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SUMMARY 

In the synthesis report a comprehensive analysis of both the political and the technical level of the 

bi-regional science, technology and innovation (STI) cooperation between the European Union (EU) 

and Latin America and the Caribbean (LAC) is presented.  

The synthesis report sets out to synthesize the outcomes of the previous tasks of the Work Package 

“Scientific Dimension” (WP4) of EULAC Focus. It brings together the insights of the two different 

thematic reports on “bi-regional mobility”, “Research Infrastructures (RIs)”and the results of the 

EULAC-FOCUS survey that reveals key motivators, main challenges and major achievements of the 

bi-regional EU-LAC cooperation in STI. The survey was conducted among the members of the 

Interest Group (IG) that encompasses the representatives of funding agencies who already 

participated in the ERANet-LAC joint calls were invited to participate in the survey. A total of 33 

representatives of funding agencies from 30 countries were invited to participate. The online survey 

was sent out in February 2019 and at the end of March 2019 we had received 22 complete 

responses, 10 responses from LAC 1  including 2 from different Brazilian funding agencies 

(national/federal), 11 responses from the EU2 including 2 from different German and Spanish 

agencies each, as well as one response from Turkey. 

This short version document comprises a summary and the main conclusions of the original 

synthesis report.  

Setting the scene – State of the Art of EU-LAC relations in the Scientific Dimension 
The humanitarian and political crisis, budgetary cuts in big LAC countries, as well as the rise of right-

wing populist regimes on both sides of the Atlantic are putting the robustness and sustainability of 

the Strategic Partnership to the test.  

As the Joint Initiative for Research and Innovation (JIRI) is a governance structure that lacks a legal 

entity it has neither an administration structure of its own, nor a budget at its disposition. Therefore, 

so far, the JIRI policy dialogue has been technically supported and funded almost exclusively through 

EU projects. The resulting leading role of the EC (Directorate-General for Research and Innovation-

DG RTD) as the main provider of funds for the bi-regional STI collaboration, led to its dominant 

agenda-setting position. Thus, the main challenge consists in achieving a demand-driven 

partnership on equal terms by overcoming the structural (financial) dependence of the JIRI policy 

dialogue from EC-funds. As for most small EU and LAC-countries with lesser developed STI 

landscapes it is very difficult to make long-term financial commitments, a pragmatic variable 

geometry approach seems to be the most reasonable one.  

In formulating the objectives for the future bi-regional STI EU-LAC cooperation, it is important to 

bear in mind the following structural inter- and intra-regional differences of STI policies. While the 

historical focus of European research policy on Community Industry established a close link between 

industrial competitiveness and research excellence, it is not a common feature of STI policy in LAC. In 

general terms it can be stated that in LAC technological and innovation policies enjoy a lower priority 

in comparison to science and higher education policies, which count with more institutional and 

financial support (Barrotea et al. 2017, 29–30). Although LAC countries with better developed STI 

                                                           
1
 Brazil, Bolivia, Colombia, Cuba, Dominican Republic, Mexico, Panama, Trinidad & Tobago, Uruguay. 

2
 Belgium, Finland, Germany, Italy, Netherlands, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Spain. 
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landscapes have put a greater emphasis on defining regional - territorial innovation systems 

(Barrotea et al. 2017), supporting start-ups (OECD 2016), and developing innovation value chains in 

recent years, the limited financial support to innovation, especially from the private sector, 

constitutes the main limitation.  

Despite the fact that the bi-regional political dialogue is currently postponed and the cooperation is 

therefore perceived as half-hearted, the EU-LAC STI cooperation is active on the implementation 

level: The Senior Officials Meeting (SOM) Research Infrastructures working group is pushing forward 

the discussion on common priorities and access conditions, the members of the bi-regional Interest 

Group (funding agencies) are implementing the third call including several small LAC and EU 

countries and the LAC NCP network has been maintained after the ALCUE-NET project has ended. 

The main drivers of the EU-LAC STI cooperation are the objectives of enhancing international 

networks, internationalization of national STI systems, the political commitment of countries to 

foster joint research, as well as specific thematic interests. 

Bi-regional projects such as ALCUE NET, ERANet-LAC etc. together with the respective joint calls, as 

well as the establishment of Common Research Area with its three pillars are clearly evaluated as 

major achievements. 

