Translation from Latvian into English
APPROVED
by the State Research Programme "Public Health" 
Implementation and Monitoring Commission
(established by Order No. 01-01.1/137 of the Minister for Health on 9 October 2023) 
Decision No. 41 of 9 October 2026

to the State Research Programme "Public Health"
Regulations of the open call for project proposals
 I. General Provisions
[bookmark: _Hlk218770279]1 Regulations for the Open Call for Project Proposals (hereinafter referred to as the Regulations) of the State Research Programme “Public Health” (hereinafter referred to as the Programme) provide for the procedures whereby the Latvian Council of Science (hereinafter referred to as the Council) organises and implements the open call for project proposals (hereinafter referred to as the Open Call) based on Cabinet Regulation No. 560 of 4 September 2018 “Procedures for the Implementation of State Research Programme Projects” (hereinafter referred to as the Cabinet Regulation) and in compliance with provisions of the Cabinet Order of 18 June 2026 No. 366 “Regarding the State Research Programme “Public Health” (hereinafter referred to as the Cabinet Order).
2 The Regulations have been drawn up on the basis of Paragraph 16 of the Cabinet Regulation.
[bookmark: _Hlk207793801][bookmark: _Hlk170919577]3 The Open Call is organised for the purpose of implementing the tasks of the Programme specified in Paragraph 6 of the Cabinet Order. Total State Budget funding is EUR 3,750,000 (three million seven hundred fifty thousand euro and zero cents), of which 7 (seven) per cent is allocated to implementing the measures specified in Paragraph 37 of the Cabinet Regulation. The total funding of the Open Call is to be used in conformity with Paragraph 36 of the Cabinet Regulation:
3.1 EUR 3,487,500.00 (three million four hundred and eighty-seven thousand five hundred euros, 00 cents) to finance the projects;
[bookmark: _Hlk205544086]3.2 EUR 262,500.00 (two hundred sixty-two thousand five hundred euro, 00 cents) for the implementation of the measures referred to in Paragraph 37 of the Cabinet Regulation.
[bookmark: _Hlk162845900]4 Given that the project cannot be launched before December 2026, the project implementation period is 24 months, starting from the date on which the contract for the implementation of the project (hereinafter referred to as the ‘project contract’) comes into force. The project implementation period may be extended for up to one year in accordance with conditions and procedures set out in Paragraph 39 of the Cabinet Regulation. One project implementation stage shall last for a period of at least 6 (six) months. 
5 In order to achieve the objective of the Programme, the following tasks, sub-tasks and research questions shall be established:
5.1 For the task set out under Sub-paragraph 6.1 of the Cabinet Order – To develop new knowledge and solutions to ensure access to healthy food for the people of Latvia (including the profiling and labelling of food products): 
     5.1.1 To carry out an assessment of food products available on the Latvian market in accordance with the WHO nutrient profiling model, as well as to evaluate the model’s suitability for the range of food products in Latvia and, based on the conclusions drawn, develop criteria for the differentiation of food products, ensuring that the final result is practically applicable to both policy-makers and the public. To assess the criteria used by Latvian residents when choosing food products and the factors influencing their behaviour, including those that influence and restrict the choice of healthier foods, as well as to analyse the suitability of introducing in Latvia consumer-friendly and sustainable additional nutritional labelling schemes for food products that have been successfully implemented in other countries, and, based on the results obtained, to propose solutions for promoting healthy eating habits among the Latvian population;
Research questions: What are the most widely available food products and product groups on the Latvian market? What is the breakdown of products according to the WHO nutrient profiling model on the Latvian market as a whole and within individual product groups? Could the nutrient profiling model developed by the WHO be used in Latvia, and if so, how? What are the criteria used by Latvian residents when choosing food products, and what factors influence their behaviour? How do food choice habits and the motivation to choose healthier products differ across different population groups? What nutritional labelling schemes, trade marks and quality schemes are currently in use in Latvia, and to what extent do consumers recognise, understand and take them into account when putting together their shopping basket? What are the most appropriate measures that should be introduced in Latvia (based on the results of the study) to promote healthy eating habits amongst the population?
     5.1.2 To assess the potential of fiscal policy instruments and compensation mechanisms to promote physical activity and the consumption of healthy food amongst the Latvian population, to assess the impact of instruments already in place and to identify those that would be most effective in changing habits that affect people’s health and in improving public health indicators, and to make recommendations to health policy-makers;
Research questions: What impact do the existing fiscal policy instruments and compensation mechanisms have on the dietary and physical activity habits of Latvia’s population? What would be the most effective fiscal policy instruments and compensation mechanisms for promoting physical activity and healthy eating amongst the Latvian population? How should these instruments and mechanisms be implemented in Latvia? How would the introduction of such tools and mechanisms change people’s healthy lifestyle habits?
5.2 In accordance with the task set out in Sub-paragraph 6.2 of the Cabinet Order – To develop new knowledge and solutions to improve children’s mental and physical healthcare services and their accessibility – the following sub-tasks and research questions are identified:
     5.2.1 A study on the first 1,000 days of a child’s life has been carried out in Latvia, providing a holistic assessment of the medical, psychological and social aspects, including congenital conditions, living conditions and the impact of lifestyle on health status and long-term prognoses. Proposals have been put forward to improve children’s healthcare services in Latvia, including measures to improve access to data on children’s healthcare;
Research questions: What factors have the greatest positive and negative impact on a child’s development? What improvements are needed to ensure better health and quality of life in the long term?
     5.2.2 To identify child health indicators that need to be monitored over the long term, in order to gain a comprehensive overview of children’s health in Latvia and the effectiveness of existing policies, and to plan new policy initiatives in a targeted manner;
Research questions: Is the data currently available sufficient to provide a comprehensive picture of children’s health in Latvia? Which child health indicators need to be monitored in the long term, in order to gain a comprehensive picture of children’s health in Latvia and the effectiveness of existing policies, and to plan new policy initiatives in a targeted manner? Is any of the data collected redundant and not used for further analysis? Is there any data currently missing that is needed to assess children’s health and make future forecasts? How often does this data need to be collected?
