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HaDEA — The European Health and Digital Executive Agency
newly established on 16 February 2021
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HaDEA
Space Research

HORIZON-CL4-SPACE-2021-01 M
HORIZON-CL4-SPACE-2022-01 M
HORIZON-CL4-SPACE-2023-01

5 IBA SST (2022)

1 IBA Management and Coordination of the

European partnership Globally Competitive

Space Systems (2023)
HORIZON-CL4-SPACE-2024-01

5 IBA SST (2024)
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SRIA
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Evaluation - organised by HaDEA
and done by independent experts

= Technical / scientific expertise & experience
(for lump sum projects combined with experience in project budgeting)

= First contact often months in advance, contract after submission deadline

. Obllgatlon to carry out B oo, | DUnding & tender opportunities
the evaluation work independently
and in line with the instructed o]

Work as an expert

p r O C e d u r e The European Union Institutions appoint external experts to assist in the evaluation of grant applications, projects and tenders, and to provide opinions and advice in specific
]

s/opportunities/portal

> % O &

cases.

In particular, experts assist in News

«  Evaluation of proposals, prize applications and tenders. 20 Jun, 2022

« Monftoring of actions, grant agreements, public procurement contracts Hotel Guide for evaluations in 2022 published
1f you are an expert taking part in an evaluation in Brussels this year and are wondering where
. in addition, experts provide opinion and advise on: 1o stay, the 2022 REA Hotel Guide is for you! The guide contains.
« Preparation, implementation and evaluation of EU programmes and design of 24 Feb, 2022
policies. Research Fund for Coal and Steel (RFCS) - Call for experts!

The R
RFCS

ch Fund for Coal and Stee! is looking for expert evaluators. A call for experts for

elect experts, the European Union institutions publish regularly calls for
een published on the RFCS website. IMPORTANT: Intereste.

expression of interest (see list below) detalling the selection criterla, the required
expertise, the description of the tasks, their duration and the conditions of remuneration

All news >

Interested? Please join the database of external experts!

Strictly no conflict of interest.

Res

gister as expert

Quick Links v
As new expert, you will be first requested ta create your EU login account and register your

profile. - .
) Standard briefing

slides for experts (HE)

Registered experts can update the profile via the My Expert Area after login « B Briefing videos for experts on how to evaluate specific policy aspects in HE proposals

FAQ for Experts

©2018 European Commission | About

Freetext search | IT Helpdesk | Cookies | Legal Notice | APis

Reqister —

*
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* *

*
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https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/work-as-an-expert

Receipt of

proposals

Admissibility/eligibility
check

Allocation of proposals
to evaluators

Experts assess
proposals individually.

Minimum of three

experts per proposal (but

often more than three).

HORIZON EUROPE
Standard evaluation process

All individual experts
discuss together to agree
onacommon position,
including comments and
scores for each proposal.

Panel

review

The panel of experts
reach an agreement on
the scores and
comments for all
proposals within a call,
checking consistency

across the evaluations.

if necessary, resolve
cases where evaluators
were unable to agree.

Rank the proposals with
the same score

Finalisation

: The Commission/Agency
: reviews the results of the
: experts’ evaluation and

: puts together the final

: ranking list.

European
Commission




Timeline HORIZON-CL4-SPACE-2023-01

28/3/2023

ol May
Y ~% " Individual
assessments
H H
April
Expert allocation,
eligibility and

admissibility checks

Deadline to inform - 5 months
H |

28/8/2022
(Ownership Control Assessment)

Deadline to sign the grants - 8 months
B |

@ 28/11/2023

June
Consensus and
panel meetings

B &y

July

Ethics review
(Security scrutiny)

finalising the
evaluation

End July

O.A(!)

