB 

Taran Mari Thune (TMT) UiO-Tik 

Fulvio Castellacci (FC) UiO-Tik 

Scientific Advisory 

Committee 

Jonathan Haskel (JH) Imperial College (UK) 

Jacques Mairesse (JM) University of Maastricht (NL) 
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Slavo Radosevic (SR) University College London (UK) 

 

 

 

Welcome –  

Andrea Ricci, ISIS 

Welcome by AR (ISIS) and brief introduction of the agenda.  

Presentation of the Scientific Advisory Board: role in the project/meeting and 

round table  

Andrea Ricci, ISIS 

AR (ISIS) introduces the role of the Scientific Advisory Committee (SAC) in the project: to 

check and monitor the project outcomes, providing input and comments to the project 

tasks and deliverables.  

Three SAC members are present. 

• Jonathan Haskel, Professor of Economics at Imperial College in London. His research 

interests are productivity, innovation, intangible investment and growth. Jonathan 

provides comments to the I3U WP1 and WP2 activities;  

• Jacques Mairesse, Professor of Applied Econometrics of Research, Innovation and 

Productivity at Maastricht University and Research Associate at the Centre de 

Recherche en Economie et Statistique (CREST-ENSARE, Paris). His research interests 

are macroeconomic aspects of innovation. Jacques provides comments to the  I3U 

WP3, and horizontal WP8-WP10 activities; 

• Slavo Radosevic Professor of Industry and Innovation Studies at the University College 

London. His research interests are economics of technological change and innovation 

studies. Slavo provides comments to the  I3U WP6-WP7 activities. 

 

WP11 Management and dissemination aspects 

[Andrea Ricci, ISIS] 

AR (ISIS) draws the attention on the changed evaluation rules for project evaluation. An 

external agency (REA) is now in charge for all tasks related to project monitoring and 

evaluation. REA will appoint a panel of experts to review the project activities. The 

implications are that, on the one hand, the reporting on project activity must be set at a 

high level of quality and, on the other, the compliance with deadlines of Deliverables and 

Milestones must be strictly ensured. A new project officer, Mr Jarkko Siren, has been 

appointed. He has organised a project review, which will take place in Brussels on May 

18th, starting at 12:00, and finishing on May 19th no later than 14:00. At least one 

representative per WP should be in attendance. 
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Concerning the activity report and dissemination, several actions are required from 

partners (see the list of actions at the end of the minutes). 

 

Q&A and Notes:  

As suggested by GL (ZEW), the partners briefly discuss  date and venue for the next 

project meeting. 

 A viable proposal seems September 2016, the week 26-30; 

 The Institute of Economics Zagreb (EIZ) is willing to host the meeting, with a preference 

for Thursday 29th -Friday 30th  (one day meeting split in two days)   

 

 

WP1 Human Capital  

 Taran Mari Thune, UiO-Tik 

TMT (UiO-Tik) illustrates the state of advancement of the following commitments: 

 In WP1: Commitment 1-3: Improving human capital and skills 

 In WP2 and WP7: Commitment 4, 30: Collaboration and mobility of researchers; attracting 

talent 

TMT warns on the likely different timing in monitoring policies at EU level and at national 

level and on the perils in the interpretation of correlations between human capital and 

innovation outcomes. 

 

FC (UiO-Tik) illustrates the commitment 3 on the provision of an integrated framework 

for the analysis of the contribution of e-skills to innovation.   

 

Q&A and Notes:  

 JH (SAC) points out the need to enlarge the view to private institutions, given that most 

of IT knowledge comes from private sector, e.g. Microsoft. Rather than to look 

primarily at the public sector, the suggestion is to consider public/private interrelations 

as well. An example of the relevance of private sector in IT skills is software coding, which 

is actually almost fully privatized, so that try to find document also from this sector would 

be beneficial. 

WP2 ERA – EU Funds – EIT  

Marzenna Weresa , WERI-SGH 

The WP 2 main objective is to evaluate direct and  dynamic effects of the EU policy 

instruments that promote a stronger European dimension of R&D base in individual 

Member States, and the EU as a whole. 

http://www.i3u-innovationunion.eu/


 

I3U Second project and Scientific 

Advisory Committee (SAC) meeting 

Minutes 

Brussels, 9-10 February 2016 
 

www.i3u-innovationunion.eu Page 4 of 11 
This project has received funding from the European 

Union’s Horizon 2020 research and innovation 
programme under grant agreement No 645884.     