5.3 For the task set under Sub-paragraph 6.3 of the Cabinet Order – To develop scientifically based recommendations for the improvement of publicly funded healthcare, in order to promote cost-effective and high-quality diagnosis and treatment of chronic diseases, as well as to reduce the impact of chronic diseases on society and the healthcare system;
     5.3.1 To assess the quality of healthcare for patients with type 2 diabetes in primary and secondary care, and to make recommendations for improving the quality of healthcare for patients with type 2 diabetes and to ensure a more efficient use of state budget resources;
     5.3.2 To assess the range of publicly funded healthcare services available for the diagnosis and treatment of Parkinson’s disease, taking into account, amongst other things, the clinical guidelines for the treatment of Parkinson’s disease and the patient pathway, and to make proposals for improving them, in order to ensure a more efficient use of State budget funds and the achievement of better treatment outcomes;
     5.3.3 To assess the range of publicly funded healthcare services available for the diagnosis and treatment of dementia, including the clinical guidelines and patient pathways for Alzheimer’s disease, vascular dementia, Lewy body dementia and frontotemporal dementia, and to make proposals for its improvement, in order to ensure a more efficient use of State budget funds and the achievement of better treatment outcomes;
Research questions for Sub-paragraphs 5.3.1, 5.3.2 and 5.3.3: Is the quality of care sufficient to effectively achieve treatment objectives, ensure patient adherence and prevent complications from arising? Are the treatment methods used cost-effective? What changes are needed to the range of State-funded services and the way they are organised in order to improve the quality of treatment, and why? Do the proposed changes lead to better treatment outcomes? Are they more cost-effective than those currently in use? What will be the potential benefits for the healthcare system and patients if the proposed changes are implemented?
     5.3.4 To assess the effectiveness of lung cancer screening and the feasibility of its implementation in Latvia by carrying out a pilot project on lung cancer screening, which ensures the complementarity of the results obtained from the European Union’s Technical Assistance Instrument project “On Improving Cancer Screening and Care in Latvia and Luxembourg” (LLUMINAS), particularly with regard to modelling the cost-effectiveness of lung cancer screening, the use of data and the interpretation of results, whilst avoiding duplication of research activities and funding;
Research questions: How effective is low-dose CT screening in the early diagnosis of lung cancer in Latvia’s high-risk population? What are the optimal criteria for selecting target populations for lung cancer screening in the Latvian context? What are the organisational, technical and human resource requirements for the implementation of a State-organised lung cancer screening programme? What are the diagnostic results, quality indicators and participant compliance for the screening pilot project? What are the costs of implementing the lung cancer screening pilot scheme, the healthcare resources required, and the potential impact on the healthcare system? How, using the data obtained from the pilot project and taking into account the results of cost-effectiveness assessments available from other national and international projects, including LLUMINAS, is it possible to assess the feasibility of introducing lung cancer screening in Latvia? What are the evidence-based proposals for the introduction of a State-organised lung cancer screening programme in Latvia?
     5.3.5 To develop a suicide risk monitoring system to identify suicide risk profiles, using the psychological autopsy method, carrying out a holistic assessment and providing recommendations for the effective implementation of policies and new policy initiatives;
Research questions: What is the profile of people who have taken their own lives? What are the reasons behind suicides? What interventions might have prevented the suicide? What changes should be made to the range of State-funded services, and what is the economic assessment of introducing such measures?
5.4 For the task under Sub-paragraph 6.4 of the Cabinet Order – To develop new knowledge, methodological approaches, methods and technologies to improve Latvia’s human biomonitoring programme, including the expansion of the use of resources from the collection of biological samples of human origin;
    5.4.1 Taking into account the research findings obtained under the 2023–-2025 State Research Programme “Public Health” in the project “Establishment of the Latvian Human Biomonitoring Programme (HBM4LV)”, to assess existing sample resources and modern analytical technologies so that, by expanding the range of substances measured (including micro- and nanoplastics), to obtain data for a broader overview of the exposure of the Latvian population and to assess the situation;
Research questions: What other parameters should be measured? What are the most effective methods for determining these parameters? How important is it to determine these parameters in the context of public health assessment?
5.5 For the task set out in Sub-paragraph 6.5 of the Cabinet Order – To develop new knowledge, methodological approaches and methods for monitoring the spread of infectious disease vectors under the influence of climate change – the following sub-tasks and research questions are identified:
     5.5.1 The development of a comprehensive approach to the monitoring of vectors of infectious diseases and the prevention of the diseases they transmit, with a view to strengthening public health in Latvia;
Research questions: What is the impact of climate change on the distribution and seasonality of vectors and on the risk of vector-borne infectious diseases in Latvia? What new infectious diseases – and their vectors – might emerge and/or become established in Latvia over the next 10–30 years? Which vectors should be monitored in Latvia to ensure the timely identification of risks arising from climate change? What preventive, control and anti-epidemic measures should be prioritised in order to minimise the risks of the spread of infectious agents and disease outbreaks?
5.6 For the task set out in Sub-paragraph 6.6 of the Cabinet Order – To evaluate current practices in health education and identify opportunities for improvement – the following sub-tasks and research questions are identified:
     5.6.1 To evaluate existing approaches to health education in general and vocational education, within which health education is taught, identifying barriers to the delivery of comprehensive health education and making proposals for improving the model and content of health education, so that it aligns with best international practice in providing high-quality and comprehensive health education and improves the level of health literacy amongst children and young people: 
· To examine the current situation in the field of health education in Latvia within general and vocational education; 
· To identify the shortcomings of the current health education model; 
· To identify the barriers to the implementation of comprehensive health education and to draw up recommendations for overcoming them; 
· To put forward proposals for improving the health education model and its content so that it is in line with best international practice for providing high-quality and comprehensive health education;
· To identify what changes, overall, would be required to existing approaches to health education in order to improve the level of health literacy amongst children and young people.
Research questions: What is the most effective model of health education in general and vocational education in Latvia? What needs to be improved and developed in order to enhance children’s and young people’s health literacy in general and vocational education?
6 Under this call for proposals, it is planned to fund 12 (twelve) projects, with the following maximum funding per project:
6.1 Two projects for the implementation of the task set out in Sub-paragraph 6.1 of the Cabinet Order (State budget funding not exceeding EUR 300,000 (three hundred thousand euros, 00 cents)), including:
6.1.1 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.1.1 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 200,000 (two hundred thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.1.2 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.1.2 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 100,000 (one hundred thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.2 Two projects for the implementation of the task set out in Sub-paragraph 6.2 of the Cabinet Order (State budget funding not exceeding EUR 800,000 (eight hundred thousand euros, 00 cents)), including:
6.2.1 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.2.1 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 400,000 (four hundred thousand euros, 00 cents)); 
6.2.2 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.2.2 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 400,000 (four hundred thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.3 Five projects for the implementation of the task set out in Sub-paragraph 6.3 of the Cabinet Order (State budget funding not exceeding EUR 1,550,000 (one million five hundred and fifty thousand euros, 00 cents)), including:
 6.3.1 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.3.1 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 350,000 (three hundred and fifty thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.3.2 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.3.2 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 350,000 (three hundred and fifty thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.3.3 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.3.3 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 350,000 (three hundred and fifty thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.3.4 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.3.4 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 350,000 (three hundred and fifty thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.3.5 One project for the implementation of the sub-task of this task, as set out in Clause 5.3.5 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 150,000 (one hundred and fifty thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.4 One project for the implementation of a sub-task of the task set out in Sub-paragraph 6.4 of the Cabinet Order, as specified in sub-clause 5.4.1 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 437,500 (four hundred and thirty-seven thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.5 One project for the implementation of a sub-task of the task set out in Sub-paragraph 6.5 of the Cabinet Order, as specified in sub-clause 5.5.1 of the Regulations (State budget funding not exceeding EUR 200,000 (two hundred thousand euros, 00 cents));
6.6 One project for the implementation of a sub-task of the task set out in sub-paragraph 6.6 of the Cabinet Order, as specified in sub-clause 5.6.1 of the Regulations (State budget funding shall not exceed EUR 200,000 (two hundred thousand euros, 00 cents)).

