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HORIZON-CL5-2026-01-D5-17: Real-time monitoring of regulated and non-regulated
emissions from all types of vessels and other port activities in order to enforce
emission limits in waterfront cities

Question 1

Could you clarify what “TEN-T inland-waterway only port” refer to?

Answer 1

The reference in the topic to “TEN-T inland-waterway only” is made in reference to the ports listed in Annex
Il of the TEN-T Regulation (maritime and inland), not to the rest of listed nodes. Therefore, “TEN-T inland-
waterway only port” means a node that is classified as an inland port but not as a maritime port; if, in addition
to an inland port, the node is also an urban node, airport and/or rail road terminal, it would still be included
under this requirement.

Question 2

Should the selected port related to the Cities Mission be one of the Mission Label cities, or if it is sufficient
for it to be among the broader list of 112 Mission Cities?

Answer 2
e Applicants should address both topic requirements listed below:

1. The Eligibility Criteria state “At least one of the ports must be situated in a city participating in the
Climate-Neutral and Smart Cities Mission”. This refers to the list of the 112 mission cities, the city
must be on that list.

2. The Scope section states: “At least one of the ports should be situated in a city participating in the
Cities Mission and activities should feed into the implementation of the Climate City Contract (CCC),
with abatement measures and port-city collaborative governance approaches to match or enhance
CCC commitments.” The requirement is therefore that the city, by the time the activities of the
project begin, is working to implement a CCC. Two scenarios are possible here:

a. The city has already been awarded a Mission Label: By default, the Mission Label certifies
that CCC implementation is ongoing. This applies to 92 out of 112 mission cities that are
already ‘labelled’.

b. The city has not yet received a Mission Label: For the remaining 20 mission cities, they can
still be included as beneficiary and satisfy the topic requirement provided that a
confirmation and explanation of the timeline for CCC implementation is provided. For
instance, most of the 20 cities have submitted a CCC for formal review by the Commission
and we expect additional submissions by mid-September. Applicants should therefore
confirm that the city intends to finalise a CCC and start its implementation by the time the
project kicks off.
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HORIZON-CL5-2026-01-D6-07: Innovative construction and maintenance, with the
use of new materials and techniques, for resilient and sustainable transport
infrastructure

Question 1

Are Health and safety issues especially for repair and maintenance topics important as well?

Answer 1
The focus of the topic is on innovative solutions for sustainability and resilience along the entire life cycle of

the transport infrastructures. Health and safety issues should be addressed as long as they are justified by the
proposed solutions.

Question 2

Are there any preferred LCA methodologies, indicators, or environmental product declaration (EPD)
frameworks to be followed to ensure compatibility with EU policy or ongoing standardization efforts?

Answer 2
The topic does not mandate any specific methodology or framework, therefore any choice should be duly

substantiated in the proposal.

Question 3

Does the call focus only on traditional LCA approach or also some unification towards carbon footprint
according to the requirements of EU taxonomy and ESRS standards is expected?

Answer 2
As mentioned above, the topic does not prescribe any specific methodology so that the approach adopted by

the applicants has to be duly justified in the proposal.

Question 4

In relation to the text in scope “Validation of all the proposed solutions and proofs of concepts is to be
carried out in at least two large-scale demonstrations. The demonstrations should cover at least two
different transport infrastructure types (e.g., road, rail, waterborne, airport) which are located on at least
two different Trans European Transport Network (TEN-T) corridors. The demonstrations should also cover
different environments and phases of the infrastructure life cycle (e.g. design, construction, maintenance,
decommissioning).”

Are nodes of the TEN-T network also included, and which structures are considered part of the nodes?

Answer 4

Urban nodes are part of the TEN-T and their components, which include ports, are defined in article 40 of
the Requlation (EU) 2024/1679. As per Article 42, first and last mile connections between and to the access
points to the trans-European transport network may include also metros or tramways. The selection of the
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transport infrastructure types, which will be part of the large demonstrations, will have to be justified in the
proposal.

Question 5

In relation to the text in scope “Validation of all the proposed solutions and proofs of concepts is to be
carried out in at least two large-scale demonstrations. The demonstrations should cover at least two
different transport infrastructure types (e.g., road, rail, waterborne, airport) which are located on at least
two different Trans European Transport Network (TEN-T) corridors. The demonstrations should also cover
different environments and phases of the infrastructure life cycle (e.g. design, construction, maintenance,
decommissioning).”

For the demonstrators, do we need to cover all phases of the infrastructure life cycle, or is it acceptable
to focus on at least two of them?

Answer 5

While the topic text states that the projects should cover the entire life cycle of transport infrastructures, the
specific bullet point on the validation of all the proposed solutions and proofs of concepts mentions that the
demonstrations should cover different environments and phases of the infrastructure life cycle. Therefore, it
is up to the proposals to explain which phases will be demonstrated and their rationale.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-02-D2-08: Coordinated call with India on waste to renewable
hydrogen

Question 1

Is it obligatory or not to include at least one legal entity from India in the EU project? (the eligibility
condition of the HE call and the Guidelines from the Indian Ministry seem contradictory).

Answer 1

e The Horizon Europe work programme is the legal basis on which eligibility rules apply for the HE
Call. Horizon Europe is open to 3rd countries and Indian organisations can participate in this HE Call
as associated partners but this not a compulsory condition. The guidelines published by the
Government of India (Ministry of New and Renewable Energy MNRE) establish the eligibility rules for
the India Call.

e The eligibility conditions of the Horizon Europe Call topic requires at least one work package to be
coordinated with the MNRE-funded project under the Indian Call.

e Applicants that would like to access co-funding made available for associated partners by the Indian
counterpart in selected projects should fulfil eligibility criteria included in the Indian Call and submit
their application via that Call.

e The criteria established by the Indian side will only apply to the parallel Indian project with its own
grant agreement and not to the HE grant agreement.

Question 2

Does the statement 'upgrading of the intermediate from primary conversion' mean that a project could
also produce bioethanol or ammonia to convert it to hydrogen?

Answer 2

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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When biogenic wastes are processed by thermochemical or biochemical technologies, often the process
involves stages with formation of intermediates before the final product. The topic asks that advanced
catalysts should be suitable not only for the final H2 production directly but also for intermediates conversion
to hydrogen. The intermediates could be for example bio-liquid and gaseous types. The topic does not imply
reforming of ammonia or bioethanol to hydrogen (these are mainly not wastes or intermediate products).
Sewage sludge is a typical feedstock among others. From this perspective, bioliquid or gaseous streams that
still contain carbon , oxygen and hydrogen, in any form, should be utilized and not neglected as side streams.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-01: Large-scale production of liquid advanced biofuels
and renewable fuels of non-biological origin

Question 1

Can a fuel be considered a RFNBO if the CO2 used is of biogenic origin?
Answer 1

The answer clearly states that the origin of CO2 is not part of the definition of RFNBOs under the Renewable
Energy Directive, only the origin of energy counts and this should be renewable.