The following best practice examples of bi-regional STI collaboration can be highlighted: 

a) ERANet-LAC/EU-LAC Interest Group joint Calls encouraged EU13 and smaller LAC countries to 

participate. 

b) Uruguay, in its function as coordinator in LAC, managed to keep the LAC NCP Network alive, 

after EC funding ended. EC recognized this effort and decided to support again the networking 

activity in the framework of the International Service Facility. 

c) The EURAXESS Worldwide Brazil node was expanded to the LAC region. 

d) The bi-regional Working Group on Research Infrastructures aims at strengthening the 

management of LAC RIs and the mutual access to RI in both regions. 

e) The policy advice initiative for CELAC supports the implementation of the SDGs through STI 

activities (e.g. reduction of biomass waste by 2030 in Central America and the Dominican 

Republic, using processes of high technological availability and high value-added activities). 

However, a long list of challenges and several demands for support measures were identified as well. 

The lack and discontinuity of financial support from LAC countries to match the EU funding for long-

term activities is the most pressing problem and a big obstacle to push the bi-regional cooperation 

beyond joint calls. 

Participation of LAC countries in the Framework Programmes 
Comparing the participation of LAC countries in FP7 (2007-2013) and H2020 (2014-2020), it can be 

noted that the overall participation shows a decline of approximately 10%. Not surprisingly, 

countries with STI agreements with the EU are the ones who take part the most in the Framework 

Programs. Brazil, Mexico, Argentina and Chile made up for 70% of the LAC participation during FP7 

and currently stand for 74% in H2020. Brazil, who is the most active country comprised 30% of the 

participation during FP7 and now stand for 28% during H2020. However, due to the changes of 

eligibility criteria for high-income countries (emerging economies) the participation of Brazil and 
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Mexico is declining, while Argentina and Chile show an increase. Nonetheless, the decline in the 

participation rate is not only happening in Brazil and Mexico. Several smaller LAC countries, 

especially from Central America and the Caribbean have had a smaller participation in H2020 when 

compared to FP7. Another interesting tendency is that Cuba has increased its participation from 6 

projects in FP7 to 16 in H2020. This is probably due to the application of the new Political Dialogue 

and Cooperation Agreement (PDCA) with the EU that entered into force on 1st of November 20173. 

EU-LAC Co-Publication Patterns4 
When observing collaboration patterns based on co-publication record numbers, individual 

countries’ activity and collaboration tendencies can be detected. Adding to these observations the 

policy-level activity of the country in question can show their role and signal their potential in the 

future of the collaboration. It is observed, that the focus is shifting from previously perceived, 

centralized STI powerhouse nodes to new regions. The international co-authorship network seems 

to be expanding at the global level from earlier EU-USA domination. Therefore, the EU is at an 

advantage to build on its already existing relationship with LAC and explore its potential for further 

development. Aside from those LAC countries with bilateral STI agreements with the EU (Argentina, 

Brazil, Chile and Mexico) a possible route to benefit both regions can lead through smaller, but in 

scientific cooperation active countries on both LAC and EU side. Such countries are for example 

Colombia and Ecuador in the Andean sub-region and Poland in the Central-Eastern European sub-

region. Through these countries, a connection can be established between other, as of yet inactive 

smaller countries which are attractive due to i.e. interests in specific research topics. Furthermore, 

smaller countries are very reliant to international cooperation when it comes to publishing. For them 

it is essential to co- publish, meanwhile, Brazil for instance produces less than 30% of international 

collaboration. 