7 The Council shall announce the Open Call in accordance with the procedures laid down in Paragraph 17 of the Cabinet Regulation and shall administer, support, monitor, and control the implementation of the project within the scope of the Project Contract.

8 The Council shall include the following information in the Open Call:
8.1 the name of the Open Call;
		8.2 the total funding of the Open Call;
		8.3 the deadline for the submission of Project Proposals;
		8.4 the website containing the information needed to submit Project Proposals.
The project applicant who complies with the provisions of Sub-paragraphs 2.12 and 9.1 of the Cabinet Regulation (hereinafter – the Project Applicant) shall prepare the Project Proposal in accordance with Annex 1 “Project Proposal” to the Regulations (hereinafter – the Project Proposal).
[bookmark: _Hlk171350273]9 When submitting a project proposal for the call for proposals, the applicant shall take into account the following general conditions:
[bookmark: _Hlk205540113]9.1 The project proposal covers the provisions set out in the overarching objective of the Programme set out in Paragraph 4 of the Cabinet Order – to improve the health of Latvia’s population by increasing healthy life expectancy, by preventing premature mortality and reducing health inequalities, as well as to improve the quality and accessibility of healthcare services; and the programme’s objective set out in Paragraph 5 – to generate new knowledge and solutions to strengthen disease prevention and the effectiveness and sustainability of the healthcare system; 
9.2 When implementing any of the Programme objectives defined in Paragraph 6 of the Cabinet Order and sub-tasks specified in Paragraph 5 of the Regulations, the Project Applicant shall also fulfil the common (horizontal) tasks defined in Paragraph 7 of the Cabinet Order and submit the results defined in Paragraph 8 of the Cabinet Order.
9.3 When submitting a Project Proposal, the Project Applicant shall include only one of the sub-tasks under the relevant task, as set out in Paragraphs 5.1.1, 5.1.2, 5.2.1, 5.2.2, 5.3.1, 5.3.2, 5.3.3, 5.3.4, 5.3.5, 5.4.1, 5.5.1 and 5.6.1;
9.4 The Project Applicant may submit several Project Proposals for each sub-task set out in Paragraph 5 of the Regulations;
[bookmark: _Hlk77852036][bookmark: _Hlk144967629]9.5 The Project Applicant may implement the project jointly with a cooperation partner that complies with the provisions of Sub-paragraph 2.18 of the Cabinet Regulation. 
II. Conditions for the Participation of the Project Applicant and the Cooperation Partner
10 In order to certify the Project Applicant's compliance with the requirements set out in Sub-paragraphs 2.12 and 9.1 of the Cabinet Regulation, the Project Applicant shall upload Part D of the Project Proposal “Declaration of the Project Applicant” (hereinafter – Declaration of the Project Applicant) to the National Scientific Activity Information System (hereinafter – the Information System), which shall be completed, signed with a secure electronic signature and contain a time stamp. If it is not possible to provide a secure electronic signature with a timestamp, the Project Applicant shall follow the procedure set out in Paragraph 19 of Annex 2 “Methodology for the Preparation and Submission of the Project Proposal, Mid-term Scientific Report and Final Scientific Report of the Project” (hereinafter – the Submission Methodology) to the Regulations.
11 The Project Cooperation Partner shall comply with the provisions of Sub-paragraph 2.18 of the Cabinet Regulation. The Project Applicant shall involve the project cooperation partner in compliance with Sub-paragraph 9.3 of the Cabinet Regulation. In order to certify the cooperation within the project, the Project Applicant shall ensure that the project cooperation partner signs Part E “Declaration of the Project Cooperation Partner – Scientific Institution” (hereinafter – the Declaration of the Project Cooperation Partner – Scientific Institution) or Part F “Declaration of the Project Cooperation Partner – Public Institution” (hereinafter – the Declaration of the Project Cooperation Partner – Public Institution) of the Project Proposal with a secure electronic signature bearing a timestamp. The Project Applicant shall attach the certificate to the Project Proposal. If a secure electronic signature cannot be provided, the project cooperation partner shall proceed in accordance with Paragraphs 23 or 27 of the Submission Methodology.
	12 In order to certify compliance of the Project Applicant and the Project Cooperation Partner – Scientific Institution (if applicable) with Sub-paragraph 2.12 of the Cabinet Regulation, the head of the respective scientific institution shall submit the financial management and accounting policy and the financial turnover report of the scientific institution (Part G “Financial Turnover Report Form” of the Project Proposal) for the years 2023, 2024, and 2025, and also the declaration by the scientific institution that the results of the research related to this project will not be used for commercial purposes (if applicable).
13 The documents referred to in Paragraph 12 of these Regulations shall be attached as an annex to the Certification of the Project Applicant and to the certification of the Certification of the Project Cooperation Partner – Scientific Institution in accordance with Sub-chapters 3.1 and 3.2 of the Submission Methodology. 
14 Within the framework of the project implementation, the project cooperation partner may receive funding from the project’s eligible indirect costs allocated to the project in proportion to the share of direct eligible costs allocated to the project cooperation partner, subject to the provisions of Sub-paragraph 14.2 of the Cabinet Regulation.
15 If the project cooperation partner is involved in the implementation of the project with its own human resources, they shall participate in the project as principal project participants or project participants (which may include students in accordance with Section 44, Paragraph one of the Law on Higher Education Institutions and doctoral degree nominees). Information on the involvement of the project cooperation partner in the implementation of the project with its own human resources is specified in Part A “General Information” of the Project Proposal, Chapter 2 “Scientific Group”. The cooperation partner shall provide the research institution with access to its research infrastructure (if any is to be used in the project), including in accordance with Sub-paragraph 9.3 of the Cabinet Regulation.
III. Conditions for the Participation of the Scientific Group in the Project
16 The Project Applicant shall form a scientific group for the implementation of the project in accordance with the following conditions:
16.1 the provisions laid down in Sub-paragraph 2.22 of the Cabinet Regulation;
16.2 by creating interdisciplinary scientific groups, visiting and diaspora researchers may also be involved.
16.3 compliance with Paragraphs 54, 55, and 56 of the Cabinet Regulation when changing the composition of the scientific group during the implementation of the project. 
