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KOMUNIKACE

= Technické dotazy nam piét.,
do chat boxu v této aplikaci

() Konverzace

= Ostatni dotazy pokladejte primo
na zivo a nebo pres SLIDO.com



KONTAKTUJTE NAS PRES SLIDO

A klidne se ptejte...
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PROGRAM
HORIZONT EVROPA
2021 - 2027



STRUKTURA PROGRAMU HORIZONT EVROPA,
KLASTRY

HORIZON EUROPE EURATOM
SPECIFIC SPECIFIC PROGRAMME IMPLEMENTING HORIZON EUROPE & EIT
PROGRAMME: Exclusive focus on civil applications
EUROPEAN : :
DEFENCE Fillar | Pillar Il __Pillar Il Fusion
FUND EXCELLENT SCIENCE @j GLOBAL CHALLEMNGES & 3 INNOVATIVE EUROPE
ﬁ EUROPEAN INDUSTRIAL >
Exclusive focus on COMPETITIVENESS
gﬁﬁamﬁ:;ﬁh European Research Council + Health European Innovation
P * Culture, Creativity & Council
Marie Sklodowska-Curie :é*l‘:;fss'::usl_f’;'gg Society
Il | . .
ELII!'QFE';"I Innovation
' W L.
Research Research Infrastructures . E:Pnl::'!e?':‘::;: :ﬂp‘;abr.:ﬁw ecosystems Fission
actions » Food, Bioeconomy, Natural
Resources, Agriculture & European Institute of
Environment Innovation & Tech ﬂﬂ'ln‘ﬂ‘_f‘
E Joint Research Centre
5 Joint
S Development Research
3 actions WIDENING PARTICIPATION AND STRENG THENING THE EUROPEAN RESEARCH AREA Center
'u=] Widening participation & spreading excellence Refoerming & Enhancing the European R&l system
a

* The Eurppean Institute of Innovation & Technology (EIT) is not part of the Specific Programime



PRACOVNiI PROGRAMY

[ Rsference Documents x -+ [~} = X

&« c B ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/how-to-participate/reference-documents B [ o H

~ Funding & tender opportunities engisn @ |

Commission | Single Electronic Data Interchange Area (SEDIA)

‘ﬂ' SEARCH FUNDING & TENDERS ¥ RGolVRIeRZL I HINISNdl PROJECTS & RESULTS WORK AS AN EXPERT SUPPORT ¥

Funding and Tenders Opportunities
Portal - filter by programme
(Horizon Europe)- How to
participate - Reference documents
- Work programme and call
documents - 2021 - 2022 - HE i

main work programme - nazev docuiménts an the Gommission work rogrammes Up to modelsran agreements and auides or speciic sctons o
klastru (napf. Climate, energy and Please selecthe programme tosee the reference documents

mobility je pod Cislem 8) procurement

Horizon Europe (HORIZON) clear fiter @

Programming period

2021-2027 o Reference Documents

Reference Documents related to tendering opportunities are published on TED eTendering in the calls for tenders.

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding- L
tenders/opportunities/portal/scree .
n/programmes/horizon © Work programme & cal documents

° 2021-2022
@ HE Main Work Programme 2021-2022
HE and Euratom Work Programme on Horizontal Expenditure 2021-2022 >
1. General introductionv2.0 >
2. Marie Sktodowska-Curie Actions v1.0 >
3. Research Infrastructures v2.0 >

4. Healthvz.o >


https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/programmes/horizon

CASOVY RAMEC

Uzavérka

Zahajeni projektu

Vyzva k podani Podani ESR Podpis GA
projektovych projektového
navrhu navrhu

Y Y Y
Priprava projektového navrhu Hodnoceni GAP
5 mésicu 3 mésice



KONTEXT PROJEKTOVYCH NAVRHU

Jde o primy kontakt s Evropskou komisi a jejimi agenturami.

Neni zde zprostredkujici role narodnich grantovych agentur nebo statni spravy.