Bi-regional Mobility: key actors, instruments and schemes of cooperation 
The main purpose of the report on bi-regional mobility was to identify key actors, instruments and 

schemes of (bi-regional) academic cooperation as well as of patterns and trends of (bi-)regional 

mobility of researchers and to explore opportunities for connectivity and up-scaling of bi-regional 

mobility and cooperation between the EU and LAC. To do so the methodological approach of 

thematic and geographic clustering5 was found very useful. In clustering we identified a policy-

oriented research strategy that provides analytical instruments to build up a knowledge base that 

serves as foundation for informed decision-making and priority setting to strengthen EU-LAC 

relations in the scientific dimension. The approach is especially suitable to enhance the impact, 

                                                           
3
 https://eeas.europa.eu/headquarters/headquarters-homepage_en/16558/EU-

Cuba%20relations,%20factsheet  
4
 The information presented in this section is based on the following two papers that were prepared under the 

task 4.1.2: Minniti et al. 2018a ; Belli and Baltà 2019, and task 4.2.2: Minniti et al. 2018b. 
5
 A research cluster is hereby understood as an association or agglomeration of research projects/and or 

academic cooperation networks that can be directed towards basic research, applied thematic investigations, 
methodological approaches or (bi-)regionally identified priority areas. The individual members (e.g. 
universities, enterprises, private research organisations) of a cluster should be complementary, amplifying 
each other strengths and offsetting potential blind spots. The cluster formation should lead to a step-wise 
change in the landscape of that research area and should demonstrate a clear added value in the 
collaboration/cooperation over individual projects including, but not limited to, sharing of resources (research 
infrastructure, databases, diagnostics etc.), harmonisation of data, sharing of specific know-how and/or 
innovative technologies. 

https://eeas.europa.eu/headquarters/headquarters-homepage_en/16558/EU-Cuba%20relations,%20factsheet
https://eeas.europa.eu/headquarters/headquarters-homepage_en/16558/EU-Cuba%20relations,%20factsheet
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sustainability and effectiveness of EU funded international projects by providing the basis for 

building up research clusters making use of existing synergies and potentially contributes to the 

foundation of highly innovative interdisciplinary and transnational research projects. 

 

Geographic clustering 

In general, the detected patterns between the EU and LAC countries draw a clear picture. The EU has 

well-established ties with some LAC countries especially the ones that have been active in 

cooperation for a longer time and have access to domestic resources and research and innovation 

systems in place (Argentina, Brazil, Mexico, Chile, Colombia). While these countries generally belong 

to the bigger LAC nations with more resources available, there are also other examples that show 

that targeted efforts towards increasing cooperation can be of significant impact in terms of bi-

regional cooperation. For example, Uruguay and Ecuador can be counted as two of the most active 

countries in the framework of H2020 as well as in Erasmus+.  

These examples – which could also include other countries such as Costa Rica – show that 

participation of LAC countries in EU research and higher education programmes is not only a matter 

of traditional cooperation channels and path-dependency, but that targeted efforts and dedication 

of resources (e.g. through well informed NCP networks) is a factor in determining the success of 

cooperation efforts. Additionally, an important factor in creating new geographic links is to have a 

clear understanding of regional, respectively national or local strengths and weaknesses in terms of 

thematic orientation as well as research and innovation needs and drivers. Building up cooperation 

priorities with EU countries from a LAC perspective requires a contextualisation of the bi-regionally 

set priority areas (Bio-economy, Biodiversity, Climate Change, ICT, Energy and Health) as regards the 

specific situation and needs of national research and innovation systems. Only by doing so, the 

geographic ties can be built up according to the thematic landscape present in the region.  

 

Thematic clustering 

The thematic clustering can be done along the he thematic structure of Horizon 2020 that is divided 

into three pillars: 62.9% of the projects with LAC participation fall under the pillar of "Excellent 

Science" including all MSCA, ERC and FET projects, 26.4% under "Societal Challenges" including all 

the projects under the topics food, environment, health society, energy, security, 7.4% under 

"Industrial leadership", 3% under "Science with and for society" and 1 project (3%) under "Euratom". 

As regards this thematic landscape, the empirical analysis of cooperation between the EU and LAC 

has delivered evidence that the relations are characterised by a diversity that illustrated through the 

presence of LAC partner institutions across (almost) all pillars of H2020 as well as Erasmus+ under 

the precondition that these are open for their participation. Participation regarding thematic focus 

areas follow a more or less balanced pattern, without significant outliners visible. The only visible 

deviation is the concentration in MSC-Actions, which is partly explainable through the different level 

of grant takers (individuals vs. organisations), but also shows that the researcher mobility priority 

established as one of the pillars of the CRA is already operating on a comparatively well-developed 

foundation. However, even though this pillar is already in practice, a more targeted approach, e.g. 

through strengthening the participation of female researchers or the appeal of LAC for PhD students 

would enhance the mutual benefit for both regions.  

