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Evaluation of scientific and scientific-technical projects is a multifaceted task that requires a balanced
approach to the analysis of innovativeness, feasibility and potential impact of research initiatives. Tradi-
tional methods of expert evaluation are based on subjective conclusions of specialists, which create risks
of inconsistency and limited reproducibility of solutions. In this regard, the importance of intelligent
information systems that can improve the quality, transparency and efficiency of evaluation procedures
is increasing. The article presents a comprehensive review of architectural solutions, network models
and technologies used in information systems designed to support expert evaluation of scientific projects.
Both classical knowledge-based approaches and modern solutions using artificial intelligence methods are
considered: machine learning, natural language processing (NLP), fuzzy logic, and genetic algorithms.
Particular attention is paid to the use of blockchain technologies to ensure the reliability, security and
auditability of expert procedures. Key decision support methods are analyzed, including multi-criteria
analysis methods, optimization algorithms, and automated distribution of applications between experts.
Examples of successful implementation of cloud and distributed architectures in the scientific expertise
system are presented.

Keywords: intelligent systems, expert assessment, scientific projects, information systems, systems
architecture, machine learning (ML), fuzzy logic, blockchain, multi-criteria analysis, natural language
processing (NLP).

FbBIJIBIMUA )KOBAHBI BAFAJIAY YIITH AKITAPATTBIK )KYI?'IEHEP,I[I KEIIEHAI IIOJIY
rm. MyTaHoB, 2C.T. AmamxooBa, '0.A. YcaroBa, 2J1.C. AnparmeBa, 2A.C. Amuposa™

lA;gnapammbug JHCoHe ecenmey mexHOA02UsAApbl UHCMuUmMymsl, Aamamst, Kasakcmaw,
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FuIIbIMU JKoHe FBITBIMU-TeXHHUKAbIK yKo0anap/bl Oaranay 3epTTey OacTaMasnapbIHbIH, KaHAIIBLIIbI-
FbIH, OPBIH/IBUIBIFBIH JKOHE 9/IeyeTTi 9CepiH Tajnjayra TeHrepiM/i Ke3KapacThl Tajan eTeTiH KOr KbIPJIbl
MiHzieT 0otk Tabbutazpbl. CaparnTaMasblk, OaranayablH AICTYP/I 9/iCcTepi IIenriMIepAiH CalKecci3mik
JK9He IIeKTey/l KalTajaHy KayIliH Ty[bIpaThlH MaMaHZAAP/bIH, CyObeKTHUBTI KOPBIThIH/bUIAPbIHA HETi3-
nenreH. OcbIiFaH Oal/IaHBICTBI OaFasiay paciM/epiHiH carachlH, allbIKTHIFbIH >K9He THIM/IIITiH apTThIpa
anaTblH WHTeJUIeKTyasl/ibl aKMapaTThIK >Kylesep/iH, MaHbI3bUIbIFbl apThill Kesei. MakanaZia FbIIbIMU
»kobasapZibIH, capanTaMarbiK OarasiaybiH KO/ZidyFa apHa/IFaH aKIapaTThIK JKyliesnep/e KO/IAaHbLIaThIH ap-
XUTEKTYPaJIbIK HIeIIiM/Iep, >KeTiJTiK Mozie/b/lep MeH TeXHOJIOTUs/Iap/IbIH, XKaH->KaKThI II0/Tybl OepinreH.
KnaccukanbIk, OisliMre HeriziesireH Tacigep e, »KacaH bl UHTE/UIEKT 9/1iCTepiH Malija/laHaThIH 3aMaHa-
YU TIelrimMzep Jie KapacThIpbUIaibl: MallIMHABIK OKBLITY, Taburu Tingi eHpey (NLP), aHbIk emec oruka
JKoHe TeHeTHKaJIbIK aaroputMzep. CapantamMasiblK npoLeaypaiapAblH, CeHIM/IITIH, Kayinci3giriH >xoHe
ayIUTTLIITIH KAMTaMachI3 eTy VIIiH O/IOKUelH TeXHOIOTHs/IapbiH Mali/jafaHyFa epekiile Ha3ap ay/aphbl-
nagel. [lemrimM KaObuiZAyAbI KOJIAAY/IbIH HETi3Ti 9icTepi TanjaHa/ibl, COHbIH, illliHJe KOTl KPUTePUasIbl
Tasafay 9iCTepi, OHTauIaHAbIPY aJrOPUTM/Epi KaHe capaniiibljiap apacklH/a KOChIMILAIapAbl aBTOMaT-
TaH/IBIPbIIFAH TapaTy. FbUIbIMU capanTaMa )KyleciHze OY/ITThI )kaHe O6/TiHreH apXUTeKTypasiapAbl CITTi
€HIi3y MbICa/Zjaphl KeTipi/ireH.
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TyiiiH ce3jep: WHTe/UIEKTYal/Ibl XKyiesep, capantamMasblk Oarasnay, FEUTBIMU »Ko0asap, akmapaTThIK,
KyHernep, )Kylienep apXuTeKTypachl, MallTUHAJIBIK OKbITY (ML), aHBIK emMec JIOTHKa, OJI0KUeiiH, Kerl KpH-
Tepuanpl Tanzaay, Taburu Tingi engey (NLP).