 

TMT (UiO-Tik) illustrates the approach adopted for commitment 4: European Research 

Area Communication. It is stressed that impacts of this commitment on the Innovation 

Union are indirect and hard to identify. 

MW (WERI-SGH) discusses main finding of  literature review on Commitment 5 and 6.  The 

results of the literature review on Commitment 5 show that Increasing complexity and 

capital-intensity of modern science make large research infrastructures an important pillar 

of the research system, whereas European investments in this area are very fragmented, 

preventing created infrastructures to reach a certain critical mass. Discussing further 

research on the impact of Commitment 5 on innovation MW pointed out that the feasible 

method that may be applied is case study.  

 

MW (WERI-SGH) presents main findings of the literature review on Commitment 6. The 

main conclusion is that the results of the literature review (in addition to serving as a base 

for the following empirical studies) suggest that, as much as there is a positive 

relationship between human capital stimulation, there may be some additional work 

required in order to secure a positive impact of R&D activities stimulation on the actual 

innovation output, i.e., the coefficient of the said relationship may not turn out to be 

positive.    

 

NC (EIZ) illustrates the progress towards the analysis of commitment 7: Ensuring Stronger 

Involvement of SMEs in EU R&I Programmes. The contribution focuses on the analysis of 

quantitative and qualitative approaches for direct and indirect impacts assessment. 

MW (SGH-WERI) focuses on the progress made in addressing commitment 8 Strength. 

Science base for policy making through JRC. The presentation focuses on the 

methodology to address economic, social and environmental impacts. 

 

Finally MW (WERI-SGH) discusses main findings and further research on Commitment 9.  

The literature review allowed to identify the fundamental dimensions of EIT impact on 

innovation in Europe, i.e. (1) impact of EIT actions on European industry-university-

research collaboration, (2) benefits from creating in Europe effective innovation networks 

and (3) impact of EIT actions on solving grand societal challenges. 

 

 

Q&A and Notes:  

The discussion mainly concerns with the relationships between empirical evidences and 

input to the modelling part of the project. 

 

 AR points out the issue of the interfaces between the findings on the commitment and 

the modelling part 
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 MW points out that for ERA Programmes it is not straightforward to find out relationships 

with innovation.  

 PZ stresses the importance of partner’s insights about how to liaise with NEMESIS.  In 

fact, not each commitment can provide input to NEMESIS (there are also overlapping 

among commitments). Partners in charge of specific commitments could highlight and 

clarify any overlapping and provide his/her view on how to liaise with NEMESIS. 

 TMT stresses that in most cases commitments are just statements with no clear policies 

and cannot be thus related to impacts. In some cases, no impact assessment can be 

carried out and we should therefore systematically clarify where the impact assessment 

is feasible and where not.  

 PZ suggests that for some qualitative commitment, an ex-ante evaluation could be done  

as if the commitment were fulfilled (scenario evaluation), acknowledging at the same time 

that it would not be an easy task. 

 

WP4 Creating a single innovation market  

Bettina Peters ZEW 

BP (ZEW) reports about the progress made in WP4. The work must be finalised by the end 

of February, with the delivery of D4.1 “Literature Review and Data Collection”  

The work plan includes the following commitments: 

 C14: Deliver the EU Patent   

(including unified system of dispute settlement) 

 C15: Screen the regulatory framework in key areas  

(starting with those linked to eco-innovation and European Innovation 

Partnerships) 

 C16: Speed up and modernise standard-setting  

 C17: Public procurement 

 C18: Present an eco-innovation action plan  

WP6 Social and territorial cohesion 

Sandor Richter WIIW 

SR (WIIW) illustrates the rationale of the work done in WP6. The following commitments 

have been reviewed: 

 Commitments 24/25: Improve the use of Structural Funds for research and innovation  

 Commitment 26: Launch a Social Innovation pilot; promote social innovation in European 

Social Fund 

 Commitment 27:  Support a research programme on public sector and social Innovation; 

pilot a Public Sector Innovation Scoreboard   
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 Commitment 28:  Consult social partners on interaction between the knowledge 

economy and the labour market  

Q&A and Notes:  

 SR (Scientific Advisory) stresses that in general the literature review D6.1 “Literature 

Review and Data Collection”  is good, but there is the need to improve the links with the 

operational part (the modelling part) 

 How will EU structural funds impacts be taken into account in the model?  

 SR points out that social innovation is difficult to be operationalized and that 

Commitment 28 may be problematic to model. 

