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nisaru kasutamine taotluse koostamisel

nindamisel



Al kasutamine taotluste koostamisel

 Generatiivse Al kasutamine on lubatud

* Tingimused taotlejatele:
* kasutada ettevaatlikult ja kriitiliselt
* kontrollida ja valideerida kogu Al genereeritud sisu
 tagada IP-nGuete jargimine

* Tahtis:
* taotleja jaab taielikult vastutavaks taotluse sisu eest
* tuleb olla labipaistev Al kasutuse osas



Disclaimer:

“When considering the use of generative artificial intelligence (Al) tools for the preparation of the proposal, it is
imperative to exercise caution and careful consideration. The Al-generated content should be thoroughly reviewed and
validated by the applicants to ensure its appropriateness and accuracy, as well as its compliance with intellectual
property regulations. Applicants are fully responsible for the content of the proposal (even those parts produced
by the Al tool) and must be transparent in disclosing which Al tools were used and how they were utilised.

Specifically, applicants are required to:

Verify the accuracy, validity, and appropriateness of the content and any citations generated by the Al tool and
correct any errors or inconsistencies.

Provide a list of sources used to generate content and citations, including those generated by the Al tool. Double-
check citations to ensure they are accurate and properly referenced.

Be conscious of the potential for plagiarism where the Al tool may have reproduced substantial text from other
sources. Check the original sources to be sure you are not plagiarising someone else’s work.

Acknowledge the limitations of the Al tool in the proposal prep

gaps in knowledge”. TaOtIEjad peavad:

* kontrollima tapsust, viiteid ja allikaid
* valtima plagiaati

* teadvustama Al kallutatust, vigu ja piiranguid

Vastutus ja labipaistva kasutamise vastutus on taotlejal




Hindajate briif

HE Standard briefing slides for experts

) Use of generative Al tools for proposal preparation

. Applicants:
o may use generative Al tools when preparing proposals

o must be fully transparent towards the granting authority and disclose which Al tools were used and
how they were utilized;

o must exercise caution and careful consideration while using generative Al tools;

o]

must review and validate thoroughly any Al-generated content to ensure its appropriateness and
accuracy, as well as its compliance with intellectual property regulations;

o remain fully responsible for the content of the proposal (including the parts produced by Al tools);

e The use of generative Al tools in drafting proposals may not be considered by expert evaluators as a

reason to penalise a proposal.



Al kasutamine taotluste hindamisel

* Hindajate Al kasutus:
* isiklik vastutus
* |ubatud ainult abistaval (ancillary) eesmargil

* Kohustused:
* konfidentsiaalsuse tagamine
* andmekaitse
* Al kasutuse dokumenteerimine
* Riskid:
 vOimalik konfidentsiaalsuse rikkumine
Al hallutsinatsioonid ja kallutatus

Al kasutamine ei tohi mojutada hindamist negatiivselt



Hindajate briif:

« The HE Standard briefing slides for experts (link) are continuously updated to inform
evaluators on this evolving topic.

Use of generative Al tools for proposal evaluation

Expert evaluators:
¢ must not delegate the evaluation of proposals to Al tools
e may use Al tools:
o only for side tasks (e,g, to collect background information) and not for the assessment of proposals
o only if the confidentiality of all the proposal information and the protection of personal data are ensured

o only if they take necessary precautions for potential limitations of Al tools (i,e. hallucinations and biases)

®* must appropriately document the use of Al tools (and make the documentation available to the
contracting authority on request)

*® are responsible for keeping the confidentiality of proposal information and the protection of personal
data

®* must be aware that breaching confidentiality or personal data obligations may have serious
consequences, such as rejection/reduction of the remuneration/costs, suspension or termination of the contract.

e
Commission




Al kasutus EK sUsteemides

* Al-pohised tdoriistad juba kasutuses:
 plagiaadi ja duplikaattaotluste tuvastamisel
* ekspertide maaramisel
 otsingutes ja vastavuskontrollide labiviimisel

* Arendamisel: nt chatbotid F&T portaalis



Kokkuvottes
* Al kasutamine ei ole keelatud, aga on reguleeritud

* Kasutamine peab olema labipaistev — viidata, mida ja milleks tapselt
kasutati

Al ei lahenda Uletaotlemise probleemi



\Vordse skooriga taotluste jarjestamine



* Ex-aequo (vordse tulemuse) kriteeriumite kasutuse analius katab
ajavahemiku 2021-2025 (v.a MSCA, Widening, ERC, EIC)

* Kriteeriumid on olulised kahel juhul:
* kui rahastuspiir satub sama skooriga projektide gruppi
* kui tuleb reastada reservnimekirjas olevad projektid



* Ex-aequo kriteeriume kasutati:

* 23% teemades (519/2256) 24% (2273/9480) taotlustest (MAIN/RESERVE)
* Ajas on see kasvanud:

¢ 2021-2023: 10% teemadest 2021-2023: 20% taotlustest

e 2023-2025: 39% teemadest 2023-2025: 28% taotlustest

Kasvu peamine pohjus:
suurem taotluste arv = rohkem vordseid tulemusi



Enim kasutatavad kriteeriumid

* Tipptase (Excellence) / Mdju (Impact) skoorid (~*53%)
* Sooline tasakaal (teadlased) (~39%)

Trend:
e Soolise tasakaalu kriteeriumi tahtsus kasvab

e Skoori kriteeriumi osakaal vaheneb — rohkem taotlusi -> rohkem
sarnaseid hindeid



Kasutatavad kriteeriumid

1. Taotlusvooru aspektid, mida kdrgema hindega taotlused ei kata
* Ei saa sageli kasutada, sest puudub kdrge hindega taotluste vordlusbaas

2. Korgema ,Tipptaseme” hindega taotlused. Kui need vordsed, siis
kdrgema ,,M0oju” hindega taotlus (innovatsioonimeetmetel vastupidi)
* Saab kasutada, kui on alla 15 punkti saanud taotlused

3. Juhtrollis olevate (kehtib 2025.a) teadlaste sooline tasakaal
* Toenaoliselt kdige sagedamini kasutatav kriteerium

4. Geograafiline mitmekesisus: taotlused, kus on esindatud rohkem EL ja
HEU-ga assotsieerunud riike, mis ei saa rahastust eespool paiknevatest
projektidest (vordsuse korral otsustab eelarve)

5. Muud taotlusvooru voi ,,Euroopa horisondi“ eesmarkidega seotud
tegurid (nt projektide stinergia, VKE-de kaasamine)



* Kasvav probleem: eelarve ei kata koiki kdrgeima skooriga taotlusi
* Esineb 5% teemadest

Topicswere not all proposals with the highest
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Juhtrolliga teadlase definitsioon (FAQ)

A "researcher with a leading role in a project” refers to an individual responsible for guiding, managing, and directing the action's
execution. They normally oversee planning, coordination, resource allocation, and stakeholder communication; set objectives, make
key decisions, and ensure alignment with goals and timelines in addition to research activities. They may also formally hold
management responsibilities over staff working on the action and in some cases, focus on coordinating contributions from the
specific participant or group they represent.

Researchers involved in the proposal

Role of Red
Title First Name Last Name Gender MNationality E.mail Carcer Stage researcher (in Wier Type of identifier
the project)
Prof { Calegory A ropgr b Orcid ID
Prof Ii Category A Top grade riTeam member E Owcid 1D
Prof i Category A Top grade rgTeam membsr l‘:- Owcid 1D
Prof 1 ' catogory A Top grade rhTeam momber E [ Joreid D
" q 1 .
Dr ll Calegory C Recognised) Tesm membxs Orcid ID
T T ' T I R —



https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/support/faq/67800?order=DESC&pageNumber=1&pageSize=50&sortBy=publicationDate&keywords=researchers%20table&isExactMatch=true&type=0,1&status=0&frameworkProgramme=43108390

Examples on how to apply the criteria

How ex-aequo criteria were applied:

Threshol | Ex-aequo ranking
Proposal | Excel. Impact Impl. Score d criterion
A 5 5 5 15 ABOVE N/A
B 5 5 4.5 14.5 ABOVE Gender
C 5 5 4.5 14.5 ABOVE Scores
D 4.5 5 5 14.5 ABOVE N/A
E 4.5 5 4.5 14 ABOVE N/A

How to read the data:

®* Gender was the criterion used to rank Prop B over C
®* Scores was the criterion used to rank Prop C over D

3 RIAs proposals with score 14.5
Ex-aeq 1 (Aspects of the call): None of them deals with
different aspects than higher ranked proposals

®* Ex-aeq 2 (Scores of excellence/impact): Proposals B and C
go first and them Prop D

®* Ex-aeq 3 (Gender balance): Gender balance is better for
Prop B



Examples on how to apply the criteria

Proposal | Excel. Impact Impl. Score Threshold Ex-ae:!un .tanlung
criterion
A 5 5 5 15 ABOVE N/A
B 5 5 4.5 14.5 ABOVE N/A
C 4.5 5 4.5 14 ABOVE N/A
D 4.5 5 [ 13.5 ABOVE Gender
E 4.5 5 [ 13.5 ABOVE Scores
F 4.5 4 5 13.5 ABOVE Aspects of the call
G 5 4.5 [ 13.5 ABOVE Scores
H 4.5 4.5 4.5 13.5 ABOVE Gender
[ 4.5 4.5 4.5 13.5 ABOVE N/A

How to read the data:

®* Gender was the criterion used to rank Prop D over E
®* Scores was the criterion used to rank Prop E over F
®* Aspects of the call was the criterion to rank Prop F over G
(actually it was the criterion to rank D, E and F over G, H and
)
®* Scores was the criterion to rank Prop G over H
o8 Gender was the criterion to rank Prop H over |

How ex-aequo criteria were applied:

® 6 RIAs proposals with score 13.5
® Proposals D, E and F deal with aspects of the
call which are not included in higher ranked
proposals. The group (D,E, F) goes above the
group (G, H, 1)
®* First group (D, E, F):
¢ Proposals D and E go over proposal F because higher

score in impact

®  Proposal D goes over E because better gender balance

® Second group (G, H, I):

®*  Proposals G goes over H and | because higher score in

excellence
Proposal H goes over | because better gender balance



Lump sum teemad



LS projektide kontrollid (ex-post review)

* Seniste kontrollide pdhjal on tuvastatud vigade arv vahenenud
* Pohineb siiski vaikesel valimil ja eelkdige vaikestel projektidel

* Kontrolli kaigus:
* Fookus uhel asutusel
* Reeglina kohtvisiiti ei ole (v.a kui soetatud suuremaid seadmeid vm)
* VVoidakse kontrollida ka nn horisontaalsete nouete taitmist (GA lisa 5)
* Noutud dokumendid samad, mis tavaprojektides, v.a finantsdokumentatsioon

* LS n6 IAP-d (juhenddokumenti kontrollijatele) ei tule



LS projekti taotlemisel

* Jargmisest aastast Exceli asemel veebivorm —> vahem vigu, kus arvud
erinevates eelarve osades kokku ei lahe

* Kulude pohjendamine eelarve ,,Any comments” lehel jarjest olulisem

* Oluline on mitte kunstlikult personalikulusid vahendada
* rohk pohjendamisel

* senior taseme t66 mahu pohjendatusel — ressursikasutuse moistlikkus rate vs
amount



Muud teemad

e Seadmekulude dokumenteerimine — kasutamise mootmine
* 100% kulu/eksklusiivne kasutamine peab olema pdhjendatud

 Edasised otsingud 10.RP-s Personnel Unit Costi ulatuslikumaks
kasutamiseks



Materjale

HE WP General Annexes

Expert Code of Conduct

Standard Briefing Slides

Online Manual - Evaluation and evaluation results

HE Programme Guide



https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/wp-call/2026-2027/wp-15-general-annexes_horizon-2026-2027_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/wp-call/2026-2027/wp-15-general-annexes_horizon-2026-2027_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/wp-call/2026-2027/wp-15-general-annexes_horizon-2026-2027_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/code-of-conduct_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/code-of-conduct_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/code-of-conduct_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/code-of-conduct_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/code-of-conduct_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/standard-briefing-slides-for-experts_he_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/standard-briefing-slides-for-experts_he_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/standard-briefing-slides-for-experts_he_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/standard-briefing-slides-for-experts_he_en.pdf
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/funding-tenders-opportunities/spaces/OM/pages/1867950/Evaluation+and+evaluation+results
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/funding-tenders-opportunities/spaces/OM/pages/1867950/Evaluation+and+evaluation+results
https://webgate.ec.europa.eu/funding-tenders-opportunities/spaces/OM/pages/1867950/Evaluation+and+evaluation+results
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/programme-guide_horizon_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/programme-guide_horizon_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/programme-guide_horizon_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/programme-guide_horizon_en.pdf

,Euroopa horisondi“ (HEU) projektide elluviimist
kasitlev infoseminar

8. september, 09:30 - 16:00

Eesti Teadusagentuur koostd6s Euroopa Komisjoniga korraldab ,Euroopa horisondi* (HEU) projektide elluviimist
kasitleva infoseminari, kuhu on oodatud kéik HEU projektide elluviijad ja taotlemist huvitatud.

Kasitlemisele tulevad jargmised teemad:

® HEUlihtsustamine
® 2026/27 todprogrammide muudatused ja lihtsustused
® Kindlasummalise maksega (lump sum) rahastuse uuendused

® \Valmistumine tehniliseks jarelhindamiseks (lump sum projektid)

@ HEU grantide finants- ja mittefinantsreeglid ning muud kohustused
® Jarelkontrollid ja finantsaudititeks valmistumine (tegelikel kuludel péhinevad projektid)

® Levinumate vigade valtimine projektijuhtimises

@ Teadustulemuste turule viimise tugiteenused

® F&T portaali uuendused ja EU Funding & Me mobiilirakenduse varsked véimalused

REGISTREERU SIIN

Aeg:8. septemberkell10.00-16.00
Koht: Tallinna Tehnikak&rgkool (Parnu mnt. 62, 10135 Tallinn); veebiiilekannet ei toimu

Uritusoninglise keeles.


https://etag.ee/sundmus/euroopa-horisondi-heu-projektide-elluviimist-kasitlev-infoseminar/
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