KOMIUIEKCHBI OB30P MH®OPMAIIMOHHBIX CUCTEM /IJ/ISI OLTEHKU HAYYHBIX
ITPOEKTOB

Irm. MyTaHoB, 2C.T. Amamxo0Ba, '0.A. YcaroBa, 2J1.C. AnpameBa, 2A.C. Amuposa™

T incmumym ungpopmayuoHHbIX U 8bluuCAUMebHbIX mexHono2uil, Aamambl, Kazaxcman,

Astana IT University, AcmaHa, Kazaxcman,
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OrjeHKa HayUHBIX ¥ HAyYHO-TeXHUUeCKUX IMPOEKTOB — MHOTOTpaHHas 3ajjaua, Tpedyroiiasi cbaaHCHPO-
BaHHOTO TI0/IX0/]a K aHa/IM3y MHHOBAI[MOHHOCTH, Peain3yeMOCTH U TIOTeHLIMaIbHOTO BO3ZIeCTBUS UCCIe-
JI0BaTe/TbCKUX WHULIMATUB. TpaUIIMOHHbIE METOABI SKCIIEPTHON OLeHKH OCHOBaHBI Ha CyOBEKTHBHBIX
BBIBO/IaX CITEI[UA/TUCTOB, UTO CO3/[aeT PUCKU MPOTUBOPEYMBOCTH M OTPAHUUYEHHOM BOCITPOU3BOANMOCTH
pelilieHu#. B 3T0i1 CBsi3u Bo3pacTaeT 3HaUeHHe UHTe/IeKTyalbHbIX WH(OPMAI[MOHHBIX CUCTeM, CIIOCo0-
HBIX TIOBBICUTh KaueCTBO, TIPO3PayHOCTb U 3PPeKTUBHOCTD TPOLieAyp OLleHKH. B cTathe mpezcTaBieH
KOMITJIEKCHBIN 0030p apXMTEKTYPHBIX peIlleHrH, CeTeBbIX MOZie/iel U TeXHOJIOTHH, UCITO/Ib3YeMbIX B UH-
(hopMalMOHHBIX CHUCTeMaX, MpeJHa3HAYeHHBIX /IS TOJAEeP>KKA SKCIePTH3bl HayYHBIX MPOEKTOB. Pac-
CMaTpUBAIOTCS KaK KIaCCUYeCKHe TIOAXO/Ibl, OCHOBaHHbIE Ha 3HAHUSX, TaK U COBPEMEHHbIE PeIleHus,
WCTIO/TB3YIOIIMe MEeTO/bl NCKYCCTBEHHOTO MHTeJIIeKTa: MalllHHOe o0yuyeHue, 0OpaboTKa eCcTeCTBEHHO-
ro si3blKa, HeueTKasl JIOTUKa U reHeTuueckue anroputmbl. Ocoboe BHUMaHUe y/e/ieHO HCI0/b30BaHUI0
GroKueitH-TeXHOMOTUM [i7ist obecrieueHus1 Ha/IeXKHOCTH, 0e30MacHOCTH U TIPOBEPSIeMOCTH 3KCTIePTHBIX
niporieyp. IlpoaHan3upoBaHbl OCHOBHBIE METO/[bI TIOAeP>KKHU TIPUHSATHS PellleHrH, BK/TFoUasi MeTO/IbI
MHOTOKPUTEPUAIbHOTO aHajIM3a, a/ifOPUTMbI ONITUMU3AIMA U aBTOMaTH3UPOBaHHOE pacIipe/iesieHre 3a-
SIBOK MeX/y 3Kcrieptamu. [IpriBe/ieHbl IPUMeEpBI YCTIENTHOTO BHe[PeHUsT 00/IauHbIX ¥ pacrpe/ie/IeHHbIX
apXUTEKTYpP B CUCTEMY HayYHOMN SKCITePTU3BI.

