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APSTIPRINATS
2024.gada 8.julija
Ar grozijumiem, kas izdariti 2025.gada 22.augusta

Fizikalas energétikas institiita direktors
@/D G.Klavs

X

Zinatnieku (profesoru) grantu konkursa nolikums
Visparigie jautajumi

Akadeémiskas karjeras grantu konkursa nolikums (turpmak — nolikums) nosaka kartibu,

kada Fizikalas energétikas institats (turpmak — FEI), pamatojoties uz Ministru kabineta

2023. gada 5. decembra noteikumiem Nr. 721 “Latvijas Atveselosanas un noturibas

mehanisma plana 5.2. reformu un investiciju virziena "Augstskolu parvaldibas modela

mainas nodroSinasana" 5.2.1.r. reformas "Augstakas izglitibas un zinatnes izcilibas un

parvaldibas reforma" 5.2.1.1.i. investicijas "Pé&tniecibas, attistibas un konsolidacijas

granti" otras kartas "Konsolidacijas un parvaldibas izmainu ievie$anas granti" isteno$anas

noteikumi™ (turpmak — MK noteikumi), organizé un isteno zinatnieku (profesoru) grantu

atklato konkursu (turpmak — konkurss).

Projekta iesnieguma iesnieganas termins ir 2025. gada 20.septembris.

[zsludinata konkursa pazinojuma norada:

3.1. konkursa nosaukumu;

3.2. konkursa finans€éjumu;

3.3. projekta iesnieguma iesniegSanas terminu;

3.4. timeklvietni, kura noradita nepiecieSama informacija un dokumentacija projektu
iesniegumu iesniegsanai.

Konkursu isteno atbilstosi FEI un EDI kompetencei vai pétnieciskajas stratégijas

noteiktajam zinatnu nozarém un RIS3 prioritatém.

Zinatnieku (profesoru) grants ir mérk&ts konkursa kartiba ieglistams finans€jums

zinatnieku individualajiem projektiem, kuru mérkis ir radit jaunas zina$anas un

tehnologiskas atzinas, rekomendacijas pétijumu témas attistibai zinatniskaja institiicija.

Konkursa ietvaros katrs projekta iesniedz&js var iesniegt tikai vienu projekta iesniegumu.

Viena projekta maksimalais finanséjuma apjoms: 5150 EUR.

Konkursam pieejamais kopg&jais finans€jums ir 30 098 EUR (trisdesmit tikstosi

devindesmit astoni euro, 00 centi), no kuriem otras atlases kartas projektu finansé$anai

tiek novirziti 12 900 EUR (divpadsmit tikstosi devini simti euro, 00 centi).
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9. Ja pieSkirtais finans€jums netiek izlietots, to var pardalit iek3€jas pétniecibas un attistibas
grantiem vai citam Konsolidacijas plana paredzétajam darbibam, lai nodrosinatu MK
noteikumos noteikto rezultativo raditaju sasnieg$anu.

10. Projekta istenosanas laiks ir ne mazak ka 1 ménesis un kopgjais Tsteno$anas termins,
ietverot nosléguma izvertésanu, ne ilgak ka 2025.gada 15.decembris. Projekts ir pabeigts
diena, kad ir sasniegti noteiktie projekta rezultati un ir sanemts piesaistito arvalstu
ekspertu vertéjums par projekta nosléguma zinatnisko parskatu.

Prasibas projekta iesniedzéjam

11. Projekta iesniedz€js atbilst $adam prasibam:

11.1. ir doktora grads;

11.2. ir vismaz 3 (tris) gadu pieredze vadosa pétnieka vai pétnieka amata, vai tiem
lidzvértiga pieredze atbilsto$a amata arvalstis;

11.3.ir vismaz 3 (tris) publikacijas ka korespondgjosajam vai p&d€jam autoram
indeks&tos zurnalos péd&jos 5 (piecos) gados';

11.4. ir pieredze vismaz 2 (divu) zinatnisko projektu vai to dalu ar vairakiem partneriem
zinatniska vadiba.

Atbalstamas darbibas un izmaksas

12. Projekta iesniedz&js Isteno ar saimniecisko darbibu nesaistitu projektu.
13. Projekta ietvaros ir atbalstamas $adas darbibas:

13.1. pétnieciba, fundamentalie un lietiskie p&tijumi:

13.2. projekta Istenosanai nepiecieSama inventara, instrumentu un materialu (pieméram,
fizikalie, biologiskie, kimiskie un citi materiali, izméginajuma dzivnieki un to
uzturélana, reaktivi. kimikalijas, laboratorijas trauki, medikamenti, aukstuma
agenti, siltumnesgji, nesgjgazes, ellas, energétiskie materiali un elektroenergija,
ciktal to izmanto p€tniecibai) iegade un piegade:

13.3. argjie pakalpojumi (tai skaita darbs saskana ar uznémuma ligumiem), pétniecibas
pakalpojumi (pieméram, inspic€Sanas, test€Sanas, sertifikacijas un citas darbibu
veik$anai, lai nodrosinatu tadus pétjjumu datus, kas salidzinami ar citas valstis
veiktajiem pétifjumiem), nematerialo aktivu aizsardziba, tulkoSana, ka arl citas
darbibas, kas nepiecieSsamas projekta pamatdarbibu Tstenosanai;

13.4. viet&jo un arvalstu komand&jumu un darba (dienesta) braucieni;

12019. —2024. gads, ieskaitot 2025. gada periodu Iidz projekta iesnieguma iesnieg3anai
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13.5. amortizacija (attiecinams uz finans€juma sanéméja vai sadarbibas partnera
iegadatajiem un riciba eso$ajiem pamatlidzekliem, kurus izmanto pétniecibai, un no
ar¢jiem avotiem iegadatu tehnisko zinasanu, patentu vai citu intelektuala ipaSuma
tiestbu licen¢u izmanto$anu).

13.6. zinaSanu un tehnologiju parnese - zinatnisko rakstu un publikaciju publicé$ana,
petijumu rezultatu prezenté$ana konferencés un seminaros, ka ari citu zinasanu
parvaldibas pasakumu Tstenosana;

13.7. projekta TstenoSana iesaistita zinatniska vai akadémiska personala profesionalas
kompetences pilnveide (macibas).

