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1. CALL CONDITIONS - LEGAL AND FINANCIAL

N. Call Question SESAR 3 JU Answer

1 ER/IR Where can | find the presentation and | All proceedings are published in
the recording of the 2025 Digital Eu- | SESAR 3 JU website.
ropean Sky (DES) calls Info-day?

2 ER/IR Is there any specific requirements for | SESAR 3 JU applies the standard
the consortium composition? HE provisions as specified in the
General Annexes to Horizon Eu-
rope Work Programme. This im-
plies that a consortium is re-
quested to include as beneficiar-
ies, three legal entities independ-
ent from each other and each es-
tablished in a different country as
follows:

- at least one independent legal
entity established in a Member
State; and

- at least two other independent
legal entities, each established in
different Member States or Asso-
ciated Countries.

As affiliated entities do not sign
the grant agreement, they do not
count towards the minimum eligi-
bility criteria for consortium com-

position.
3 ER/IR What is an Affiliated Entity in Horizon | Affiliated entities are entities that
Europe? have a link with a beneficiary, in

particular legal or capital link,
which is neither limited to the ac-
tion nor established for the sole
purpose of its implementation
(Art. 190 FR).

They participate in the implemen-
tation of the action and costs in-
curred by such entities may be
covered by lump sums.

The financial contribution of
SESAR JU Members to the admin-
istrative costs of the JU is an an-
nual fix amount to be split be-
tween the Members on the basis
of contracted EU funding. There-
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fore, SESAR JU Members’ affili-
ated entities need to be properly
identified in the projects, so that
their share of EU funding will be
taken into account in the calcula-
tion.

Entities that used to be linked
third parties in SESAR 2020, can
now participate as beneficiaries in
the DES calls.

ER/IR

Is the participation of industrial part-
ners in the project consortia to be
funded within the DES 2025 calls a re-
quirement?

There is no general HE require-
ment regarding consortium com-
position in terms of partner type
(for example industrial, research,
higher education etc.). However,
for the 2025 DES calls, there are
specific requirements about the
minimum involvement of partici-
pants in call IR2 under WA1-1,
WA3-1 and 4-1 (see Annex I,
BAWP 2024-2025).

ER/IR

Can SMEs lead a consortium? If not,
can they still take part?

Yes, SMEs can be consortium co-
ordinators.

Their capacity to be coordinators
will be assessed in the same way
as for other types of legal entities,
according to the selection and
award criteria.

ER/IR

Are Swiss entities eligible to partici-
pate?

As stated in the List of Participat-
ing Countries in Horizon Europe,
transitional arrangements apply
to Switzerland. Entities estab-
lished in Switzerland can partici-
pate in these SJU calls under
equivalent conditions as legal en-
tities from EU Member States for
award procedures implementing
the Union budget for the year
2025 onwards.

ER/IR

Are UK entities eligible to participate?

As stated in the List of Participat-
ing Countries in Horizon Europe,
the association agreement with
United Kingdom has started to
produce legal effects and United
Kingdom is associated for award
procedures implementing Union
budget for the year 2024 and on-
wards.
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Therefore, legal entities estab-
lished in United Kingdom can par-
ticipate under equivalent condi-
tions as legal entities from the EU
Member States.

8 ER/IR Are Ukrainian entities eligible to par- | As stated in the List of Participat-
ticipate? ing Countries in Horizon Europe,

the association agreement with
Ukraine has started to produce le-
gal effects and legal entities estab-
lished in Ukraine can participate
under equivalent conditions as le-
gal entities from the EU Member

States.
9 ER/IR Are Canadian entities eligible to par- | As stated in the List of Participat-
ticipate? ing Countries in Horizon Europe,

Canada is associated to Horizon
Europe Pillar Il ‘Global Challenges
and European Industrial Competi-
tiveness’ and for award proce-
dures implementing the Union
budget for the year 2024 and on-
wards.

Therefore, legal entities estab-
lished in Canada can participate
under equivalent conditions as le-
gal entities from the EU Member
States.