Question 2

What kinds of energy crops are eligible as feedstock under this topic?
Answer 2

Sustainable biomass feedstock includes energy crops only if these are grown on marginal and degraded lands
or as intermediate crops for production of sustainable aviation biofuels, in compliance with the revised
Renewable Energy Directive and relevant delegated act. The topic requires to address and assess the impact
of such actual and real size feedstocks on the plant design.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-02-D3-06: Innovative manufacturing of wind energy
technologies

Question 1

What does it mean that the demonstration must be at a realistic, representative scale?

Answer 1
The demonstration must be conducted on a scale that realistically mirror actual situations and conditions,

ensuring that the results are applicable to real-life contexts.

Question 2

What does it mean that the demonstration must cover a continuous interval of at least six months?

Answer 2

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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The demonstration must take place over a period of at least six months. This will provide enough time to
gather meaningful data and insights, identify possible problems and correcting measures.

Question 3

Are the costs of manufacturing the wind system components eligible for the project?

Answer 3
The costs of manufacturing the wind system components are eligible for the project, provided that they are

necessary to reach the expected outcomes of the project

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-08 Understand and minimise the environmental impacts
of offshore wind energy.

Question 1

What does the specific condition “To ensure a balanced portfolio covering multiple geographical areas,
[...], the best coverage of the different European sea basins” mean?

Answer 1

The condition introduced on geographical coverage for this topic aims at avoiding concentration of the
activities in only one or a very limited number of sea basins. It aims at ensuring the best possible geographical
coverage by the different projects that will be funded. As a consequence, projects will be selected not only
based on the scoring that they will reach in the evaluation process but also with a view to ensuring,
collectively, a broad and diverse geographical coverage. This could entail that a lower-scoring proposal on a
sea basin not already covered is favoured over a higher-scoring proposal on a sea basin already covered. The
call’s text does not forbid that a proposal covers more than one sea basin. The sea basin(s) covered has to be
clearly indicated in the proposal.

Question 2
As this topic appear quite similar to HORIZON-CL5-2024-D3-02-08 “Minimisation of environmental, and

optimisation of socio-economic impacts in the deployment, operation and decommissioning of offshore
wind farms”, is there any information on the rationale behind launching this new, closely related topic?

Answer 2

Although both topics refer to the environmental impacts of offshore wind energy, the activities described in
them are quite distinct. The HORIZON-CL5-2024-D3-02-08 topic focuses on the development of design tools
or the development of innovative and cost-effective solutions, while topic HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-08 has
a much stronger focus on creation of new knowledge, cumulative environmental impacts at large scale and a
strong component on monitoring. The activities carried out under topic HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-08 will also
contribute to addressing the challenges identified by the European Court of Auditors in its Special report
22/2023: “Offshore renewable energy in the EU — Ambitious plans for growth but sustainability remains a

challenge”.
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Question 3
How does this call addresses restoration or intervention? Is the implementation of restoration measures
expected, or is it sufficient to make recommendations?

Answer 3

Mitigation, compensation and restoration measures are included in the call text as possible activities in scope
of the project. The relevant bullet point reads: “Identify strategies, test, and demonstrate technologies that
avoid, minimise, mitigate and compensate the environmental impact of bottom-fixed and floating offshore
wind energy systems, propose mitigation and restoration measures and if feasible, provide net-positive
environmental impacts. The activities carried out under this point are expected to achieve TRL 5 by the end of
the project”. Therefore, if the proposed project addresses these aspects, these should achieve TRL 5 by the
end of the project.

Question 4
The topic mentions cumulative impacts of multiple pressures. Could you please clarify what types of
pressures are referred to?

Answer 4
The pressures to be considered to comply with the call’s requirements are the ones from anthropogenic
source. The call’s text refers to “current and planned human activities carried out in the same area”

Question 5
Is it expected that proposals address more than one sea basin, or is it acceptable to focus on a single sea
basin with the possibility of extending to others under certain conditions?

Answer 5
It is acceptable to focus on a single sea basin; the call does not include any specific obligation to cover more
than one sea basin.

Question 6
Regarding “local versus larger areas”: Does this refer to focusing on a specific area within one sea basin
and potentially expanding the analysis to the entire basin?

Answer 6

The call aims at ensuring, with the different projects funded, the best coverage of the different European sea
basins. Moreover, the second bullet point of the scope refers to “[...] analysis from local to larger areas, and
from site- or species-specific impacts to more general ones. Further develop and deploy field monitoring
activities, measuring multiple pressures and impacts on marine and coastal ecosystems and their
services [...]”. Therefore, if the proposed project addresses these aspects, these should not be site- or species-
specific but should rather be carried out at large scale that allows to analyse the impacts on the entire
ecosystems and their services.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-14: Development of innovative solutions strengthening
the security of renewable energy value chain

Question 1

For area 3, what is meant by “substrates” and “interfaces between different reactions”?

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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Answer 1
Substrates” refers to educts and “interfaces between different reactions” refers to the interface between

chemical reactions as distinct sub-steps in the fuel production process.

Question 2
The fact that “grid-based RFNBO” is used as term in the topic description means that RFNBO from a direct

connection to an installation generating renewable electricity are out of scope or is there flexibility to
address challenges of all RFNBO?

Answer 2

A direct connection of PV can fall under direct solar fuels in this context.

Question 3
Area 3 in the topic seems close to HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-02 on some aspects. Are there different

expectations compared to this topic besides the fact that one is a CSA (HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-14) and
the other one is a RIA (HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-02) ? Is it intended that the successful proposal for topic
HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-14 for area 3 connects with the successful proposals for HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-
D3-027?

Answer 3
Both are independent topics, a formal alignment of both topics is not foreseen in the topic text.

Question 4

For area 3, should the focus of the proposals be exclusively on the key criticalities for the grid-based
RFNBOs and direct solar fuels as identified in the report, or can we go beyond to further challenges for
grid-based RFNBOs & DSFs as long the identified criticalities are being addressed by the proposal?

Answer 4
Proposals are expected to build on the results of the study, which is seen as the starting point for the own

genuine proposal.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-19 Innovative solutions for a generative Al-powered
digital spine of the EU energy system

Question

Could you clarify the meaning of "generative artificial intelligence" (GenAl)?