14. Projekta iesniedz&js projekta iesnieguma nodalda “Projekta rezultdti” norada planotos
projekta iesnieguma noteikto uzdevumu ietvaros sasniedzamos rezultatus lidz projekta
istenoSanas laika noslégumam:

14.1. originali zinatniskie raksti, kas publicéti, iesniegti vai pienemti publicésanai Web of
Science Core Collection vai SCOPUS datubazés ieklautajos zurnalos vai konferenéu
rakstu krajumos:

14.2. konferencu materiali (iznemot SCOPUS un Web of Science Core Collection
indeksétos);

14.3. zinatniskie un/vai analitiskie parskati par pétijumu témas situaciju (state-of-art) un
izaicindjumiem metozu un metodologiju attistiS$anai masdienu pétijumos;

14.4. sagatavots projekta pieteikums iesniegSanai starptautiska vai nacionala pétniecibas
un attistibas projektu konkursa;

14.5. rekomendacijas un cela karte (road-map) pétijumu té€mas attistibai konsolidétaja
EDI;

14.6. citi p@tniecibas specifikai un projekta iesnieguma noteiktajiem projekta
uzdevumiem atbilsto$i sasniedzamie projekta rezultati, kas papildina
iepriekSmingtos.

15. Projekta iesniedz€js nodroSina vismaz $adu nolikuma 14. punktd min&to rezultatu
sasnieg$anu — vismaz vienu nolikuma 14.1. vai 14.3 punkta min&to rezultatu, un vismaz
vienu nolikuma 14.4. vai 14.5 punkta noteikto rezultatu.

16. Projekta iesniedz&js projekta iesnieguma nodala “Projekta budzets™ ieklauj informaciju
par projekta attiecinamo izmaksu pozicijam.

17. Projekta ietvaros ir attiecinamas $adas izmaksas:

17.1. individuala projekta istenoSana iesaistita pétnieka vai akadémiska personala vai
projekta TstenoSana iesaistitas zinatniskas grupas loceklu, kuri strada pamatojoties
uz noslégto darba ligumu, atlidziba (ménesalga) un ar to saistitas izmaksas, ieskaitot
darba dev@ja valsts socialas apdros$inasanas obligatas iemaksas, proporcionali
projekta nostradatajam laikam izmaksata atvalinagjuma nauda un atvalindjuma
pabalsts, darba nesp&jas izdevumi, saskapa ar EDI un FEI atalgojuma politiku un
atlidzibas likmém. Atlidzibai jabuit sam@rojamai ar izpildamajam aktivitatém
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projekta un tam izlietoto darba laiku, ka arT, ievérojot projekta istenojamo aktivitasu

intensitati;

17.2. vietgjo un arvalstu komand&umu un darba (dienesta) braucienu izdevumi projekta
istenoSana iesaistitam personalam atbilsto$i normativajiem aktiem par kartibu, kada
atlidzinami ar komand&jumiem saistitie izdevumi (piem&ram, daliba konferences,
tai skaita dalibas maksa, dienas nauda, izdevumus par viesnicu (naktsmitni), cela
(transporta) izdevumi, izdevumi, kas saistiti ar apdroSinasanas polises iegadi
komand&juma laikam);

17.3. amortizacija (attiecinams uz EDI un FEI riciba esosajiem iegadatajiem un riciba
esoSajiem pamatlidzekliem, kurus izmanto pétniecibai, un no argjiem avotiem
iegadatu tehnisko zinaSanu, patentu vai citu intelektuala Tpasuma tiesibu licencu
izmantoSanu);

17.4. projekta istenosanai nepiecieSama inventara, instrumentu un materialu (pieméram,
fizikalie, biologiskie, kimiskie un citi materiali, izmégindgjuma dzivnieki un to
uzturéSana, reaktivi, kimikalijas, laboratorijas trauki, medikamenti, aukstuma
agenti, siltumnes&ji, nesgjgazes, ellas, energétiskie materiali un elektroenergija,
ciktal to izmanto pétniecibai) iegades un piegades izmaksas, kas uzskaititas saskana
ar gramatvedibas uzskaiti reglament&joSiem normativajiem aktiem;

17.5. aréjo pakalpojumu izmaksas (tai skaita darbs saskapa ar uzpémuma ligumiem),
pétniecibas pakalpojumu nodroSinasanas izmaksas (piem@ram, inspicéSanas,
testéanas, sertifikacijas un citas izmaksas, lai nodrosinatu tadus p&tijumu datus, kas
salidzinami ar citas valstis veiktajiem pétTjumiem), tehnologiju tiesibu aizsardzibas
izmaksas, tulkoSanas, ki arl citas pakalpojumu izmaksas, kas nepiecieSamas
projekta pamatdarbibu TstenoSanai;

17.6. projekta ietvaros Tstenoto pétijumu publicitates izmaksas;

17.7. projekta Tsteno$ana iesaistita zinatniska vai akadémiska personala profesionalas
kompetences pilnveides (macibu) izmaksas;

17.8. administrativas izmaksas — projekta vadibas un projekta istenoSanas personala
administrativas izmaksas, kas paredzétas iestades ikdienas darbibas nodroSinaSanai,
lai organizacija varétu darboties, un kuras nav tiei saistitas ar projekta rezultatu
sasniegSanu. Administrativajas izmaksas ietilpst:

17.8.1. kancelejas preces, biroja piederumi un biroja aprikojuma ire vai iegade;

17.8.2. telpu noma, komunalie maksajumi un telpu uzturéSanas izmaksas (tai
skaita iestades koplietoSanas telpu un koplietoSanas resursu
izmantoSanas izmaksu proporcionala segSana);

17.8.3. telekomunikacijas, interneta izmaksas un pasta pakalpojumu izmaksas;

17.8.4. 1T uzturéSanas izmaksas (pieméram, nepiecieSamas licences un
programmatiiras atjauninajumi;

17.8.5. iekSzemes komand&juma izmaksas;
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17.8.6. veselibas apdroSinasanas izmaksas, obligatas veselibas parbaudes
nodrosinasanas izmaksas, redzes korekcijas lidzek]u izmaksas;

17.8.7. citas izmaksas, kas nav ieklautas projekta izmaksas, bet ir
nepiecieSamas projekta rezultatu sasniegSanai.

