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Proceso de evaluacion

Receipt of
proposals

Admissibility/eligibility
check

Allocation of proposals
to evaluators

Individual
evaluation

! |
X j
> 4

Experts assess
proposals individually

Minimum of three
experts per proposal
(but often more than
three)

Consensus
group

All individual experts

discuss together to agree
on a common 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.
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Finalisation
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The Commission / Agency
reviews the results of the
experts evaluation and
puts together the final
ranking list.



Principios de orientacion
para la evaluacion

Independence

+ You are evaluating in a personal capacity.
¢ You represent neither your employer, nor your country!

Impartiality

¢ You must treat all proposals equally and evaluate them impartially
on their merits, irrespective of their origin or the identity of the applicants.

Objectivity

+ You evaluate each proposal as submitted, meaning on its own merit,
not its potential if certain changes were to be made.

Accuracy

¢ You make your judgment against the official evaluation criteria and
the call or topic the proposal addresses and nothing else.

Consistency

* You apply the same standard of judgment to all proposals.
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Criterios de evaluacion
en Digital Europe Programme

IMPLEMENTACION IMPACTO
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Puntuaciones

The proposal fails to address the criterion or
cannot be assessed due to missing or incomplete
information.

Poor. The criterion is inadequately addressed, or
there are serious inherent weaknesses.

Fair. The proposal broadly addresses the criterion,
but there are significant weaknesses.

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

Very Good. The proposal addresses the criterion very well,
but a small number of shortcomings are present.

Excellent. The proposal successfully addresses all relevant

|
|
|
|
aspects of the criterion. Minor Shortcomings. |

The threshold for the individual criteria is 3. The overall threshold,
applying to the sum of the 3 individual scores, is 10 points.
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Criterios de evaluacion
en Digital Europe Programme

1. Relevance

¢ Alignment with the objectives and activities as
described.

¢ Contribution to long-term policy objectives, relevant
policies and strategies, and synergies with activities
at European and national level.

¢ Extent to which the project would reinforce and
secure the digital technology supply chain in the EU.

¢ Extent to which the project can overcome financial
obstacles such as the lack of market finance.
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Criterios de evaluacion
en Digital Europe Programme

2. Implementation

¢ Maturity of the project.

¢ Soundness of the implementation plan and efficient use of
resources.

# Capacity of the applicants, and when applicable the
consortium as a whole, to carry out the proposed work.
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Criterios de evaluacion
en Digital Europe Programme

3. Impact

¢ Extent to which the project will achieve the expected
outcomes and deliverables referred to in the call for
proposals and, where relevant, the plans to
disseminate and communicate project achievements.

¢ Extent to which the project will strengthen
competitiveness and bring important benefits for
society.

¢ Extent to which the project addresses environmental
sustainability and the European Green Deal goals, in
terms of direct effects and/or in awareness of
environmental effects.
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Gracias
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