Answer
The term generative Al in the context of the topic is broad and flexible, potentially encompassing both the

development of new models and the application of existing ones. The key is the ability of the Al to produce
new content or solutions, rather than simply classifying or predicting outcomes.

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
topic di CL5 per il WP 2025-2026-2027



APRE

Agenzia per la Promozione
della Ricerca Europea

The topic does not necessarily require that a generative Al model is built from scratch. It is acceptable to
leverage and fine-tune an existing pre-trained model if it meets the needs of the application. This approach is
valid when the existing model is well-suited to the data types and tasks involved.

In essence, the focus is on the function and capability of the Al. The technology must be capable of generating
new solutions, scenarios, or structures by processing and learning from both historical and real-time data.
The method of achieving this—whether through a new model or an adapted existing one, and the choice of
data inputs—is a strategic decision left to the project proposers based on the desired outcome.

However, if the application involves unique data types or structures that are not adequately handled by
mainstream or existing models—for example, complex sensor data, graph-based energy networks, or other
specialized inputs—then developing a custom foundation model with possibly a new, tailored architecture
may be necessary to achieve the desired outcomes.

It's also important to note that many use cases in the energy domain are considered high-risk. Therefore, the
selected and developed models and applications should be able to meet related requirements. The topic text
also encourages the use of existing models and tools from the EU Al factories and Al gigafactories, as well as
(GenAl) solutions and models developed in previous EU projects.

When choosing to use existing Al models, special attention should be given to the EU digital sovereignty, and
every such choice should be duly explained and justified. The use of existing models and tools from (or
controlled by) third countries is discouraged, unless a system is put in place to eliminate the risks and
guarantee the EU economic security and independence.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-20: Innovative tools and services to manage and
empower energy communities

Question

In relation to “The project should develop open-source tools.....”: if a platform has previous developments
that are not open source, but the new developments to be made in the project will certainly be open-
source, is this acceptable?

Answer
This can be accepted under the following conditions:
e The new algorithms, tools or code they develop on top of the platform that is not open-source are
released under an open-source license; and
e The platform itself is used purely as infrastructure (e.g., for data storage or cloud hosting), not as a
closed part of the open-source model.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-02-D3-21: Cross-regional network and market model for
optimisation of long duration storage

Question 1

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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Is a use case with a hydrogen plant as part of the LDES — in view of cross-sector integration — included
within the scope of the call?

Answer 1

If duly justified that green hydrogen is the best solution in that region for LDES integration, then experts will
consider it as admissible. However, hydrogen networks (as long as not based on green hydrogen) are not in
the scope nor are natural gas network. See text: “...networks and markets that are dominated by intermittent
and stochastic renewable energy sources.”

Question 2

The call states that the consortium must include relevant stakeholders for each test case. In some
countries, the TSO or DSO cannot participate in the consortium as beneficiaries. Is it permissible to include
them as affiliated entities or associated partners?

Answer 2

If this is the only way to have TSO DSO on board in a specific region, it is permissible to include them as
affiliated entities or associated partners. However this has to be duly justified and clearly explained how this
still significantly contributes to the success of the project.

HORIZON CL5 2026 02 D3 24: New CO, capture technologies

Question

Is CO, capture through enzymatic conversion to formate (i.e., a process in which CO, is captured and
simultaneously converted via an enzymatic pathway) in scope of the topic?

Answer

In principle, enzyme-assisted capture is eligible as a new capture technology. Please note that the topic
underscores that the new technology should lead to an overall reduced cost of capture and be scalable.
Enzymatic conversion, on the other hand, is basically a CO2 fixation pathway and falls outside the scope of
the topic. The proposed CO; capture through enzymatic conversion to formate would therefore be only partly
in scope of the call.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-02-D3-27 Using captured CO2 as a resource to replace fossil
hydrocarbons in industrial production

Question

Are iron and steel considered and mineral (and therefore in scope)? Is an embedded CO2 conversion
process and production of CO for integrated use as a fuel and reductant for the production of a mineral
and material eligible?

Answer
The topic aims at developing innovative solutions for recycling CO2 to produce advanced synthetic fuels,

chemicals, polymers or minerals (e.q. in building materials). The production of iron and steel can use CO as a
reducing agent. If that CO is derived from captured CO2, it is a form of recycling; if the CO replaces coal as a

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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reducing agent, it replaces fossil hydrocarbons. The embedded CO2 conversion process and production of CO
for integrated use as a fuel and reductant is thus eligible, if it replaces fossil fuels in the process.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D4-01: On-site innovative robotic and automated solutions
and techniques for more sustainable and less disruptive building renovation and
construction.

Question

The topic mentions: “ Test and validate at least three prototype solutions and techniques...”

Does it mean that proposals must address three different challenges/problems? Or would it be admissible
to have several prototype solutions that address the same challenge/problem?

Answer

The topic text does not make specific reference to how many challenges/problems need to be addressed.
Applicants are free to choose their approach and the challenges/problems their proposed robotic and
automated solutions and techniques will address, as long as they meet the minimum scope requirements and
demonstrate the contribution to the expected outcomes defined in the call text.

For example, the call text mentions that proposals are expected to ‘test and validate the use of innovative on-
site robotic and automated solutions and techniques both for construction of buildings and for renovation of
which at least one must investigate 3D printing’. In addition, the topic text mentions that proposals are
expected to ‘test and validate at least three prototype solutions and techniques to investigate their
applicability for a variety of building typologies, duly justified to represent a relevant part of the European
building stock (...). Testing and validation must address solutions for both renovation and construction. The
prototypes should be applicable either to renovation, or to construction, or to both, but both renovation and
construction need to be addressed in a proposal.’

Please bear in mind that we cannot pre-check proposals.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D4-04 Innovative approaches for the deployment of Positive
Energy Districts

Question 1

We see that there is a commitment to be at TRLs 6-8 by the end of the project. However, the
processes/services being developed by the project would not be technological (they are about supporting
technologies and removing barriers for societal roll-out). Therefore, what exactly is the 'technology' being
demonstrated in terms of the TRLs? The project would only develop support resources, not the technology.

Answer 1

This topic starts from the observation that the feasibility of PEDs has been demonstrated by recent projects.
Nevertheless, their deployment is still hindered by technical, business, social and organisational constraints
that need to be addressed. The topic text provides a non-exhaustive list of these constraints of which several
are clearly technological. It is however up to the proposers to define the constraints that they want to address
in their proposal and which technological and/or non-technological approaches and solutions they propose
for overcoming them.
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Question 2

What is the definition of a ‘District’? Are there any guidelines about which should be the surface, number
of buildings or any other characteristic for an area within a city so that it can be considered a ‘District’?

