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EC Publication Groups

Euclid ITA ECPGS members: 
• L. Guzzo (Chair) 
• S. Borgani 
• S. Camera



DR1 Science KP Definition Document



# KPs # papers
JOINT COSMOLOGY 4 17
Galaxy Clustering 8 29
Weak lensing +LE3 9 34
Strong Lensing 4 23
Theory 2 6
CMB X-Corr 4 15
Cosm. Simulations 1 1
Galaxy Clusters 8 37
JOINT LEGACY 3 19
Galaxy & AGN 
Evolution 7 50
Primeval Universe 5 43
Local Universe 4 23
Milky Way & RSP 3 15
SNe and Transients 1 2

TOTAL: 63 >300
active (1st July 2025): 57

The DR1 KP scenario



Open calls for KP Coordinators

1. June 2024

2. October 2024

3. June 2025 (ongoing)



How is the Italian community doing?
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Same after 2nd round (Fall 2024)

ITA: 42 out of 129 coordinators



Career stage distribution (ITA only)
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Summary

• Italian community extremely well positioned in leading Euclid DR1 science, also in 
areas where when Euclid started the community was limited:

• 42 out of 129 overall KP coordinators

• Presence of an Italian Coordinator in each of the 4 Joint Cosmology KPs — in particular J1 & 
J2, see also important roles in CLOE — and in 6 out of 8 Galaxy Clustering KPs

• Large presence in legacy science

• The reasons for this: 

A. Seeds: a bottom-up scientific project that stemmed from early scientific leadership and 
interest in these areas (SPACE/DUNE 2007 ESA proposals).

B. Resources: solid and regular support to science preparation by the Italian Space Agency 
(ASI) allowed us to nurture these initial seeds

• The future:

1. Deliver promised science!

2. Consolidate roles of the youngest generation

3. Try and extend into areas where we are less present (Weak Lensing), to fully 
benefit of full cosmological power of Euclid



Q & A discussion on KP development



Extra slides
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Science flow: from projects to publications
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• Take the needed time: 3 months expected to produce first list of paper leads
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3. Explicit coordination among KPs and improved links to SWG-specific sub-projects



Setting up selection panels

1. PANEL JA: Joint Cosmology Key Projects #1 & #2
• 9 members
2. PANEL JB: Joint Cosmology Key Project #3
• 11 members
3. PANEL GC: Galaxy Clustering SWG (GC-SWG)
• 6 members
4. PANEL WL : Weak Lensing SWG (WL-SWG)
• 6 members
5. PANEL SL: Strong Lensing SWG (SL-SWG)
• 6 members
6. PANEL TH: Theory SWG (TH-SWG)
• 7 members
7. PANEL CL: Clusters of Galaxies SWG (CL-SWG)
• 10 members
8. PANEL SIM: Cosmological Simulations SWG (CS-SWG)
• 6 members
9. PANEL CMBX: CMB-Cross SWG (CMBX-SWG)
• 8 members 
10.PANEL LU: Local Universe SWG (LU-SWG)
• 4 members
11.PANEL MW: Milky Way and Resolved Stellar Pop. SWG (MW-SWG)
• 4 members
12.PANEL SNT: Supernovae and Transients SWG (SNT-SWG)
• 4 members

• ~50 EC members involved: bottom-up process with global coordination



Coordinating and overseeing the review process

APPLICATION SCORING CARD

1. The applicant has relevant experience in the corresponding research area, 
within previous projects or within the Euclid Consortium

2. The applicant has demonstrated leadership within previous projects in the 
corresponding research area  or within the Euclid Consortium

3. The applicant has been active in the Euclid Consortium

4. The applicant presented  a clear plan for implementation of the Key Project

5. The position fits with the other commitments of the candidate as judged from 
their CV 



Coordinating and overseeing the review process: 
common shared schedule of panel meetings