17 In the Project Proposal, the project manager, principal investigator, and project implementers must comply with the requirements of Sub-paragraphs 2.13, 2.14, and 2.15 of the Cabinet Regulation. The remuneration of the staff of the scientific group involved in the execution of the project is determined following the remuneration policy and rates of remuneration of the Project Applicant and of the project cooperation partner (if any).
18 A scientist may only be named as the project manager in one Project Proposal within the scope of the Open Call. If a scientist is listed as the project manager in more than one Project Proposal within the scope of the Open Call, the Council shall contact all relevant project applicants and ask them to indicate, within one working day, for which Project Proposal the scientist is the project manager and in what capacity the scientist will be in the other Project Proposals (if applicable). Project implementation within the framework of the Open Call is open to persons employed in higher education or research institutions under the tenure system (including tenure professors, persons holding tenure-track positions or persons fulfilling duties based on a granted tenure status), subject to the conditions laid down in these Regulations:
18.1 the involvement of persons employed in the tenure system in the project shall only be allowed to the extent and in a manner that does not create a risk of double funding, i.e., project funding shall not be used to pay for duties or working time that are already covered by institutional or other public funding within the tenure-track position;
18.2 project funding for persons employed in the tenure system may cover only additional activities necessary for the implementation of the project which do not overlap with the duties of the tenure position, or project management, coordination or specific research tasks, if not funded under the tenure position; 
18.3 if a person employed in the tenure system receives remuneration from the project, the project applicant must ensure: 1) a clear separation between the duties of the position and the tasks of the project; 2) adequate working time records demonstrating the time actually spent on project activities; 3) compliance with applicable laws and regulations and with the funder's conditions on maximum workload and remuneration;
18.4 The Council is entitled to request and the project implementer is obliged to provide the Council with additional information on the involvement of persons employed in the tenure system in the project, as well as with documents demonstrating that there is no risk of double funding. The Council has the right to limit or refuse the reimbursement of a person employed in the tenure system from the project funding if there are reasonable doubts about the existence/risk of double funding;
18.5 the project applicant accepts responsibility for providing true and complete information and for any financial corrections in the event of double funding.
19 The workload, expressed in full-time equivalents (hereinafter – FTE), for a person who is a principal investigator, lead project participant or project participant, but who is not a student, shall be planned in such a way that the workload specified in a single project proposal and, where the project is implemented, does not exceed 1.0 FTE. 
20 For the students included in the research groups indicated in the project proposal, and in the case of project implementation, the average workload of all students over the duration of the project shall be as follows:
20.1 in a project that fulfils any of the sub-tasks set out in sub-paragraphs 5.2.1, 5.2.2, 5.3.1, 5.3.2, 5.3.3, 5.3.4, 5.4.1. of the Regulations – at least 1 FTE;
20.2 in a project that fulfils any of the sub-tasks set out in sub-paragraphs 5.1.1, 5.3.5, 5.5.1 or 5.6.1 of the Regulations – at least 0.5 FTE;
20.3 in a project that fulfils the sub-task set out in sub-paragraph 5.1.2 of the Regulations – at least 0.25 FTE.
21 The project proposal, as well as the project implementation, shall require that each student is employed in the project for at least 0.25 FTE on average during the project implementation period.
22 If a student completes a level of study during the project and starts the next level of study, except for that specified in Paragraph 23 of the Regulations, within four months at the latest, their involvement in the project during this four-month period is deemed to be in conformity with Paragraphs 20 and 21 of the Regulations regarding involvement of the student in the project. If the information on the student is not available in the State Education Information System database, in order to verify the status of the student at the time of project implementation, the Council has the right to request and the project implementer[footnoteRef:1] shall submit to the Council a confirmation (certificate) on the student (the date when the student started studies in the higher education programme (sub-programme), the semester or academic year (course) data and confirmation of the continuation of relevant studies during the project implementation). The Council shall have the right to request from the project implementer a certificate of PhD candidates to verify that the person concerned is a PhD candidate. [1:  The Project Applicant is considered to be the project implementer when signing the Contract for the Project Implementation.] 

[bookmark: _Hlk219210825]23 If a doctoral student successfully completes the doctoral study programme and defends his or her doctoral thesis during the project period, from that moment, their involvement in the project is deemed to be in conformity with Paragraphs 20 and 21 of the Regulations regarding involvement of the student in the project.
IV. Eligible Activities and Costs
 	24 The Project Applicant shall complete Part H of the Project Proposal “Activities of non-economic Nature” which provides information on the conformity of the activities planned in the Project Proposal with Sub-paragraph 2.2 of the Cabinet Regulation.
25 The Project Applicant shall include information on the direct eligible cost items of the project following Sub-paragraph 14.1 of the Cabinet Regulation in Chapter 3 “Budget” of Part A of the Project Proposal.
26 Indirect eligible costs which are not directly related to the achievement of the project results, but provide the necessary conditions for the implementation of the activities to be supported within the scope of the project and for the achievement of the results shall be planned as a single cost item, applying a flat rate of indirect costs up to 15 (fifteen) per cent of the total amount of direct eligible costs referred to in Sub-paragraphs 14.1.1 and 14.1.2 of the Cabinet Regulation. Within two weeks from the date of signing the Contract, the Project implementer and the cooperation partner(s) (if any) must develop and approve internal procedures for the use and control of the indirect eligible costs of the project, which the Council is entitled to request and the project implementer presents it to the Council. If the project implementer has engaged a cooperation partner or partners, the indirect eligible costs of the project are divided between the project implementer and the cooperation partner(s) in proportion to the division of the direct eligible costs of the project between the project implementer and the project cooperation partner(s). The project implementer does not provide information and supporting documents on the use of indirect eligible costs when preparing and submitting the financial statement laid down in Sub-paragraph 44.1 of the Cabinet Regulation.
V. Procedures for the Preparation and Submission of the Project Proposal
	27 The Project Proposal shall be completed in accordance with the Submission Methodology and submitted to the Council electronically via the Information System within the time limit laid down for the submission of Project Proposals.
28 In order to ensure the achievement of the programme objective set out in Paragraph 3 of the Cabinet Regulation and to avoid infringement of property rights, the project applicant shall ensure responsible use of generative artificial intelligence (hereinafter referred to as AI) when submitting the project proposal documentation and:
28.1 indicate in the project proposal, Part B "Project Description", under paragraph 1 "Scientific Excellence", whether and to what extent generative AI tools have been used in the preparation of the content of the project proposal, including describing which AI tools have been used in the preparation of the content of the project proposal, in what context and with what objectives;
28.2 is responsible for the originality of the content of the project proposal, the veracity of the facts and the non-infringement of third party copyright and other intellectual property rights, irrespective of the use of AI;
28.3 is responsible for the use of the generative AI content used in the preparation of the Project Proposal, including the research questions put forward, the methodology developed, the structuring of the content, as well as the interpretation and evaluation of the results; 
28.4 when using AI solutions, ensures that: 
28.4.1 sensitive and/or confidential information containing personal data shall not be provided to third party AI systems if this is not in accordance with applicable data protection laws and regulations or contractual terms; 
28.4.2 Content produced by AI does not contain biased, stereotyped and/or offensive content;
28.4.3 the reliability of the content produced by the AI has been assessed and substantiated.