T

2



Use of lump sums grants in call
HORIZON-CL4-SPACE-2023-01*

= 10 topics out of 14 of call HORIZON-CL4-SPACE-2023-01
= € 73.7 million (54%) out of € 137.5 million available funding

Lump sum topics

HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-11
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-12
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-13

HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-31
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-32
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-33
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-34
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-62
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-63

HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-72

Traditional topics

HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-21
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-22
HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-23

HORIZON-CL4-2023-SPACE-01-71

[y

Disclaimer:

Adoption of the Work
Programme 2023-2024 of
Horizon Europe Cluster 4
Digital, Industry and Space
planned in the coming days
(pre-publication)



https://research-and-innovation.ec.europa.eu/funding/funding-opportunities/funding-programmes-and-open-calls/horizon-europe/cluster-4-digital-industry-and-space_en

Lump sum funding - basic principles

Lump sum evaluation and grant agreement follow standard approach with the same:

« Evaluation criteria

» Pre-financing and payment scheme

* Reporting periods and technical reporting, though focusing on completion of work
packages

One lump sum share is fixed in the grant agreement for each work package:

» Work package completed » payment

« Payments do not depend on a successful outcome, but on the completion of activities.
 Work packages can be modified through amendments (e.g. to take into account new
scientific developments)

European
Commission




Admissibility & Eligibility

Admissibility

Applications must be complete and contain all parts and mandatory annexes and supporting documents.

Applications must be readable, accessible and printable.

Applications must include a plan for the exploitation and dissemination of results including communication activities (n/a for
applications at the first stage of two-stage procedures or unless otherwise provided in the specific call conditions).

Specific page limits per type of action normally apply (specified in the topic conditions and controlled by IT tool).

Eligibility

Eligible activities are the ones described in the call conditions.

Minimum number of partners as set out in the call conditions (at least one independent legal entity established in a MS, and, at least
two other independent legal entities established either in a MS or AC).

Participants that are public bodies, research organisations or higher education establishments from Members States and Associated
countries must have a gender equality plan (GEP) in place.

The GEP is not part of the evaluation criteria.
The existence of a GEP is checked if your proposal is invited to a grant agreement procedure.

Other criteria may apply on a call-by-call basis as set out in the call conditions. In few cases, the call conditions in the topic can modify
the interpretation of criteria.

European |
Commission




Completeness of documents + Annexes

Documents IA/RIA/CSA IA/RIA/CSA
Lump Sum

Application Form Part A— Structured data introduced online in the Submission System v v

Application Form Part B — Technical description of the project (Word document to be filledinand @ Vv v

uploaded as pdf)

Annex - on Financial Support to Third Parties / Ownership Control / Security issues (if foreseen in topic (if foreseen in topic

conditions) conditions)
Annex — Budget table for lump sums N/A v

European
Commission




Admissibility/eligibility
check

Allocation of proposals
to evaluators

Experts assess
proposals individually.

Minimum of three

experts per proposal (but

often more than three).

HORIZON EUROPE
Standard evaluation process

All individual experts
discuss together to agree
onacommon position,
including comments and
scores for each proposal.

Panel

review

The panel of experts
reach an agreement on
the scores and
comments for all
proposals within a call,
checking consistency

across the evaluations.

if necessary, resolve
cases where evaluators
were unable to agree.

Rank the proposals with
the same score

Finalisation

: The Commission/Agency
: reviews the results of the
: experts’ evaluation and

: puts together the final

: ranking list.

European
Commission




Evaluation (award) criteria

Three evaluation criteria

‘Excellence’, ‘Impact’ and ‘Quality and efficiency of the implementation’.

e Evaluation criteria are adapted to each type of action, as specified in the WP

e Each criterion includes the ‘aspects to be taken into account’. The same aspect is not
Included in different criteria, so it is not assessed twice.

e Open Science practices are assessed as part of the scientific methodology in the
excellence criterion.




Activities to establish new knowledge or to
explore the feasibility of a new or improved

Research technology, product, process, service or solution.
and Innovation
innovation This may include basic and applied research, action (I1A)

action (RIA) technology development and integration, testing,
demonstration and validation of a small-scale
prototype in a laboratory or simulated
environment.

v' Clarity and pertinence of the v' Credibility of the to achieve

and the extent to which the proposed work is the expected

ambitious, and goes beyond the state-of-the-art. specified in the work programme, and
the likely scale and significance of the

Soundness of the proposed , including contributions due to the project.

the underlying concepts, models, assumptions, inter-

disciplinary approaches, appropriate consideration of Suitability and quality of the
the in research and innovation

content, and the quality of , as set out in the dissemination
including sharing and management of research and exploitation plan, including
outputs and engagement of citizens, civil society and communication activities.

end users where appropriate.