On the one hand, there are some cooperation areas where LAC participation clearly lives up to the 

jointly developed priority areas. For example, looking at the H2020 pillar “Societal Challenges” the 
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topic of “food” (n=22), (which includes the priority area Bio-economy) had the highest number of 

LAC participation with only the fourth highest number in terms of budget compared to the other 

societal challenge focus areas. This indicates that LAC participation in this field brings significant 

added value to the EU research area and that the bi-regional priority areas were targeted towards a 

direction were mutually beneficial knowledge transfer is possible. Additionally, the topic of 

“environment” shows a similar cooperation pattern like “food”, gathering 22 projects under this 

priority area. On the other hand, there is also a notable lack in certain areas of cooperation, where, 

according to the bi-regional joint agenda setting, the participation should be precedence. For 

instance, the topic of “transport”, an issue extremely relevant to multiple dimensions such as 

climate change, energy and ICT, and more specifically to the issue of sustainable urbanisation, so far 

has not attracted relevant participation by LAC organisations, with only one project funded that 

includes partners from LAC. In the topic of “energy”, explicitly identified as a bi-regional priority area, 

so far only very little involvement of LAC institutions has been funded and implemented. In addition 

to the already described topic variations, the data also shows a lack of LAC participation in different 

research fields such as the pillar of “leadership in enabling & industrial technologies”, that also 

includes bi-regionally defined priority areas such as ICT, where only marginal LAC participation was 

determined.  

Another issue to take into account is the participation of LAC countries in Erasmus+ projects. In this 

funding scheme, the thematic priorities are even less visible, which is partly due to structural 

differences in the programme design, but partly also due to lack of alignment of policy areas 

between the programming institutions, in particular the responsible DGs Research and Education 

and Culture. In Erasmus+, LAC countries are especially prominently represented in actions dealing 

with building up competences regarding internationalisation and capacity building for higher 

education. There is still a lot of untapped potential in EU-LAC relation in fields such as curriculum 

development, knowledge alliances and sectorial skill alliances. So far, it seems that these instances 

of cooperation in Erasmus+ have not strategically been connected to the priority areas identified in 

the bi-regional policy dialogue.  

The EU and LAC landscapes of Research Infrastructures 
The report on the national capacities of Research Infrastructures in Latin American and Caribbean 

countries summarizes the current political dialogue between the EU and LAC and presents a 

selection of national and multinational RI open or ready to be opened for international collaboration. 

The selection is based on two surveys among the national representatives of the Senior Officials 

Meeting working group on RI, which served as a starting point for the discussion on political 

collaboration by presenting suggestions for the future collaboration. 

In the context of the bi-regional cooperation, the European side is represented by ESFRI serving as a 

strategic interlocutor. With regard to LAC, only Brazil and Mexico have institutionalized partnerships, 

namely in the thematic area of Cultural and Social Innovation ESFRI Landmark SHARE ERIC (Mexico 

and Brazil) and in the area of Health and Food ESFRI Landmark ECRIN ERIC (Brazil) (ESFRI 2018, p. 

152–153). Other forms of collaboration such as Memorandums of Understanding and informal 

working arrangements at a research institute level or technical assistance involve further countries 

such as Argentina, Chile and Uruguay. 

In order to prepare the ground for future bi-regional matchmakings of Research Iinfrastructures (RIs), 

SOM delegates of the RI WG selected 10 RIs (5 EU and 5 LAC RIs) to realize study visits to their key 
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national RIs open to international access. The selected RIs on both sides of the Atlantic are related to 

the following research areas: energy, biodiversity, climate change, health, food, physical science and 

engineering. This final selection of the 10 RIs located in Brazil, Costa Rica, Chile, Argentina, Spain, 

Luxemburg, Italy and Portugal, hints at possible thematic priorities that are still under discussion. 
(EULAC Focus WP04-DI_123 2019). 
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CONCLUSIONS 

Based on the work conducted in the EULAC Focus project and what has been presented in this report, 

it is possible to suggest general recommendations and a set of concrete and practicable actions for 

the future of the bi-regional STI collaboration. 