10 ER/IR Are US entities eligible to participate? | The SESAR programme is aligned
to Horizon Europe and is open to
participants from non-associated
non-EU countries such as US.

Entities established in US can take
part in DES calls without receiving
funding from the EU.

However, as indicated in the List
of Participating Countries in Hori-
zon Europe, they can receive ex-
ceptional funding, if SJU considers
that their participation as a bene-
ficiary is essential for implement-
ing the project, for example in
view of their:

- outstanding competence/ex-
pertise
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- access to particular research
infrastructures

- access to particular geograph-
ical environments

- access to particular data.

11

ER/IR

Are entities established in Republic of
Korea eligible to participate?

As of 1 January 2025, transitional
arrangements apply to Republic of
Korea. Entities established in Re-
public of Korea can participate in
these SJU calls under equivalent
conditions as legal entities from
EU Member States, for award pro-
cedures implementing the Union
budget starting from year 2025.

However, please note that as re-
ferred to SESAR 3 Joint Undertak-
ing Bi-Annual Work Programme
2024-2025 (BAWP 2024-2025), it
is set forth that this call for pro-
posals is subject to the EU re-
strictions for the protection of Eu-
ropean communication networks.
Therefore, applicants are advised
to carefully consult the Horizon
Europe Work Programme and
General Annexes (such as the ones
under the paragraph ‘Restrictions
for the protection of European
communication networks’).

12

ER/IR

Can an entity established in a Third
Country be considered eligible for
funding?

The General Annexes to Horizon
Europe Work Programme list the
participating countries to the pro-
gramme eligible for funding.

Legal entities established in coun-
tries not listed in the General An-
nexes, can take part in DES calls
without receiving funding from
the EU.

However, they can be eligible for
funding if their participation is
considered essential for imple-
menting the action by SJU.

13

ER/IR

Can an entity established in a Third
Country be added after the signature
of a GA?

Yes. In exceptional and justified
cases, entities established in Third
Countries can be added after the
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signature of the GA, without any
additional EU funding.

The entity must ensure a proper
implementation of the project and
comply with the criteria of the call
conditions.

14

ER/IR

For entities established in Third Coun-
tries not automatically eligible for
funding:

“If an entity’s status is switched to an
affiliated one, does this imply that it
becomes also eligible for funding? “

Eligibility for funding depends on
the entity’s place of establish-
ment.

15

ER/IR

Associated partners essentially do
not sign the Grant Agreement, but do
they sign the Consortium Agreement
(CA)? Is there a timeframe when the
CA has to be signed?

The consortium agreement covers
arrangements between benefi-
ciaries within one single ac-
tion/project.

The Associated Partners are not
eligible for funding and therefore
not able to participate as benefi-
ciaries. This means that they are in
principle not signing the Consor-
tium Agreement.

On the contrary, the beneficiaries
must have internal arrangements
regarding their operation and co-
ordination, to ensure that the ac-
tion is implemented properly. A
written ‘consortium agreement’ is
mandatory before Grant Agree-
ment signature (Article 7 of the
Horizon Europe model grant
agreement) but not at proposal
submission.

16

ER/IR

Can you please provide more infor-
mation about the role of associated
partners: which rights they have
when they participate to an action
under one of the DES calls?

The associated partners under
Horizon Europe are assigned part
of the tasks of the actions and
such tasks must be indicated in
Annex 1 to the grant agreement.

They participate at own costs
without receiving EU funding They
do not sign the grant agreement
and therefore they do not acquire
the status of beneficiaries.

As set in the HE Lump Sum Model
Grant Agreement, they are to be



https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/common/guidance/aga_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/common/agr-contr/ls-mga_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/common/agr-contr/ls-mga_en.pdf

EDITION 01.01.00

listed in Article 9.1 and beneficiar-
ies must ensure that their contrac-
tual obligations under Articles 11
(proper implementation), 12 (con-
flict of interests), 13 (confidential-
ity and security), 14 (ethics), 17.2
(visibility), 18 (specific rules for
carrying out action), 19 (infor-
mation) and 20 (record-keeping)
also apply to the associated part-
ners.