Dvoji mozny pristup k projektim: f Bottom-up
‘ Top-down

Predkladani navrhl muze probihat
++ jednokolové (one stage procedure)
+» dvoukolové (two stage)

= Typy projektu
“* RIA - vyzkumna a inovacni akce; spiSe zakladni vyzkum, nizsi stupné TRL
“ IA - inovacéni akce; spiSe aplikovany vyzkum; vySSi stupné TRL
¢ CSA - koordinacni a podpurna akce; propojovani evropského vyzkumu
+*»» dalSi typy; ceny - Prizes



VYZVA EK POTENCIALNIM HODNOTITELUM

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021 -
2027 /experts/call-for-expression-of-interest _en.pdf

= \lyzva Evropské komise pro potencialni hodnotitele
= Pro celé obdobi 2021 - 2027
= Zakladni informace R

Call for Expression of Interest

= Zhusténa podoba - 10 stran
= Postup pro zajemce o ¢innost experta =



https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/call-for-expression-of-interest_en.pdf

CAS NA VASE DOTAZY

Klidne se ptejte...




REGISTRACE A VYBER
HODNOTITELU



= C 0 8 https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/work-as-an-expert B e% % @ & N =

Funding & tender opportunities Engish G

n European
Commission | Single Electronic Data Interchange Area (SEDIA)

+ Legal Entity and Bank Account validations tasks will i issues in the Grant Management Services on 06.09.2021, between 20:00 and 21:30.
+ The Identity, Bank A & Pay functionalities in the Experts Area of the F&T Portal will be unava on Monday 06.09.2021, between 20:00 and 21:30.

ork as an expert

e European Union Institutions appoint external experis o assist in the evaluation of grant applications, projects and tenders, and to provide opinions and advice in specific cases.

In particular, experts assist in: News
18 Jul, 2021
Horizon Europe: key changes to the Ethics Appraisal Process

.. Being an expert for the European Commission — Current experts share ...
» [Evaluation of proposals, prize applications and tenders
» Monitoring of actions, grant agreements, public procurement contracts

The recording of the training session on the key changes to the Ethics Appraisal Process in Horizon Europe, identifying serious

In addition, experts provide opinion and advise on: and complex issues in EU-funded ...

» Preparation, implementation and evaluation of EU programmes and design of policies. 15 Feb, 2021
INEA looking for experts to assess CEF Energy calls
In order to select experts, the European Union Institutions publish regularly calls for expression of interest (.
detailing the selection criteria, the required expertise, the description of the tasks, their duration and the

remuneration.

The Innovation and Networks Executive Agency (INEA) is looking for experienced experts in energy to assess project

ions of proposals submitted under the 2021 Connecting....

Interested? Please join the database of external experts!

As new expert, you will be first requested to create your EU login account and register your profile.

Quick Links v
Registered experts can update the profile via the My Expert Area after login.
+ [3 Standard briefing slides for experts (HE)
» FAQ for Experts
» Lists of contracted experts
N . . » [H EU Grants - Model Contract for Experts
-alls for expressions of interest for experts + [A Methodology for expert fees for remote evaluation and ethics review
+ [ Calls for expressions of interest for experts (2021-2027)

+ [ calls for expressions of interest for experts (2014-2020)

Logistics for Brussels ~

Map of evaluation area
Info on hotels

Metro map

FE R

From airport 1o Brussels




EXPERTS REGISTRATION 533\:3

*Personal details
*Contact details
"Area of expertise
=Work

*Education

="l anguages

*Profile availability




EXPERTS REGISTRATION

Who can see my profile
This can be modified at anytime

Institutions | agree to work with:

+ | EU institutions and bodies

|7| Other EU Institutions (European Parliament, European Council, Court of Justice of

~ the European Union, European Central Bank, European Investment Bank, European
Court of Auditors, European Committee of the Regions, European Economic and
Social Committee, ...)

