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Evaluators judged the 
consortium as quite big..  
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What	  evaluators	  say	  of	  
funded	  proposals….	  

Excellence 
 
The overall vision of the project is clear and ambitious. 
 
The proposed objectives contribute fresh and unexplored research avenues to 
the objectives of the Call, while the expected outcomes are clearly of wide and 
long term applicability.  
 
The proposal is very well motivated and the overall analysis of the problem 
space is clear and convincing 
 
This proposal addresses several issues of prime importance for the future of 
our society 
 
The targeted breakthrough involves several directions …. These targets are 
clear, but they involve a huge (and expensive) 
collaborative effort. 



What	  evaluators	  say	  of	  
funded	  proposals….	  

Excellence 
 
while these approaches will be applied for the first time to the problem 
at hand, novelty in science or technology in the sense of creating new 
methodologies or extending new ones is not argued convincingly 
enough in the proposal 
 
The project encompasses a good range of interdisciplinary input in 
order to achieve the objectives. Unfortunately the different disciplines 
remain disconnected within the separate parts of the set of parallel 
sub-projects that make up the planned work 
 
The proposal combines to an extraordinary extent a wide range of 
scientific profile.  A very large set of disciplines is involved ranging from 
methods based on Complex systems…. 



What	  evaluators	  say	  of	  
funded	  proposals….	  

Impact 
 
The contributions to the expected impacts listed in the call are explicitly 
and convincingly argued in the proposal. 
 
The project has a potential to make a transformational impact on 
science by reassessing the existing views of the functioning of financial 
market 
 
It can also have a transformational impact on society by suggesting the 
new forms of financial intermediation. 



What	  evaluators	  say	  of	  
funded	  proposals….	  

Impact 
 
The transformational impact on science, technology and society is 
somewhat overstated in the proposal 
 
 However if the use of the proposed analytical methods is successful, it 
is likely to influence further use of analytical and systems approaches 
to deal with societal and policy problems 
 
The document does not insist much on these aspects.  
 
On the other hand the choice of Open Access model for publications, 
tools and data, and the envisioned uptake of tools and methods in EC 
policies goes along the direction of empowerment of new actors, 
including citizens. 
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funded	  proposals….	  

Implementation 
 
The work to be undertaken is broken down into five logical work 
packages and their interdependences are well defined 
 
The work plan is presented at an adequate level of detail and 
articulates scientific and methodological tasks adequately, with 
reasonable 
milestones and deliverables. It comprises 8 WPs, one for maganement, 
another for dissemination, one preparing experimentation, two for 
modeling purposes, two for technical development, one for integration. 
A brief risk analysis is presented. No plans are presented for a more 
detailed analysis during the project. 
Management is dealt with adequately in the remaining aspects. 
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What	  evaluators	  say	  of	  non	  
funded	  proposals….	  

Excellence 
 
The general goal is interesting and would merit further research, 
however in its current state it sounds highly speculative on several 
grounds, and the prospect of obtaining significant scientific and 
technological contributions given the current state of knowledge is 
limited 
 
Uncertainty about whether the project would be able to reach its main 
goals, given the lack of strong previous basic knowledge, limits the 
potential scope of its foundational character. 
 
I find the cross-talk between psychology, computer sciences, and 
neuroscience pretty standard nowadays, so I cannot see any 
significant 
improvements or added value in this project. 
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funded	  proposals….	  

Impact 
 
Exploitation plans are not very detailed 
 
the extent to which the project in its current state could be able to 
achieve these ends, given the lack of clear theories of creativity 
and the lack of previous results suggesting … 
 
The dissemination plans are adequate but  Identification of targets is 
left to make during the project, which is a worrying factor.. 
 
no data management plan is provided and the issue is 
not addressed by WP8 (management). 
 



What	  evaluators	  say	  of	  non	  
funded	  proposals….	  

Implementation 
 
The workplan is good but not as detailed as one might had wished for 
such a large project.  
 
The deliverables consist only in reports. There is no contingency plan. 
Success criteria are not very explicit. 
 
 
 