Projekta iesnieguma noformésanas un iesniegSanas kartiba

Projekta iesniedz€js aizpilditu projekta iesnieguma veidlapu un tas atbilstoSos pielikumus
iesniedz elektroniski parakstitus uz e-pasta adresi energija@edi.lv ar noradi “Projekta
iesniegums zindatnieku (profesoru) grantu konkursam™ projektu iesniegumu iesniegSanas
termina.

Projekta iesnieguma veidlapa sastav no divam dalam — saturiska dala (1.pielikums) un budzeta
kopsavilkums (2.pielikums).

Projekta iesniegums un tam pievienotie pielikumi aizpildami anglu valoda.

Projekta iesniedz€js iesniegumam pievieno klat EDI vai FEI direktora parakstitu
apliecinajumu par infrastruktiiras un pétnieciska atbalsta nodro$indjumu projekta TstenoSanai
atbilstosi 1. pielikuma pievienotajai formai.

Projekta iesniedz€js iesniegumam pievieno projekta iesniedz&ja CV atbilstosi 1. pielikuma
pievienotajai formai.

Projekta iesnieguma (1. pielikums) A un B dalas apjoms neparsniedz 5 lappuses (neskaitot
pielikumus un projekta iesniedz€ja apliecindgjumu), visas tabulas, diagrammas,
atsauces/atsaucu saraksts un citi elementi ir ieklaujami projekta iesnieguma veidlapa,
neparsniedzot kop€jo pielaujamo apjomu. Ekspertam ir tiesibas nelasit projekta iesnieguma
apraksta dalu, kas parsniedz 5 lappuses.

Nolikuma 23. punkta noteiktas apjoma prasibas attiecas arT uz projekta nosléguma parskata
veidlapas aizpildisanu (5. pielikums).

Projektu iesniegumu vértéSana

Péc projektu iesniegumu iesniegSanas termina nosléguma, FEI un EDI izveidota ANM
akadémisko karjeras grantu pieteikumu vértéSanas komisija (turpmak — Komisija), tris darba
dienu laika izverté projektu iesniegumus atbilstosi $adiem administrativas atbilstibas
kritérijiem, aizpildot nolikuma 3. pielikumu “Projekta iesnieguma administrativas atbilstibas
vertéSanas veidlapa™:
25.1. projekta iesniegums (iesk. pielikumus) ir iesniegts, parakstot ar elektronisko parakstu
un atshtits uz nolikuma noradito e-pastu nolikuma noteiktaja termina;
25.2. projekta iesnieguma ir planoti konkursa nolikuma noteiktie minimali sasniedzami
rezultati;

25.3. ir izpilditas konkursa nolikuma prasibas par projekta iesniedz€ja dalibas
nosacijumiem;
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25.4. projekta iesnieguma noraditas attiecinamas izmaksas un pieprasita finanséjuma
apmérs atbilst konkursa nolikuma izvirzitajam prasibam.

26. Ja iesniegtais projekta iesniegums neatbilst kadam no administrativas atbilstibas kritérijiem,
Komisija tris darba dienu laika pienem 1émumu par projekta iesnieguma noraidisanu, vienlaikus
informgjot par to projekta iesniedz&ju. Ja trukst informacija, lai izvértétu projekta iesnieguma
atbilstibu nolikuma 25. punkta nosacijumiem, projekta iesniedz&jam var pieprasit papildu
informaciju.

27. Projekta iesniegums, kas atbilst administrativas atbildibas kritérijiem, tiek virzits uz projekta
iesnieguma zinatnisko ekspertizi.

28. Projekta iesnieguma zinatniskas ekspertizes veik$anai piesaista arvalstu ekspertus, kas nodrosina
zinatnisko ekspertizi atbilstosi 81 nolikuma prasibam un MK noteikumu 26.punkta prasibam.

29. Projekta iesniegumu piesaistitais arvalstu eksperts izvérte, nemot véra 3adus kritérijus:

29.1. projekta iesnieguma zinatniska kvalitate atbilstosi $1 nolikuma 30. punktam;
29.2. projekta rezultatu ietekme atbilstosi $1 nolikuma 31. punktam;
29.3. projekta istenoSanas iesp&jas un nodrosinajums atbilstosi $T nolikuma 32. punktam.

30. Projekta iesnieguma zinatnisko kvalitati izvért€, nemot véra projekta iesnieguma sniegto
informaciju un $adus apsvérumus:
30.1. petijuma zinatniska kvalitate, ticamiba un novitate;
30.2. izveletas pétfjuma strat€gijas un metodisko risin@jumu zinatniska kvalitate, ka arl
atbilstiba noteikto mérku sasniegSanai;
30.3. spé&ja radit jaunas zinasanas vai tehnologiskas atzinas.
31. Projekta rezultatu ietekmi izvérté, nemot véra projekta iesnieguma sniegto informaciju un $adus
apsve€rumus:
31.1. iegiito zinaSanu un prasmju paredzama parnese turpmakaja darbiba un zinatniskas
kapacitates attistiba;
31.2. pétniecibas attistibas iesp&jas, ieskaitot ieguldijumu jaunu projektu sagatavoSana
iesniegSanai Eiropas Savienibas pétniecibas un inovacijas pamatprogrammas
"Apvarsnis Eiropa" konkursos un citas pétniecibas un inovacijas atbalsta
programmas un tehnologiju ierosmés;
31.3. pétijuma rezultata tiks raditas attiecigajai nozarei, tautsaimniecibas un sabiedribas
attistibal nozimigas zinasanas;
31.4. iegiito zinaSanu ilgtspéja, tai skaita paredzétas zinatniskas publikacijas, zinatniski
analitiskie parskati un sabiedribas informésana;
31.5. pétijuma istenosana sekmé projekta iesniedz€ja zinatnisko sp&ju stiprinasanu.
32. Projektaistenosanas iespé&jas un nodro$inajumu izvérté, nemot véra projekta iesnieguma sniegto
informaciju un sadus apsverumus:
32.1. pétijuma darba plana kvalitate un ta atbilstiba izvirzitajam mérkim. Paredzetie
resursi ir atbilstosi un pietiekami mérka sasnieg$anai. Pétijuma paredz&ts nodro$inat
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efektivu resursu izmantosanu. Planotie darba posmi un uzdevumi ir skaidri definéti,
atbilsto$i un ticami;
32.2. projekta iesniedz€ja zinatniska kvalifikacija, pamatojoties uz iesniegtajiem
dzivesgaitas aprakstiem (CV);
32.3. pétijuma veik3anai ir nepiecieS8ama pétniecibas infrastruktiira.

