
Academy of 

Finland 

(AKA)

Hannele Lahtinen

I

©  ACADEMY OF FINLAND 2016 1

Annual Joint Programming Conference

22-23 November 2016

Impacts of public-public 

partnership

Impacts at project level



Ex-post impact of transnational R&I projects

– a funding organization view

• Academy of Finland (AKA) under Ministry of Education and 
Culture

- The main funding organization for scientific research in Finland 

- Funding budget in 2015 € 405 million

- Four research Councils, Strategic Research Council & Finnish 
Research Infrastructure Committee

• Analysis of the landscape in P2P collaboration, report on 
partnering countries, networks and their themes (June 2016)

• Impact analysis of P2P project participants in Finland: 
Survey to project PIs funded by AKA (November 2016)

- survey sent to 115 PIs (DL Nov 18): 36 responders from 13 networks;
7 coordinators, 29 partners

- analysis will be done on network level

http://www.aka.fi/globalassets/42julkaisut/eranet_report_final_yhd4.pdf
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Funders survey to funded P2P project PIs - AKA

• Q1 Results/outputs of the joint collaboration in your Public-Public-
Partnership (P2P) network(s)

• Q2 Rationale behind applying funding within the P2P network(s)

• Q3 Major achievements and quality of the collaboration

• Q4 Compare the P2P funding scheme with other national project funding 
schemes (e.g. Academy Project funding, Academy Programme funding, 
Strategic Research funding)

• Q5 Compare the P2P funding scheme with direct international project 
funding schemes (e.g. funding from EU framework programme)

• Q6 As a funding scheme, do you have any suggestions to improve this 
P2P scheme?

• Q7 Follow-up/future prospects

• Q8 Please indicate your preference for the Academy's support for 
international cooperation through different funding opportunities. 

METHODOLOGY



Q1  Outputs of P2P collaboration
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Responses to Q2 – examples 

Q2 Rationale behind applying funding within the P2P 
network(s) 

• relevant topic, widening existing national network, collaboration with best 
scientist of the field or possibility to involve all relevant sites 

• increased mobility and collaboration, recruiting international students, 
training the future

• optimal consortium size, low level bureaucracy, easiness of reporting 
and administration
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Responses to Q4 and Q5 – examples 

Q4 Compare the P2P funding scheme with other national 
project funding schemes 

• more expertise available and more competitive network than 
would be nationally

• networking is fundamental, beneficial to have all parties funded at 
the same time

• mutual researcher visits between the participating institutions

Q5 Compare the P2P funding scheme with direct  
international project funding schemes (e.g. EU FP)

• need for collaborative projects between European (or other 
international) labs where about 3-5 labs participate, 
complementary to individual group grants

• ERA-NET is more feasible and easier to coordinate for a scientist

• each partner receives funding from their own national funding 
agency -> spending of resources is more flexible; smaller and 
more manageable consortia



Q8 PI’s preference for national funding schemes in international cooperation
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Thank you!

www.aka.fi

http://www.aka.fi/globalassets/42julkaisut/eranet_report_final_yhd4.pdf
http://www.aka.fi/