17

ER/IR

Is it possible for an Affiliated entity to
be the leader of a workpackage that
they are involved in?

Yes.

18

ER/IR

I would like to know if a newly estab-
lished start-up is able to participate in
the SESAR 3 calls. Are there limita-
tions on what their role (coordina-
tor/participant) can be in a project?
Of particular interest, is how they are
able to prove financial and opera-
tional capacity without having any fi-
nancial history?

There are no limitations on the
role that entities can take in a pro-
ject.

Their participation will be as-
sessed during the evaluation and,
in particular for the operational
capacity, “this assessment of oper-
ational capacity will be carried out
during the evaluation of the award
criterion ‘Quality and efficiency of
the implementation’. It will be
based on the competence and ex-
perience of the applicants and
their project teams, including their
operational resources (human,
technical and other) or, exception-
ally, the measures proposed to ob-
tain the necessary competence
and experience by the time the
tasks are implemented.”

As far as the financial capacity is
concerned, we invite you to check
the Rules for legal entity valida-
tion, LEAR appointment and finan-
cial capacity assessment, where
specific provisions are foreseen
for newly established enterprises
(e.g. start-up companies).

19

ER/IR

How can we find possible companies
and R&D entities that are interested
in building a consortium to work in a
proposal for specific topics?

We invite you to use the Partner
search functionality offered by the
Funding & tenders portal, to find
other entities interested in form-
ing a consortium on specific top-
ics.
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20 ER/IR How is the funding rate applied in the | In the detailed budget table for a
lump sum budget? lump sum proposal, the applicants
have to choose either the 70% (IR)
or 100% (ER) funding rate in the
beneficiaries (BE) list sheet.

21 ER/IR Equipment will be 70% co-funded or | It depends on the call. When filling
100%? into the detailed budget table, ap-

plicants have to choose the fund-
ing rate which is 100% for ER and
70% for IR call.

Guidance on how to include the
costs estimation of equipment are
provided in the detailed budget
table.

By default, the costs of equipment
are covered as depreciation costs.
If a proposal requires full costs,
this needs to be well justified, and
national rules need to be complied
with.

22 IR For IR, is funding rate for non-profit | For the IR call, all entities are enti-
entities 70% instead of 100%? tled to a co-funding rate of 70%,

regardless of their legal nature.
Therefore, the 70 % funding rate
applies also to non-profit entities.

23 IR Are R&D institutions eligible to partic- | Yes.
ipate in the call?

24 ER/IR Is there any possibility for SMEs to ob- | There are no specific rules for
tain 100% funding? SME. SMEs can obtain 100% fund-

ing if they apply to the ER call.

25 ER/IR When can we have access to the offi- | The HE Lump Sum Model Grant
cial version of Grant Agreement from | Agreement is already available in
which it would be possible to know | the call documentation in the
about eligibility of costs? Funding & Tenders Portal.

26 ER/IR Do HE eligibility criteria apply to sub- | The HE Regulation does not in-

contractors established in non-EU as-
sociated countries in the same way as
to those established within the EU?

clude provisions concerning the
country where the subcontractor
must be established. However,
subcontracting may not be used to
circumvent the rules on eligibility
for funding applicable to partici-
pants, i.e. to provide funding to le-
gal entities that would otherwise
not be eligible for funding under
HE.
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Therefore, if the country is a coun-
try not automatically eligible for
EU funding but only under excep-
tional circumstances as explained
below, subcontractors from that
country are in principle not eligi-
ble for funding, unless exceptional
circumstances justify it, on a case-
by case basis and after agreement
with the JU.

Please consider also the rules ap-
plying to subcontracting, laid
down in the HE Lump Sum Model
Grant Agreement (Art. 9.3) and in
the Annotated Model Grant
Agreement (AGA, Art. 6.2.B).

27 ER/IR Do subcontractors need to be com- | Subcontracts (tasks to be subcon-
municated in advance to the SJU for | tracted and estimated costs; not
acceptance? necessarily the name of the sub-

contractor) must be justified in
the Proposal part B technical de-
scription and in the Detailed
budget table.