Pamatojoties uz arvalstu ekspertu iesniegto projekta iesnieguma individualo vértgjumu, aprékina
projekta iesnieguma konsolidéto vértéjumu.
Péc visu projektu iesniegumu konsolidéto vérté§jumu sagatavosanas, tiek sagatavots
lemumprojekts par katru atbalstamu un neatbalstamu projektu.
Finanseti tiek projektu iesniegumi iegito punktu seciba lidz péd&am iesniegumam, kuru
iespgjams finansét pilna apméra nolikuma 8. punkta noteikta finanséjuma ietvaros. Vienadu
punktu skaita gadijuma prieksroka tiek dota tiem projektu iesniegumiem, kuri sanémusi
augstaku veért€jumu $1 nolikuma 31. punkta minétaja kritérija.
Arvalstu piesaistitie eksperti izvérté projekta iesniegumu, ievérojot §1 nolikuma 29. punkta
noteiktos krit€rijus un atbilstosi nolikuma 4. pielikumam “Projekta iesnieguma un projekta
nosléguma zinatniska parskata vértéSanas metodika”, aizpildot un apstiprinot nolikuma 3.
pielikumu “Projekta iesnieguma individuala vértéjuma veidlapa™.
Arvalstu piesaistitais eksperts pirms projektu vérté3anas paraksta apliecinajumu par interesu
konflikta neesamibu (8.pielikums “Apliecinajums par intereSu konflikta neesamibu™).
Projekta iesnieguma konsolidéta vért€juma punktos minimalais punktu skaits ir vismaz Cetri
punkti $T nolikuma 30. punkta noteiktaja kritérija, vismaz tris punkti $T nolikuma 31. punkta
noteiktaja kriterija, vismaz tris punkti $T nolikuma 32. punkta noteiktaja kriterija, un vismaz
desmit punkti visos $§1 nolikuma noteiktajos kriterijos kopa. Projekta iesniegumu, kura
konsolidétais veért§jums punktos neatbilst minimalajam punktu skaitam, noraida ka
neatbalstamu.
Konkursa rezultatus var apstridét piecu darba dienu laika, skaitot no rezultatu nosiitiSanas dienas
uz projekta iesnieguma noradito e-pasta adresi, projekta iesniedz&am iesniedzot pamatotu
stdzibu FEI Zinatniskajai Padomei.
FEI Zinatniskajai Padome stdzibu izskata divu nedélu laika péc tas sanemSanas un pienem
[émumu, par kuru rakstiski informé projekta iesniedz€ju.
FEI Zinatniskajai Padome stidzibas izskati$ana un lémuma pienemsana ievéro interesu konflikta
prasibu ievérosanu.

Lémuma pienemsana

Tris darba dienu laika no zinatniskas ekspertizes izvért€jumu sanemsanas datuma, ievérojot
nolikuma noteikta kartiba veiktu projekta iesniegumu administrativo un zinatnisko izvértéSanu,
pienem lémumu:
42.1. par projekta finanséSanu;
42.2. par projekta noraidisanu, ja projekta iesniegums nav sasniedzis minimalo punktu
skaitu;
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42.3. par projekta noraidiSanu, ja nav pietiekams konkursa finansg€jums.
Lémums tiek nositits uz projekta iesniedzgja iesnieguma noradito e-pasta adresi ne vélak ka
vienas nedélas laika péc nolikuma 42. punkta minéta Iémuma pienemsanas.
Projekta istenotajs projekta isteno$anu uzsak péc lémuma pienemsanas par projekta IstenoSanu.

Finansé

Projekta nosléguma zinatniska parskata iesniegSana un izvértéSana

Projekta istenotajs lidz projekta istenoSanas beigam iesniedz projekta nosléguma zinatnisko
parskatu (pielikums Nr. 6 “Projekta nosléguma zinatniska parskata veidlapa™).

Projektu nosléguma zinatnisko parskatu kvalitates izvértéSanai FEI arpakalpojuma veida
piesaista arvalstu ekspertus, kas nodrosina projektu nosléguma zinatnisko parskatu zinatnisko
ekspertizi atbilstosi $T nolikuma prasibam un MK noteikumu prasibam. Nosléguma zinatniska
parskata zinatniskajai izvérté$anai piesaista tos pasus ekspertus, kuri izvértgja attiecigo projekta
iesniegumu. Ja tas nav iesp&jams, tiek atlasiti citi atbilstosi eksperti

Ja projekta nosléguma parskata izveértéSanai tiek piesaistiti citi eksperti, pirms nosléguma
parskata izvértéanas tie paraksta apliecinajumu par interesu konflikta neesamibu (8.pielikums).
Jautajumus par projekta iesnieguma sagatavosanu un iesniegSanu nosiita uz elektroniska pasta
adresi: laura.birzenberga@edi.lv. Atbildes uz projektu iesniedz&ju iesutitajiem jautdjumiem tiek
sagatavotas un nosttas elektroniski.

Pielikumi:

1. pielikums - “Projekta iesniegums” (pieejams tikai anglu valoda);

2. pielikums “BudZeta kopsavilkums” (pieejama tikai anglu valoda);

3. pielikums - “Projekta iesnieguma administrativas atbilstibas vérteSanas veidlapa” —
(pieejams tikai latvie3u valoda);

4. pielikums - “Projekta iesnieguma un projekta nosléguma zinatniska parskata vertésanas
metodika” (pieejams tikai anglu valoda);

5. pielikums - “Projekta iesnieguma individuala vértéjuma veidlapa™ (pieejams tikai anglu
valoda);

6. pielikums - “Projekta nosléguma zinatniska parskata veidlapa™ (pieejams tikai anglu
valoda);

7. pielikums - “Projekta nosléguma zinatniska parskata individuala vertgjuma veidlapa”
(pieejams tikai anglu valoda);

8. pielikums - “Apliecindjums par intereSu konflikta neesamibu un konfidencialitates
ievérosanu” (pieejams tikai anglu valoda).