General recommendations:  

 Enhance the political process by agreeing on efficient new bi-regional funding mechanisms (e.g. 

established multilateral calls of ERANet-LAC/EU-LAC Interest Group; new Joint Cooperation Fund 

(JCF)), strengthening the JIRI governance structure and ensuring the follow up of the JIRI 

evaluation and monitoring tools in order to achieve a stronger involvement of the EU-MS and 

LAC partners. 

 Encourage more cooperation projects funded by the EU coordinated by LAC partners to 

generate a sense of ownership and hereby strengthen incentives for participation of LAC 

institution. This will attract the scientific excellence of LAC to EU cooperation, showing that 

participation in these programmes is highly beneficial in terms of societal impact. 

 In order to ensure alignment, common discussion and strategic orientation the JIRI has to be 

supported by an established platform, monitoring and accompanying both the policy side of STI 

cooperation as well as the technical and thematic side. This new platform has to be linked to and 

make use of existing platforms, which were established e.g. in previous EU-funded projects such 

as ALCUE NET and ERANet-LAC (see Action 4). 

 Put special focus on a stronger involvement of the Caribbean (CARICOM) and Central America 

(SICA) in the political process and the joint funding research activities. 

 

ACTION 1: INCREASE VISIBILITY AND PROMOTE OPEN ACCESS PLATFORMS 

1.1  Use the EC International Cooperation for Research and Innovation webpage 6  as a 

comprehensive repository of bi-regional cooperation, and link it to the EU-LAC platform7 in 

order to improve the presentation of international networks and funding opportunities 

relevant for LAC stakeholders. 

1.2  Promote LAC (non-market based) open access platforms such as SCIELO in order to attract 

EU researchers who normally use (market based) open access platforms such as 

ResearchGate.net and Academia.edu to push their academic careers. 

1.3  Develop a Massive Open Online Course (MOOC) that gives a good insight into the best 

practices of bi-regional cooperation (such as the best practices presented by the alliance of 

universities Grupo Montevideo). 

 

                                                           
6
 https://ec.europa.eu/research/iscp/index.cfm?pg=news_by_country&countryname=latin-americ-carib# 

7
 https://www.eucelac-platform.eu/ 

https://ec.europa.eu/research/iscp/index.cfm?pg=news_by_country&countryname=latin-americ-carib
https://www.eucelac-platform.eu/
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ACTION 2: STRENGTHEN LAC AS UNIQUE RESEARCH DESTINATION 
 

2.1   Develop a standardized concept and guidelines for an awareness/marketing campaign in 

order to strengthen LAC as research destination for EU PhD / PostDoc fellows, by increasing 

the visibility of the distinctive features (USPs) of universities or research institutes that offer 

a unique expertise and/or access to specific regional resources (e.g. research field, 

databases) that are not available in the EU or elsewhere. 

 

2.2  Support activities of the SOM Working Group on Research Infrastructures regarding the 

development of a common understanding of research infrastructures. 

 

ACTION 3: ENHANCE MOBILITY OF RESEARCHERS IN BOTH DIRECTIONS 

3.1 Further enhance participation of LAC students and scientists in MSCA and ERC mobility 

schemes by intensifying synergies/ exchange of information of EURAXESS worldwide with 

the NCP-LAC network.  

3.2 Further promote industrial PhD programmes (MSCA INT-EID) in LAC in order to strengthen 

the link of research and innovation by developing personal networks in which knowledge 

between companies and universities can be disseminated.  

3.3 Establish a close interaction between the EURAXESS worldwide team and the iberoamerican 

mobility platform Campus Iberoamérica 8as well as (sub)regional networks/ alliances in LAC 

such as CLACSO, CSUCA, UDUAL, UNICA, AUDALCPI and AUGM in order to support the 

implementation of their internationalization strategies/ efforts. 

3.4 Align and harmonise bi-regional, regional and national efforts to avoid unintended side-

effects as for example duplications or undercutting of scholarship programmes.  

3.5 Address the gender gap by integrating the Responsible Research and Innovation (RRI) 

approach in the MSCA and ERC mobility schemes by setting up a special programme for 

(young) female early career researchers that takes into account the special needs of the 

family members (care costs, school fees, Dual-Career offers for (academic) spouses). 