28 ER/IR Could you please put an example of | Example: Beneficiary A subcon-
what represents subcontracting be- | tracts tasks to Beneficiary B.
tween beneficiaries?

This is not allowed because any
tasks performed by Beneficiary B
(and related cost estimates) have
to be input directly to the budget
of Beneficiary B.

29 ER/IR Under which category should we de- | Subcontracting category, if this is
clare external consultants? in line with the conditions set in

the HE Lump Sum Model Grant
Agreement (Art 9.3)

30 ER/IR If applicable are the same subsidisa- | Yes, the same rules apply to affili-
tion rules valid for affiliated entities | ated entities.
as to full beneficiaries?

31 ER/IR How strict will be the max expected | As per call conditions for 2025 DES

EU contribution per project, will a
proposal amount over the expected
indicative budget be considered as a
negative point in the proposal evalu-
ation?

Calls, SESAR 3 JU estimates a max-
imum EU contribution to allow the
expected outcomes to be
achieved. Nonetheless, this does
not preclude the submission or
the selection of a proposal re-
questing a different amount.

10
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32 ER/IR To what extent are resources of sub- | As set in the HE Lump Sum Model
sidiaries of members (affiliated enti- | Grant Agreement (Art 8) Affiliated
ties) fundable in SESAR 3? entities can charge lump sum con-

tributions to the action under the
same conditions as the beneficiar-
ies and thus benefit from SESAR 3
JU funding.

The financial contribution of
SESAR JU Members to the admin-
istrative costs of the JU is an an-
nual fix amount to be split be-
tween the Members on the basis
of contracted EU funding. There-
fore, SESAR JU Members’ affili-
ated entities need to be properly
identified in the projects, so that
their share of EU funding will be
taken into account in the calcula-

tion.
33 ER/IR Under DES calls how is the budget | The budget is split per Work Areas
split within topics? and therefore proposals submit-

ted under different topics within
the same Work Area compete for
the same budget.

However, as indicated in the Call
conditions for ER3 WA2 and IR2
WAS5 and WASG, the following ex-
ception applies to the standard
evaluation procedure: “To ensure
a balanced portfolio, grants will be
awarded to proposals not only in
order of ranking but at least also
to those that are the highest
ranked within set topics, provided
that the proposals attain all
thresholds.”

Therefore, under this exception,
proposals having received the
highest score within each specific
topic will be selected for funding,
up to consumption of the availa-
ble budget within the Work Area.

34 ER/IR Does 50-page limit for proposal in- | Yes. Page limit of 50 applies to RIA
clude Exploitation/Dissemination | and IA type of actions under ER
plan (as this is separate document)? | and IR calls. This limit includes the
CDE plan. The plan is not a sepa-
rate document, it is within Part B
of the proposal. The CDE plan is

11
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one section within the impact cri-
terion.

35

ER/IR

Can you do intermediate uploads of
the proposal? Or just a single upload?

Yes, it is possible to do intermedi-
ate uploads (submissions) of the
proposals, up to the call deadline.
We remind applicants not to wait
for the last minute to submit.

36

ER/IR

In these calls, is gender dimension
mandatory?

The integration of gender dimen-
sion is not a mandatory require-
ment under these calls.

37

ER/IR

What is a Gender Equality Plan and
what are the implication for my or-
ganization?

To be eligible, legal entities from
Member States and Associated
Countries that are public bodies,
research organisations or higher
education establishments (includ-
ing private research organisations
and higher education establish-
ments) must have a gender equal-
ity plan.

The requirements are specified in
the General Annexes to Horizon
Europe Work Programme.

A self-declaration will be re-
quested at proposal stage.

During grant agreement prepara-
tion, and in order to be declared
eligible, applicants of successful
proposals will need to demon-
strate that they have a valid Gen-
der Equality Plan.

We therefore recommend organi-
sations falling into the category
above to make sure that they have
a Gender Equality Plan.

38

ER/IR

| am submitting a proposal in one of
the following domains: defence, avia-
tion, industrial technology.

Do | need to indicate in the “Security
issues table” in the proposal submis-
sion template that the proposed ac-
tivity will use and/or generate infor-
mation which might raise security
concerns?