WP7 EIP and Leveraging policies externally 

Malgorzata Lewandownska, WERI-SGH 

The WP7 main objective is to evaluate the direct and dynamic effects of the EU policy 

actions that promote stronger cooperation in innovation activities, both with reference to  

internal and external cooperation. The key commitments are addressed through the 

following presentations, showing preliminary findings and future activities. 

 Commitment 29.  Pooling internal EU resources and efforts through European Innovation 

Partnerships (RD, WIIW). Rumen Dobrinsky points out that a possible way to mitigate data 

availability problems is to establish strong direct contacts and work together with EIP 

(European Innovation Partnerships) structures.   

 Commitment 30. Retaining and Attracting International Talent (Fulvio Castellacci, Magnus 

Gulbrandsen, Taran Mari Thune (TIK) 

 Commitment 31. Scientific Cooperation with Third Countries (Andrea Mervar, EIZ).  

 Commitment 32. Roll-out global research infrastructures                                     

(Małgorzata Stefania Lewandowska, SGH-WERI). ML in her presentation points out 

that the results of the literature review form the background for further 

investigation of the impact of Global Research Infrastructures on (1) innovation of 

EU countries; (2) European and national competitiveness; (3) creation of 

employment; (4) science; (5) society; (6) to tackle global challenges. Case study 

(possibly based also on structured questionnaire) was the method proposed for 

collecting data on research infrastructures that will be used in impact assessment. 

  

 

Q&A and Notes:  

SR (Scientific Advisory) stresses that most of the commitments concern collective 

actions, for which indicators are scarce.  For example, is there any literature on the EIP 

impacts?  

 How to deal with commitments without indicators? 

 It is stressed that a methodological framework could help address this issue; 
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 SR suggests that the model NEMESIS efforts take into account impacts on innovation 

arising from policies oriented towards the transfer of knowledge; spill-overs, etc. 

End of first day 

Second day 

Andrea Ricci, ISIS 

AR, ISIS introduces the second day  

WP5 Promoting openness and Europe’s creative potential 

Bettina Peters ZEW 

BP (ZEW) reports about the progress made in the WP5. The work must be finalised by the 

end of February , with the delivery of D5.1 “Literature Review and Data Collection”  

The work plan addresses the following commitments: 

 C19: Creative Industries (ULB) 

 C20: Open Access to Research Results / Research Information Services  (EIZ) 

 C21: Facilitating Effective Collaborative Research and Knowledge  Transfer (EIZ) 

 C22: Develop a European knowledge market for patens and licensing  (ZEW) 

 C23: Safeguard against the use of IPRs for anti-competitive purposes  (ZEW) 

AM (EIZ) shows the progress made in the commitments 20-21. 

WP3 Innovation and access to finance 

Michele Cincera (ULB) 

MC (ULB) illustrates the progress made in the WP3. The work plan addresses the following 

commitments: 

 Commitment 10. Put in place EU level financial instruments to attract private finance 

 Commitment 11. Ensure cross-border operation of venture capital funds 

 Commitment 12. Strengthen cross-border matching of innovative firms with investors 

 Commitment 13. Review State Aids Framework for RDI 

 

 

 

 

Q&A and Notes:  

JM (Scientific Advisory) stresses that Del 3.1 “Literature review and data collection is very 

good and clear. In particular, well-thought helpful summary graphs in text are included 

and tables in Appendix 2 for literature review are particularly useful.  

However, it remains still too much of a catalogue and it needs a major focus on the topics 

of the projects, i.e. links with the modelling part. Besides, warnings should be issued on 
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the viability of regression analysis in specific cases: impacts of complexity and compliance 

with the rules with efficiency and innovation.   

 

WP8 Making it happen 

Riccardo Enei (ISIS) 

RE (ISIS) illustrates the progress made in the WP8. In particular, about the first task of the 

WP8: Self-assessment of Member States reform programmes (state of the art of IU 

commitment 33). The Commitment 33 concerns the Member States self-assessment on 

the policy features identified in Annex I of the IU and the identification of the key 

challenges and critical reforms as part of their National Reform Programmes. 

 

 

Q&A and Notes:  

 JM (Scientific Advisory) stresses that the Del 8.1 “IU Commitment 33 Report: Comparative 

assessment of the Member States Reform programs” is a useful document. Section 3 on 

Innovation Union (IU # EU!) progress at country level is particularly useful. The report 

would benefit from the inclusion of sharp conclusions. 