(v ]| Research funding bodies with a public service mission, based in the EU/EEA

~ countries (other than EU institutions and bodies) or in third countries, associated to
Horizon 2020 or to other EU funding programmes, for which the Commission has
adopted an adequacy decision

(v ]| Research funding bodies with a public service mission, which are based in third

~ countries, associated to Horizon 2020 or to other EU funding programmes, for
which the Commission has not adopted an adequacy decision’

1. An ‘aosquacy decision’ recognises that & third country offers dsta protection standards equivalent to the ones in
the ELI/EEA countries. in principle, the transfer of personal data to non-sgdequate thind countries is much maore
risky compared to ELYEFA countries and adequate thind countries. Therefone given the risks, in the absence of
an ‘adequacy decision’ your data may be transfarred to & third country if you have provided your explicit consent

| agree to work on :

|7| All programmes and sub-programmes of the above selected EU and non-EU
~ institutions.

If you are comtacted for tasks that are beyond your competences, you can glways decline to work on thess
tasks with no further consequences.




m European
Commission

Dashboard

Personal Data

cv

Bank Account

Contracts and Invitations

Payments

Help

Active Tasks (0)

You have no tasks at the moment

Contracts and Invitations

You have no contracts or invitations at the moment.

Profile

Personal data

E Current Employment
| — ]
| m— ]
| — ]

Data Protection

v

v

Welcome Dominika Zsapkova Haringova!

W H

Payments
You have no payments at the moment.

CVv v
Education v
Publications

©
g

Expertise

Languages

Additional information

Welcome Dominika Zsapkova Haringova
EX2021D428696

Your profile is 100% complete
Only experts with complete profiles are contracted. Complete all
sections 1o increase your visibility.

- & Delegations

Adding details to your
profile




SELECTION OF EXPERTS

e SKills, experience and knowledge
 @Geographical diversity and gender (at least 40% of the under -represented sex)
* Private - Public sector balance

e Rotation: max. 200 days paid in 4 consequent years, at least 25%

of newcomers for each call




SELECTION OF EXPERTS

* Expertise - most important aspect
» Specialist vs Generalist

* Number of proposals can vary:
» From 1 (specific top-down calls) to 20+ (bottom-up calls)

* Balance:
» Nationality, gender, private - public, experienced/new

* Complexity of projects - based on the calls

» Number of pages - from 10 to 45 - page limitin all calls (General Annexes)



https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/wp-call/2021-2022/wp-13-general-annexes_horizon-2021-2022_en.pdf

HODNOTITELE Z CR*

= No of experts in database:

No of CZ experts in the database: 2 247 540 308
Other = No of CZ experts in database:
0% 2 247 (<1 %)
= No of contracted CZ experts:
413

Prehled ¢eskych hodnotitelu v 7. RP a H2020 - Prehled 2018

*(k 6/2021



https://czelo.tc.cz/cs/doporucujeme/prehled-ceskych-hodnotitelu-v-7-rp-a-h2020

EXPERTI - HLAVNi ZASADY

* Nezavislost
= Nestrannost
= Objektivhost
= Presnost

= Konzistence



GOOD EXPERT

= Timely in delivering reports and during consensus meetings
= [n case of problem informs ON TIME

= Reliable

= Flexible

= Able and willing to learn and accept our process

= Written and spoken English of good quality

= Able to judge and evaluate the project, not to copy/paste

= [f comments are negative - WHY?

= [f comments are positive - WHY?



CONFIDENTIALITY

The evaluator must:
= Not discuss evaluation matters
= Not contact partners

= Not disclose names

= Maintain confidentiality of documents




,We do not look for
expert-superman,
everybody can learn It...“
EC




CAS NA VASE DOTAZY

Klidne se ptejte...




PRESTAVKA 10 MINUT =




SLIDO ANKETA

,Jaké jsou Vase nejvétsi obavy
Z hodnoceni projektu Horizontu Evropa?“




HODNOTICi PROCES



PROCES HODNOCENI

Evaluation process

:‘7 . Finalisation

—— Panel Report

Receipt of
proposals

|

|__Eligibility Individual Consensus Evaluation Ll
chock Evaluation Report Summary
Report Reports
Allocation of Panel
— proposals Ranked
to experts List
COMMISSION Y COMMISSION

Experts'role




PRUBEH HODNOTiICiHO PROCESU Q

INDIVIDUALNI CAST HODNOCENI

= Vysledkem cinnosti experta je Individualni hodnotici zprava (IER - Individual Evaluation Report).
DOSAZENI SHODY MEZI EXPERTY (CONSENSUS PHASE)

= Projekt hodnoti minimalné tri hodnotitelé.

