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Summary of marks

Criterion Mark

Scientific merit 6

The project manager and project group 5

Implementation plan and resource parameters B

Dissemination and communication of results A

Overall assessment of the referee/panel 5
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Criteria

This criterion gives an indication of the essential, fundamental aspects of the research project. The scientific merit of
a project will be assessed in relation to the following points:
* Originality in the form of scientific innovation and/or the development of new knowledge.
* Whether the research questions, hypotheses and objectives have been clearly and adequately specified.
* The strength of the theoretical approach, operationalisation and use of scientific methods.
* Documented knowledge about the research front.
* The degree to which the scientific basis of the project is realistic.
* The scientific scope in terms of a multi- and interdisciplinary approach, when relevant.

The project considers system description, security modelling, evaluation and industrial applications in the context of
secure applications for smart grids scenarios using IoT technologies. The research proposed will produce new
techniques, mechanisms and methodologies, but the proposal lacks details regarding how those aforementioned
results will be integrated. Overall, the focus seems to be on more applied research that is relevant to industry. The
project will complement an existing collaboration with a cluster of projects. The approach of "semantic provability"
is promising. The a priori knowledge of the project about the state-of-the-art is well documented and the scientific
basis is realistic.

Selected mark : 6 - Excellent
The project’s objectives, research questions and hypotheses are very clearly
presented and are based on an excellently formulated and highly original
project concept. The project is in the forefront of its field and will contribute to
scientific innovation as well as generate important new knowledge. The project
is of excellent quality, with no significant weak points. Publications in leading
scientific journals in the field are highly likely.

Scientific merit

How would you rank the project’s scientific merit?
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This criterion gives an indication of the qualifications of the project manager and project group. The project manager
and project group will be assessed in relation to the following points:
* Project management
* Expertise and experience within the field of research
* Publication record
* Experience with national and international collaboration on projects
* Experience with supervision of students and younger researchers
* The degree to which the project manager and project group are part of a research environment that has the
competence and resources needed to ensure the success of the project

The consortium is composed of a good combination of research and industrial partners. Actually, they conform a
very representative group for the particular scope of the proposal, but with limited presence in the top scientific
security venues. The project manager is active, productive and has experience from several national and EU
projects with strong industrial background, but his track record in security, privacy and dependability is rather weak.
Overall his citation profile could have been stronger. International collaboration within the scope of the project is
foreseen due to previous and current involvement of project partners in research relationships, at different levels
(projects, publications, ...) with European universities and companies.

Selected mark : 5 - Very good
The project manager and/or research/project group is/are very well qualified,
and has/have contacts within renowned national and international research
environments that will be able to play an important role in ensuring the success
of the project.

The project manager and project group

How would you rank the qualifications of the project manager and project group?

This criterion gives an indication of whether the plan for project implementation is satisfactory, and whether the
planned use of resources in the project is well-suited for the tasks in the project, based on assessment of the
following elements:
* Plans for project implementation, including breakdown into work packages/sub-projects, milestones and
deliverables.
* Need for personnel resources, as listed in terms of work time distributed by work packages, sub-projects or
milestones.
* Need for other resources (such as equipment, data collection, field work), distributed by work packages/sub-projects
or milestones.

The assessment is not to be linked to any scientific risk.

Implementation plan and resource parameters

How well-suited are the implementation plan and resource parameters in relation to the project?
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The project has very detailed workpackages, tasks and milestones, showing an overall clear structure. The roles
and responsibilities of the partners are well-defined. Also, resources requested are reasonable considering the size
of the consortium and duration of the project. However, the implementation plan lacks to clearly show how
industrial partners will make use of project results. The quantity and diversity of approaches produces some
concern about the focus and integration. It is not clear that there is a validation planned with real users, even if
usability seems to be one of the goals. Overall, it could have been made more clear what the research outcomes
will be beyond research papers and project proposals.

Selected mark : B - Good
The project plan and planned use of resources are satisfactory overall, despite
a few weak points.

This criterion gives an indication of the quality of the dissemination and communication plans for the project.
Dissemination and communication of results will be assessed in relation to the following points:
* Plans for scholarly publication, dissemination and other communication activities.
* Plans for popular science dissemination and communication activities vis-à-vis the general public as well as users of
the project results, including planned use of channels and measures.
* Plans for ensuring that important users (in industry, community life and public administration) are incorporated
into/take part in dissemination activities for the project.

When assessing dissemination and communication plans, importance should be attached to the level of detail
provided and how realistic the plans are.

The dissemination plan is very solid, broad and detailed as it targets, in a realistic way, not only typical publication
activities but also organization of specific Workshops, approach to European Technology Platforms, and approach
to standardization bodies, which is essential in this area. It should also involve the top security conferences that
guarantee the highest visibility in the international community. The proposal has measurable outcomes in terms of
dissemination, what is valuable.

Selected mark : A - Very good
The project’s dissemination and communication plans provide a thorough level
of detail and are of high relevance.

Dissemination and communication of results

How would you rank the quality of the dissemination and communication plans?
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This criterion indicates the overall view of the referee/panel, based on the specific criteria which they have been
asked to assess.

This project addresses a timely and challenging topic. The team has a very good background in the area and builds
on existing collaborations, bringing together academia and industry. The scientific expertise is very good but not
excellent. The project lacks details regarding how research results will be integrated, and how industrial partners
will make use of project results. The dissemination plan is very solid as it targets typical publication activities but
also organization of specific Workshops, approach to standardization bodies and approach to European
Technology Platforms. The overall plan could be improved by being more selective and focusing on quality instead
on quantity and wide coverage. Several challenges remain without a convincing answer.

Selected mark : 5 - Very good
A project of national and international interest. Publications in recognised
journals may be anticipated. The researchers are very well recognised in their
field.

Overall assessment of the referee/panel

How does the project rank in terms of the referee’s/panel’s overall assessment?
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Comments to special points to consider

Special points to consider
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