 RE agrees in providing an updated version along these lines by March 2016, in the 

Milestone 6 “Synthesis of the current European Innovation System”. 

WP9 Integration – The European Innovation System 

Bart Verspagen (UN-MERIT) 

BV (UN-MERIT) outlines the conceptual model of the EU Innovation System.  The starting 

point is that the paths leading to innovations are complex; multiple actors are involved, 

and these actors interact (through institutions). At country level the behavioural 

heterogeneity leading to innovation can be captured by taxonomies. Actors and 

description of the taxonomies are illustrated in the presentation and discussed.  

 

 

Q&A and Notes:  

 PM (UN-MERIT) draws the attention on the issue of strengthening the relationships 

between the two horizontal WPs: WP8 and WP9 

 The discussion points out that the heterogeneity of national perspectives to innovation 

may lead to the conclusion that there is no European Innovation System as such 

 FC stresses the need to look at the analysis dynamically, other than from  a cross-sectional 

point of view.  

 The discussion also points out the opportunity to improve the analysis of the links 

between the actors in the innovation processes. 
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WP10 Macro-Sectoral Economic Modelling 

Paul Zagane (SEURECO) 

PZ (SEURECO) illustrates the state-of-the-art of model development, focusing in particular 

on how to adapt the model (NEMESIS) to the input provided by the various (and 

heterogenic) commitments. Some commitment in fact do not provide output with very 

few or no credible quantitative approach, and others have quantitative results richer than 

the simplified mechanisms of models (number of publication or patents). The proposed 

approach distinguishes paths leading to innovations through R&D decisions (endogenous 

to the modes) and other innovation assets, spill-overs, public research outcomes, which 

can be treated exogenously via their impacts on knowledge variation and returns on R&D.  

 

 

Q&A and Notes:  

 BV (UN-MERIT) asks how the non R&D components area treated in the model: which 

drivers are involved, etc. 

 PLM (SEURECO) answers that SEURECO is developing an approach which considers 

endogenously non R&D drivers  

 PZ (SEURECO) suggests the elaboration of a table with commitment outputs and their 

likely impacts and relevance to the model through a set of key variables marked with stars 

(by relevance and importance). 
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Actions Who When 

A1. WP11 – Periodic Report –Part B- 

 ISIS to circulate the guidelines for the 

production of part B of the periodic report, 

with the structure and brief description of the 

information needed per paragraph 
 

ISIS to WP leader 
February 

2016 

A2. WP11 – Periodic Report –Part B_ 

 each WP leader must fill in its part (better 

double check with other WP partners) 
 

All WP leader to 

ISIS 

March 

2016 

A3. WP11 – Periodic Report –Part A- 

 On line Publishable summary and 

questionnaire 

 ISIS to  prepare a word format and copy and 

paste the UN MERIT input online 

 

UN MERIT 
March 

2016 

A4. WP11 – Financial Report 

On line explanation of individual use of 

resources and cost statements 

 

All partners to 

ISIS 

March 

2016 

A5. WP11 – Dissemination - Newsletter 

 Abstract of your team’s deliverable 

 Bullet point list of the most interesting 

findings of the literature review 

 1 sentence on what your results mean for the 

project 

All partners to 

ISIS 

1st of 

March 

2016 

A6. WP11 – Dissemination - Newsletter 

 Information/results that you would like to 

disseminate; 

 Updates on your project-related activities; 

 Announcements of calls; 

 Conferences and events where information 

about the project could be disseminated; 

 Any relevant events and developments;  

 Other ideas for articles related to I3U 

All partners to 

ISIS 

26st of 

February 

2016 
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A7. WP4 –Deliverables 

 Complete D4.1. “Literature Review and Data 

Collection” 

 

WP4 partners 
February 

2016 

A8. WP5 – Milestones and Deliverables 

 D5.1. “Economic rationales and likely impacts 

of public support to design-based 

innovation”  
 

WP5 partners 
February 

2016 

A9. WP8 – Milestones  

 Milestone M6: “Synthesis of the current 

European Innovation System” 
 

ISIS to partners 
March 

2016 

A10. WP9 - Deliverables 

 Deliverable Synthesis report describing the 

European Innovation system as it exists at the 

time of the project” 
 

UN-MERIT to 

partners 

February 

2016 

A11. WP10 - Deliverables 

 Deliverable 10.1 “Sum up the effects to take 

into account” 

 

SEURECO to 

partners 

February 

2016 
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