	29 In order to certify the Project Proposal as a whole, the Project Applicant shall sign Part D of the Project Proposal “Declaration of the Project Applicant” using a secure electronic signature with a timestamp. If it is not possible to provide a secure electronic signature with a timestamp, the Project Applicant shall follow the procedure set out in the Submission Methodology and in Paragraph 19 thereof.
VI. Administrative Evaluation of Project Proposals
30 The Council shall ensure administrative evaluation of Project Proposals in accordance with Annex 3 “Methodology for the Evaluation of the Conformity of the Project Proposal with the Administrative Evaluation Criteria” to the Regulations, evaluating the conformity of the Project Proposal with the administrative criteria laid down in Paragraph 19 of the Cabinet Regulation and, based on Sub-paragraph 16.8 of the Cabinet Regulation, additional administrative criteria laid down in Sub-paragraph 31.3 of the Regulations within two weeks upon expiry of the time limit for the submission of Project Proposals.
31 The Project Proposal shall be evaluated according to the following administrative evaluation criteria:
31.1 the administrative criteria laid down in Sub-paragraphs 19.1 and 19.2 of the Cabinet Regulation which may be supplemented (hereinafter – the supplementable administrative criteria); 
31.2 the administrative criteria laid down in Sub-paragraphs 19.3, 19.4, 19.5, 19.6, 19.7, and 19.8 of the Cabinet Regulation which may not be supplemented (hereinafter – the non-supplementable administrative criteria); 
31.3 the additional administrative criteria which may not be supplemented:
31.3.1 Cover all the common (horizontal) objectives of the programme as defined in Paragraph 7 of the Cabinet Order;
31.3.2. cover all results laid down on Paragraph 8 of the Cabinet Order to be achieved during the implementation of the Programme.
32 Taking into account the results of the administrative evaluation of the Project Proposal, the Council shall complete Annex 4 “Administrative Conformity Criteria Evaluation Form” to the Regulations in compliance with Paragraph 20 of the Cabinet Regulation.
[bookmark: _Hlk148020479]33 In the event of non-conformity of the Project Proposal with any:
33.1 supplementable administrative criteria, the Council shall request the Project Applicant to update the Project Proposal by sending a letter to the official e-mail address of the Project Applicant. The project applicant submits the updated Project Proposal within two working days of the date on which the Council’s letter is sent, by sending it to the Council's official e-mail address: pasts@lzp.gov.lv; 
33.2 non-supplementable administrative criteria or if the Project Proposal does not conform to any of the supplementable administrative criteria, after submission of an updated Project Proposal, the Council shall, following the completion of the administrative evaluation of all Project Proposals, send to the Programme Implementation and Monitoring Commission (hereinafter – the Commission) the list of Project Proposals evaluated according to the administrative criteria and non-conforming to the administrative criteria, also providing the grounds for each non-conformity in the respective list. The Commission shall evaluate the aforementioned list and take the decision on rejection of the Project Proposal in accordance with Sub-paragraph 8.3.2 of the Cabinet Regulation. 
VII. Scientific Evaluation of the Project Proposal
34 Following the provisions of Chapter III of the Cabinet Regulation, the Council shall organise the scientific evaluation of Project Proposals (hereinafter – the scientific evaluation).
35 For the evaluation of the Project Proposal, the Council shall, in accordance with Sub-paragraph 7.5 of the Cabinet Regulation, select and engage two or more scientific experts included in the European Commission or equivalent database (hereinafter – the expert) who meet the requirements laid down in Paragraphs 23 and 24 of the Cabinet Regulation. An expert may carry out the evaluation of several Project Proposals according to his or her scientific qualifications and experience.
36 The Council shall ensure that the expert who has agreed to evaluate the Project Proposal signs Annex 5 “Declaration of Absence of Conflict of Interest and Maintenance of Confidentiality” to the Regulations and submits it to the Council by uploading it in the Information System. 
[bookmark: _Hlk219211532]37. conclude a contract with each expert for the performance of the expert evaluation using the form specified in Annex 6 “Service Contract for Scientific Evaluation” to the Regulations (hereinafter – the Service Contract). The Service Contract may be adjusted during the contracting process in conformity with the content of the Project Proposal and the specificities of the expert evaluation.
38 The expert shall evaluate the Project Proposal in accordance with the scientific criteria set out in Paragraph 26 of the Cabinet Regulation and the procedures for the evaluation of Project Proposals in accordance with Annex 7 to the Regulations “Methodology for Conducting the Expert Evaluation (for the Project Proposal, Mid-term/Final Scientific Reports of the Project)” (hereinafter – the Methodology for Conducting the Expert Evaluation) and in compliance with Annex 8 to the Regulations “Form for Individual/Consolidated Evaluation of the Project Proposal Expert Evaluation” (hereinafter – the Expert Evaluation Form):
38.1. the scientific quality of the project evaluated in accordance with considerations laid down in Paragraph 27 of the Cabinet Regulation;
38.2. the impact of the project results evaluated in accordance with the considerations of Paragraph 28 of the Cabinet Regulation; 
38.3. the project feasibility and provisions evaluated in accordance with the considerations of Paragraph 29 of the Cabinet Regulation.
38.4 the expert has the duty to ensure the reliability of the scientific evaluation and reasoned opinions and he/she is responsible for the originality of the content of his or her evaluation and the accuracy of the facts. The expert is also responsible for the use of generative AI in the evaluation process of the Project Proposal and/or midterm and/or the final report.
38.5 when using AI solutions, the expert is responsible for ensuring that no personal data, sensitive and/or confidential information is provided to third party AI systems, that no biased and stereotyped, and/or offensive information is contained in the content created by AI as well as that the content created by AI is trustworthy.
39 Each expert shall evaluate the Project Proposal within two weeks from the date of conclusion of the Service Contract by completing the Expert Evaluation Form in the Information System in accordance with the Methodology for Conducting the Expert Evaluation and according to the Expert Evaluation Form.
[bookmark: _Hlk78479653]40 After receipt of the individual experts evaluation in respect of all Project Proposals in the Information System, the Council shall, within five working days, via online video conference (real-time video and audio transmission) organise and implement an expert panel discussion for the experts responsible for the preparation of the consolidated expert evaluation of the Project Proposals, setting up an expert panel for Project Proposals which have been submitted for performance of the task of the Programme set out in Paragraph 6 of the Cabinet Order and sub-tasks set out in Paragraph 5 of the Regulations (hereinafter – the panel).