Answer 2

The white Paper on “Reference Framework for Positive Energy Districts and Neighbourhoods” prepared by JPI
Urban Europe and SET-Plan 3.2 Programme of March 2020, provides a helpful definition of a Positive Energy
District. The definition refers to “energy-efficient and energy-flexible urban areas or groups of connected
buildings”, but does not provide restrictive indications in terms of the surface, number of buildings or any
other characteristic for an area within a city.

Similarly, the topic text does not prescribe a clear definition for a ‘district’ in terms of surface, number of
buildings, etc. but expects these to be “areas that implement energy efficiency measures alongside renewable
energy installations, storage solutions, digital and smart technologies, and local energy communities”.
Furthermore, it is important to keep in mind that the experts will assess whether the proposed districts have
suitably characteristics that will allow the project to appropriately “demonstrate the proposed approaches,
solutions, and supportive local planning frameworks” and to convincingly and significantly contribute to the
expected outcomes of this topic, notably to “enabling a net positive yearly energy balance at district level and
the export of excess renewable energy to the grid outside its geographical boundaries, with enhanced
replicability on a larger scale in other positive energy districts (PEDs) in different contexts”.

Question 3

The project is expected to: Demonstrate the proposed approaches, solutions, and supportive local planning
frameworks in at least three districts in diverse geographical areas that implement energy efficiency
measures alongside renewable energy installations, storage solutions, digital and smart technologies, and
local energy communities”. How shall ‘diverse geographical areas’ be interpreted?

Answer 3

The topic text does not refer to a specific reference source for geographical areas, so applicants must justify
their choice and may, for example quote official sources on geographical areas to support their argument.
Experts will assess whether the proposal includes at least three districts, the added value of more than three
districts, and whether the proposed districts are located in sufficiently diverse geographical areas that will
allow the project to convincingly and significantly contribute to the expected outcomes of this topic, notably
an ‘increased number of approaches and solutions..., with enhanced replicability on a larger scale in other
positive energy districts (PEDs) in different contexts’.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D4-05: Optimal combination of low embodied carbon
construction products, technical building systems and circularity principles for
climate neutral buildings

Question 1

“Solutions that facilitate optimal combinations of construction products and systems with minimal life
cycle environmental impacts at the level of the building” must be developed. Is development of new
materials and components in scope?

Answer 1
The topic focusses on the optimal combination of low embodied carbon construction products, technical
building systems and circularity principles for climate neutral buildings, and not on the development of new
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materials or components. Therefore, the development of new materials and/or components is considered out
of scope for this topic.

Question 2

Proposals are expected to address all the following:
Develop solutions that facilitate [...]
1. Develop decision-related processes and strategies for [...]

2. Validate the solutions, processes and strategies in a relevant environment in at least three countries,
with different climatic conditions and building stock characteristics.

Could you better specify the requirement as regards the geographical condition to validate the solutions,
processes and strategies?

Answer 2

Applicants are free to choose whether to validate all solutions, processes, and strategies in the same relevant
environment in (minimum of three) countries with different climatic conditions and building stock
characteristics; or to validate individual solutions, processes, and strategies in different countries. There is no
explicit requirement to validate each solution, process, and strategy in each of the relevant environment in
(minimum of three) countries with different climatic conditions and building stock characteristics. Therefore,
it is acceptable if all solutions, processes, and strategies are not validated in each relevant environment in
(minimum of three) countries with different climatic conditions and building stock characteristics.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D4-06: Phase out fossil fuel in energy intensive industries
through the efficient integration of renewable energy sources

Question 1

Is there a list of target industries that should be considered? In Cluster 4, the Process4Planet partnership
has a number of focus industries. Should proposals concentrate on these same industries? Or is it possible
to work with others, such as the textile or Food & Beverages industries, without any prejudice to the
evaluation?

Answer 1
You can find the reply in the online Q&A.

Question 2

Is there any indication of the minimum number of pilots and/or industries?

Answer 2
The cost can be very high, so that it is not required to demonstrate physically in more than one plant

Question 3

Should the selected pilot/industry be fully decarbonized or have a decarbonization plan, or can only a few
specific processes be debarbonized?

Answer 3
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The topic text is clear: “With the goal of completely phasing out the use of fossil fuels in an industrial plant”.
“The solution should be designed to ensure that the industrial process avoids or has very low GHG and other
pollutant emissions, ensures high reliability and safety, and high physical and cyber security. It should be
physically demonstrated in an industrial environment and be applicable to a significant share of the total
energy demand of the industrial plant. The project should demonstrate through numerical simulations that
the physically demonstrated solution can be scaled up to completely phase out the use of fossil fuels.”
Completely phasing out the use of fossil fuels in the industrial plant may be too costly versus the EU
contribution around EUR 7.5 million. The higher the “significant share” of the physical demonstration, the
more credible the numerical demonstration of scaling up to complete phase-out will be, resulting in a higher
evaluation score.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-03-D2-02: Development of direct recycling processes
(BATT4EU)

Question 1

In the scope part, what is the meaning of “Development, validation and upscaling of next generation
batteries as well as low value batteries”? Should the focus be on next generation batteries or various
battery production scraps from Gigafactory?

Answer 1

Preparedness for gigafactory scrap is a topic requirement and is expected to be at the core of the proposal.
Compatibility with low-value chemistries, including future ones, should be demonstrated or inferred (e.g. in
cases where there is no gigafactory production yet)

Question 2

Is the call focused on production scrap for various battery chemistry? Does that mean faulty cells are also
considered or excluded?

Answer 2
See above, gigafactory scrap is one of the key requirements, but faulty cells should also be considered (at the
very least in the automated selection process)

Question 3

In the direct recycling process, should relithiation be considered?

Answer 3
Relithiation is in the scope of the topic in terms of preserving/restoring functionality of the active materials of
the cells

Question 4
With a TRL 5, should a pilot line be in place?

Answer 4
No, an actual pilot line is not a requirement, although the proposal should be demonstrated in a relevant
simulated environment. How exactly this is implemented is up to the proposer.
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Question 5

How can we reach out to the JRC and is it desirable to have them as partners?

Answer 5

The only way to contact JRC is via the functional email address provided in the call text; all information shared
by JRC will be made public in the interest of transparency.