Proposals aspects are assessed to the extent that the proposed work is within the scope of the work programme topic

"¢ Evaluation criteria (RIAs and IAs)

Activities to produce plans and arrangements
or designs for new, altered or improved
products, processes or services.

These activities may include prototyping,
testing, demonstrating, piloting, large-scale
product validation and market replication.

v' Quality and effectiveness of the
, assessment of risks,
and appropriateness of the effort
assigned to work packages, and

the resources overall.

Capacity and role of each

, and extent to which
g[] as a whole brings
together the necessary expertise.

é % European |

=—— Commission




Evaluation criteria (CSAS)

Activities that contribute to the objectives of Horizon Europe. This excludes R&I activities, except those carried
out under the ‘Widening participation and spreading excellence’ component of the programme (part of ‘Widening
Coordination participation and strengthening the European Research Area’).
and support
actions Also eligible are bottom-up coordination actions which promote cooperation between legal entities from Member
(CSA) States and Associated Countries to strengthen the European Research Area, and which receive no EU co-funding
for research activities.

v Clarity and pertinence v Credibility of the to achieve the
of the expected specified
in the work programme, and the likely scale
and significance of the contributions due to

v" Quality and effectiveness of the
, assessment of risks, and
appropriateness of the effort assigned to

Quality of the proposed the project.

coordination and/or

support measures, Suitability and quality of the

including soundness of

methodology. , as set out in the dissemination and
exploitation plan, including communication
activities.

work packages, and the resources overall.

Capacity and role of each ,
and extent to which the as a
whole brings together the necessary
expertise.

_
é % European |

Proposals aspects are assessed to the extent that the proposed work is within the scope of the work programme topic = Commission



Scoring of proposals

= Ascore in the range from 0-5 is given to each criterion based on how well the proposal
corresponds to the award criteria. Maximum score for a proposal is 15.

= Scores must pass the individual threshold of 3 AND the overall threshold of 10 if a
proposal is to be considered for funding within the limits of the available call budget.

European
Commission




Evaluating the excellence criterion (1/3)

Following questions are adapted to RIA and IA type of
R R R NN A A N R A NN R A AN R R R R R AR R R AR R R KRR R RN E R R AR R AR KN E R A E R R AR KN R AR EEEEEEEEEESEEEEEEEEEEESSEEEEEEEEEEEEEE actions (ToA)_ Similar questions will be asked for other
. ToAs, in line with the instructions in the specific

- Assess the project’s objectives: applications forms.

e Are they clear and pertinent to the topic?

e Are they measurable and verifiable?

e Are they realistically achievable?

e Is the proposed work ambitious and goes beyond the state-of-the-art?

e Does the proposal include ground-breaking R&l, novel concepts and approaches, new
products, services or business and organisational models?

e Is the R&I maturity of the proposed work in line with the topic description?

Please bear in mind that advances beyond the state of the art must be interpreted in the light of the
positioning of the project. For example, expectations will not be the same for RIAs at lower TRL,
compared with Innovation Actions at high TRLs.

European
Commission




Evaluating the excellence criterion (2/3)

Following questions are adapted to RIA and IA type of

....................................................................................................................... actions (ToA). Similar questions will be asked for other

ToAs, in line with the instructions in the specific

- Assess the scientific methodology: e

Is the scientific methodology (i.e. the concepts, models and assumptions that underpin the
work) clear and sound?

Is it clear how expertise and methods from different disciplines will be brought together and
integrated in pursuit of the objectives? if applicants justify that an inter-disciplinary approach is
unnecessary, is it credible?

Has the gender dimension in research and innovation content been properly taken into
account?

Are open science practices implemented as an integral part of the proposed methodology?
Is the research data management properly addressed?

For topics indicating the need for the integration of social sciences and humanities, is the role of
these disciplines properly addressed? :

European |
Commission




Evaluating the excellence criterion (3/3)

Following questions are adapted to RIA and IA type of
actions (ToA). Similar questions will be asked for other

ToAs, in line with the instructions in the specific

Open SCience: applications forms.

e |s the scientific methodology (i.e. the concepts, models and assumptions that underpin the
work) clear and sound?

EGender dimension in R&I content:

e Addressing the gender dimension in research and innovation entails taking into account sex
and gender in the whole research & innovation process

Social Sciences and Humanities (SSH):

e Assessing the effective contribution of social science and humanities disciplines and expertise
as part of the scientific methodology of the project.

