Annex 3
to the Regulation on the Preparation and Approval of the Lithuanian Research Infrastructures Roadmap


(Form of Individual Report (of the Comprehensive Assessment)
of the Application for the Inclusion of Research Infrastructure (RI)
in the Lithuanian RI Roadmap
(assessment is prepared by an expert))

INDIVIDUAL REPORT (OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ASSESSMENT)
OF THE APPLICATION FOR THE INCLUSION OF RESEARCH INFRASTRUCTURE (RI)
IN THE LITHUANIAN RI ROADMAP

(Form of Consensus Report (of the Comprehensive Assessment)
of the Application for the Inclusion of Research Infrastructure (RI)
in the Lithuanian RI Roadmap
(assessment is prepared by an expert committee))

CONSENSUS REPORT (OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ASSESSMENT)
OF THE APPLICATION FOR THE INCLUSION OF RESEARCH INFRASTRUCTURE (RI)
IN THE LITHUANIAN RI ROADMAP


1. INFORMATION ABOUT THE APPLICANT

	Application Registration No.
	

	Applicant
	

	Name of the RI in Lithuanian
	

	Name of the RI in English
	

	Acronym
	



2. ASSESSMENT OF THE APPLICATION ACCORDING TO COMPREHENSIVE ASSESSMENT CRITERIA

	1. DEMAND AND IMPACT OF RESEARCH INFRASTRUCTURE

Assessment (mark one):

|_| Outstanding (4)
|_| Excellent (3)
|_| Good (2)
|_| Satisfactory (1)
|_| Insufficient (0)

	Justification of the assessment:

	1.1. Request and Goals of Research Infrastructure

	(Assessing the goals of the establishment (development) of the research infrastructure; socio-economic, socio-cultural, scientific, and technological problems the research infrastructure is addressing; the impact of the research infrastructure on the quality of R&D and the promotion of innovations )

	


	1.2. Alignment of Research Infrastructure with National and European Research Policy

	(Assessing the alignment of research infrastructure goals with the national and European Union policy priorities; the international competitiveness potential of research infrastructure.)

	


	1.3. Expected Impact on Science, Technology, and Socio-Economic Development

	(Assessing the initiation  of new research directions and their aspirations; evaluating the attraction, encouragement, and career opportunities for young researchers; aiming to attract (educate) the most talented researchers; whether research infrastructure promotes interdisciplinary scientific research; assessing the quality of research conducted, how they excel and differ from existing ones; estimating how the establishment (development) of research infrastructure could attract (create) new technologies, open up new research directions; evaluating the anticipated impact of research infrastructure's scientific outcomes on the respective sectors of  economy and society; assessing the impact of social and cultural innovations in Lithuania and Europe, and as well in society.)

	


	2.  READINESS AND MATURITY OF RESEARCH INFRASTRUCTURE

Assessment (mark one):

|_| Outstanding (4)
|_| Excellent (3)
|_| Good (2)
|_| Satisfactory (1)
|_| Insufficient (0)

	Justification of the assessment:

	2.1. Institutional (Consortium) Experience and Competence

	(Assessing the research infrastructure management structure, institutional managerial potential, and experience; risk analysis and risk management competencies; consortium formation capabilities, ability to attract and integrate researchers from different disciplines and research areas at national and European levels.)

	


	[bookmark: _Hlk172292044]2.2. Competencies, Research Activity Results, and International Competitiveness of the Researchers

	(Assessing the critical mass of researchers, their competencies and potential to ensure R&D activities using the research infrastructure; opportunities for professional development of researchers, experience of junior researchers and recognized scientists, their scientific activity results, and international competitiveness; plans to attract researchers from other countries.)

	


	2.3. Equipment and Technical Infrastructure

	(Assessing the quality of existing equipment and technical infrastructure (or access to it); its suitability and sufficiency to achieve set objectives; assessing the conditions and accounting procedure (or its outline) for providing open access to data, equipment, services, and other resources to users; intellectual property protection.)

	


	3. FEASIBILITY (MANAGEMENT) OF RESEARCH INFRASTRUCTURE

Assessment (mark one):

|_| Outstanding (4)
|_| Excellent (3)
|_| Good (2)
|_| Satisfactory (1)
|_| Insufficient (0)

	Justification of the assessment:

	[bookmark: _Hlk172292251]3.1. Reasonability and Appropriateness of Strategic Plan

	(Evaluating whether the planned indicators in the strategic plan align with the existing or planned development of the research infrastructure strategy; whether the intermediate and final outcomes of research infrastructure activities, indicators (their monitoring) align with the goals of the research infrastructure.)

	


	3.2. Reasonability of the Financial Plan

	(Evaluating the reasonability of the financial plan includes:
· Alignment of the financial action plan with the set goal and planned activities;
· Identification of financing sources and their justification;
· Anticipated generated income from services, licensing activities, and in-kind contributions;
· Reasonability of expenses for personnel, equipment (including software) acquisition, and operational costs.)

	


	3.3. Relationships with Stakeholders

	(Assessing whether the research infrastructure creates conditions to involve high-level researchers, representatives from business, public, non-governmental sectors, and other participants, and provides a basis for collaborative research efforts; assessing the size of the user base (recipients of research infrastructure services).)

	




3. FINAL CONCLUSIONS

	Total Score Based on Assessment According to Three Assessment Criteria:

	
	+
	
	+
	
	=
	



|_|  Recommended for inclusion in the Roadmap
|_|  Not recommended for inclusion in the Roadmap

If recommended for inclusion in the Roadmap, indicate whether the Research Infrastructure is Landmark or Potential (based on readiness to participate in international RI activities):

|_|  Mature (Research Infrastructure with a strategy outlining guidelines and actions for participating in specific international RI activities, and actions being implemented in that direction)
|_|  Promising (Research Infrastructure in the preparatory stage, included in the Roadmap emphasizing its potential to participate in international RI activities)

	




Summary and comments

	(2000–4000 characters)



I, the undersigned, confirm that I have adhered to the principles of expert activity established in the rules for experts and their activities of the Lithuanian Research Council. In performing the duties of an expert and providing this conclusion, I have not encountered any conflict of interest and have been objective and impartial. I also commit to safeguarding and using the confidential information entrusted to me and/or known to me only for the purposes and in the manner prescribed by law.


Expert					……………		………………………………
   (signature)			(name, surname)
(When assessed individually)


Head of the Expert Committee		……………		………………………………
   (signature)			(name, surname)
(When assessed by an expert committee)

Date …………………………
