Annex 2
TSI Regulations for the selection, implementation, monitoring and financing of the 10th round of student innovation applications within the framework of the project “Transport and Communications Institute Innovation Grants for Students” (No. 1.1.1.7/1/25/A/004)

Evaluation criteria for the selection of Student Innovation Project Applications

1. Administrative compliance criteria for evaluation of applications are as follows:

	No.
	Administrative compliance criteria
	Complies Yes / No

	1.
	The innovation application has been submitted in the appropriate form (Appendix 1).
	

	2.
	The application has been completed and submitted in Latvian or English.
	

	3.
	The costs included in the innovation application are not double-financed (the activities are financed for the first time).
	

	4.
	Atbilstība inovāciju programmas prioritārajiem virzieniem.
	

	5.
	Atbilstība RIS3 jomām.
	

	6.
	Projekta komandas sastāvs ir veidots kā starpdisciplināras komandas (minimums divi dažādi virzieni).
	



2. Compliance of the innovation application with the administrative criteria is assessed by the iDEAHUB Manager.
3. If the innovation application does not comply with the administrative criteria, a period of 3 (three) working days is granted for corrections and resubmission of the application.
4. In order to be admitted to quality evaluation, all compliance criteria must be assessed positively.

5. Quality evaluation criteria are as follows:

	No.
	Quality evaluation criterion
	Score
Score

	1.
	The proposed innovation idea corresponds to the fields of the Student Innovation Programme and the competition themes.
	0 – 5

	2.
	Relevance of the innovation in solving social and business problems and challenges.
	0 – 5

	3.
	Cooperation with industry representatives is well developed and clearly defined.
	0 – 5

	4.
	The testing / implementation / commercialisation plan is well developed.
(this criterion applies only to applications for innovation ideas based on an existing proof of concept)
	0 – 5

	5.
	Feasibility of project result implementation (objectives, results and practical implementation are realistic).
	0 – 5

	6.
	Technical justification of the project; all activities, their coherence and the intended results are clearly defined.
	0 – 5

	7.
	The applicant or team has described the role of each participant
in the project activities; the student innovation project supervisor is indicated.
	0 – 5

	8.
	The competences of the team members or applicant correspond to the skills and competences necessary for high-quality project implementation.
These competences are described and substantiated in the application;
	0 – 5


	
	the selected student project mentors and the student innovation project supervisor have the necessary competences.
	

	9.
	The project team is multidisciplinary.
	0 – 5

	10.
	Project implementation is realistic within six months.
	0 – 5

	11.
	The necessary resources are justified in the application; the planned financial resources are reasonable, not overstated and correspond to average expenditure for similar activities
in the relevant field. The criterion applies to all innovation
applications, while for applications for further development of innovation ideas based on a previous proof of concept, the degree of maturity of the submitted proof of concept is also taken into account.
	

0 – 5

	12.
	The plan for dissemination of project results – in coordination with mentors and industry representatives – is clearly defined
in the application.
	0 – 5

	13.
	Presentation of the innovation idea
	0 – 5

	14.
	Expert evaluation points awarded by the Commission *
	0 – 5

	15.
	Compliance with the horizontal principle of "Equal Opportunities" (regarding gender, disability, age and ethnicity)
	0 – 5

	16.
	Compliance with the horizontal principle of "Sustainable development" (eco-innovation component)
	0 – 5

	17.
	Compliance with the priority areas of the innovation program.
	1

	18.
	Compliance with RIS3 areas.
	1

	19.
	The project team is composed of interdisciplinary teams (minimum of two different directions).
	1







* Additional bonus points from the Expert Committee may be granted for the following aspects of the project application:
aspects:
· the proposed innovation may address business and societal
problems/challenges, as well as priority development tasks identified by TSI partners;
tasks;
· a patent is planned, and this is credible and justified.
· the proposed solution is unique and may significantly influence the growth of the sector.
· Compliance with RIS3 areas.
· Compliance with the priority directions of the innovation program.
· The composition of the project team is formed as interdisciplinary teams (minimum two different directions).

The points awarded to teams (applications) are compiled and ranked from highest to lowest. If necessary, the Committee may organise additional meetings with the team and/or request additional documents and information to decide on awarding based on the competition results. The Committee may award additional expert bonus points from 1 to 5. The maximum possible score for an application is 80. The winners are the teams with the highest number of points (according to the ranked results).







