STATISTICAL OUTCOME OF THE CSN1
QUESTIONNAIRE ON INAF ‘SCHEDE’ AND FUNDING
SCHEME"

*based on 42 answers,
i.e. about one third of the recipients

1) Which is your INAF institute?

Which is your INAF institute?
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7%

N Oss. d'Abruzzo

I Oss. di Capodimonte
I |ASF Milano

I Oss. di Trieste

I Oss. di Arcetri 10%
I Oss. di Padova

[ Oss. di Cagliari

I OAS Bologna

[ IRA Bologna

I Oss. di Brera

7%



2) Which is your position?

Which is your position?

7%

2%
90%

Bl Post-doc or "Tempo Determinato"
- Staff (T1)
B Associato



3) Which funding channel did you apply for? (as Pl or Col, select all that
apply)

Which funding channel did you apply for? (as Pl or Col, select all that apply)

6%

4%
13%

2%

2%

None

Techno Grants
Large Grants 35%
Data Analysis Grants

Theory Grants

GO/GTO Normal Grants

GO/GTO Large Grants

Mini Grants

Terza Missione




4) How would you grade the entire process of INAF forms
(documentation, compiling the forms, tools used to submit bug
reports and/or help or clarification requests, etc.)?

How would you grade the entire process?

pm 1-poor
' 2-unsatisfactory
. 3-satisfactory
" 4-good
Bl 5-very good
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4) This year we didn't give any feedback on the forms. Were you
unsatisfied with this choice?

Unsatisfield with no receiving any feedback?

No-feedback
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6) How do you grade the process of the INAF funding scheme, in
particular about the clarity and effectiveness of available
documentation for application rules?

How do you grade the available documentation?

mam 1-poor
[ 2-unsatisfactory
1 3-satisfactory
" 4-good
B 5-very good
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