A proposal is considered as secu-
rity sensitive if it involves infor-
mation that may harm the EU or
the Member States (sensitive or
classified information - EUCI) and
not because it involves security-
related questions, such as dual-
use goods, dangerous materials
and substances, etc.

The fact of covering topics such as
defence, aviation or industrial
technology in your project does

12
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not mean that your project auto-
matically raises security concerns.

Please note that the topics cov-
ered by 2025 DES calls have NOT
been marked as “security sensi-
tive”, because they do not entail,
per se, handling of information
with a security recommendation
or classified information.

When submitting any proposal,
applicants must always make sure
that it complies with all national
security requirements (technol-
ogy restrictions, national classifi-
cation).

Therefore, we invite all applicants
to carefully consider the case of
their proposals before ticking the
corresponding box in the Security

issues table.
39 ER/IR Is it possible to know when the kick- | Kick Off meeting is generally or-
off meeting will be? ganised 1 month after the launch

into execution of the project (e.g.
1 month after the signature of the
Grant). We presume that the
Grants will be signed in May 2026.
This date will depend on the pro-
gress made during the Grant Prep-
aration Phase (GAP).

40 ER/IR Is it possible to start a project before | SESAR 3 JU applies the standard
the signature of the Grant Agreement | HE provisions as specified in the
and make the costs prior to the signa- | General Annexes to Horizon Eu-
ture eligible? rope Work Programme. The pro-
ject starting date and duration will
be fixed in the grant agreement.

As indicated in the Article 4 the
Annotated Grant Agreement
(AGA), the project starting date is
usually the first day of the month
following the grant signature. But
the parties can also agree to a
fixed starting date (if justified dur-
ing grant preparation). The fixed
starting date should normally be
in the future (after grant signa-
ture) but it is possible to propose

13
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an earlier starting date (retroac-
tive).

The starting date will also affect
the eligibility of costs. Therefore,
by starting the action before sign-
ing the GA, you risk that the start-
ing date will not be accepted by
the granting authority (which will
assess the compliance with appli-
cable rules) or that the grant will
not be signed, and no costs will be
eligible (e.g. for activities imple-
mented before signature of the
grant).

The action starting date can nor-
mally not be before the submis-
sion of the proposal.

41

Can you clarify if submission of a pro-
posal is legally binding for the partici-
pants of the consortium?

- Post proposal submission, would an
organisation then be legally obliged
to take part to the action should the
proposal be successful?

- If that is the case, could the organi-
sation redefine the scope of its contri-
bution (in agreement with other con-
sortium partners)?

Once a proposal is selected for
funding, and invited to grant prep-
aration (GAP), the consortium and
each of its participants can, at any
time, decide to withdraw and not
sign the grant.

Moreover, once the coordinator
has signed the grant, beneficiaries
will have 30 days to sign the Acces-
sion Forms and accede the grant.
If the Coordinator does not sign,
the Granting Authority may stop
preparing the grant and reject the
proposal.

If a Beneficiary does not sign the
Accession Form within 30 days of
the Grant Agreement entering
into force, the Granting Authority
may terminate the Grant Agree-
ment. In this case, in order to con-
tinue with the project, the Coordi-
nator must: request an amend-
ment, so that any changes needed
to ensure that the project is car-
ried out properly can be made.

This request must be made within
30 days after the missed deadline
for signing the Accession Form.
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The request for an amendment
does not affect the Granting Au-
thority's right to terminate the
Grant Agreement.

For more information, please con-
sult the eGrants online manual.

42 ER/IR I would like to address you a very spe- | First of all, it is important to recall
cific question regarding the subcon- | that, as a general rule, subcon-
tracting costs eligibility, as we are | tracting from beneficiaries to affil-
now working on the SESAR 3 pro- | iated entities is NOT allowed and
posals preparation. the conditions referred in the en-

quiry shall be considered as excep-
In accordance with the Article 6.2.B | tjonal.