K/roueBbie C/10Ba: UHTE/UIEKTYa/IbHbIE CUCTEMBI, SKCIIEPTHAs OL[€HKa, HayuHbIe MTPOeKThI, HH(opMa-
L[UOHHBIE CUCTEMBI, QPXUTEKTYPa CUCTEM, MalIMHHOe 00yueHue (MO), HeueTKast JIOTUKa, O/I0KUelH, MHO-
rOKpUTepHabHbBIN aHa/mn3, 00paboTka ectecTBeHHOrO s13bIKa (NLP).

Introduction. The development of scientific
research activities and increasing competition
for funding pose the challenge for the scientific
community to modernize the procedures for
assessing and reviewing projects. The existing
practice of expert evaluation is usually manual,
fragmented and subjective. This reduces the
efficiency of research program management,
increases the risks of unreliable decisions, and
complicates the scalability of the process with an

increase in the volume of submitted applications.

In the context of digitalization and growing data
volumes, it becomes necessary to move from the
traditional expert model to intelligent information
systems capable of providing a more accurate,
objective and reproducible assessment of projects

[1].

The object of the study is information systems
designed to assess scientific and scientific-technical
projects.

The purpose of this work is to form a holistic view
of the architecture, technologies and algorithms
underlying intelligent expert evaluation systems,
as well as to identify areas for their further
development and application in the practice of
scientific administration.

The relevance of the topic is due to the growing
interest in digital platforms for decision support
in science, the emergence of new technological
solutions, as well as state policy in the field
of digital transformation of science. Despite the
availability of private solutions, a systematic
review combining architectural, algorithmic and
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applied aspects of designing such systems is still
insufficient in scientific literature. This creates a
methodological gap between IS developers and
specialists in the field of scientific expertise.

The scientific novelty of the study lies in
the integrated approach to systematizing existing
solutions: from classical expert systems and multi-
criteria models to modern methods of machine
learning, automated annotation, application
distribution, blockchain registries and cloud
architecture. The work offers a comparative
analysis of the approaches used in the literature
over the past ten years, with an emphasis on their
applicability in scientific practice.

The hypothesis of the study is that the use of
modular architectures and hybrid Al models in
information systems can significantly improve the
quality, transparency and adaptability of expert
assessment processes.

Materials and Methods.The methodological
basis of this study is a systematic review aimed at
identifying, classifying and analyzing architectural
solutions, technologies and algorithms used
in intelligent information systems designed to
evaluate scientific and scientific-technical projects.

The study was conducted in several stages:
1. Formulating criteria for selecting publications.

