Annex 2
Evaluation Report Template

Scores
The numerical scores applied in the evaluation are:
0 points – The proposal fails to address the criterion or cannot be assessed due to missing or incomplete information (unless there was an ‘evident transcription error’); 

1 point – Poor. The criterion is inadequately addressed, or there are serious inherent weaknesses; 

2 points – Fair. The proposal broadly addresses the criterion, but there are significant weaknesses; 

3 points – Good. The proposal addresses the criterion well, but a number of shortcomings are present; 

4 points – Very good. The proposal addresses the criterion very well, but a small number of shortcomings are present ; 

5 points – Excellent. The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of the criterion. Any shortcomings are minor
The scores shall be applied in increments of 0.5. 

Based on the expert evaluation form, the expert justifies the number of points awarded.
Threshold scores for the criteria
1. Excellence: 3.0 
2. Impact: 3.0
3. Quality and efficiency of implementation: 3.0
Completion of the Individual Evaluation Report

When completing the Individual Evaluation Report, please, follow the guidelines provided in the documents:

1. “Methodology of Application of Criteria for Evaluation of Project Applications” (Annex 1 to the Service Agreement);
2. Instruction for Remote Evaluators;
Please, fill and upload the below completed Individual Evaluation Report template in MS Word format to the Cohesion Policy Management Information System.
	[please, Enter the title of the project Proposal here]

	Evaluation Report
	Score

	1.Excellence
The following sub-criteria must be evaluated:
· Clarity and compliance of project goals with goals and priorities of the Latvian Smart Specialisation Strategy (hereinafter referred to as RIS3).

· Justification of the research methodology (selected alternative), incl. theoretical and practical. 

· Scientific value of research results, innovation level and compliance for ensuring the needs of the specific sector of national economy, including the level of analogues of existing products, processes and services and best practices in the respective area.

· Efficiency and quality of the research methodology and the related work plan, including the quality of interdisciplinary approach of the research (if any is planned) and complementarity of planned activities with other research.

· Clarity of research results and compliance with the stages of the research defined in the work plan.


	Expert Score: 

[Enter your score here]

Range: 0-5;

(evaluation unit: 0.5 points)

Must score at least (threshold):  3.0



	(Please, enter the assessment text for each sub-criterion here. Minimum 1000 characters, maximum 4000 characters)



	2.Impact
The following sub-criteria must be evaluated:
The socioeconomic impact of the planned project results on the axes of transformation and implementation of priorities defined in RIS3, including the expected contribution of project results to the fulfilment of RIS3 micro level indicators:

· Intellectual property management – measures for knowledge and technology transfer planned during the project life cycle, their potential impact of project results on strengthening of the Latvian innovation capacity, creation of new market opportunities, promotion of competitiveness of enterprises and ensuring of needs of the society.

· Sustainability of planned project results.

· Contribution of the project in the promotion of long-term cooperation with a Latvian or foreign scientific institution.

· Contribution of the project to the resolution of problem matters related to ensuring of climate change, environmental or other public needs. 

· Engagement of the public and informing on project results, which are not related to intellectual property rights.


	Expert Score: 

[Enter your score here]
Range: 0-5;

(evaluation unit: 0.5 points)

Must score at least (threshold): 3.0 points


	(Please, enter the assessment text for each sub-criterion here. Minimum 1000 characters, maximum 4000 characters)

	3.Quality and efficiency of implementation
The following sub-criteria must be evaluated:
· Scientific capacity of staff involved in the implementation of research and compliance for the achievement of specific objectives and results of the project. 

· The involvement of students or doctoral degree candidates in the implementation of the project.

· Cooperation efficiency – breakdown of functions and responsibilities of partners, contribution to knowledge and technology transfer and ensuring sustainability of project results.

· Quality of resources, tools and results management system.
	Expert Score: 

[Enter your score here]
Range: 0-5;

(evaluation unit: 0.5 points)

Must score at least (threshold): 3.0 points


	(Please, enter the assessment text for each sub-criterion here. Minimum 1000 characters, maximum 4000 characters)
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