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Navrh projektu
Z pohledu
hodnotitele

- Byrokratické sito plus etika

- Domaci cteni === report

- Subkomise == report

- Komise =) poradi



- Excellence

- Criterion 1 - Excellence
Current score: 4.0/ 5.0 ; Threshold 3; Priority 1

Kritéria hodnoceni - Impact

- Criterion 2 - Impact
Current score: 4.5/ 5.0 ; Threshold 3; Priority 2

- Quality and efficiency
of the implementation

- Criterion 3 - Quality and efficiency
Current score: 4.0/ 5.0 ; Threshold 3; Priority 3



Kritéria hodnoceni

Excellence

Clarity, pertinence, ambitious, beyond the state of the art, soundness
of the proposed methodology, inter-disciplinarity, gender dimension,
Innovation content, open science practices, management of research
outputs, engagement of citizens, ...
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*é

POLICE

Excellence

Clarity, pertinence, ambitious, beyond the state of the art, soundness
of the proposed methodology, inter-disciplinarity, gender dimension,
innovation content, open science practices, management of research
outputs, engagement of citizens, ...



Kritéria hodnoceni

Impact

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 to 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.
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Kritéria hodnoceni

Quality and efficiency of the implementation

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.
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Al

Technical robustnes

technické aspekty systému s Al
vCetné odolnosti vuci utokum a zabezpeceni, zalozni plan,
bezpecnost, presnost, spolehlivost a reprodukovatelnost



,under HE, the technical robustness
Al  of the proposed Al based systems
must be evaluated ...*

Technické aspekty Al reSeni a vyvoje
resilience to attack and security
fullback plan and general safety
accuracy
reliability
reproducibility



Trustworthy Al zahrnuje zakonnost, etiku a technickou odolnost

Vyvinuté systémy by mely byt

« technicky robustni - presné a reprodukovatelné a schopné se
Al vyporadat s moznymi selhanimi, nepresnostmi a chybami a
informovat o nich, s umernym rizikem, které predstavuji systemy s Al

« socialne robustni - nalezité zvazuji kontext a prostredi, ve kterem
pusobi;

« spolehlivé a fungujici - minimalizuji neumysiné a neoCekavane
posSkozeni, predchazeji nepfrijatelnému poskozeni a chrani fyzickou a
dusevni integritu lidi;

« schopny poskytnout vhodné vysvetleni svého rozhodovaciho
procesu, pokud mohou mit vyznamny dopad na zivoty lidi.

High Level Group on Artificial Intelligence, set up by the European Commission, Ethics Guidelines for Trustworthy
Al, document made public on 8 April2019.
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Rada nakonec ...




Dékuji za pozornost !