Participation of JRC is not a requirement, nor shall a proposal be penalised should JRC not be included. It
should be seen as a possibility for the consortium to get access to additional resources at zero cost, as JRC
does not receive any EU funding. The proposal should be written in a way that illustrates the added value of
JRC participation, but without including them in critical paths: as the participation of JRC cannot be assured
beforehand, the proposal should be able to go forward without obstruction.

Question 6

Can a single cell chemistry (for example LFP) be used as a basis, and can the project demonstrate that the
approach is also transferable to LMFP and sodium-ion systems?

Answer 6
Yes, this would be a plausible approach

Question 7

Is it necessary to add NMC ? from which streams ?

Answer 7
NMC is not a strict requirement per se, but given its market size it would be seen as positive to include it. The
focus is on gigafactory scrap, but other sources are admissible too.

Question 8

Which waste streams from cell manufacturing should be addressed?

Answer 8
Emphasis would be on full cell disassembly, but other streams can also be added if they make economic sense
and are compatible with the process developed. Shredding is not desirable from a direct recycling perspective.

Question 9

Is dismantling a central part of the proposal, or is the focus on the recovery of active material and its
reintegration?

Answer 9
Dismantling is a key part of the topic.

Question 10

What exactly is supposed to be sorted within the project?

Answer 10
Different cell types, different chemistries, potentially also only partly completed cell

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
topic di CL5 per il WP 2025-2026-2027



APRE

Agenzia per la Promozione
della Ricerca Europea

Question 11
Is it sufficient to reintegrate the active material? Do anode material and other components also have to be
reintegrated or further purified?

Answer 11

Compatibility with reintegration should be demonstrated, with a minimum number of intermediate
processing steps. If these are required for the material to function as intended, they should of course be
included.

Question 12
How deep to include the SSbD ?

Answer 12
Essentially, none of the processes or materials should violate the SSbD principle.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-03-D3-13: Industrial scale up and circularity pathway for IPV
technologies (EUPI-PV Partnership)

Question 1
What is exactly meant by ‘Flexible IPV production pilot lines to test the 100kWp+ scale (with linked

demonstration sites)’ (sope of bullet point 2)?
Answer 1

It is expected to build a pilot line capable of producing 100kWp+ per year (and producing this capacity at one
demo site)

Question 2

What does the “Industrial Demonstration” primarily refer to?

Answer 2
It refers to the IPV demonstrators themselves.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-03-D3-29 Pre-commercial appraisal for CO2 aquifer storage

Question

What is the meaning of 'aquifer' in the sentence "Test sites must be in a saline aquifer at a minimal depth
of 800 m, in a geologically stable area..."?

Answer

e The topic aims to accelerate storage in aquifers as this forms the bulk of the storage capacity in Europe,
while also encouraging the expansion of storage options beyond the current ‘leading’ areas around the
North Sea. This explains the reference to Central, Eastern and Southern Europe. The minimum depth of
800 m refers to the depth at which CO2 can remain in supercritical state so as to lower its viscosity and
limit buoyancy effects.

e Strictly speaking, an aquifer refers to an underground layer composed of permeable material, allowing
water to move through it. This can be sand/gravel, or fractured rock, including basalt. Storage in a basaltic
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— or more generally speaking (ultra)mafic — aquifer can thus be in scope, as long as it follows the rest of
the requirements.

e However, focus should not be on the process of rapid mineralisation in shallower basaltic layers such as
in Iceland, as this has been sufficiently supported through previous calls, including the Innovation Fund.
The topic should “unlock” new storage capacity, not copy/paste what has already been done at any given
location.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-04-D5-10 Innovative solutions for energy conversion and safety
of low and zero-carbon fuels in waterborne transport (ZEWT Partnership)

Question 1

Does the requirement “Development of parameters ensuring technical compatibility between the fuel and
energy conversion system” mean that mechanical components should be able to handle chemicals
introduced by using new fuels?

Answerl

The requirement asks for the development of parameters addressing all relevant items ensuring the technical
compatibility between the fuel and energy conversion system taking into consideration all aspects in the
scope. The parameters should be developed considering at least: i) the materials and components used in
construction, ii) the safety of the power conversion system and its integration on-board, and iii) the reduction
of GHG and air pollutant emissions.

Question 2

Does combined power output include hypothetical power generation solutions composed by 3MW PEMFC
+ 3 MWh batteries?

Answer 2

By “combined power output”, the topic refers to the total power installed coming from one single type of
power conversion system, but which could have several similar sub-systems installed. For instance, when the
topic says, “Fuel cell solutions are expected to deliver results that will reach a combined power output of at
least 5 MW", there are no single 5MW marinized fuel cells stacks on the market that can be installed off the
shelf, so we expect that several FC stacks will be installed. The total power output of the series of stacks should
be then at least 5MW.

Question 3

Would a solution be eligible where the 55% of overall energy efficiency from fuel energy to shaft propulsion
is reached including the heat recovery derived from the thermal power produced by the generation system
selected (regardless Area A or Area B)?

Answer 3
Yes.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-04-D5-11: Demonstration of battery energy storage systems in
existing and new vessels
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Question

There is a confusing point in the list of requirements in the scope part.

Answer
There was a formatting mistake unnoticed at the time of publication. The 4 bullet points following the text
“Solutions are expected to include one or more of the following:” should be considered as sub-bullet points,
as appears in the following text.

e Innovative measures for range extension, which should go beyond the simple scaling up of existing

commercial battery systems to increase the range. Solutions are expected to include one or more of
the following:

o New onboard energy storage system concepts enabling high energy-densities suitable for
different waterborne applications;

o Innovative onboard energy efficiency measures including but not limited to, thermal
management, electrical architecture, high voltage electrical components, energy
management and energy modelling for optimal operation including weather routing,
integration of renewable energy technologies (e.g. photovoltaic panels, wind-assisted
propulsion), and improved vessel hydrodynamic efficiency;

o Concepts for extending the operating lifetime of batteries through advanced architecture,
onboard monitoring, control, and analytics;

o Concepts for rapid in-route charging or battery replenishment while maintaining desired
operating schedules. Fast charging and onshore power supply (OPS) concepts should adhere
to the IEC/IEEE standards which are under development, and the consortium is expected to
liaise with the technical committee in IEC/IEEE and converge technical solution with standard
under development. Other solutions enabling intermittent in-route power transfer to vessels
may also be demonstrated.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-04-D5-15: Optimal integrated onboard renewable energy
solutions, by considering Wind-Assisted Propulsion Systems (ZEWT Partnership)
Question

The requirements include a demonstrator, but it does not explicitly mention the minimum size of the
vessel. However, in the expected outcomes, it is said “The methodology is expected to allow integration
of wind energy used in propulsion of ships directly into calculations of GHG intensity of the energy used
on-board, both in context of Fuel EU maritime and International Maritime Organization (IMO) Life Cycle
assessment (LCA) guidelines”, which to some may be interpreted as like the vessel should be at least 5000
GT, although others interpret it as that the demo ship may be smaller as long as it will provide relevant
insights and data for future improvements of the regulations. Any advice regarding this?

