Appendix A Semi-structured interview protocol with laureates of the interdisciplinary NWO Vidi and Vici grants

Introduction 
1. Short introduction of project and interviewer(s)
1. Goal and structure of this interview
1. Focus on work done for your NWO VIDI/VICI grant
1. Retrospective interview: A) reflecting on ambitions and expectations regarding the interdisciplinary character of the research project. B) taking stock of the scientific, societal and economic outputs of the research project to date
1. Informed consent and permission to record 
1. Can you give a short (laymen’s) introduction to your research line / proposal that was rewarded with NWO VIDI/VICI grant 
Reflecting on interdisciplinarity 
1. How did your proposal come about, especially regarding the combination of disciplines involved? 
0. You decided to submit your proposal to the domeinoverstijgend loket. What was the reason for this choice? 
0. How would you define interdisciplinarity?* To what extent or in what way did you consider your proposal to be interdisciplinary? 
1. [Feasibility] Reflecting on the research process so far, would you (re)consider;
1. to what extent did you need experience and collaborative skills with IDR to lead this project? E.g. skills: open mindedness, self-reflection, dealing with changing hierarchies, ability to bear and manage tensions. 
1. to what extent was flexibility incorporated in the research design to adapt to new research questions or directions unforeseen at the outset? Have new directions indeed shown up, and have you pursued them? Why so or why not? 
1. [integration/interaction] Reflecting on the research process so far, would you (re)consider;
2. In what ways did you organize the collaboration effectively? What challenges did you encounter in e.g. the ‘human’ side of fostering interactions and communication, or interdisciplinary and methodological integration
2. To what extent is sufficient additional resources and time planned for dialogue, co-learning and integration between the contributing disciplines? 
1. [integration/diversity] Reflecting on the research process so far, would you (re)consider; 
3. in what ways do the disciplines vary from each other in epistemological culture, literature, methodologies, etc.? To what extent are translations needed between the disciplines? 
3. to what extent are the involved disciplines needed to provide answers to the research question? To what extent is there synthesis of knowledge? 
Taking stock of the outputs thus far
1. What outputs has your project yielded thus far? 
0. Scientifically (papers, conference presentations, etc.) 
0. Societally (media appearances, policy/ clinical/ professional impact, etc.) 
0. Economically (patents, business models, etc.) 
0. Personally (career steps and opportunities, etc.) 
1.  [impact] Reflecting on the research output so far, would you (re)consider;
4. to what extent do the outputs of your project draw on literature/material/methods from the various disciplines involved? 
4. to what extent have the outputs of your project provided transformative feedback into specific disciplinary areas, or created novelty by the integration of established knowledge within disciplines? 
Concluding remarks 
1. Have you encountered any opportunities or challenges regarding the interdisciplinarity of your project that we have not yet discussed? 
1. If you were to redesign your research project with the knowledge and experience you have now, what would you have done differently (regarding the interdisciplinary nature of your research)? 
1. What was your experience regarding the review process of your proposal? Did you encounter any challenges or hurdles, especially regarding the interdisciplinary character of your proposal? 