41 If only one Project Proposal is submitted for the task of the Programme provided for in Paragraph 6 of the Cabinet Order and relevant sub-tasks set out in Paragraph 5 of the Regulations, the Council shall not organise the panel for the relevant Project Proposal and the evaluation of such Project Proposal shall be carried out in accordance with the procedures laid down in Paragraph 25 of the Cabinet Regulation.
[bookmark: _Hlk79571312]42 Within three working days following the conclusion of the panel, the expert responsible for the preparation of the consolidated expert evaluation of the respective Project Proposal shall, taking into account the individual evaluations by experts of the respective Project Proposal and also the panel results, complete the consolidated expert evaluation of the respective Project Proposal (hereinafter – the consolidated evaluation of the expert) in the Information System in accordance with Annex 7 “Methodology for Conducting the Expert Evaluation (for Project Proposal, Mid-term/Final Scientific Reports of the Project)”, and shall, within three working days, agree thereon with other experts involved in the evaluation of the respective Project Proposal who have provided individual evaluation of that Project Proposal, and shall submit the evaluation in the Information System. If the experts are unable to agree on the consolidated evaluation due to a difference of opinion, the experts shall inform the Council thereof on the following working day after expiry of the aforementioned three working days. In this case, the Council shall engage an additional expert (hereinafter referred to as the additional expert) who shall first carry out an individual evaluation of the project proposal concerned within the time limit and in accordance with the procedures laid down in Paragraph 39 of the regulations, submitting the expert’s individual evaluation. The additional expert then examines the individual assessments of the initial experts on the project proposal. The additional expert shall prepare a consolidated evaluation within two weeks from the date of conclusion of the Service Contract for scientific evaluation, by agreeing with the expert or experts whose individual evaluation gives a total score closer to the total score given by the additional expert in their individual evaluation. The additional expert shall, within three working days following coordination with the other expert or experts, submit the consolidated evaluation in the Information System. 
43 The expert is obliged to evaluate only 20 pages of the Project Proposal and up to 3 (three) additional pages if there are declarations from the social partners, letters of recommendation on cooperation, etc.
44. The Council shall, within 3 (three) working days from the date of submission of the evaluation on the basis of the consolidated expert evaluations submitted in the Information System, calculate in the Information System the consolidated score for each Project Proposal (hereinafter – the consolidated score) using the following formula: 
where:
K – consolidated score;
A – the proportion of the scientific criterion referred to in Paragraph 27 of the Cabinet Regulation (hereinafter – the scientific quality) is 30% of the consolidated score (K);
	B – the proportion of the scientific criterion referred to in Paragraph 28 of the Cabinet Regulation (hereinafter – the impact) is 50% of the consolidated score (K);
	C – the proportion of the scientific criterion referred to in Paragraph 29 of the Cabinet Regulation (hereinafter – the feasibility) is 20% of the consolidated score (K).

45 The quality threshold for the consolidated evaluation is if the project proposal meets all these conditions:
45.1 at least 4 (four) points in the criterion set out in Sub-paragraph 26.1 of the Cabinet Regulation (scientific quality of the project);
45.2 at least 3 (three) points in the criterion set out in Sub-paragraph 26.2 of the Cabinet Regulation (impact of the project results);
45.3 at least 3 (three) points in the criterion set out in Sub-paragraph 26.3 of the Cabinet Regulation (project feasibility and provisions);
45.4 at least 10 (ten) points in total in the scientific criteria set out in Paragraph 26 of the Cabinet Regulation. 
46 The Council shall send the following to the Commission:
[bookmark: _Hlk135660507]46.1 the list of the expert evaluations of the Project Proposals within 5 (five) working days following the date of submission of the consolidated expert evaluations of all Project Proposals in the Information System and application of the formula referred to in Paragraph 44 of the Regulations. This list ranks the Project Proposals in the order of priority according to the score obtained in the consolidated evaluation (hereinafter referred to as the list of Project Proposals), in line with Paragraph 32 of the Cabinet Regulation.
46.2 a summary of the recommendations made by the experts in the consolidated evaluations for Project Proposals that have reached the consolidated evaluation quality threshold referred to in sub-paragraph 45.4 of the Regulations (hereinafter referred to as “the expert recommendations”).
VIII. Evaluation of project proposals against sector-specific criteria
47 After receiving the list under point 46 of this Regulation, the commission assesses the project proposal against the following sector-specific criteria in accordance with Annex 9 “Methodology for assessing the eligibility of a project proposal against sector-specific criteria” to this Regulation (the sector-specific criteria), by completing Annex 10 “Individual/overall sector-specific evaluation criteria form” to this Regulation: 
47.1 evaluation of the actions planned in the project proposal:
     47.1.1 the project’s research team has prior experience in developing policy recommendations within the scope of the sub-task specified in the project proposal (a letter of confirmation from the project applicant is attached in Part J of the project proposal, “Other documents”);
     47.1.2 feedback received from the user of the research results (a ministry or other institution) regarding the applicability of the recommendations received or the use of the results of previous research in the development of policy (the issues highlighted by the study have prompted policy changes; the study’s findings are reflected in references in legislation or policy planning documents, etc.) (a letter of confirmation from the ministry or other institution is attached to Part J of the project proposal, “Other documents”);
     47.1.3 the project’s research team possesses the appropriate research expertise and experience, the project leader holds a doctoral degree in a scientific discipline relevant to the project’s field, has experience in leading at least two representative research projects in the specific field and is the author or co-author of at least one publication on the project topic in internationally recognised scientific journals (to meet this requirement, the CV must specify the title, date and authors of the relevant publication and, where possible, the website where the publication is available). The project’s research team possesses the appropriate qualifications and research experience in line with the scope of the proposed project and the field of research (the curriculum vitae of the project leader and principal investigators, signed and confirmed, attached in Part C of the project proposal, “Curriculum Vitae”);
     47.1.4 The information contained in the research protocol explains how the chosen methodological approach will ensure the fulfilment of the research objective, the achievement of the planned objectives and the provision of answers to the research questions posed (the research protocol is attached in Part J of the project proposal, “Other documents”);
     47.1.5 Adequate technical and material resources will be used to carry out the planned actions;
47.2 Evaluation of the results foreseen in the project proposal:
     47.2.1 the project will provide answers to the research questions relating to the specific sub-task;
     47.2.2 as a result of the project, in addition to the research questions relating to the specific sub-task, answers will also be provided to other questions, providing information and analytical insights that can be used to inform policy development and decision-making;
     47.2.3 The policy report will include specific recommendations, based on the research data, for addressing the identified issue, or specific recommendations for the identified target group;
47.3 Specific criteria for the particular sub-tasks:
     47.3.1 the research design proposed in the project proposal is in line with the key objectives of Latvia’s nutrition policy (this criterion applies to the sub-tasks set out in sub-paragraphs 5.1.1 and 5.1.2 of the Regulations);