Annex | (1. pielikums)

Project Application Form

Part A
General information

Project title

Project implementation institution®

Project applicant (name, surname)

Contact information (e-mail, phone)

Field of science’

Project summary (max.500 characters)

Key words

Project implementation period

Project Results

No Type of result Amount

1 | original scientific articles published, submitted or accepted for publication in
journals or conference proceedings included in the Web of Science Core
Collection or SCOPUS databases

2 | conference materials (except those indexed in SCOPUS and Web of Science
Core Collection)

3 | scientific and/or analytical reports on the state-of-art of research topics and
challenges for developing methods and methodologies in modern research

4 | prepared project application for submission to an international or national
research and development project call

5 | recommendations and roadmap for the development of research topics in the
consolidated EDI

6 | other achievable project results in accordance with the specifics of the
research and the project tasks defined in the project application, which
complement the above mentioned results

2 FEI or EDI
3 Rules of Cabinet of Ministers No 595



Part B

Project Description

Project title:

1. Scientific Excellence
(description)

2. Impact
2.1. Project’s scientific results and technological knowledge, the dissemination plan
(description)

2.2. Socio-economic impact and publicity of the results
(description)

2.3. Contribution to the capacity building of the project’s scientific team, including students, as well as
to the improvement of the study environment
(description)

3. Implementation
3.1. Project applicant and scientific team
(description)

3.2. Work plan
(description)




Part C
Curriculum Vitae

Name, surname:
Researcher identification code/codes, if any (ORCID, Research ID, Scopus Author ID, etc.):

EDUCATION

Date Doctoral degree [scientific discipline]

[faculty/department/institution/country]

WORK EXPERIENCE
Date [current employment]

[institution, country]
Date [position]

[institution, country]
SCIENTIFIC PROJECTS

SCIENTIFIC PUBLICATIONS

[specify up to five scientific publications or proof of the reinforcement of intellectual property rights of
relevance in the context of the project, in addition specifying the total number of publications, total
number of quotes, quoting index, including the source, for example, Scopus or Web of Science Core
Collection]

OTHER INFORMATION

[other information not exceeding 2 pages, for example, the number of supervised doctoral or master’s
theses, duties in editorial boards of scientific publications, international scientific work experience,
pedagogical experience, etc.]




Part D

Confirmation of the project applicant's compliance with the requirements

I! 9
(name, surname)
hereby undersigned

certify that:

1)

2)

3)
4)

the information provided in the project application is correct and complete, requested
funding of the Recovery Fund for the implementation of the project will be used in
accordance with the provisions of the project proposal;

the activities planned in the project are not financed or co-financed from other State, local
government or foreign financial support instruments, which are not specified in the
project application form;

I have read, understood and accept the conditions set in Call text;

the copies attached to the project application correspond to the original documents in my
possession, the copies of the project application, if applicable, and the electronic version
correspond to the original of the submitted project application;

am aware that:

D

2)
3)

4)

the project may not be approved for financing from the Recovery Fund if the project
application is not fully filled out, as well as if the funding planned for the Call has been
used up;

in case of providing false information, administrative sanctions may be initiated against
the project applicant;

in the case of an increase of the project costs, the project applicant shall cover all costs
that may arise;

the project has to be implemented in accordance with the activities provided in the project
proposal and the results will be maintained in accordance with the provisions mentioned
in the project proposal;

am informed that:

1))

2)

the personal data specified in the project application and its annexes will be processed
only to ensure the conduct of the Call for grants for scientists (professors):
the managers of data processing are EDI and FEL

Signature*:

Date:

*Signature is not needed if the document is signed with secure electronic signature.




Part E
Institutional confirmation

In accordance with the point 22 of the Call

I hereby, Modris Greitans, Director of the Institute of Electronics and Computer Science (or) 1
hereby, Gaidis Klavs, Director of the Institute of Physical Energetics certify, that I have read the
project “project title” and I approve the provision of infrastructure and research support for the
implementation of the project.

Director: (name, surname)

Signature*:
Date:

*Signature is not needed if the document is signed with secure electronic signature.




3. pielikums

Projekta iesnieguma administrativas atbilstibas veérteSanas veidlapa

Projekta nosaukums:

Nr. Kritérijs Izpilde Ja/Ne

p.k.

1. projekta  iesniegums | Projekta iesniegumam ir pievienoti nolikuma noteiktie
(iesk. pielikumus) ir | pielikumi, tas ir elektroniski parakstits atbilstosi
iesniegts, parakstot ar | nolikuma prasibam un atsiitits uz nolikuma noradito e-
elektronisko parakstu | pastu lidz nolikuma 3. punkta noteiktajam projektu
un atsiitits uz nolikuma | iesniegumu iesniegsanas termina beigam.
noradito e-pastu | Projekta iesniegums un tam pievienotie pielikumi
nolikuma noteiktaja | sagatavoti anglu valoda.
termina

2. Projekta iesnieguma ir | Projekta iesnieguma sadala .Projekta rezultati “noradita
planoti konkursa | informacija atbilst nolikuma 14. punkta prasibam.
nolikuma noteiktie
minimali sasniedzamie
rezultati

3 ir izpilditas konkursa | Projekta iesniedzgjs atbilst nolikuma 11. punkta
nolikuma prasibas par | noteiktajam prasibam.
projekta  iesniedzéja
dalibas nosacijumiem

4. projekta iesnieguma | Projekta iesnieguma noraditas attiecinamas izmaksas un
noraditas attiecinamas | finanséjuma apmérs atbilst nolikuma 7. punktam un 17.
izmaksas atbilst | punktam.
konkursa nolikuma

izvirzitajam prasibam

Administrativas atbilstibas kritérijus izveértgja:

Datums:

Vértésanas komisijas vaditajs:

Datums:




Annex 4 (4. pielikums)
Evaluation methodology of the project application and project final scientific report
Introduction

The methodology has been developed for the independent foreign scientific experts (hereinafter
- expert) who carry out scientific evaluation of the project application and the final scientific
review of the project.

The methodology was developed in accordance with the Cabinet of Ministers Regulations of
December 5. 2023 no. 721 "Latvian Recovery and Resilience Mechanism Plan reform and
investment direction 5.2 "Ensuring a change in the management model of higher education
institutions" investment 5.2.1.1.i. "Research, Development and Consolidation Grants" second
round "Consolidation and Management Change Implementation Grants" of the reform 5.2.1.r.
"Excellence and management reform of higher education and science” implementation
regulations" (hereinafter Regulations of the MK), an in accordance with the regulations of the
grant for scientists (hereinafter Regulations).