= Etika se hodnoti samostatné.

= Vysledkem je Zprava o shodé (CR - Consensus report)

REVIZE V PANELU (PANEL REVIEW)

= Schvaluje kone¢né bodové hodnoceni a komentare pro kazdy navrh projektu.

= Doporucuje seznam navrhu v poradi podle priority a prioritu navrhi se stejnym koneénym bodovym
hodnocenim -,a single ranking list“ (poradnik), kde jsou projekty nad prahovou hodnotou rozdéleny:
** main list - navrzené k financovani,
** reserve list,
** below available budget.



PRIKLAD HODNOCENI - GENERALISED FEEDBACK

» \erejné dostupna ¢ast hodnoceni projektl - ve dvoukolovych vyzvach po prvnim kole, dostupné na
portale FTOP

* Doporuceni pro zadatele, ktefi postoupili do druhého kola (po prvnim kole nedostavaji souhrnnou
hodnotici zpravu - ESR)

Priklady:
*»In general, proposals did not sufficiently demonstrate how they will be able to secure the long-term
financial commitment to ensure the implementation and monitoring of the proposed solutions.

+*In general, the contribution to some of the expected impacts of the topic and the pathways to reach
them or quantitative targets were not adequately considered. For example, there was a lack of details on
the benefits (e.g. Economic, green jobs, etc.) that can be derived from the implementation of the nature-
based solutions.

**The extent to which conventional and newly developed supply chains is covered was not clearly
addressed in most of the proposals.



CAS NA VASE DOTAZY

Klidne se ptejte...




DRAFTING
EVALUATION
REPORT (ER)




EVALUATION TEMPLATES

= APPLICATION FORMS
= EVALUATION FORMS

Horizon Europe Programme
Standard Application Form (RIA, 1A)

Application form (Part A)
Project proposal — Technical description (Part B)

Version 40
21 January 2022

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-
tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-
2027 /horizon/temp-form/af/af_he-

ria-ia_en.pdf

Horizon Europe

Evaluation Form (RIA |1A)

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

ia_en.pdf

Horizon Europe

Evaluation Form (CSA)

Version 10
04May 2021

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-
tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-
2027 /horizon/temp-form/ef/ef _he-

csa_en.pdf g



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

DRAFTING EVALUATION REPORT

= Criteria

= Scores
= Threshold
= Comments




EVALUATION CRITERIA, SCORES AND TRESHOLDS

EXCELLENCE IMPACT QUALITY AND EFFICIENCY OF THE
IMPLEMENTATION
project’s objectives pathways
outcomes and impacts
work plan
methodology
measures
gender dimension to maximize expected outcomes and
open science practices impacts participant
consortium

You provide a score in the range from 0-5 to each criterion based on your comments.
Use steps of 0.5.
The default threshold for individual criteria is 3 and the




SCORE &

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

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

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

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

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

o) Excellent. The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of
the criterion. Any shortcomings are minor.



PROPOSAL WEIGHTING

= For the first stage of a two-stage procedure you only evaluate the criteria Excellence
and Impact. The threshold for both individual criteria is 4.

= Weighting: scores are normally NOT weighted. Weighting is used for some types of
actions - and only for the ranking (not to determine if the proposal passed the
thresholds).

= Specific calls or topics may have different rules regarding thresholds and weighting.

= For innovation actions (lA), the criterion IMPACT is given a weight of 1.5 to determine
the ranking.