Subcontracting costs, the subcon-
tracting from affiliated entities is al- | The beneficiary must prove that
lowed as soon as the following condi- | the framework contract has been
tions are met: "they have a frame- | awarded as per procurement
work contract or the affiliates their | rules, including the respect of best
usual provider, and the subcontractis | value for money and lack of con-
priced at market conditions. Other- | flict of interest.

wise, these affiliates may work in the
action, but they must be identified as | In terms of thresholds, the DES

affiliated entities under Article 8 and | calls do not foresee a specific
declare their own costs." threshold for subcontracting in fi-

nancial terms, however, as speci-
Would you please give me more guid- | fied inthe Annotated Grant Agree-
ance on this? Meaning, how can | ment (AGA) “only limited parts of
these conditions be proven when in- | the action can be subcontracted.
cluding an affiliated entity as subcon- | Limited parts means that subcon-
tractor? Is there any threshold to be | tracting remains proportionate
respected? Are there any activities | both in terms of share of subcon-
excluded from this rule? tracted action tasks as well as in
terms of share in the eligible cost.
The acceptable limit is assessed by
the granting authority based on
the nature of the action which may
vary between funding pro-
grammes and calls”.

In terms of tasks, coordination
tasks of the coordinator cannot be
subcontracted.

43 ER We have only been able to find pro- | As per call conditions for 2025 DES
posal award weights for the criteria | Calls, no weighting will be applied
“Excellence”, “Impact” and “Imple- | to any of the applicable criteria for
mentation” explicitly cited in the | ER proposals.

BAWP for IR proposals. Could you
kindly specify the applicable weights
for ER proposals?
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44

ER/IR

Can an evaluation expert contribute
to a proposal and be part of the eval-
uation team on a different work area?

The SESAR JU takes all measures
to prevent any situation where the
impartial and objective work of
the independent experts could be
compromised by a conflict of in-
terest (Col).

Based on the Col rules, an expert
can be involved in the preparation
of a proposal on work area X and
be evaluator under work area Y,
provided that there is a budget-
split between the work areas,
which is the case for 2025 DES
calls.

45

ER/IR

Where can we find information on
SESAR awarded projects?

Information on awarded SESAR
2020 and SESAR 3 JU projects is
available in SESAR 3 JU Projects
Portal.

46

ER/IR

How should the budget of the Lump
Sum proposal be defined?

In the detailed budget table of a
lump sum proposal, applicants
provide cost estimations for each
cost category per beneficiary (and
affiliated entity if any) and per
work package.

The cost estimations must be an
approximation of actual costs and:

- Are subject to the same eligi-
bility rules as in actual costs
grants

- Must be in line with the ben-
eficiaries normal practices

- Must be reasonable/non-ex-
cessive

- Must be in line with and nec-
essary for the proposed activ-
ities.

47

ER/IR

Is there a specific approach that SJU
will apply for Lump Sum?

The SJU approach about Lump
Sum is described in section 3.1.2
of the project handbook. Appli-
cants are invited to adhere to the
listed principles in particular in
terms of Project/WP structure.

48

ER/IR

How will the assessment of the deliv-
erables of each WP will be done? i.e.
is there a catalogue of requirements
to be checked? Or how?

The deliverables will be assessed
by the SESAR JU as per the quality
assessment of deliverables out-
lined in section 3.6 of the project
handbook.
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The criteria for assessing delivera-
bles are adapted to each type of
deliverable. The complete list of
assessment criteria will be made
available at the project kick-off
meeting.

49 ER/IR Is the choice between the two lump | A single prefinancing of 40% is
sum pre-financing options going to be | foreseen for ER projects and 60%
made per project or are all projects | for IR projects. The amount due,
going to have the same one in the | schedule and modalities will be
Grant Agreement? set out in the Data Sheet (Point
4.2) of the HE Lump Sum Model

Grant Agreement

50 ER/IR As per the lump sum approach, is the | The HE Lump Sum Model Grant
Grant Agreement template going to | Agreement applies.
be changed in the articles 19, 20 and