1. Terms

1 Project applicant

Scientific worker, who submits the project application, manages
the project, ensures its implementation - plans and supervises the
execution of project tasks and the norms of scientific ethics, the
timely preparation and submission of the documentation
describing the scientific progress of the project in accordance
with the regulations.

2 Responsible employee

Specialist who organizes the selection of experts for the
evaluation of the project application and the final scientific
review of the project and ensures communication with them.

3 Expert

Foreign scientist who independently evaluates the project
application and the final scientific report of the project, and
whose scientific qualification, evaluation competence and work
experience meet the requirements of the regulations of the
Cabinet of Ministers, as well as the scientific field and topic of
the specific project submission and final scientific report.

2. Scientific evaluation of the project submission

1. Responsible employee organizes the process of scientific evaluation of project

application.

2. Responsible employee, in accordance with the Regulations of the MK, invites two
suitable experts for the scientific evaluation of the project application.

3. Before receiving access to the project application, the expert:

3.1. certifies that there is no conflict of interest, as well as undertakes to comply with
confidentiality requirements, by signing and sending to the responsible employee via electronic
mail Annex 8 of the regulations “Declaration of absence of conflict of interest and compliance
with confidentiality rules” (hereinafter - the expert's declaration);
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3.2. can conclude an expert contract with FEI or carry out project evaluation on a
voluntary basis.

4. After receiving the expert's declaration and concluding the expert's contract, the

responsible employee provides the expert access to the project application and all the necessary
information to evaluate the project application.

5. The expert carries out the scientific evaluation of the project application, applying his or
her knowledge in the relevant field of science justifying the assessment on scientific grounds.

2.1. Individual assessment of the project

6. The expert fills out the project application individual assessment form and approves the
individual assessment of the project application within a week from the day of concluding the
expert agreement and receiving access to the project application and all necessary information,
if no other term is specified in the expert agreement.

7. In the individual assessment, the expert evaluates each criterion and provides an

assessment in points for each criterion, taking into account the considerations specified in this
methodology.

8. Criteria are evaluated by assigning from 1 to 5 points in each criterion. If the evaluation
of the project application in the relevant criterion exceeds the requirements of the previous lowest
evaluation, but does not fully meet the requirements of the next highest evaluation, the evaluation
can be expressed by assigning half a point (0.5). The rating description corresponding to each
point is:

8.1. Excellent - 5 points (excellent application, meets or even exceeds the highest
requirements of the relevant scientific branch, any imperfection of the project application
is insignificant);

8.2. Good — 4 points (good project application, meets the requirements of the relevant
scientific field in the criteria, however, certain shortcomings can be identified);

8.3. Satisfactory - 3 points (satisfactory project application, in general meets the
requirements of the relevant scientific field in the criteria, certain shortcomings can be
identified, which will make it difficult to implement the project and achieve high results);
8.4. Weak — 2 points (weak project application, partially or only generally meets the
requirements of the relevant scientific field in the criteria, there are detectable
deficiencies that make it difficult to successfully implement the project and achieve its
goals);

8.5. Unsatisfactory - 1 point (unsatisfactory project application, does not meet the
requirements of the relevant scientific field in the criterion, and the information provided
is insufficient for the evaluation in the criterion, as well as there are significant
deficiencies that make the implementation of the project and the achievement of goals
questionable).

9. The quality threshold of the consolidated evaluation, is at least three points in the criterion
specified in clause 30 of the regulations (scientific quality of the project application), at least
three points in the criterion specified in clause 31 of the regulations (impact of the project
results), at least three points in the criterion specified in clause 32 of the regulations in the

8



criterion (project implementation possibilities and provision), and at least ten points in all the
criteria set by the regulations in total.

10. The expert provides a reasoned justification for the evaluation of each criterion in points.

11. Within three working days from the day of receiving the individual assessment of the
expert's project application, the responsible employee evaluates the compliance of this individual
evaluation with the considerations mentioned in the Regulations of the MK, as well as with the
methodology, if necessary, returning this evaluation to the expert for clarification, justifying the
reasons for the return, by sending a notification by electronic mail. In the case of a return, the
expert clarifies, revises and confirms the individual assessment within three working days from
the day of receiving the notification.

12. The expert completes the individual assessment according to the following criteria and
considerations:

Project application individual assessment form

Project title:
Expert/-s:
L Criterion: Scientific quality Maximum 5 points
of project proposal
1.1. | Recital: scientific  quality, | The expert justifies the given assessment in points, taking into
credibility and novelty account the fulfillment of the criterion as a whole and the
1.2. | Recital: the scientific quality of fulfillment of each consideration of the criterion.
the chos.en researe e 1. Information specific to the criterion is given in Chapter 1
methodical solutions, as well as | .. . = R Sl
: : Scientific excellence" of the "Project Description" part of the
P liance with the project application, but project application should be taken
achievement of the set goals into account as a whole, when evaluating the criterion.
1.3. | Recital: the ability of the project
to generate new knowledge or | 2. The scientific quality of the project application is evaluated
technological insights taking into account the project implementation time, which is
1 month. In this aspect, the novelty of the project, the selected
research strategies and methodological solutions are evaluated
as to whether the project offers new data or new systematized
information in relation to information that is already available
in public sources, for example, analyzes and systematizes
published specific studies, offering a scientific analytical
review as a result (review). New knowledge in this aspect is
not only new original data, but the systematization of existing
internationally important specific research data.
The expert evaluates whether the intended results will be
adequate for supplementing the knowledge base of the
scientific field/s.
3. In the case of an interdisciplinary project application, the
expert evaluates the synergy of the disciplines, evaluating the
contribution of the representatives of each discipline to the
achievement of the project's goals.
2. Criterion: Impact of the Maximum 5 points
project results
2.1. | Recital: expected transfer of
acquired knowledge and skills




and
scientific

in further activities
development  of
capacity

2.2.

Recital: research development
opportunities, including
contribution to the preparation
of new projects for submission
to the calls of the European
Union Research and Innovation
Framework Program "Horizon
Europe" and other research and
innovation support programs
and technology initiatives

2.3.

Recital: as a result of the
research, knowledge important
for the relevant sector, the
development of the national
economy and society will be
created

24.

Recital: ~ sustainability  of
acquired knowledge and a high-
quality dissemination plan,
including planned scientific
publications and public
information

2.5.

