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The below questions and answers are a reflection and summary of the questions we have received by 

phone or by email in relation to the 2020 ASDI and 2020 eTEC calls for proposals. Most questions have 

been anonymized and generalized to ensure maximum relevance for all interested applicants. 

 

This document will be extended as often as possible and necessary, depending on the questions we will 

receive leading up to the pre-proposal submission deadline (June 25, 14:00 CET). In future versions, the 

above date will be adapted to reflect the publication date of the latest release of this document. 

 

At this moment, the Q&A list is unordered. This may change in future versions. 

 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

 

Q: I do not work at a KNAW- or NWO-affiliated institute. How can I still apply for funding in the ASDI 

or eTEC calls? 

 

A: To be eligible for funding, a PI must hold a position at one of the eligible institutes or Dutch 

universities. Institutes eligible for funding by NWO and KNAW are shortlisted here: 

https://www.nwo.nl/en/about-nwo/organisation/nwo-domains (NWO). 

https://www.knaw.nl/en/institutes/overzicht?set_language=en (KNAW). 

If your institute is not listed, you cannot act as PI. However, you can act as co-applicant or team-member 

of a proposal with another PI holding a position at one of the eligible institutes or Dutch universities. 

 

ADDED (June 11): 

Given the slight discrepancy between the above representation of eligible institutes and the “NWO 

Subsiedieregeling 2017”, we stress that funding can be requested by researchers from the following list: 

- Universities established in the Kingdom of the Netherlands;  

- University medical centres;  

- NWO and KNAW institutes; 

- The Netherlands Cancer Institute; 

- The Max Planck Institute for Psycholinguistics in Nijmegen;  

- the Dubble Beam line at ESRT in Grenoble;  

- NCB Naturalis; 

- Advanced Research Centre for NanoLithography (ARCNL); 

- Princess Maxima Center.  

https://www.nwo.nl/en/about-nwo/organisation/nwo-domains
https://www.knaw.nl/en/institutes/overzicht?set_language=en


- - - - - - - - - 

 

 

Q: My proposal seems to fit in both the ASDI and eTEC calls equally well. Which one should I choose? 

 

A: As stated in slide deck 1, when deciding on a specific call for submitting your proposal, two rules of 

thumb apply: 

1. In case your primary research questions are (mostly) domain-oriented the ASDI call is likely the 

best choice. In case your primary research questions are (mostly) technology-oriented the eTEC 

calls is likely the best choice. 

 

2. In case the PI is (mostly) a domain-oriented researcher the ASDI call is likely the best choice. In 

case the PI is (mostly) a technology-oriented ICT researcher the eTEC call is likely the best 

choice. In case of a strongly technology-oriented domain researcher (or vice versa) both calls 

may apply; in this case it is best to apply the first rule-of-thumb above. 

 

In case you are still unsure about the best choice, please do not hesitate to contact us for further advice. 

 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

 

Q: Is it possible to submit two different applications with the same principal investigator (PI)? 

 

A: No, the ASDI and eTEC call texts state explicitly that ‘the PI may not also submit a (pre-)proposal in 

that capacity in [any of the] other large calls published by the Netherlands eScience Center in 2020’. It is 

allowed for a single researcher to act as PI in one proposal, and act as co-applicant in other proposals, 

however. 

 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

 

Q: The maximal duration of the projects has been limited to 42 months, just shy of the 48 months 

necessary for a PhD appointment. Will it be possible nevertheless to apply for a PhD position? 

 

A: The eScience Center strongly prefers to work with postdocs instead of PhD students. The reason for 

this is at least two-fold: 

 

(1) In general, it is easier to make rapid progress with a postdoc, given that in most cases less time 

needs to be spent on literature study and/or obtaining a strong embedding in the relevant research 

community. In other words, it is much easier to hit the ground running. 

 



(2) In general, with a postdoc it is often easier to realize group- or community-embedding of the 

resulting eScience software and tools. Often a postdoc has a greater (sense of) necessity to take the 

responsibility for further development and maintenance of the delivered tools, and for educating 

other researchers in its use and capabilities. In other words: there is a greater return on investment, 

with more impact for more researchers. 

 

With a postdoc we expect to maximally tap into domain-specific knowledge, which allows optimal 

matching and targeted implementation of specific eScience technologies and software. At the same 

time, we expect to be able to maximally invest in generalization and re-use by other researchers (in the 

same research group, research domain, or even in entirely different domains), and exploit the postdocs’ 

(and other team members’) networks to realize that goal. 

 

Obviously, this is a rule-of-thumb. Exceptions exist. It is therefore possible to request a PhD student in 

the 2020 ASDI and eTEC calls, if a sufficiently strong case is made that the abovementioned general 

‘advantages’ of working with a postdoc over a PhD student are still upheld to a very large extent. The 

maximum project duration would then hold for the eScience Center contribution, not for the PhD 

student (which would be more than 42 months indeed). 

 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

 

Q: As part of our research we will use a dataset that we are not allowed to make available via a public 

URL. How would this affect the data health check performed as part of the review procedure? 