Answer
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The scope of the topic requires in the first bullet-point describing the aspects to be addressed that “(t)his
demonstration will be used to also validate the methodology for integration of the energy provided by the
WAP devices to the ship propulsion”. Therefore, the characteristics of the full-scale demonstrator should
comply with the vessels covered by the FuelEU maritime Regulation and the IMO LCA guidelines (eg. ships
above 5000 GT).

HORIZON-CL5-2025-04-D6-11: Innovative air mobility and services for sustainable
and smart urban, peri-urban transport — Societal Readiness pilot

Question 1

E-VTOLs are mentioned in the call. Are passenger movements expected to be part of the proposal?

Answer 1

The proposal’s primary focus is on enabling very low-level unmanned aviation and, above all, preparing cities
through the development of guidelines and infrastructure setup. While the mention of eVTOLs may suggest
passenger transport, the context clearly supports cargo delivery, variety of services by UAS as well. The
proposal does not prioritise passenger mobility but instead aims to lay the groundwork for a broader urban
air mobility ecosystem including UAS.

Question 2

Do logistic applications only refer to transportation activities or does they also cover sensing applications
(e.g. using drones to monitor air quality in a city)?

Answer 2

Logistic applications mentioned in the call are not limited to transportation. The use of drones for activities
such as air quality monitoring, noise measurement, traffic observation, infrastructure inspection,
environmental assessments, and various types of deliveries are all within scope. These services are part of the
broader use of drones to support urban and peri-urban operations.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-09-D2-01: Producing battery-grade materials for electrodes
through sustainable processing and refining of raw materials or developing bio-
based materials

Question 1

In the second subcategory under Scope, does anode material development applies to lithium OR sodium
cells or to lithium AND sodium cells?

Answer 1
Anode material development applies to lithium OR sodium cells. It is not necessary to cover both battery types

Question 2

Could you clarify what is expected under the term ‘validation’ in the sentence “Validation of economic
viability, environmental sustainability, and technological robustness of the proposed refining and
processing solutions?
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Answer 2

For proposals under category 1 of the topic, the validation is expected to focus primarily on the proposed
refining and processing solution, including its technological robustness, economic viability, and environmental
sustainability. This should include evidence that the process can reliably produce battery-grade metals or
materials meeting the requirements of the targeted battery chemistry.

Appropriate characterisation of the resulting materials is therefore relevant where needed to establish their
battery-grade quality and suitability for the intended application. However, the topic does not require, as a
general condition, downstream cathode/anode synthesis or electrochemical cell testing. The extent of such
activities should be proportionate to the proposed technology and material and should support the validation
of the refining and processing solution.

For category 2 though, as explained in the topic text, the following is expected to be delivered:
“Comprehensive characterization and validation of developed electrode materials in sodium-ion and lithium-
ion battery cells, demonstrating comparable or superior performance to conventional graphite electrodes,
specifically targeting cycle stability, energy density, and charge/discharge rates.”

HORIZON-CL5-2026-09-D4-01: Researching the technical, social & economic factors
impacting the energy performance of Smart Buildings (Built4People Partnership)

Question

What is expected by the sentence: “Validate of findings in at least three different categories of existing
buildings (e.g. private residential, social housing, commercial building, office building, etc.), each one in a
different Member State or Associated Country.”?

Answer

The topic text states that proposals should validate findings “in at least three different categories of existing
buildings (...) each one in a different Member State or Associated Country”. This means that proposals are
expected to include at least three validation pilots, each located in a different Member State or Associated
Country, and each representing a different category of existing buildings (e.g. private residential, social
housing, commercial building, office building, etc.). In practice, this implies that each validation pilot would
normally focus on one building category, and that the three pilots together should cover at least three
different categories of buildings. Please note that the Commission cannot pre-assess proposals or specific
approaches; compliance with the topic requirements will be assessed by independent experts during the
evaluation.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-09-D4-08 Full-scale demonstration of heat upgrade solutions in
industrial processes

Question 1

Must the heat upgrade occur within a single process, or can waste heat be upgraded from one source and
used in another, potentially under different ownership? Does the emphasis on industrial process
demonstrations limit the relevance of applications such as district heating?

Question 2

The topic specifies: “Optimise and demonstrate physically within one or more operational industrial site(s),
the transformation of process(es) in at least one industrial by recovering excess/waste heat from the process
itself, possibly combined with local renewable heat or heat recovered in nearby locations and local thermal
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and/or electrical energy storage, and by upgrading the heat (e.g. with heat pump) for use in the process(es).”
It means at least part of the recovered heat must come from at least one of the (sub)processes of the targeted
industrial site itself. This recovered heat can be combined with other internal or external sources, possibly
from an industrial or district heating network, then upgraded, finally used in at least one the (sub-)process(es)
of the same industrial site. The expected outcome “for covering process needs and significantly or totally
phasing out of fossil fuel use”, excludes any significant import of waste heat recovered from another industrial
plant or heating system using fossil fuel.

Question 2

Is integrating market-ready solutions into an optimized demonstration sufficiently innovative, or must the
heat upgrade technology itself advance in TRL?

Answer 2

Innovative integration of mature heat upgrade technology into an improved solution that enables “covering
process needs and significantly or totally phasing out of fossil fuel use, while preserving or enhancing its global
competitiveness” is eligible.

Question 3

Is it mandatory to include and build upon the LIFE Heat Pump project within this call?

Answer 3

“Projects must address all the following items: In case the targeted industrial sector(s) and process(es)
has/have been covered by the actions under the topic LIFE-2024-CET-HEATPUMPS, this proposal should build
on the results of these actions and if possible, cooperate...”

Question 4

What does “Full-scale” demonstration exactly mean?