EArtificiaI Intelligence (Al-based systems or technigues)

e The technical robustness of the proposed Al-system is assessed as part of the excellence
criterion.

European
Commission




Evaluating the impact criterion (1/2)

Following questions are adapted to RIA and IA type of
actions (ToA). Similar questions will be asked for other

ToAs, in line with the instructions in the specific

EAssess the proposed pathways towards impact: applications forms.

e Is the contribution of the project towards the 1) expected outcomes of the topic and 2) the wider
Impacts, in the longer term, as specified in the respective destinations of the WP, credible?

e Are potential barriers to the expected outcomes and impacts identified (i.e. other R&l work within
and beyond Horizon Europe; regulatory environment; targeted markets; user behavior), and
mitigation measures proposed? Is any potential negative environmental outcome or impact
(including when expected results are brought at scale, such as at commercial level) identified? Is :
the management of the potential negative impacts properly described? ;

e Are the scale and significance of the project’s contribution to the expected outcomes and impacts
estimated and quantified (including baselines, benchmarks and assumptions used for those
estimates)?

o Scale’ refers to how widespread the outcomes and impacts are likely to be. For example, in terms of the size of the
target group, or the proportion of that group, that should benefit over time;

o ‘Significance’ refers to the importance, or value, of those benefits. For example, number of additional healthy life years;
efficiency savings in energy supply.



Evaluating the impact criterion (2/2)

Following questions are adapted to RIA and IA type of
e e e e s actions (ToA). Similar questions will be asked for other
: ToAs, in line with the instructions in the specific

- Assess the measures to maximise impact — applications forms.
: Dissemination, exploitation and communication :

e Are the proposed dissemination, exploitation and communication measures suitable for the
project and of good quality? All measures should be proportionate to the scale of the project,
and should contain concrete actions to be implemented both during and after the end of the
project.

e Are the target groups (e.g. scientific community, end users, financial actors, public at large) for
these measures identified?

e |Is the strategy for the management of intellectual property properly outlined and suitable to
support exploitation of results?

o If exploitation is expected primarily in non-associated third countries, is it properly justified
how that exploitation is still in the Union’s interest?

European
Commission




How applicants describe the impact

Project’s ...by thinking about the specific contribution the project can
EIEVAETLS make to the expected outcomes and impacts set out in the
impact Work Programme.

Work Programme outcome: “Innovative

S o : Work Programme impact :
accessibility and logistics solutions g P

“Seamless, smart, inclusive and

applied by the European Transport

. sustainable mobility services”
sector

PROJECT’S
RESULTS DISSEMINATION = PROJECT’S CONTRIBUTION TO PROJECT’S CONTRIBUTION
INPUTS & EXPLOITATION THE EXPECTED OUTCOME TO THE EXPECTED IMPACT
HE grant Successful large-scale At least 9 European Increase max. passenger
humgan ’ demonstration trial with 3 airports of E airports adopt the agvanced capacity b .1%0/ an(gjgI
resources an advanced forecasting system for forzcastin sp stem that was assenper a¥/e3/a e tc;lrou hput
T proactive airport passenger flow g sy . P g ag gnp
expertise, etc. demonstrated during the by 10%, leading to a 28%
management : o
project reduction in infrastructure
expansion costs
Other project results Other expected outcomes -
: Other expected impacts :
Implementation . Effects F European
. - - "= = R Commissicn:




Evaluating the Quality of implementation (1/2)

Following questions are adapted to RIA and IA type of

actions (ToA). Similar questions will be asked for other
ToAs, in line with the instructions in the specific
applications forms.

EAssess the proposed work plan, and the effort and resources:

e Is the work plan of good quality and effective?

e Does itinclude quantified information so that progress can be monitored?
e Does it follow a logic structure (for example regarding the timing of work packages)?

— e Are the resources allocated to the work packages in line with their objectives and deliverables?

Lump SEUm Are critical risks, relating to project implementation, identified and proper risk mitigation
budgét measures proposed?
assessment
(if the topic-is
identified for
lum sum

funding)

European
= Commission




Evaluating the Quality of implementation (2/2)

Following questions are adapted to
----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- RIA and |A type Of actlons (ToA).

. Assess the quality of participants and the consortium as a whole: [ EESERIEAE
 (Note that important information on role of individual participants LS e

applications forms.

