
UNIPAT ASKS

Did the AI perform correctly under
this evaluation?

STRUCTEVIDENCE ASKS

Why should this evaluation represent
reality? Where does trust stop?

E V E RY  “V E R I F I E D  R E S U LT”  S I TS  O N  A  D E P E N D E N CY  C H A I N

Evidence

data / sources
→

Experts &

Rubrics

judgment / criteria

→
Evaluation

test / inference
→

Result

score / verdict

StructEvidence does not create another score. We expose the TRUST
BOUNDARY of the chain.
A result is not simply true or false. It is conditioned on evidence, scope and time: what supports it, what does not, what

remains unknown, and what new observation must reopen it.

W H AT  A  S E R I O US  D E C I S I O N  N E E D S  TO  P R E S E RV E

01 · Provenance

Where did the expert judgment,
dataset, vendor claim or AI output

come from - and can it be
independently checked?

02 · Boundary

How far does the evidence actually
support the conclusion? Where does

inference become overreach?

03 · Reopen

Freeze the state as-of the decision
date, and define what new evidence

must force a review.

If the conclusion proves wrong later, can you explain what was
trusted, why, and how far?

structurevidence.org

structevidence.com

StructEvidence D E C I S I O N  M A K E R

T R U S T  B O U N D A R Y

A verified result
is still not a fact.
AI systems, experts and consultants can all produce “validated” conclusions. But every

validation depends on data, experts, rubrics, samples and a time window. StructEvidence

makes the boundary of that trust explicit.
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