Answer 4

The “Full-scale” specified in the title “Full-scale demonstration of heat upgrade solutions in industrial
processes” is developed in the objective “increase the recovery and upgrade of locally available heat for
covering process needs and significantly or totally phasing out of fossil fuel use” and the specified TRL 7-8.
This means that the project should not be limited to a pilot demonstration covering a small portion of heating
needs, but should include full-scale or industrial-scale equipment and system that, ideally, completely replace
the use of fossil fuels. If not completely, a least a significant portion of the heat produced from fossil fuels
must be replaced by the new system, and full coverage should be achievable by duplicating the equipment
physically demonstrated in the project, without major modifications to its design. This would be particularly
true with standardized modular equipment (for example, a heat pump), several units of which can be
connected in parallel to reach the required total heating power.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-10-D6-06: Increasing competitiveness and resilience of
multimodal freight transport and logistics for competitive supply chains

Question

Would it be acceptable for a proposed pilot and use case to exceed the indicated 500-1,000 km range,
provided that it clearly demonstrates the objectives of the call and the benefits of multimodal freight
transport?
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Answer

The topic requires to define multimodal transport use cases for intra-European flows between 500 and 1,000
km due to the specific interest of this distance band as the "sweet spot" where road-only transport and
multimodal solutions compete most directly. Therefore, the requirement for the proposed distance should be
respected. As the focus is also on intra-European flows, and cross-border flows are covered, proposals may
exceptionally consider a specific use case “slightly” exceeding 1,000 km, where duly justified and
unequivocally demonstrating it as consistent with the objective of addressing the targeted distance segment,
and provided that the overall use case remains representative of and relevant to the 500-1,000 km
multimodal transport market.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-10-D6-10 Enhanced resilience in multimodal passenger
transport through digital technologies and generative and discriminative Al

Question

Must all components and functionalities developed within the project be tested and demonstrated across
all demonstration sites (minimum of three), or is it allowed for a given component to be tested and
validated at a subset of pilot sites (e.g., only one or two demonstration sites)?

Answer

The call text is not prescriptive regarding which specific aspects should be demonstrated in which pilot site,
the choice is left to the strategic discretion of the consortium provided they fulfil the explicit criteria for the
selection of a pilot site (...within urban, sub-urban and long-distance passenger transport with minimum three
transport modes per use cases (e.g. buses, metros, trams, trains, coaches, trolleybuses, ferries, share mobility)
in at least three pilot sites situated in different Member States and reflecting a diversity of operational,
geographic, and technological contexts).

HORIZON-CL5-2026-11-D3-05: Demonstration of solid biofuel supply and
conversion to high efficiency CHP from fully sustainable regional value chains

Question

Does the solid biofuel need to feed the CHP unit directly or is it integrated with an extra conversion step
(e.g. producing an intermediate energy carrier) before being used to generate electricity and heat? Is this
distinct from pre-processing upgrading?

Answer

Proposals should foresee at least one regional value chain demonstration including use of the solid biofuel
with verified quality and occurring GHG and air-pollutant reduction in an operational high efficiency CHP
plant.” This sentence means, that the pre-processed/upgraded solid biofuel needs to enter physically in solid
form into the CHP plant. Further transformations including state change within the CHP plant itself are not
excluded, but not part of the pre-processing upgrading of the solid fuel

Question 2

Is the demonstration expected to show the full regional value chain (or the majority of the fuel consumed
by the CHP unit during the demonstration period), or a representative fraction of industrial-scale supply
could be sufficient?
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Answer 2
Required is at least one regional value chain demonstration and the resulting biomass fuels from residues and
wastes are expected to be the primary feedstock of the high-efficiency CHP plant.

Question 3
Is continuous base-load operation of the CHP unit expected to be demonstrated within the project itself,
or does the base-load reference concern the future exploitation potential of the demonstrated solution?

Answer 3

The demonstration should cover CHP plants for continuous, cost-effective and low emission. “baseload
operation within the energy system network” is expected to be addressed in scenarios of the proposal and it
is not requested to be a necessary part of the demonstration. How this is integrated and the set-up of the
demonstration itself are not further specified.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-11-D3-14: Improved system design for innovative PV
applications (EUPI-PV Partnership)

Question 1

Does the requirement “System demonstrators of adequate scale [...] at different EU climate/sea zones.”
include the upgrade of existing ones, or should it be entirely new demonstration sites?

Answer 1

For both scope areas (agriPV or offshore/nearshore PV) new system demonstrators are expected. However,
for offshore/nearshore PV as the text suggests, PV co-location with offshore wind farms (existing) and system
integration could be envisioned.

Question 2
Does the requirement “System demonstrators of adequate scale [...] at different EU climate/sea
zones.” include the upgrade of existing ones, or should it be entirely new demonstration sites?

Answer 2

For both scope areas (agriPV or offshore/nearshore PV) new system demonstrators are expected. However,
for offshore/nearshore PV as the text suggests, PV co-location with offshore wind farms (existing) and system
integration could be envisioned.

Question 3
Can the costs of constructing a5 MW AgriPV demo plant (panels, structures, materials, engineering, person
hours, construction works, etc) be entirely funded by the call?

Answer 3

The construction costs of a 5 MW AgriPV demo plant cannot be entirely funded by the supported project. Only
the depreciation costs for equipment, infrastructure, and other assets, calculated based on the project
duration and percentage of use in the project would be considered as eligible costs.

Question 4

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
topic di CL5 per il WP 2025-2026-2027
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Is the co-location of livestock farming activity and PV production in scope of this topic? (e.g. PV plants in
pasturelands for bovine, ovine cattle)?

Answer 4
The answer is no, as the topic explicitly mentions crops and not livestock.

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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Two Stage Calls

HORIZON-CL5-2025-05-Two-Stage-D1-05: Adaptation to Climate Change:
Effectiveness and Limits

Question 1

The topic requires to "include a draft plan for joint actions, to be then adapted and agreed between all
funded projects." Can this "plan for joint actions" be omitted at the 10-page first stage proposal?

Answer 1

The topic requires that the common core of the methodology should be jointly developed by all the projects
funded under this topic. However, the draft plan for joint actions, together with the deliverables and resources
related to the joint activities are not expected to be addressed at the first stage of the proposal submission.

Question 2

Could you clarify whether there are specific aspects or priorities that the European Commission and/or the
IPCC consider particularly important in this context?

Answer 2

About the EC's priorities: We advise to look at the relevant policy initiatives, namely: EU Adaptation
Strategy, the European Climate Resilience and Risk Management and the Mission Adaptation. About the
IPCC's priorities: It is up to the applicants to extract and interpret the priorities of the IPCC, including the most
pressing need to update the Technical Guidelines, as part of knowing the state of the art.

Question 3

Could you clarify whether the European Commission has any specific expectations and/or
recommendations for the arrangements of how these joint developments and joint tasks should be
organised once the projects are selected?