3.6 Set up a (qualitative) study that explores the (specific cultural and/or regional) obstacles that 

hinder female LAC researchers to benefit from longer research fellowships abroad. Find out 

about possible options to tailor the existing mobility schemes (MSCA, ERC) to the specific 

needs of female researchers, taking into account their cultural and regional background. 

 

 

                                                           
8
 https://campusiberoamerica.net/es/acerca-de 

https://campusiberoamerica.net/es/acerca-de
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ACTION 4: STRENGTHEN JOINT RESEARCH FUNDING INCL. SMALLER EU/LAC COUNTRIES 

4.1 Build on the best practice of the ERANet-LAC/ Interest Group joint research funding activities, 

maintaining the variable geometry approach by matching countries with well-developed STI 

landscapes (EU15 and LAC big 5) and those with a moderate/low STI performance (EU 13, 

Central America and the Caribbean) sticking to the diversity of national funding regulations. 

4.2  Set up a partnering request according to the new partnership policy approach under Horizon 

Europe (FP 9) in the frame of the Service Facility Contract: A new obligatory requirement 

should be the involvement of at least one partner organisation from the EU 13 countries in 

order to better integrate them into the network of the TOP20 organisations from EU15 

countries. Increase the impact of the instrument “Spreading Excellence, widening 

participation” by helping research institutions from EU 13 countries to improve the quality of 

their administrative skills which increases eligibility and therefore also their success rate and 

involvement in calls targeted to the LAC region. 

4.3 Further promote involvement of LAC in the thematic Joint Programming Initiatives (JPIs) on 

Climate; Agriculture, Food Security and Climate Change (FACCE-JPI), Water and Oceans by 

also integrating the Social Sciences and Humanities in the mainstream natural science driven 

global climate change research and inform on best practices on the EC International 

Cooperation for Research and Innovation-webpage (Action 1). 

4.4 Further promote participation of LAC institutions in international funding programs such as 

the Belmont Forum and explore synergies with Interest Group joint research funding. 

ACTION 5: ESTABLISH SYNERGIES TO FOSTER INDUSTRY-SOCIETY-ACADEMIA COOPERATION 

5.1  Build up bi-regional R&I clusters as a strategic tool and connecting framework that is 

targeted at exploiting synergies between existing cooperation efforts at all scales, going 

beyond the projects funded by the EU framework programmes but building on them. 

Establish the objective of fostering industry-civil-society-academia links as a cross-EC-

Directorate issue in order to build on experiences and contacts made in the course of other 

instruments (e.g. Al-invest by DG DevCo). 

5.2 Learn from good practices reducing the R&I divide in the EU (EU 15 vs EU 13) by funding 

synergies from ERDF – European Regional Development Fund and H2020, enhancing on the 

one hand ”upstream actions” focusing on infrastructure investment and capacity building, 

and on the other hand “downstream actions” enabling the diffusion into the market of 

research results from Horizon2020 projects. 

5.3 Explore funding synergies between the Blending Facility (DG DevCo) and FP 9 Horizon Europe 

in order to reduce the R&D divide and foster the research to business (R2B) links in LAC: 
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o 18 LAC countries9: The Latin America Investment Facility (LAIF) which is a Development 

Cooperation Instrument (DCI)10 could be invested in STI infrastructure (Investment 

grants), as well as in diffusion to market programs (Risk capital) creating synergies with 

the FP9 Horizon Europe research funding. 

o o 15 Caribbean countries (ACP)11: The Caribbean Investment Facility (CIF) which is an 

instrument of the European Development Fund (EDF) 12  could be invested in STI 

infrastructure (Investment grants), as well as in diffusion to market programs (Risk 

capital) creating synergies with the FP9 Horizon Europe research funding. Using the 

Policy Advice the Caribbean Council on Science & Technology (CCST) can be supported 

on its way to be transformed into an STI observatory in order to have a solid data base to 

generate a Caribbean Regional System of Innovation. 

5.4.  Open the SME instrument to LAC enterprises with certain conditionalities in place securing 

the economic interest of the EU MS and SMEs by launching specific calls in order to attract 

well developed key technologies in LAC to cooperate with EU businesses. 