HOW DOES EVALUATION REPORT LOOK LIKE

EUROPEAN COMMISSION

Horizon Europe (HORIZON)

Evaluation
Summary Report -
Research and
innovation actions

Call:

Type of action:
Proposal number:
Proposal acronym:
Duration (months):
Proposal title:
Activity:

= Wk =

[$3)

HORIZON-CL5-2021-D1-01
HORIZON-RIA

HORIZON-CL5-2021-D1-01-07

Total Cost

Grant
Requested

Abstract:

(1/4)



Evaluation Summary Report

Total score: ‘Threshold: 10)

Criterion 1 - Excellence

Score: ~ Threshold: 3/5.00 , Weight: -)

The following aspects will be taken into account, to the extent that the proposed work corresponds to the description in the work
programme:

- Clarity and pertinence of the project’s objectives, and the extent to which the proposed work is ambitious and goes beyond the
state of the art.

- Soundness of the proposed methodology, including the underlying concepts, models, assumptions, inter-disciplinary
approaches, appropriate consideration of the gender dimension in research and innovation content, and the quality of open

science practices, including sharing and management of research outputs and engagement of citizens, civil society and end
users where appropriate.

—

(2/4)



Criterion 2 - Impact

Score: ' (Threshold: 3/5.00 , Weight: -)

The following aspects will be taken into account, to the extent that the proposed work corresponds to the description in the work
programme:
- Credibility of the pathways to achieve the expected outcomes and impacts specified in the work programme, and the likely scale

and significance of the contributions from the project.
- Suitability and quality of the measures to maximise expected outcomes and impacts, as set out in the dissemination and

exploitation plan, including communication activities.

Criterion 3 - Quality and efficiency of the implementation

Score: (Threshold: 3/5.00 , Weight: -)

The following aspects will be taken into account, to the extent that the proposed work corresponds to the description in the work
programme:

- Quality and effectiveness of the work plan, assessment of risks, and appropriateness of the effort assigned to work packages,
and the resources overall.

- Capacity and role of each participant, and the extent to which the consortium as a whole brings together the necessary

expertise.

(3/4)



(4/4)

Scope of the application

Status:
Comments (in case the proposal is out of scope)
Not provided

Exceptional funding

Use of human embryonic stem cells (hESC)

Status:

If YES, please state whether the use of hESC is, or is not, in your opinion, necessary to achieve the scientific objectives of the

proposal and the reasons why. Alternatively, please state if it cannot be assessed whether the use of hESC is necessary or not,
because of a lack of information.

Not provided

Use of human embryos

Status:
If YES, please explain how the human embryos will be used in the project.
Activities excluded from funding

Do no significant harm principle - Status: No
If YES, please explain.

Exclusive focus on civil applications
Not provided

Artificial Intelligence

Overall comments



COMMENTS IN EVALUATION REPORT

e Specific to the relevant criterion

e Clear and substantial

e Your comments should state facts, not opinions, and be precise
and final: ¥ "We think that..." v" "This proposal is... "




COMMENTS IN EVALUATION REPORT

* fair reflection of the comments, balancing strengths and
weaknesses

* adequate length
* judge the proposal, do not summarise it

* evaluate the quality of the proposal only, do not provide
advice on improving




COMMENTS IN ER

Poor comments merely echo the score

For example,
“The innovative aspects of the research

programme are poor”.
Good comments explain it

For example,
; “This proposal is not innovative in X or
Y, and it does not take Z into account”.



COMMENTS IN ER

Poor comments are ambiguous

“The resources for the project are
unrealistic”

Good comments are clear

J “The resources in WP 4 and 6

are seriously underestimated
given the complexity of the
activity proposed”.



COMMENTS IN ER

o2

Poor comments are vague, subject to
interpretation

“‘We think the management plan is probably
inadequate given the duration of the project and the
number of partners’.

Good comments are precise and final

! “The management plan is inadequate. It does not
include clear overall responsibility for the training
activities; it lacks a problem-solving mechanism in the
event of disputes between partners”,



COMMENTS IN ER

o

Poor comments are inaccurate and provide an opening for a
complaint

“There is no discussion of a dissemination strategy.”

“There is only one SME partner in the consortium.”
When there were actually 2.

“The coordinator is not adequately experienced.”

Good comments close the question

Q[ “Dissemination activities are listed but the proposal lacks a clear
- dissemination strategy”.

“The consortium lacks sufficient SME participation.”