25 regarding adequate records re- | In particular, there is no contrac-
lated to incurred costs? tual obligation to keep financial

records for the project. Thereis no
reporting of actual costs or use of
resources. There will only be the
need to comply with record keep-
ing under national law or internal

procedures.
51 ER/IR Could you please confirm what one | 1itemisequalto 1 person-month.
item for personnel costs means in the
lump sum detailed budget table: one
person or one person-month?
52 ER/IR If the actual costs of an activity ex- | The consortium is free to spend

ceed the initial estimates in the fi- | the lump sum as they see fit, pro-
nance table, will the funding be based | vided the project is carried out as
on the initial estimates or the actual | described in the grant agreement.

costs?
The granting authority will assume

distribution in accordance with
the lump sum budget table. It
might be in your interest to for-
malise a change of the breakdown
of the lump sum shares via an
amendment. Such budget trans-
fers may be done:

- within the same work pack-
age
- between work packages.

Changes can be requested on the
basis of the technical implementa-
tion of the action and for work
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packages which have not been de-
clared completed and paid.

53

ER/IR

What if lump sum target is not
achieved due to a single beneficiary.
Does that impact all?

The lump sum shares are paid for
work packages completed during
the corresponding reporting pe-
riod and accepted by the granting
authority. If a work package can-
not be completed due to technical
reasons or force majeure, the co-
ordinator should introduce an
amendment request.

If a work package is still incom-
plete at the end of the project, the
lump sum share is paid partially in
line with the degree of comple-
tion, and the grant is reduced by
the corresponding amount. This
amount is determined in a grant
reduction process, including a
contradictory procedure where all
sides are heard.

54

ER/IR

For a Work Package (WP) covering
two reporting periods, do we need to
foresee a single lump sum share and
payment?

There is no change in project de-
sign for lump sum grants. How-
ever, given that each lump sum
WP is paid at the end of each re-
porting period, applicants may de-
cide to split WPs with a long dura-
tion along the reporting periods.

55

ER/IR

Under what circumstances does a
lump sum payout result in a lower
payment to the recipient compared
to the value reported on financial
statements?

This could be the case of partially
completed work packages at the
end of the project.

You are expected to complete all
work packages by the end of the
project. If it is not possible due to
technical reasons or force
majeure, you may declare a partial
work package. In this case, the
lump sum share is paid partially, in
line with the accepted degree of
completion. This means that the
amount reimbursed will corre-
spond to the accepted part of the
work package, which may be less
than the part you declared as
completed.

Please bear in mind that, in the
lump sum reporting, the financial
statements will be automatically
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generated for all beneficiaries on
the basis of the status of the work
packages and the amounts of
lump sum shares attributed to
each beneficiary in the grant
agreement.

56

ER/IR

Can you provide a link to an example
of the budget table?

The lump sum budget is based on
costs estimations included in the
detailed budget table. This excel
file is a mandatory document to
be provided at the submission
phase of your proposal and is
available in the Funding & Tender
Portal under Topic conditions and
documents for each call topic.

57

ER/IR

Is there going to be another oppor-
tunity before 09/2025 to ask more
detailed questions on legal and finan-
cial terms regarding to the Lump Sum
MGA and the payment scheme?

All questions can be sent to SESAR

3 JU calls helpdesk info-call@ses-

We also invite to consult the Lump
sum_funding in Horizon Europe
page where all information on
lump sum funding in Horizon Eu-
rope is brought together. It in-
cludes videos, presentations and
future events.

58

ER/IR

In the Model Grant Agreement, there
is a mention to the annexes and Data
Sheet as part of the necessary docu-
ments. Do you have a specific data
sheet template?

The Data Sheet will be generated
during the grant agreement prep-
aration.

The HE Lump Sum Model Grant
Agreement (including the infor-
mation on the Data Sheet) and its
annexes is the document provided
to applicants for information pur-
poses only. In fact, it is aimed at
assisting applicants in the under-
standing of the provisions that will
be applied to the Grant Agree-
ment if the proposal will be
awarded for funding.

59

ER/IR

Are flight test costs eligible when in-
curred by a non-EU entity and
charged to an EU entity participating
in a SESAR project?

The rules applicable to eligibility of
flight test costs are the same rules
that apply to eligibility of all other
costs, including the entity’s place
of establishment.

