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IP NoE
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S&T Excellence of the participants
Quality of
the consortium Degree of
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the management J programme of activities
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of resources
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Activity Code

LIFESCIHEALTH

LSH-2003-1.1.1-1

LSH-2003-1.1.2-1

LSH-2003-1.1.2-2

LSH-2003-1.1.3-1

LSH-2003-1.1.3-2

LSH-2003-1.1.3-3

Areas addressed

Life sciences, genomics and biotechnology for health

Global in situ gene expression analysis in rodent models and human tissues

Comparative structural biology of viral replication

Structure determination of large protein complexes

Developing new molecular tools and approaches for high throughput molecular phenotyping of human
populations

Standardisation and integration of genomic and phenotypic information to characterise bacterial diversity
with relevance to human health

Coordination and standardisation of high throughput genotyping in human populations in Europe

Applicable
instruments

IP

IP

IP

IP

NoE

NoE

http://fp6.cordis.|u/lifescihealth/areas.cfm?CALL_|D=80#4
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