     47.3.2 The project aims to collect data on the range of food products available on the Latvian market from various retail chains (this criterion relates to the sub-task set out in Sub-paragraph 5.1.1 of the Regulations);
     47.3.3 The project’s research team includes the following specialists: a nutritionist or dietitian, an economist, a sociologist, and a researcher with experience in the study of habits (this criterion applies to the sub-tasks set out in sub-paragraphs 5.1.1 and 5.1.2 of the Regulations);
     47.3.4 the project’s research team has carried out holistic assessments of children’s health and/or physical development (criterion arelates to the sub-tasks set out in sub-paragraphs 5.2.1 and 5.2.2 of the Regulations);
     47.3.5 the project’s research team has been involved in the preparation of clinical guidelines, clinical algorithms or clinical pathways (documents confirming this experience, such as orders or links to publications, should be attached to Part J of the project proposal, “Other documents” (this criterion applies to the sub-tasks specified in sub-paragraphs 5.3.1, 5.3.2 and 5.3.3 of the Regulations);
     47.3.6 Since 2014, the project’s research team has been developing a monitoring system for the health sector (this criterion relates to the sub-tasks set out in sub-paragraphs 5.4.1 and 5.5.1 of the Regulations);
     47.3.7 the project’s research team has carried out holistic assessments of the causes of the prevalence and development of mental and behavioural disorders, as well as an analysis of associated factors, as well as an analysis of mental health care services (this criterion relates to the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.3.5 of the Regulations);
     47.3.8 the project’s research team has prior experience of conducting research in the field of mental health, studying mental and behavioural disorders and their prevalence in various social groups (this criterion applies to the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.3.5 of the Regulations);
     47.3.9 the project’s research team has been involved in the development of clinical algorithms, clinical guidelines or clinical pathways in the field of mental health (documents confirming this experience, such as orders or links to publications, should be attached in Part J of the project proposal, “Other documents”) (criterion applicable to the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.3.5 of the Regulations);
     47.3.10 the project’s research team has prior experience in research into the impact of environmental factors on health and in projects relating to biomonitoring (this criterion applies to the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.4.1 of the Regulations);
     47.3.11 The project’s research team has prior experience in epidemiological research into infectious diseases (this criterion applies to the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.5.1 of the Regulations);
     47.3.12 the project’s research team has been involved in the assessment of health practices, health education or the assessment of health behaviours in a project at national or international level (this criterion applies to the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.6.1 of the Regulations).
48 The Commission assesses the project proposal:
48.1 by awarding points for each sub-criterion of the sectoral criteria set out in sub-paragraphs 47.1 to 47.2 of the Regulations – to all project proposals;
48.2 by awarding points for the sub-criteria of the sectoral criteria set out in sub-paragraph 47.3 of the Regulations – to those project proposals to which the specific sub-criterion applies in accordance with sub-paragraph 47.3 of the Regulations. 
49 The Commission calculates the total score of each project proposal for the sectoral criteria using the following formula: 
S=(a+b+c+d+e+ ...n), where 
49.1 S – the overall score for the sectoral criteria of the project proposal; 
49.2. a, b, c, d, e, ...n – the score in points for each sub-criterion of the sector-specific assessment under Paragraphs 47.1-47.3 of these Regulations which is applicable to the relevant project proposal. 
50 The total maximum number of points that can be awarded in the assessment of sector-specific criteria is:
     50.1 for project proposals submitted in relation to the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.1.1 of the Regulations – 4.4 points;
     50.2 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.1.2 of the Regulations – 4 points
     50.3 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.2.1 of the Regulations – 3.6 points
     50.4 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.2.2 of the Regulations – 3.6 points
     50.5 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.3.1 of the Regulations – 3.6 points
     50.6 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.3.2 of the Regulations – 3.6 points
     50.7 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.3.3 of the Regulations – 3.6 points
     50.8 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.3.4 of the Regulations – 3.2 points
     50.9 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.3.5 of the Regulations – 4.4 points
     50.10 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.4.1 of the Regulations – 4.0 points
     50.11 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.5.1 of the Regulations – 4.0 points
     50.12 for project proposals submitted for the sub-task specified in sub-paragraph 5.6.1 of the Regulations – 3.6 points
51 In accordance with sub-paragraph 33.2 of the Cabinet Order, the total number of points awarded to a project proposal under the sectoral criteria shall not exceed 30 per cent of the total maximum number of points awarded under the scientific criteria. The total number of points awarded to each project proposal is made up of the points awarded in the assessment of the scientific and sector-specific criteria. The Commission shall draw up a consolidated list of project proposals in accordance with paragraph 34 of the Cabinet  Regulation. 
52 Within 5 (five) working days of receiving the list of project proposals and the experts’ recommendations referred to in Paragraph 51 of the Regulations, and in accordance with Sub-paragraph 33.2 of the Cabinet Regulation, the Commission shall, for each project proposal included in the list, adopt either the decision referred to in Sub-paragraph 8.3.1 of the Cabinet Regulation to award funding for project implementation, taking into account the maximum project funding specified in Paragraph 6 of the Regulations, or the decision referred to in Sub-paragraph 8.3.2 of the Cabinet Regulation to reject the project proposal. The Council shall send the decisions taken by the Commission to the Project Applicants within three working days.
IX. Conclusion of the Project Contract and Funding
53 The Council shall, within 10 calendar days following the date of taking the decision referred to in Sub-paragraph 8.3.1 of the Cabinet Regulation to grant the funding for the implementation of the project, conclude a project implementation contract with the Project Applicant (hereinafter referred to as the Project Implementer) using Annex 11 “Contract for the Implementation of the Project of the State Research Programme “Public Health”” to the Regulations. If the Commission has taken the decision on the necessity and substantiation of implementing the Expert Recommendations, the Council shall include the recommendations in the preparation of the Project Contract. The content of the Project Contract may be adjusted during the contract conclusion process according to the specific nature of the project and the Programme.
[bookmark: _Hlk78716547]54 Project costs are eligible as of the date when the Commission has adopted the decision on granting financing for project implementation set out in Sub-paragraph 8.3.1 of the Cabinet Regulation. In the event of non-compliance with the terms of the project contract, the project and the Regulations, the Council requires the project implementer to refund all or part of the financing granted to the project, in accordance with the terms of the project contract.
55 The amount of the advance payment for a project, up to a maximum of 30% of the total funding allocated to the project, shall be specified in the project contract. If the project implementer needs to extend the project implementation period, they shall submit to the Council, at least three months before the end of the project period, a reasoned application setting out the need for the extension and Annex 6 to the project contract, “Result Consolidation Plan”. In accordance with Paragraph 39 of the Cabinet Regulation, the project implementation period may be extended by up to one year without the allocation of additional funding, if this is necessary to consolidate and publicise the results.