The review included scientific articles published
between 2015 and 2025, primarily in English-
language peer-reviewed journals indexed in the
Scopus, IEEE Xplore, SpringerLink, ACM DL
databases, as well as in authoritative Kazakh and
Russian sources. The main selection criteria were:

- focus on expert evaluation information systems;

- availability of a description of the architecture,
models or algorithms used;

- practical focus of solutions.

Articles devoted exclusively to administrative,
sociological or political aspects of scientific
expertise without a technical component were
excluded.

2. Search and selection of sources.

To ensure complete coverage, the following
keywords were used: expert evaluation systems,

project assessment, decision support systems, Al in
research evaluation, scientific project management,
fuzzy logic, blockchain for science, multi-criteria
decision making (MCDM). At the first stage, more
than 40 publications were identified, of which 25
most relevant sources were selected after reference
analysis.

3. Classification and systematization of data.

The publications were analyzed according to the
following parameters:

- type of architecture;

- type of technologies used;

- decision-making methods used;

- scope and maturity stage.

4. Analysis of methods and algorithms.

Particular attention is paid to the analysis of
algorithmic solutions:

- decision support systems based on multi-criteria
models;

- machine learning methods for analyzing
application texts and predicting;

- optimization algorithms;
- transparency technologies.

Each method was described in the context of its
applicability to the task of scientific expertise, and
its advantages and limitations were considered.

Architecture of intelligent assessment systems

Developing an intelligent project evaluation
system requires a well-defined architecture that
integrates data, expert knowledge, and analytical
models. Early approaches often took the form of
knowledge-based expert systems, where domain
rules and criteria guided project evaluations.
For example, Mutanov et al. [2] developed a
decision support methodology using mathematical
models to evaluate innovative projects along
two key dimensions, “innovativeness” (I) and
“competitiveness” (K), visualizing each project
as a point on a K=f(I) matrix for expert panels.
This architecture formalized how scientific and
business metrics intersect in project value and
allowed experts to compare projects using a
graphical decision map. Such rule-based or
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model-driven architectures lay the foundation by
defining the criteria, metrics, and workflow for
evaluation. Modern intelligent system architectures
increasingly use cloud and network technologies to
improve collaboration and scalability.

A prominent example is the remote peer review
system developed by Yu et al. for urban planning
projects [3]. The system architecture uses a cloud
service platform to pool information resources
and remote experts, enabling online project
reviews even in resource-constrained regions.
Key features include shared data repositories,
GIS tools for spatial analysis, and secure access
for geographically distributed evaluators. By
virtualizing resources using cloud computing, this
architecture achieves the integration of various data
sources and supports a seamless workflow between
multiple users, thereby improving the efficiency
and “scientific nature” of the review process.
This illustrates how distributed architecture can
modernize the peer review process for scientific
projects.

Another important architectural trend is the
incorporation of blockchain networks into the
system design. Blockchain technology, originally
known as cryptocurrency, is now seen as
a “software connector” that can link system
components in a decentralized, tamper-proof
manner. Xu et al. described blockchain as a new
connector in software architecture that can ensure
data integrity and trust between distributed modules
[4]. In project evaluation systems, this implies
that project proposals, reviews, and decisions can
be recorded on a blockchain ledger to prevent
unauthorized changes and improve transparency.
Zyskind et al. demonstrated how blockchain can
be used to protect personal data by decentralizing
access control [5]. By applying this, an evaluation
system can protect sensitive information about
proposals while allowing authorized experts to
access the data through cryptographic keys.

In general, the architecture of an intelligent
project evaluation system is often modular,
combining a data layer, an intelligence layer,
and an interface layer. Indeed, national science
management strategies are moving towards unified

digital ecosystems: for example, the concept of
science development in Kazakhstan for 2023—-2029
envisages the creation of a unified information
system “Science of Kazakhstan”, which digitalizes
all scientific processes using data science, big data,
and other digital tools [1].