- and previous experience is included in part A of proposal)

e Does the consortium match the project’s objectives and bring together the necessary disciplinary and inter-
disciplinary knowledge.

e Does the consortium include expertise in open science practices, and gender aspects of R&l, as appropriate?

e [or topics flagged as SSH relevant, does the consortium include expertise in social sciences and humanities?
e Do the partners have access to critical infrastructure needed to carry out the project activities?

e Are the participants complementing one another (and cover the value chain, where appropriate)

e In what way does each of them contribute to the project? Does each of them have a valid role, and adequate
resources in the project to fulfil that role (so they have sufficient operational capacity)?

e |Is there industrial/commercial involvement in the project to ensure exploitation of the results?

European
Commission




Evaluation of lump sum proposals

Applicants use the standard Horizon Europe proposal template Part B (narrative part)
and add as annex a detailed lump sum budget table

Lump sum proposals are evaluated:
e According to the standard Horizon Europe evaluation procedures

e With the help of independent experts

Like for other Horizon Europe proposals, experts assess the proposals in terms of:

e Excellence
e Impact

e Quality and efficiency of the implementation
(under this criterion: evaluation of the detailed lump sum budget table)

European
Commission



Evaluating the detailed lump sum budget table

Evaluation experts will

Check the budget estimates and look whether the resources proposed and split of lump sum shares allow
completing the activities described in the proposal.

If needed, make precise recommendations on the basis if which the lump sum amount and lump sum
breakdown will be modified during grant preparation.

Experts can recommend to:
» Remove ineligible cost
» Remove erroneously duplicated cost items
» Correct overestimated or underestimated costs

Following the recommendations of the experts, the requested grant amount might be
decreased. However, the requested grant amount cannot be increased.

Significant shortcomings in the lump sum budget lead to a decreased score under the implementation
criterion (e.g., a flawed budget structure or a clearly overestimated or underestimated lump sum).
Some corrections to individual cost estimations should not affect the score.

European
Commission



Template of the
IER /CR/ESR

Evaluation form HE RIA/IA

Evaluation form HE CSA

v

EVALUATION FORM (RIA IA)

PROJEGT
Project number: Iproject number]
Project name: [project ite]
Project acronym: {acronym)
forganisation]
call: ealliD]
Topic: iopic 0]
Type ofaction: (oA ID)
Rosponsiblo sorvice: responsible urit &.g. JUSTIOA]
Projeet duration: [rumber of morthe]
PARTICIPANTS.
Number | Role Short name Legal name Country.
1 coo
2 BEN
21 e
3 BEN
4 a8
PROJECT ABSTRACT

I scops because i ccresponct, whol o in par, 1o th lpic descrpton againt which 1 s baen
submitid

€ttt scopebocane
(Commentboq
Excaptionsi funing
b A thes county psipantternatonal xgansatn pod sted n e Ganaral Anne 1o e Naln Work
Prosranre may excaptonaly ece na f et sarcipaton = essenia o carve ou e b ot

paricular geographical enironments. possiil 10 invoMe Ky partners n emerging markels, occess o et
e [Formore moimaton 528 h HE programme cusde)

[ tsing:
[Commentbor
[Commantbos

Use of human embryanic stem cells (ESC)

Does s propasal nvolve e use ofNESG?

C e
C e
vES pease s ornESC s, o i o, n your 10 schevs i scian
ctjecia e re
st o AESC i ncassary ornot. because of  eckofplomatn.
[cammantbon

Usa of human embryos
Do i proposat ot e useof man mbeyos?
Cro
IS

WVES. pesse explain how tha human embayos wibe usediin the projct
[Commantbos

Ve

Activities axcluded from funding

Actnites

e st umen darig for reproducive purpeses, o
ertoge of uman

of gonac, o
I 1 Gl fuan mbrys solely for he purposs of ressarch or fo he purgase f e col
procurement. nciucing by means of somatccal uciea ransie, o

e excludd fom fundeg. Do the progasalncude sy o these actites?

