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Guidance for applicants: 
Procedures for research funding applications 

 
1. General Submission Requirements 

1.1. The EuroQol Research Foundation will fund high-quality research that is of scientific and strategic 
interest to the EuroQol Group and its members. 
 

1.2. Proposals should be submitted using the EuroQol Project Submission Portal (https://euroqol-
proposals.grantplatform.com/). Please review the Proposal Budget Guidelines (appendix 2 of the RFP) 
before submitting a proposal.  
 

1.3. For clarity, applicants must use the correct terminology referring to EuroQol instruments – see EQ-
5D Nomenclature. 
 

1.4. Study teams do not have to include a EuroQol member; however, this is advisable. 
 

1.5. Twice a year, the Executive Committee issues a Call for Proposals, with two funding rounds (open from 
February/March–April and August/September–October) highlighting the current research priorities. 
These will be circulated by email and posted on the website. Funding will be awarded on a competitive 
basis.  
 

1.6. EuroQol Group offers a variety of grant types, listed below. Each Call for Proposals will outline the 
types of projects invited. Please note the availability of the types of grants offered may vary from one 
call to the next. 
 

1.7. If your research requires a translation that is not yet available, please contact the Version 
Management Committee (VMC) Chair before submitting your funding application to ensure feasibility 
and proper budgeting. Developing a new version involves translation, cognitive debriefing interviews, 
and a VMC review. These steps require additional time and budget.  
 
2. Review and Decision Process 

2.1.  General principles governing the review process are:  
2.1.1. All reviews are completed online using the EuroQol Project Submission Portal. Reviewers 

evaluate proposals on several criteria including strategic and scientific importance, study 
design/methods, feasibility, budget, timelines, deliverables, stakeholder engagement 
and data protection. 

2.1.2. All reviewers, Working Group (WG) members, and Executive members must make a 
declaration of interest. Anyone with a conflict of interest is excluded from the review 
and decision-making process. 

2.1.3. Following discussion of the proposals, the Executive Committee makes funding decisions 
based on reviews and WG inputs. 

 
2.2. The regular proposal review process is as follows: 

2.2.1. Two reviewers independently review each proposal. The relevant WG will support 
reviewer selection. The WG Chair may delegate reviews to a WG member or to another 
researcher with special expertise on the topic.  

2.2.2. The Scientific Team Lead assigns reviewers for proposals that fall outside the WG scope. 
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2.2.3. All reviews are completed online through the EuroQol Project Submission Portal on 
criteria described above. These comments are shared with Executive Committee 
members for decision-making.   

2.2.4. Each WG provides the Triage Committee with a summary of all their allocated proposals. 
This highlights high-priority projects and notes any overlapping proposals. If proposals 
overlap, the Triage Committee may select only one or two similar proposals for funding. 
A Triage Committee reviews proposals and their initial reviews to provide a funding 
recommendation: Fund, Conditional Fund, Revise and Resubmit, Reject or Discuss by the 
Executive Committee. Alternatively, the committee may defer its decision and invite two 
additional reviews from Executive Committee members before making a final 
recommendation. WG Chairs also review triage recommendations and can request that 
proposals be sent to the Executive Committee for discussion before a final decision is 
made. The full Executive Committee must confirm all triage decisions to make them 
final.  

 
2.3. The fast-track review process is as follows: 

2.3.1. Decisions on time-sensitive or other high-priority proposals can be fast-tracked. This 
procedure allows the Executive Committee to evaluate and fund urgent requests 
between scheduled decision meetings. Fast-track procedure reviews begin on receipt, 
with final decisions made either offline or at the next Executive Committee meeting. 

2.3.2. To request a fast-track review, please contact the Scientific Director and Grant Managers 
(grants@euroqol.org). They will consult with the Executive Committee Chair to 
determine if your proposal qualifies for this process.   

2.3.3. Applicants must submit their proposals through the standard process via the EuroQol 
Project Submission Portal (point 1.2). 

2.3.4. A review will be sought from at least one member of the Executive Committee. At the 
discretion of the Executive Chair or Deputy Chair, additional reviews may be requested 
from the Executive Committee or WGs  

2.3.5. The Executive Committee Chair or Deputy Chair will evaluate the review and email a 
recommended decision, the proposal and review(s) to all Executive Committee 
members. Members must respond within 48 hours with any concerns. 

2.3.6. If an Executive Committee member raises important concerns regarding the 
recommended decision, the proposal will be deferred for discussion at the next 
Executive Committee meeting. If no concerns are raised, the applicant will be informed 
of the final funding decision. 

 
2.4. Executive Committee decisions on proposals will fall into one of four categories:   

2.4.1. Funding awarded. 
2.4.2. Conditional Funding: The proposal is approved subject to satisfactory revisions and 

clarifications. A member nominated by the Triage Committee confirms these, and they 
are reported at the next Executive Committee meeting. 