Network Models and Al Methods in Project
Evaluation

Intelligent systems use advanced AI models
or “network models” to analyze and interpret
the complex data used in project evaluation. By
“network models” in this context, we mean neural
networks and deep learning models that have
revolutionized the processing of unstructured data.
In a review, Jordan and Mitchell identified machine
learning as a transformative technology and
predicted that learning algorithms will increasingly
work collaboratively and process multiple data
sources [6]. Indeed, modern intelligent evaluation
systems use a combination of Al models:

- Natural language processing (NLP) and text
mining: Project proposals and research papers
contain a lot of text. Deep learning models can
analyze documents to extract key information.
Recent research has led to the creation of large-
scale datasets and models for summarizing multiple
documents. For example, the Multi-News dataset
presented by Fabbri et al. contains thousands of
clusters of news articles with summaries, allowing
neural models to learn to generate consistent
summaries from multiple sources [7]. Building
on this, Lu et al. created Multi-XScience, a
dataset for summarizing multiple scientific articles
related to a given topic [8]. Akhmetov et al.
proposed an extractive summarization method for
scientific articles based on greedy optimization,
demonstrating how Al can automatically highlight
the most important sentences in a paper [9].
Integrating such summarization tools into an expert
system allows a reviewer to instantly obtain a
summary of the literature on a sentence or previous
results, saving time and improving understanding.

- Knowledge graphs and semantic networks:
Intelligent systems can represent domain
knowledge as concept graphs, for example
by linking projects to related scientific fields,
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experts, or previous works. This helps recommend
suitable expert reviewers or identify collaboration
opportunities [10-12].

- Plagiarism and integrity checking: Ensuring the
originality of submissions is an important part of
project review. Machine learning techniques have
improved plagiarism detection by learning patterns
of textual similarity. Kamath and Ghosh proposed a
machine learning approach to plagiarism detection
that can be used to compare a new submission with
a database of existing documents to detect potential
copying [13].

- Question and answering and information
retrieval: Domain-specific question and answer
systems can help experts find facts quickly. Sabieva
et al. developed a legal question answering system
that uses machine learning to extract accurate
answers from legal texts [14]. Similarly, a quality
assurance module in a project appraisal system
could allow an expert to ask questions such as
“What was the success rate of projects in area X last
year?” or “What projects similar to this one have
been funded before?” and receive an immediate
answer from a knowledge base.

- Deep learning for forecasting: Neural network
models are also used to predict project outcomes
or estimates. Given enough historical data, a model

can be trained to predict the probability of success.

LeCun et al. noted that deep learning enables
multi-layered representation learning, achieving
remarkable results in pattern recognition and
forecasting tasks [15]. Sikimi¢ and Radovanovi¢
attempted to use machine learning to predict project
performance in high-energy physics proposals but
found that accurately predicting project success

based on proposal data alone is non-trivial [16].

This highlights that while neural models are
powerful, their predictions must complement
human expert judgment.

Decision Support Methods and Algorithms

In addition to the architecture and artificial
intelligence  components, intelligent project
evaluation systems rely on a large literature on
decision support methodologies. Project selection is
inherently a multi-criteria decision problem, where

there are several evaluation criteria that need to be
considered simultaneously [17]. Many quantitative
methods have been developed and applied over the
past decades:

- Multi-criteria decision making (MCDM)
methods: classical methods such as Analytic
Hierarchy Process (AHP), Analytic Network
Process (ANP), TOPSIS, DEMATEL. For example,
AHP allows pairwise comparison of projects for
each criterion to obtain priority scores, while
ANP extends this by considering interdependencies
between criteria. Integrated approaches are also
common: researchers combine to exploit their
complementary strengths. Also, an expert system
can use a knowledge base of rules to determine the
appropriate MCDM method in each context, then
perform calculations and present a ranked list of
projects to decision makers [18-20].