Recital: the implementation of
the research contributes to the
strengthening of the project
applicant's scientific capacity
and career development

The expert justifies the given assessment in points, taking into
account the fulfillment of the criterion as a whole and the
fulfillment of each consideration of the criterion.

1. Information specific to criterion is given in Chapter 2
"Impact" of the project application, but project application
should be taken into account as a whole, when evaluating the
criterion.

2. The results and their expected impact, including the planned
transfer of results to further activities and the development of
scientific capacity, opportunities for further development of
research (e.g. preparation of new research projects,
involvement in international cooperation networks), are
evaluated according to the specifics of the relevant scientific
field/s and the project, as also for the specifics of the institution
submitting the project.

3. The expert evaluates the plans described in the project
application for the identification of the parties involved, the
application of the right forms of cooperation and the transfer
of the knowledge gained in the project (for example, in
recommendations, guidelines, making prototypes, etc.). The
cooperation of the project applicant with state and local
government institutions, non-governmental organizations and
entrepreneurs is evaluated.

4. The sustainability of the project results is evaluated in
relation with the planned scientific publications, planned
scientific and/or analytical reviews. Particular attention should
be paid to the choice of the project applicant for data deposit.
The relevance and scope of the planned scientific results to the
project topic, budget and implementation period (1 month) is
assessed. Information on the distribution of project results can
be found in section 2.1 of the project application, "Project
description", subsection "Scientific results and technological
knowledge of the project, their distribution plan".

5. The expert evaluates whether the project will contribute to
informing the public, raising awareness of the knowledge
created within the project.

It should be assessed whether at least the minimum program is
planned within the project. The minimum program envisages
(1) publication of the scientific results of the project on the
website of the institute, (2) scientific practical seminars for the
employees of the institute, inviting other interested parties.

It is necessary to assess how the potential socio-economic
impact of the project results is assessed in the project
application (at least a reasoned qualitative assessment of the
potential impact must be provided).

(subsection 2.2 "Socio-economic impact and publicity of the
results" of the "Project description")

Criterion: Possibilities and
provision of the project
implementation

Maximum 5 points
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3.1. | Recital: the quality of the | The expert justifies the given assessment in points, taking into
research work plan and its | account the fulfillment of the criterion as a whole and the
compliance with the set goal. fulfillment of each consideration of the criterion.

The intended resources are

appropriate and sufficient to

Zicr}::‘g L};Zugrzal}ggznieieszrg} 18 Informatiqn specific to criterion is given in Chapter 3
"Implementation" of the project application and in the

resources. Planned work stages | “Cyrriculum Vitae" part of the project application, but the

and tasks are clearly defined, | project application should be taken into account as a whole

relevant and reliable when evaluating the criterion. The possibilities of project

3.2. | Recital: scientific qualification | implementation, including the prepared research work plan,
of the project applicant, | expected resources, available infrastructure, are evaluated
according to the submitted according to the specifics of the relevant scientific field/s and
resumes (CV) the project.

3.4. | Recital: the necessary research

2. The expert evaluates the relevance of the scientific
qualifications and experience of the project applicant to the
achievement of the project's goals and the performance of the
intended tasks, based on the submitted life course descriptions
in the "Curriculum Vitae" part of the project application.

infrastructure is available to
conduct the study

3. It should be noted that the implementation time of one
project is 1 month. The planned implementation of the project
is evaluated in connection with the completed "Project budget”
part of the project application, which includes costs for
remuneration, material and technical support, business trips
and publication costs.

2.2. Consolidated assessment of the project

13. When the responsible employee has received the individual evaluations of both experts,
he prepares the consolidated summary of the evaluation for all project proposals. .

14. The consolidated assessment must be reviewed and approved by the RRF Academic
Career Grant Application Evaluation Committee (hereinafter - the Committee)

3. Final scientific project report
3.1. Final scientific project report for individual review

15. Within a week from the end of the project implementation, the project applicant must fill
in the final scientific report of the project (hereinafter final report). For the final report, scientific
expertise is provided, which is carried out by at least two experts.

16. If the same experts who performed the scientific evaluation of the project application are
not recruited, each expert shall sign a declaration of absence of conflict of interest before the
final scientific review (Appendix 8). The responsible employee provides access to the final report
of the relevant project and the submission of the same project to each expert.

17. Within a week of signing the expert's declaration and concluding the expert's contract,
the expert performs an individual evaluation of the final report by filling out Appendix 7 of the
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regulations "Individual/consolidated evaluation form of the final scientific report of the project”
and approving it.

18. Criteria are evaluated by assigning from 1 to 5 points in each criterion. If the evaluation

of the project application in the relevant criterion exceeds the requirements of the previous lowest
evaluation, but does not fully meet the requirements of the next highest evaluation, the evaluation
can be expressed by assigning half a point (0.5). The rating description corresponding to each
point is:

18.1. Excellent - 5 points (excellent project, meets or even exceeds the highest requirements
of the relevant criteria, any imperfection of the project results is insignificant);

18.2. Good — 4 points (good project, meets the main targets of the project, information
provided is sufficient for evaluation the relevant criteria, however, certain shortcomings
can be identified);

18.3. Satisfactory - 3 points (satisfactory project, in general meets the basic requirements of
the relevant criteria, certain shortcomings can be identified, which will make it difficult
to assess the project results);

18.4. Weak — 2 points (weak project application, partially or only generally meets the
requirements of the relevant criteria, there are detectable deficiencies that make it
difficult to evaluate the achievements of project);

18.5. Unsatisfactory - 1 point (unsatisfactory project, does not meet the requirements of the
set goals, and the information provided is insufficient for the evaluation in the relevant
criterion).

19. The quality treshold of the evaluation is at least ten points in all the criteria set by the
regulations in total.

20. The expert evaluates the final report according to the following criteria:

Final scientific project report for individual review

Project title:
Expert/-s:

1.

Criterion: Scientific excellence

application by the end of the project.

for supplementing the knowledge base of the scientific field/s.

Criterion: Impact

The expert evaluates how the project applicant has achieved what was planned in the project

Chapter 1 "Scientific excellence" of the final report is taken into account. The expert provides
comments and suggestions on research opportunities after the completion of the project to achieve
scientific excellence. The expert evaluates whether the results of the project applicant in the relevant
period of time demonstrate its high research capacity and whether the described results are adequate

application by the end of the project.