Cre

Taxtrom Proposal Absrat (Appleaton Form Part A

EVALUATION
Evaluston modet [
Panet {nsert pareidente]
Evaators: {rema NAME] (rams NAME, [name NAME]

1. EVALUATION

0 appsctons must bo evalted o they were subited, NOT anthi polntsl # cor
Thertoe, 6 NOT recorm

anges ware made.
ary modicatns (e.g. consotie comgosion, reseures o Budel,or Indusian of

A s shouisbe o

1. Excellence

‘T followiig aspects wl be iaken 1o accoun, 1 e extent hal he proposed work coesponds o e
dmsciplon n ha wark pogranmima.

+ Clanty and perinenc of tha pijeets objectves, and tha extent 1o Which o pioposed Wik IS
o s gosa bepona ot et

naness of — ssumptons,
I cisclinary aporbches, spproprate consderaon of he. gender dmersn | reseaich and
iovvalon cotent s the Gualty of span seencs pactces. ncluing sharing and mansgeme

Comments:

2 Impact

o following asgecis wl e iaken 1o sccour, 13 e extnd ek he proposed work coesponds to e
dmscplon n ha wark progr s,

= Cuedbily of he oalwoys o achiev ihe exsecied oucomes and impacis speced in the ok

Grans: Evaluation o (HE RIA 3nd 14)

C v
cammant o

Do no significant harm principle

18 ol complant i th Do R gnfcant s AT
qp—

€ v

-

-

parally

€ Camatte sssessea

¥ PartatyNoCannot be assassed plaass explsin
[Commant box]

Exclusive focus on civil spplications.

Do e ctvites proposed have an exchusive focus an cvl sppialons (acivles iniends 1 be Used In

P

o

C v
7O, pioase explain.
Commant ol

Artficial Intelligence.

S

o

C v

£U Grarts: Evaluaton frm (HE RiA and ) 1

< Sty and quaity of e messures 1 masis sxpeciad ocomes and Irpach. 33 el out

Comments:

3. Quality and officiency of the implomentation

Boig sspects Wil bs ke s 8c50un, 1o e &xisnl 1l he PIOPoSEd Werk CrTSSponds th e
ssrpton i he work programme:

© Qualty ang eflecovensss of ihe work plan, sssessmen of ks, and approaisenss o the efot
sssgred 1o work packages, and he esousces overl.

& Canaeay and 1ol of ssch patapant, snd the extan 1o Whieh the esnsartum 38 8 whols bengs
ngather he nacsssary axpesise.

Comments:

Score 3 (05):
Threshold: 35

Total score.

Overall threshold /15

2.OTHER QUESTIONS

‘Opinion on additional questions.
‘Scope ofthe applcation

Basad on h ifomation povided. s spplestion

£U Grants: Evausion form (HE RiA and|

3. COMMENTS

Overall comments.

(Gommentbox)

{adcitional OPTION for CR:
Consansus meeting
Cansensus mesting minutes

(Gommantbox
Minority opinion

Does s proposal rave 3 oty cpion

-
C e

Mo

[adcitional OPTION for ESR (for intemal use ~ wil not
applicants,

included in the E:

sent o

Panel roview

Cansensus meating minutes.
commentbo)

Proposal panel review minutes

(Commantbox


https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/ef/ef_he-ria-ia_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/temp-form/ef/ef_he-csa_en.pdf

Admissibility/eligibility
check

Allocation of proposals
to evaluators

Experts assess
proposals individually.

Minimum of three

experts per proposal (but

often more than three).

HORIZON EUROPE
Standard evaluation process

All individual experts
discuss together to agree
onacommon position,
including comments and
scores for each proposal.

Panel

review

The panel of experts
reach an agreement on
the scores and
comments for all
proposals within a call,
checking consistency

across the evaluations.

if necessary, resolve
cases where evaluators
were unable to agree.

Rank the proposals with
the same score

Finalisation

: The Commission/Agency
: reviews the results of the
: experts’ evaluation and

: puts together the final

: ranking list.

European
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Timeline HORIZON-CL4-SPACE-2023-01

28/3/2023

ol May
Y ~% " Individual
assessments
H H
April
Expert allocation,
eligibility and

admissibility checks

Deadline to inform - 5 months
H |

28/8/2022
(Ownership Control Assessment)

Deadline to sign the grants - 8 months
H |

@ 28/11/2023

June
Consensus and
panel meetings

B &y

July

Ethics review
(Security scrutiny)

finalising the
evaluation

End July

O.A(!)

T
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