- Fuzzy logic and uncertainty handling:
Evaluation of scientific projects often involves
uncertainty - data may be incomplete, expert
judgments may be subjective. Fuzzy logic provides
the ability to model uncertain or imprecise
information. Many of the above-mentioned MCDM
methods have fuzzy extensions to account for
ambiguity in expert assessments. The integration
of fuzzy sets allows an intelligent system to
reason in linguistic terms (“high risk”, “moderate
innovativeness”) and still perform quantitative
analysis. This leads to more robust decision support
that can reflect confidence levels or variations in
expert opinions [21-24].

- Optimization algorithms: project selection may
require portfolio optimization under constraints.
Evolutionary algorithms and other optimizers play
a role here. Genetic algorithms (GAs), described
by Goldberg, mimic natural selection to find
optimal solutions and have been applied to project
selection problems [25]. Esengalieva investigated
GA in the context of evaluating research projects
that are likely to optimize the combination of
projects that maximize the overall benefit under
given constraints [26]. Similarly, researchers have
used data envelopment analysis (DEA) to measure
project performance by treating projects as decision
units transforming inputs into outputs. For example,
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Namazi et al. used a fuzzy DEA approach
to evaluate the performance of R&D projects
under uncertainty [27]. These optimization and
performance analysis techniques can be embedded
in intelligent systems to suggest an optimal set of
projects or identify inefficient projects.

- Automated reviewer assignment: Intelligent
decision support can help here by modeling the

expertise and workload of reviewers. Liu et al.

presented an approach to intelligent assignment
of reviewers for research project selection,
implemented as an assignment decision support
system [28]. Their system analyzes project topics

and reviewer profiles to recommend optimal
reviewer-project matches. This type of subsystem
is often part of the overall architecture of modern
grant management platforms.

To provide a structured overview of the
technological components used in intelligent
project evaluation systems, Table 1 summarizes the
key methods, their core purposes, and supporting
literature. The table consolidates architectural
solutions, artificial intelligence techniques, and
decision support tools that collectively enhance
the objectivity, efficiency, and transparency of
evaluation processes.

Table 1 - Key Components and Methods in Intelligent Project Evaluation Systems

Component / Method Purpose References
Mathematical Models Graphical evaluation model of projects by [2]
innovativeness and competitiveness
Cloud Architectures Remote access, collaboration, scalability [3]
Blockchain in Evaluation Systems Data immutability, transparency, and access control [4], [5]
Neural Network Models (NLP, DL) Text analysis, prediction, information extraction [6]
Summarization Tools Extracting key ideas from proposals and research [71; [8]; [9]
papers
Knowledge Graphs / Semantic Structuring domain knowledge and linking to experts [10-12]
Networks
Plagiarism Detection (ML) Detecting textual similarities and copying [13]
Question Answering Systems (QA) Fact retrieval and statistics from knowledge bases [14]
Forecasting (DL, NN) Predicting probability of project success [15]; [16]
Multi-Criteria Decision Making Ranking based on multiple criteria [17];
(AHP, ANP, TOPSIS) [18-20]
Fuzzy Logic Modeling uncertainty in expert opinions [21-24]
Genetic Algorithms (GA) Portfolio optimization under constraints [25]; [26]
DEA (Data Envelopment Analysis) Efficiency assessment using inputs and outputs [27]
Reviewer Assignment Systems Matching reviewers by topic and workload [28]

Results and Discussion. This study allowed us to
systematize and analyze modern architectural and
algorithmic solutions used in information systems
designed for expert evaluation of scientific and
technical projects. The review covers publications
over the past ten years, primarily from the Scopus

and IEEE databases, as well as several significant
domestic sources, which ensures a broad coverage
of both the international and local context.

Architectural solutions and structural

approaches
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The analysis showed that three main types
of architecture are most widely represented:
centralized, modular, and distributed. Centralized
solutions are typical for internal systems of
universities and foundations, where all processes
- from applying to forming a rating - are closed
within a single platform. Such systems are relatively
easy to implement, but they are poorly scalable and
vulnerable to the human factor.