12

The expert evaluates how the project applicant has achieved what was planned in the project

Chapter 2 "Impact" of the final report is taken into account. The expert provides comments and
suggestions on the impact of the project and the dissemination of acquired knowledge, as well as
communication activities after the conclusion of the project. The expert evaluates whether the project
applicant has achieved the planned in the "Project description" part of the project application. It
evaluates whether the submitted scientific publications and scientific and/or analytical reports are
relevant to the topic, purpose and budget of the project, and whether the principles of open data, open
access and FAIR are followed in their preparation, as well as evaluates the policy of the project
implementer in data deposit. At the same time, it is evaluated whether the fulfillment of scientific




results (publications, scientific and/or analytical reports, participation in conferences, registration of
intellectual property) has been achieved according to the plan of the project application. The expert
evaluates whether the international cooperation planned in the project (including the writing of new
projects, involvement in international cooperation networks, etc.) has taken place in the scope planned
for the project and has contributed to the fulfillment of the project's set goal, as well as to the capacity
building and career development of the project applicant.

Criterion: Implementation

The expert evaluates how the project applicant has achieved what was planned in the project
application by the end of the project.

Chapter 3 "Implementation" of the final report is taken into account. The expert provides comments
and suggestions for more successful project implementation. The expert evaluates whether the project
management has been effective, including the overall progress of project execution.

3.2. Final scientific project report for consolidated review

21. When both experts have completed and approved their individual assessment of the final
report, the responsible employee prepares the consolidated summary of the evaluation for all
projects.

22. The consolidated assessment must be reviewed and approved by the Committee.
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Annex 5 (3. pielikums)

Project application individual assessment form

Project title:
Expert/-s:

1

Criterion: Scientific quality of project proposal

| Maximum 5 points

1.1.

Recital: ~ scientific  quality,
credibility and novelty

(justification)

1.2.

Recital: the scientific quality of
the chosen research strategy and
methodical solutions, as well as
compliance with the
achievement of the set goals

1.3.

Recital: the ability of the project
to generate new knowledge or
technological insights

Criterion: Impact of the project results

l Maximum 5 points

Recital: expected transfer of
acquired knowledge and skills in
further activities and
development  of  scientific
capacity

2.2.

Recital: research development
opportunities, including
contribution to the preparation of
new projects for submission to
the calls of the European Union
Research and Innovation
Framework Program "Horizon
Europe" and other research and
innovation support programs and
technology initiatives

(justification)

23.

Recital: as a result of the
research, knowledge important
for the relevant sector, the
development of the national
economy and society will be
created

2.4.

Recital: sustainability of
acquired knowledge and a high-
quality  dissemination  plan,
including planned scientific
publications and public
information

2.5.

Recital: the implementation of
the research contributes to the
strengthening of the project
applicant's scientific capacity
and career development

Criterion: Possibilities and provision of the project
implementation

Maximum 5 points
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3.1,

Recital: the quality of the
research work plan and its
compliance with the set goal. The
intended resources are
appropriate and sufficient to
achieve the goal. The research
aims to ensure efficient use of
resources. Planned work stages
and tasks are clearly defined,
relevant and reliable

3.2.

Recital: scientific qualification
of the project applicant,
according to the submitted
resumes (CV)

34.

Recital: the necessary research
infrastructure is available to
conduct the study

(justification)

Criterions | Scientific Impact

quality

Implementation

Points

TOTAL

)




Final scientific project report form

Project title:

1. Scientific excellence
(description)

2. Impact

2.1. Scientific results of the project
(description)

2.2. Research development opportunities

(description)

2.3. Socio-economic impact of results
(description)

2.4. Publicity and communication

Annex 6 (6. pielikums)

(description)
Table x
No | Communication | Activity (for example, | Planned/reached target | Available at (provide a | Date of
channel (for | interview, popular | audience (a description | link to where the activity | publication
example, science article, | of the target audience | or information about the | /event
television, seminar, etc.) for the activity., and the | activity is available)
radio, social amount of the audience
media, etc.) reached)
1.
2.
3.
4.
n

2.5. Contribution to the capacity building and career development of the project applicant
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3. Implementation
(description)

Table x

Achieved Results

No

Results (in line
with the call
text Art. 15)

Planned

Achieved

Means of verification

Remarks
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Annex 7 (7. pielikums)

Final scientific project report form for individual review

Final scientific project report for individual review
Project title:
Expert/-s:
1. Criterion: Scientific excellence
(comment)
2. Criterion: Impact
(comment)
3. Criterion: Implementation
(comment)
Criterions | Scientific Impact Implementation | TOTAL
excellence
Points




Annex 8 (8. pielikums)

“Declaration of absence of conflict of interest and compliance with confidentiality
rules”

I, (name, surname), hereby certify that I agree to participate in the evaluation of research
projects of the investment 5.2.1.1.i. "Research, development and consolidation grants" of Latvian
Recovery and Resilience Mechanism (hereinafter - Recovery Fund) plan.

[ certify that I am not related to the research project in the terms of the law "On the prevention
of conflict of interest in the activities of public officials" and Regulation (EU) No. 2018/1046 in the
terms of Article 61 and I have not participated in the preparation of the research project, and there
are no circumstances due to which I could violate the restrictions set by the regulatory acts for the
person involved in the management, implementation and monitoring of the Recovery Fund and due
to which there are grounds to believe, that I am interested in the approval or rejection of a specific
research project. With my signature, I confirm the absence of conflict of interest.

I certify, that in accordance with the Article 61 of the Regulation (EU, Euratom) 2024/2509
of the European Parliament and of the Council, there are no reasons, including those related to
family, emotional ties, political or national affiliation, economic interests or any other direct or
indirect personal interests, that could question my independence and objectivity in decision making
process.

I will immediately inform the ANM project evaluation commission if such circumstances
arise that could question my objectivity and independence within the framework of decision-making.

When examining the received research projects, | will perform my duties responsibly and
professionally, as well as give objective opinions.

I certify not to disclose to third parties any information that has become known or available
to me during the evaluation of research project, and I also certify to use the available information
and documents only for the evaluation of research projects and for decision making. I certify not to
keep or transfer to third parties any written or electronic information about the research project and
its evaluation.

I am fully aware that, if I do not comply with what is mentioned in this declaration, I will be
called to the responsibility specified in the regulatory acts.

Signature™:
Date:

*Signature is not needed if the document is signed with secure electronic signature.
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