 

A: The software and data health checks will be performed by the eScience Center this year for the very 

first time. For this reason, we will take extra care in communicating well with the PIs and research teams 

in making sure that the necessary data sets and software are checked as well as possible, taking into 

account any limitations that may apply. In case of inherently non-public data sets and software, the use 

of NDAs could be considered, but other paths forward may be simpler or preferred. In case you already 

prefer further information at this moment in time, you can also contact the Technology Leads of the 

eScience Center at techleads@esciencecenter.nl. 

 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

 

Q: Is it allowed to use part of the funding for the postdoc position for hiring a data annotator (who 

would perform essentially non-scientific activities)? 

 

A: It is not allowed to use part of the funding for research positions for non-research activities. It is 

possible, however, to finance the work of a data annotator using the available ‘materials’ budget. This 

budget has a maximum of only 15 k€, however, and is also intended to cover costs for e.g. software and 

mailto:techleads@esciencecenter.nl


travel for project team members (excl. eScience personnel). If the materials budget would not suffice, 

these activities must be financed through other (local) means. 

 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

NEW (June 11) 

Q: I would like to apply as a PhD researcher to be the postdoc for the project. Is that allowed? 

 

A: Unfortunately, it is not possible to apply as a PhD researcher. In case you cannot yet apply as a 

postdoc, it would be necessary to have another eligible researcher formally submit the proposal as PI. 

 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

NEW (June 11) 

Q: I spoke with one of the eScience Research Software Engineers. Should I include him/her as a 

member of the research team, or should I leave the eScience member(s) blank for now? 

 

A: You do not need to include specific names of eScience Research Software Engineers (although it is 
allowed to do so). At the time of proposal writing, or even at the time of proposal awarding, we do not 
yet know which eScience RSEs will be assigned to each project. This is because we have +/- 50 eScience 
RESEs employed, with a very large number of projects running at the same time. Hence, this is a people 
management challenge most of all. Most important, therefore, is to clearly indicate the specific 
expertise you are requesting from the eScience Center. 
 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

NEW (June 11) 

Q: We will host our proposed software at our home institution. Is it best to state this for now and 

then revise later or should we consider already specifying this in more detail? Also, do we need to 

make use of the national e-infrastructure? 

 

A: You do not need to use the Dutch national e-Infrastructure, but we do apply a ‘use-or-explain’ policy. 
In other words, if you do not wish to (or need to) use the Dutch national e-infrastructure, please provide 
a justification. Note, however, that this is not part of the formal review criteria, so there is no ‘wrong’ 
answer. This information is requested for us to be able to provide you with the best possible advice, and 
to include e.g. SURF later on in the process, if needed. As such, in this pre-proposal phase it would be 
sufficient to indicate that you will host the software locally, and you only need to briefly justify that 
choice. In the final phase you could always reconsider this, if needed. 
 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 



NEW (June 11) 

Q: Concerning the data and the software health checks: we are developing software from scratch, we 

are not modifying existing software. Also, the data is generated only during the project and will not be 

available beforehand. Is this a problem? 

 

A: In your specific case, there is no need, or even possibility, to perform software and data health checks 
beforehand. This is certainly not a problem. Obviously, our calls do allow software to be developed from 
scratch, or data to be generated only during the project. In such cases, the software and data health 
checks can be skipped (meaning the health check report will be positive, as no issues have been found). 
 
 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

NEW (June 11) 

Q: We currently have an elaborated technical specification with all software requirements. Is there 

any possibility to include this in the application or is this something we would discuss if we make it 

through the pre-proposal phase? 

 

A: In the ASDI call, it is necessary only to provide a specification of the requirements your desired 

system/software/tool(s) must adhere to. In ASDI, it is certainly allowed, however, to also include a 

technical design/specification of the software itself. In the eTEC call, in contrast, inclusion of such a 

technical design is essential. 

 

 

- - - - - - - - - 

 

NEW (June 11) 

Q: Would it be possible to share a draft of the proposal with you for feedback at this stage, or is it 

preferred to do that only for round two, if we reach that stage? 

 

A: Given that the eScience Center acts both as funder and as project participant, we need to proceed 

carefully in the early stages of all our calls for proposals. There is always the potential perception of a 

conflict of interest – meaning that others may think the eScience Centers prefers certain researchers (or 

research directions) over others. For this reason, we must adhere to the important rule of providing all 

interested participants with an (approximately) equal amount of advice in the proposal writing phase. As 

such, no eScience employee is allowed to write any part of a proposal, and our colleagues are advised to 

not review pre-proposals in full (because there is no time to do this at a sufficiently level of quality for all 

proposals). It is allowed, however, to provide comments to certain (parts of) paragraphs that relate to 

the eScience aspects of the work. In the second round, there will be a so-called mid-procedure meeting 

at the eScience Center. At that time, the proposal text is part of the discussion, as well as the comments 

of the independent assessment committee, and all other comments the eScience Center may have. 

 