Answer 3

The EC's expectations are those described in the topic, very close collaboration among sister proposals. The
topic also provides specific guidance on how to do it: "For assuring this, proposals should include a draft plan
for joint actions, to be then adapted and agreed between all funded projects. Therefore, all proposals must
include a deliverable preferably for month 6 (not later than month 12) that contains the agreed joint action
plan. Proposals should dedicate specific tasks and resources, setting aside an adequate budget (in the range
of 15 to 25% of their total eligible budget) to collaborate with other projects funded under this topic on
developing the common core of the methodology. As a result, this core part should be also a joint deliverable
for not later than month 24. Then, the methodology should be separately extended by individual projects to
address EU regional and sectoral contexts (e.g., by specific modules) maintaining consistency with the core
part". It is up to the applicants to explain in their proposals how to do it, in a sound and convincing way for
the evaluators, and in a flexible mode that allows to adjust once the projects are selected.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-01-Two-Stage-D2-02: Cost-effective next-generation batteries
for long-duration stationary storage (Batt4EU Partnership)

Question

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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Are non-electrochemical storage technologies in scope?

Answer
This topic only addresses only electrochemical storage. Therefore, all non-electrochemical storage
technologies are out of scope.

HORIZON-CL5-2025-01-Two-Stage-D3-23: Critical elements for energy security of
grid and storage technologies

Question 1

Are Li-ion battery storage technologies in scope of this topic?

Answer 1
All relevant energy storage technologies for renewable energy are in scope.

Question 2

Is it obligatory to address both “energy network technologies” AND “storage technologies”? Or is it
possible to address only “energy network technologies” OR “storage technologies”?

Answer 2
The scope includes energy networks and/or storage technologies, meaning it is sufficient to address only one

of them, but also both can be addressed.

HORIZON-CL5-2026-04-Two-Stage-D3-02: Next generation of renewable energy
technologies

Question

With reference to the topic in object, can you please clarify if a fully electrified technology based on cold-
walls induction-heating for the production of turquoise hydrogen and pure carbon from biomethane
(renewable resource) using metal-free catalysts, aligns with the topic's scope, considering the exclusion of
"Hydrogen production through electrolysers" (the investigated technology has nothing to do with
electrolysers)?

Answer

The scope of the topic is developing game-changing renewable energy technologies. The focus is on
“renewable energy”. The topic excludes the production of hydrogen by electrolyser as this aspect is covered
by the Hydrogen JU. Electrification is not as such a game changing renewable energy technology as the
electricity can be provided by any sources. To be in scope the energy source used should be clearly one of the
renewable energy sources.

R&I IN SUPPORT OF THE CLEAN INDUSTRIAL DEAL

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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HORIZON-CID-2026-01-02: R&Il in Support of the Clean Industrial Deal: Clean
Technologies for Climate Action

Question 1
Would it be acceptable to include a replicator pilot of the main pilot? (it would help demonstrate the
feasibility of the technologies in another environment)

Answer 1

The answer to this question cannot be given a priori without assessing the specific added value that such an
approach would give to the proposal. Demonstration activities are a clear requirement of the topic and each
proposal will be evaluated on the basis of their degree they meet the topic requirements. The extent to which
introducing a replicator demonstrator will contribute to these requirements including the cost implications in
the most effective way will be assessed.

In principle, the CID call (and specifically the “Clean Tech for Climate” topic) does not prevent a proposed
project to consist of separate “components” (e.g. a main demonstrator and an additional replicator) —
however, we highlight that such an approach may render it more challenging to successfully and convincingly
address the key topic’s key objectives, in particular given the indicative budget per proposal (EUR 15-25
million), which could make it challenging to fund multiple pilots/demonstrators

Question 2
Is it necessary to include a go/no-go moment for both the main and the replicator pilots? Or is it enough
to include a go/no-go moment for the main pilot?

Answer 2
The go/no-go moment would be applicable to all demonstration activities supported and funded under the
topic — including any “main” pilot, as well as any “replicators”.

Question 3
One of the areas included in the scope is “Carbon capture and utilization (CCU)”, but there is no mention
to Carbon Storage. Is Carbon Capture AND Storage in scope of the topic? Or only Carbon Capture?

Answer 3

Indeed, as per the topic’s text, carbon capture and utilisation (CCU) R&I activities are covered under this topic
— this means that carbon capture and CO2 utilisation/conversion activities are in scope, whilst CO2 storage
activities are not. This does not mean that CCS may not feature at all in the scope of activities under proposals
of this topic — but CCS may not be considered as the core focus/activity of the project.

On the other hand, CC[U]S activities, in terms of optimization and demonstration of solutions for the capture,
[utilization or] storage of CO2 and/or CO from installations of the energy intensive industries is in the scope
of the parallel topic under the Clean Industrial Deal call (topic HORIZON-CID-2026-01-01: R&I in Support of
the Clean Industrial Deal: Decarbonisation of energy intensive industries (IA) (Processes4Planet and Clean
Steel partnerships)).

FAQs basate sulle risposte degli officer della Commissione Europea, a specifiche richieste di utenti e NCP sui
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Question 4

Prior to a Go/No-Go decision, may a partner make necessary investments at its own risk — for example,
ordering long-lead items required for construction and subsequent demonstration activities, or carrying
out preliminary validations and tests — with the intention that, should the Commission confirm a "Go"
decision, these costs may then be declared as eligible costs under the project?

Answer 4

For the eligibility of costs please refer to Article 6 of the Grant Agreement (see AGA). Article 6 does not address
go/no go decisions and hence, in principle and without prejudice to the opinion of the expert evaluators, such
expenditure is permitted. Please also refer to Q&A No 99041.

General Questions

Question
Request to clarify the specific condition “The Joint Research Centre (JRC) may participate as member of the
consortium selected for funding” that appears in several topics of work programme 2025

Answer
This sentence is in line with page 6 of Annex B stating that:

Joint Research Centre (‘JRC’) — Where provided for in the specific call/topic conditions, applicants may include
in their proposals the possible contribution of the JRC, but the JRC will not participate in the preparation and
submission of the proposal. Applicants will indicate the contribution that the JRC could bring to the project
based on the scope of the topic text. After the evaluation process, the JRC and the consortium selected for
funding may come to an agreement on the specific terms of the participation of the JRC. If an agreement is
found, the JRC may accede to the grant agreement as beneficiary requesting zero funding or participate as
an associated partner and would accede to the consortium as a member.

The participation of the JRC is NOT mandatory and does not constitute an advantage over other proposals.
Only after the (successful) evaluation do the JRC and the winning proposal(s) talk to each other. The JRC would
then become a beneficiary with zero funding (not accounted for in the proposal’s budget).
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