ACTION 6: ALIGN HIGHER EDUCATION WITH REGIONAL RESEARCH AND INNOVATION POLICIES 

6.1  Point out synergies and exploit the cooperation potential of different schemes such as 

Erasmus, Framework program, COST-Actions, ALFA-actions promoted by several institutions 

(DG RTD, DG EAC, DG Regio, OECD, OEI) by extending the mandate/resources of existing 

platforms (EULAC Foundation, Obreal) or by creating new ones (e.g. through a dedicated 

action in the new Framework programme).  

6.2  Strengthen interdependencies between HE and regional innovation policies like the RIS3 

strategies on smart specialisation. Adding a perspective of RRI policies helps to make HE 

systems more receptive to societal needs and thereby maximises the potential impact of 

cooperation. 

6.3 Promote the exchange of good practices of successful implemented smart specialization 

strategies (S3 platform worldwide13) and support matchmakings between LAC and EU and 

promote international sustainable innovation value chains. 

                                                           
9
 The following Latin American partner countries are eligible for support from LAIF: Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, 

Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Ecuador, El Salvador, Guatemala, Honduras, Mexico, Nicaragua, Panama, 
Paraguay, Peru, Uruguay and Venezuela, as well as regional projects. 
10

 DCI will be integrated into the new broad Neighbourhood, Development and International Cooperation 
Instrument (NDICI). https://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_MEMO-18-4124_en.htm 
11

 CIF grants can support investments located in the 15 Caribbean countries, signatories of ACP-EU Partnership 
Agreement, which are: Antigua & Barbuda, Bahamas, Barbados, Belize, Dominica, Dominican Republic, 
Grenada, Guyana, Haiti, Jamaica, St Kitts & Nevis, St Lucia, Saint-Vincent and the Grenadines, Suriname and 
Trinidad & Tobago. CIF grants can also support regional operations covering two or more of the above 
countries. 
12

 EDF will be integrated into the new broad Neighbourhood, Development and International Cooperation 
Instrument (NDICI). https://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_MEMO-18-4124_en.htm 
13

 http://s3platform.jrc.ec.europa.eu/s3-worldwide 

https://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_MEMO-18-4124_en.htm
https://europa.eu/rapid/press-release_MEMO-18-4124_en.htm
http://s3platform.jrc.ec.europa.eu/s3-worldwide
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6.4 Align future Horizon Europe (FP9) Calls targeting sustainable urbanization as well as Erasmus 

Key Action 2 (Cooperation for innovation and the exchange of good practices) with lessons 

learnt from the inter-regional cooperation on innovation EU_LAC in the context of the 

International Urban Cooperation (IUC)14 programme.  

6.5 Promote the ENRICH in Brazil initiative and extend it to other LAC countries in order to 

strengthen bi-regional cooperation in research, innovation and business. 

ACTION 7: PROMOTE SCIENCE DIPLOMACY IN THE EU-LAC COOPERATION 

7.1  Advocate that LAC STI stakeholders sign the Madrid Declaration on Science Diplomacy, 

which proclaims a common vision of science diplomacy in the future, emphasizes the 

benefits science diplomacy can bring to tackling the global challenges of our time and 

outlines the principles needed to foster science diplomacy worldwide. 

7.2   Expand the presence of EU Science Counselors in LAC from emerging economies such as 

Brazil to “hidden stars” among the developing STI nations. Through science diplomacy, 

smaller LAC countries can better position themselves on a global stage, increasing their 

relevance on the international STI policy discussions. 

7.3  Engage Science Advisors or Counsellors on the national and regional level in a dialogue to 

explore the soft power tools that science diplomacy offers, to create a common 

understanding and to overcome the temporary suspension of the bi-regional political 

dialogue. 

7.4   Offer science diplomacy workshops e.g. in meetings of the EU-LAC Interest Group (ERANet- 

LAC) in order to motivate the scientific community and actors from the bi-regional 

cooperation to act as promoters and multiplicators in their own countries. 

7.5  Establish a dialogue between Science Advisors or Counsellors and the scientific community, 

e.g. through a round table with the theme Science Diplomacy with the participation of the 

S4D4C Project, to understand how potentials from both sides could be better explored and 

to find a common language to promote science internationally. 
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