“The coordinator does not demonstrate in the proposal an adequate
level of experience in this field.”



COMMENTS IN ER

® V4

Poor comments Good comments
include words like... include words like...




COMMENTS IN ER

For weaknesses, you might use

Insufficient, very generic, not evident, unfocused, limited,
unclear, no significant impact, overestimated ...

For strengths

Extremely relevant, credible, comprehensive, high quality, highly
effective, well-formulated, well balanced, clear advances, ...




PRAVIDLA
ODMENOVANI
HODNOTITELU




PRAVIDLA ODMENOVANI HODNOTITELU (1) @

= Reimbursement rules

= Model Contract for Experts

Soucasti je

»*Kodex chovani (Code of Conduct)

**Referencni terminy (Terms of reference) - Annex 2

**Business coaching plan - Annex 3 (pro MSP - SMES) EU Grants
Model Contract for Experts

(EU Experts Contract)

Version 2.0
1 Apnl 2017



https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/experts_manual/h2020-experts-mono-contract_en.pdf

PRAVIDLA ODMENOVANI HODNOTITELU (2) @

= Metodika pro stanoveni sazeb pro experty pri hodnoceni na dalku:

https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/other/ex
perts _manual/methodology-for-expert-fees en.pdf

= Tabulky Cinnosti

= Na jednu jednotku prace pripada 45 €.

= 10 jednotek odpovida pracovnimu dni, tj. Castce 450 €.

= Ukoly a platby pro jednotlivé experty jsou stanoveny predem.


https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/other/experts_manual/methodology-for-expert-fees_en.pdf

KONFLIKT ZAJMU @

= Conflict of interest
o V pripadé konfliktu zajmu je hodnotitel z hodnoceni vylou¢en (Exclusion)
o Hodnotitel musi zachovat divérnost informaci (Confidentiality)

= Model Contract for Experts - version 2.0, 1 April 2017; ANNEX 1:

Situace automaticky povazované za konflikt zajmu:
o Podil na pripravé projektu
o Monitorovani projektu by expertovi prineslo prospéch/nevyhodu

o Uzké rodinné vazby nebo jiné Gzké osobni vztahy s osobami (véetné tfetich stran) zapojenymi
do projektu

o Expert je nadrizeny, kurator nebo partner zadatele, nebo je zapojen do vedeni zadatele (nebo
tretich stran)

o Expert je zaméstnan jednou ze stran zapojenych do navrhu projektu (nebo tretimi stranami)



INFORMACNI ZDROJE

Oblast pro experty Oblast pro navrhovatele

Vyzva EK pro potencialni hodnotitele k
registraci do databaze expertd, link

Standardni instruktazni prezentace pro
hodnotitele, link

Casto kladené otazky hodnotitelt - FAQ, link

Formular pro evaluaci projektt RIA/IA, link

Modelova smlouva pro hodnotitele, link

Video ,Being an expert for the EC*, link

Videa a prezentace o hodnoceni projektu, sit
narodnich kontaktu ,ldealist, link

Prehled ¢eskych hodnotitell, link

= Uzivatelska prirucka pro online
predkladani projektovych navrhu, link

= Série Ctyr videi Evropské komise pro
navrhovatele projektd Horizontu Evropa,
linky 1, 2, 3, 4

= Slovnik s terminologii v Horizontu Evropa,
link

= Narodni portal www.HorizontEvropa.cz


https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/experts/call-for-expression-of-interest_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/portal/screen/support/faq;type=0,1;categories=experts;programme=null;keyword=;freeTextSearchKeyword=;matchWholeText=true;period=null;status=0,1;sortQuery=relevance;faqListKey=faqSearchTablePageState
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/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/experts_manual/h2020-experts-mono-contract_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/work-as-an-expert
http://www.ideal-ist.eu/toolbox?main-category=2924&category=2927
https://czelo.tc.cz/cs/doporucujeme/prehled-ceskych-hodnotitelu-v-7-rp-a-h2020
https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/support/sep_usermanual.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/docs/h2020-funding-guide/other/event210324.htm
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