Modular architecture, on the contrary,
demonstrates a high potential for adaptability.
They assume the presence of separate components:
data storage, analytics, interfaces for interaction
with experts, as well as subsystems for analyzing
scientific information. Such solutions are easier to
scale and integrate with external services, including
international databases of scientific publications.
Platforms that support API integration with ORCID,
Scopus, and Web of Science demonstrate higher
flexibility and relevance of data.

Distributed and cloud solutions deserve special
attention. Some publications propose conceptual

models based on blockchain technologies
that ensure transparency, immutability, and
decentralization = of examination  processes.

However, such approaches have not yet been widely
used in existing systems and require additional
research in terms of their legal and organizational
support.

Evaluation algorithms and intelligent methods

Among algorithmic solutions, the most widely
used are multi-criteria analysis methods: AHP,
TOPSIS, ANP and their modifications with
elements of fuzzy logic (Fuzzy AHP). They are
used both to form project ratings and to rank the
evaluation criteria themselves - such as scientific
novelty, compliance with priorities, expected return,
applicant’ s reputation, etc.

In recent years, there has been a noticeable
increase in interest in the use of machine learning
methods. The areas of automatic classification
of projects, predicting their success, as well as
automated summarization of the substantive part
of applications using natural language processing
(NLP) models are developing especially actively.

This allows them to partially relieve experts and
speed up the primary sorting process.

Optimization methods, in particular genetic
algorithms, are also used in the tasks of distributing
applications among experts considering their
specialization, conflicts of interest and workload.
Such approaches ensure a fairer and more balanced
distribution and minimize the influence of the
subjective factor.

Practical aspects of integration and application

In practice, the greatest difficulty is integration
with external systems and platforms, especially with
international scientific databases. It was found that
only a limited number of solutions provide full API
support for verifying data on publications, patents,
and other results of scientific activity.

In addition, compatibility issues between
various assessment systems, including within
one state, were identified, which complicates the
implementation of uniform standards and unified
approaches. Several studies note the need to create
a reference architecture - a universal template
based on which it is possible to design flexible and
adaptive expert platforms.

Critical comments and limitations of existing
solutions

Despite the high degree of elaboration of
individual components, most systems are still at the
prototype or pilot implementation stage. Common
limitations are fragmentary architectures, weak
automation of processes, low reproducibility of
expert assessments, as well as the lack of tools
for interpreting results based on the principles of
Explainable Al

Many proposed solutions are not accompanied
by sufficient empirical validation. This complicates
an objective assessment of their effectiveness and
applicability in real conditions, especially in public
scientific management systems.

Current trends and promising areas

Based on the analysis, several key trends can be
identified:

- Active implementation of hybrid systems that
combine expert assessments with Al algorithms;
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- Growing interest in Explainable Al in decision-
making tasks in the scientific field;

- The emergence of distributed models based on
blockchain to ensure transparency and traceability
of procedures;

- Development of digital platforms with the
ability to customize to the specifics of various grant
competitions and scientific programs.

Conclusion. The evaluation of scientific
projects is evolving from traditional expert-based
approaches towards more intelligent, automated,
and transparent systems. This review has outlined
a wide range of architectural solutions, Al-driven
methods, and decision-support algorithms applied
to the expert assessment process. Modular and
distributed architectures, often enhanced with cloud
and blockchain technologies, allow for better
scalability, traceability, and collaboration among
stakeholders. Methods such as fuzzy logic, multi-
criteria analysis, and genetic algorithms address
the complexity and uncertainty inherent in research
evaluation, while natural language processing

and machine learning streamline the analysis of
unstructured data.

Despite  promising  developments, = most
current systems remain in experimental or
pilot stages, facing challenges related to
standardization, integration, and explainability.
Future research should focus on building
interoperable, customizable platforms that combine
expert knowledge with transparent Al algorithms
and provide measurable improvements in the
efficiency and fairness of the evaluation process.
The emergence of explainable AI and integration
with international data infrastructures will play
a key role in the next generation of intelligent
evaluation systems for scientific and technical
projects.
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