56 If a project involves a project cooperation partner(s), the Project Implementer shall conclude a cooperation contract with the cooperation partner(s) setting out the financial conditions, the arrangements for settling disputes and for non-disclosure of confidential information, the provisions governing the entry into force, duration, termination of this contract, a detailed cooperation plan and budget, taking into account the Project Proposal, and also the provisions on intellectual property rights. The cooperation contract shall be submitted by the Project Implementer to the Council within two weeks following the date of mutual signing of the Project Contract. The Project Implementer is responsible for transferring the advance and final instalments of the project to the project partners within the time limits and in accordance with the procedures laid down in the cooperation contracts.
X. Submission and Assessment of the Mid-term and Final Scientific Report of the Project
57 The Project Implementer shall submit to the Council, through the Information System, the mid-term scientific report of the project within one month from the date on which half of the project implementation period has elapsed; and the final scientific report of the project within one month of the end date of the project as laid down in the Project Contract. Where the duration of the project has been extended in accordance with Paragraph 55 of the Regulations, the Project Implementer shall submit the final scientific report within one month of the expiry of the extension period in the Information System. 
58 The Council shall ensure that experts who meet the requirements laid down in Paragraphs 23 and 24 of the Cabinet Regulation are involved in the evaluation of the mid-term scientific report and final scientific report of the project in accordance with the procedures laid down in Section 46 of the Cabinet Regulation.
59 The Council shall:
[bookmark: _Hlk78746608]59.1 ensure that the mid-term scientific report or the final scientific report of the project is evaluated by at least two experts within two months after submission in the Information System in accordance with the procedures laid down in Paragraph 46 of the Cabinet Regulation by completing Annex 12 “Form for Individual/Consolidated Evaluation of the Mid-term/Final Scientific Reports of the Project” to the Regulations in accordance with the Methodology for Conducting the Expert Evaluation. If the experts cannot agree on a consolidated evaluation of the mid-term scientific report or the final scientific report of the project, the Council shall engage another expert who shall evaluate the mid-term scientific report or the final scientific report of the project and, taking into account the contributions of the experts previously engaged, i.e. the individual evaluations of the mid-term scientific report and the final scientific report of the project, prepare and submit in the Information System a consolidated evaluation of the mid-term scientific report and/or the final scientific report of the project, subject to prior coordination with other experts who have provided individual evaluations of the mid-term scientific report and the final scientific report of the project;
59.2 summarise the recommendations included in the consolidated expert evaluation of the mid-term scientific report or the final scientific report of the project and submit them for consideration by the Commission, which shall decide, within its competence, on the necessity and feasibility of implementing those recommendations in the execution of the project concerned, instructing the Council to amend the project agreement accordingly, if necessary.
XI. Mid-term and Final report of the Council on the Implementation of the Programme
	60 The Council shall, in accordance with Sub-paragraph 7.6 and Paragraph 50 of the Cabinet Regulation, prepare the mid-term and final reports of the Council on the implementation of the Programme (hereinafter – the report of the Council) within four months after completion of the evaluation of the mid-term scientific report and final scientific report of the project. 
	61 The report of the Council shall include the following:
61.1 statistics on funded projects (human resources involved, MSc/PhD theses defended);
61.2 the results achieved and their description in accordance with the objective and tasks of the Programme in accordance with the Cabinet Order; 
61.3 a description of the scientific cooperation (e.g. at international level, consortia, planned applications to international research and innovation programmes of the European Union, including Horizon Europe);
61.4 socio-economic impact of project results (measures implemented at mid-term, specific measures implemented at closure in accordance with the common (horizontal) objectives of the Programme);
	61.5. information on the publication of project results in open access and also in repositories suitable for depositing research data (by applying the FAIR[footnoteRef:2] Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, Reusable[footnoteRef:3] principles); [2:  Findable, Accessible, Interoperable, Reusable.]  [3: 
] 

61.6 other information as decided by the Commission.
XII. Information and Publicity Requirements
62 The Project Implementer undertakes to publish the project information (including on the project implementation, scientific group, activities, and achieved results) on the website of the Project Implementer and undertakes to ensure that this information is maintained and updated regularly (at least once per quarter) during the project’s implementation, maintained and updated according to the achieved project results for at least five years from the date of signing the certificate of acceptance and transfer upon project completion in accordance with Sub-paragraph 59.1.2 of the Cabinet Regulation, which is an annex to the Project Contract. 
63 The Project Implementer shall, in the manner and within the time limits specified in the Project Contract, ensure the following:
63.1 Information about policy recommendations to the Ministry of Health; 
63.2 provision of information to other sectoral ministries concerning recommendations for policy-making; 
63.3 closely cooperate with line ministries in communicating and distributing project results; 
63.4 provide information about the implementation of the project financed under the tender to the Council, which conducts the communication and public information activities on the implementation of the project financed under the call for proposals. The Council summarises this information and ensures the availability of it to the public. The Project Implementer shall cooperate with the Council and participate in public information and communication activities organised by the Council, including the production of project design material, content development and joint workshops on the progress of the project.
64 In order to promote the visibility of the project, the Project Implementer shall use the common graphic identity of the State Research Programmes[footnoteRef:4] as a basis and may additionally create a visual identity mark describing the project and including an abbreviation of the project name, which is consistent with the common graphic identity of the State Research Programmes. If the established visual identity of the project is used, it shall be used only in conjunction with the common graphic identity (or programme logo) of the State Research Programmes. [4:  https://www.lzp.gov.lv/lv/media/105/download?attachment (see the introductory section of the page for the rest of the materials: https://www.lzp.gov.lv/lv/valsts-petijumu-programma-vpp)
] 

65 The Project Implementer and project cooperation partners (if applicable) shall refer to the name of the Programme, the source of funding, and the relevant project number when carrying out public information activities, publishing scientific articles and other project results, participating in conferences or otherwise presenting project results and activities, or use the visual identity mark of the project in accordance with Paragraph 64 of the Regulations. “The Guidelines for publicity activities under FLPP and VPP projects” (approved by Council Order No. 13 of 14 April 2021) are available here: https://www.lzp.gov.lv/lv/media/25/download?attachment.
XIII. Closing Provisions
66 The Project Applicant may ask questions regarding the preparation and submission of the Project Proposal no later than two working days before the deadline for submission of the Project Proposal by sending the questions to the following e-mail: vpp@lzp.gov.lv. Answers to questions sent by the Project Applicant shall be sent by the Council electronically, frequently asked questions and answers are published on the website of the Council www.lzp.gov.lv. Other questions about the implementation of the programme can also be sent to the e-mail address provided.
67 Information on the Project Proposal approved by the Commission shall be published on the following websites: www.izm.gov.lv and www.lzp.gov.lv.


Agreed upon with the Ministry of Education and Science.
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