2.4.3. Revise and Resubmit: The applicant is invited to revise the proposal for reconsideration 
at the next allocated Executive Committee meeting. 

2.4.4. Funding declined: The proposal is rejected.  
 

3. Feedback 
3.1. Applicants will normally receive feedback within three weeks of the Executive Committee 

meetings. The EuroQol Office will provide reviewers' comments anonymously to principal 
investigators (PIs). 
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3.2. If funding for a proposal is refused, the Scientific Director or Grants Manager will follow up 
with a rejection notification including the reasons. Appeals can be made for procedural 
reasons only. Applicants must write to the Scientific Director or Grants Manager to request 
reconsideration and provide specific justifications. Submitting an appeal does not guarantee 
that the Executive Committee will accept or review it. 

 
4. Grant Processing   

4.1. When funding is awarded, the Grants Managers will send a Grant Offer Letter confirming 
Executive Committee approval. This letter includes a proposed payment schedule, annual 
reporting requirements (if applicable), and invoice submission instructions. It will be 
accompanied by a General Terms and Conditions (GTC) document. The signed letter must be 
returned within three months of its issuance date.  

 
4.2. Some funded projects may be assigned SAVED status. For these projects, researchers agree 

to archive all generated data in EuroQol’s data repository. This data is then made available 
for secondary use, in accordance with applicable data protection, governance, and access 
procedures. 

 
4.3. Projects designated with SAVED status require specific contractual arrangements. For these 

projects, the standard Grant Terms and Conditions (GTC) are replaced by a Data Transfer 
Contract (DTC), which governs the archiving of data in EuroQol’s data repository and its 
availability for secondary use. 

 
4.4. Abstracts of applications that are awarded funding will be published on the public website. 

 
5. Grant Reporting  

5.1. If a project requires annual or interim reporting, a notification from Good Grants will be sent 
with an invitation to submit the annual/interim report within three months. A member of 
EuroQol’s Scientific Team will review the submission, and the PI will be notified of the 
outcome. Once approved, the next invoice can be submitted, or the next project phase can 
begin, depending on the terms of the Grant Offer Letter. If the report is not approved, the PI 
will receive feedback and an opportunity to revise and resubmit the annual/interim report. 

 
5.2. If a project is delayed and the PI cannot submit an annual or final report on time, they must 

notify the grants managers. The PI must provide reasons for the delay, a revised timeline, and 
a new expected end date for the performance period. This request for a budget-neutral 
deadline extension must be formally approved by the Grants Managers. 

5.3. Once a project is completed, the process is as follows: 
5.3.1. As specified in the Grant Offer Letter, upon project completion, you are required to 

submit a final report via the EuroQol Project Submission Portal (https://euroqol-
proposals.grantplatform.com/). The submission must include the completed Final 
Report Form, the original proposal, and all listed deliverables. The PI will receive an 
invitation from Good Grants to submit the final report within three months.  

5.3.2. The relevant WG reviews the final report. While the WG Chair may delegate this review 
to a WG or EQ Group member with special expertise on the topic, the final review must 
reflect the WG's considered view.   

5.3.3. In case of a final report on proposals outside the scope of the WGs, the Executive 
Committee Chair and the Scientific Director will identify and invite a EuroQol Group 
member with relevant expertise to review the report.  
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5.3.4. Final report reviews are completed online through the EuroQol Project Submission 
Portal, where reviewers evaluate the report and recommend either Sign-off or Revise 
and Resubmit. Reviewers comment on: Was the work completed as planned? Is the 
reporting up to standard? Are there strategic implications?  

5.3.5. The final report and its review recommendation will be circulated to the Executive 
Committee. Unless the Executive Committee raises any issues, the final report will be 
approved as recommended, and the PI will be notified and invited to submit the final 
invoice for the remaining budget. 

5.3.6. An abstract of the final report will be published on the EuroQol Group’s website, unless 
the Executive and the project team agree otherwise.  

5.3.7. If an applicant fails to deliver a high-quality final report on time, EuroQol may withhold 
the final instalment payment. Under certain circumstances, the initial instalment may 
be required to be repaid. Additionally, failure to deliver a final report will negatively 
impact the evaluation of any future funding applications.  

 
6. If it is not possible to complete a project, the process is as follows: 

6.1. The PI must inform EuroQol immediately or respond promptly to progress update inquiries 
detailing the reasons why the project cannot be completed.  

6.2. The PI must provide a summary of work completed so far, listing any completed deliverables 
and any failed deliverables.  

6.3. The PI must submit a project closure proposal. This document must outline any feasible final 
reporting, planned data usage, breakdown of spent funds, and the remaining budget to be 
returned to EuroQol.   

6.4. The proposal will then be reviewed by the Grant Managers and Scientific Director and will be 
put forward for approval by the Executive Committee. 

 
The Executive Committee reserves the right to deviate from these guidelines when circumstances 
require.  
 
If you have any questions about applying for funding, the review process or submission deadlines, 
please contact grants@euroqol.org.  
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