For all details on costs, please re-
fer to Article 6 - Eligible and ineli-
gible costs and contributions of
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the Annotated Grant Agreement
(AGA).

60 ER/IR Can an NGO participate to SESAR 3 JU | Yes, NGOs can participate in the
calls? SESAR 3 JU calls.

61 ER/IR Can a company be a “Partner” in a | Yes, an applicant participating as
project X and a “Sub-contractor” in | partner in Project X can be sub-
another project Y? contractor in another project Y un-

der the same call. Please remind
that rules applying to subcontract-
ing are laid down in the HE Lump
Sum Model Grant Agreement (Art.
9.3).

62 ER/IR Is there a % as minima required to get | No. In the context of lump sum

the funding in case of non-completion
of a work package?

grants under Horizon Europe (HE),
the completion status is deter-
mined based on the activities and
deliverables outlined in the grant
agreement. For a work package
(WP) to be declared "completed"
or "partially completed," the con-
sortium should assess the extent
to which the activities, milestones,
and deliverables described in the
WP have been implemented as
per the grant agreement or any
approved amendments.

During each reporting period, the
coordinator indicates the comple-
tion status of a WP (compared to
the activities planned in the grant
agreement) in the portal. A WP
can only be declared in the portal
as “partially completed” in the fi-
nal reporting period of the pro-

ject.

- Interim reporting period: WPs
can only be marked as either
0% (not completed) or 100%
(completed). It is not possible
to request partial payment
for a WP at interim reporting
stage and partially completed
WPs can still be completed
and reported in the final pe-
riod.

- Final reporting period: It is
possible to declare a WP as
“partially completed”, with a
specific percentage (between
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0% and 100%). This percent-
age must reflect the share of
activities implemented com-
pared to the activities
planned in the grant agree-
ment and must be supported
by a technical justification. In
this case, the grant will be re-
duced by the corresponding
amount. This amount is de-
termined in a grant reduction
process, including a contra-
dictory procedure where all
sides are heard.

More information on the SJU ap-
proach on the WP completion are
available under section 3.1.2 in
the SESAR 3 project handbook.

Further details on the reporting
and payment process are also
available in the Lump sum report-
ing page available on the Funding
and Tenders portal.

63

ER/IR

Under which format the budget table
has to be uploaded in the Funding
and Tender Portal?

For the submission of your pro-
posal, please note that the F&T
Portal allows the detailed budget
table excel files to be uploaded in
xls, .xIsx, and .ods formats.

Please bear in mind that any
budget table that is altered from
the original template or is unread-
able may lead to declare your pro-
posal inadmissible.

Should you have any further ques-
tion related to the file itself please
contact the Research Enquiry Ser-
vice - European Commission.

64

ER/IR

If a work package cannot be fully
completed for justified reasons, is
there a budget flexibility to reallocate
the balance to other WPs requiring
more funds? Is an amendment re-
quired?

Budget transfer within the same
work package or between work
packages is possible if it is justified
by the technical implementation
of the action.

SESAR JU will assume distribution
of the payment in accordance with
the lump sum budget table Annex
2 of the Grant Agreement. If ben-
eficiaries want to formalize the
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changes in Annex 2, an amend-
ment will be required.

65

ER/IR

Under which format should we work
with the budget table for Lump Sum?

For the submission of your pro-
posal, please note that the F&T
Portal allows the detailed budget
table excel files to be uploaded in
xls, .xIsx, and .ods formats. It is
applicants’  responsibility  to
choose using, in the preparation
of the budget table, any collabora-
tive tool (e.g google sheets, open
office etc.) and to ensure that the
submitted file is completed as
specified in the call conditions and
guidance documents (e.g. the F&T
portal Proposal forms). Any
budget tables that are altered
from the original template or are
unreadable may lead to declare
your proposal inadmissible.

Should you have any further ques-
tion related to any IT aspects,
please contact the IT Helpdesk
available via the F&T portal.

66

ER/IR

Could you please confirm that entities
from Lebanon are eligible to partici-
pate in the SESAR JU calls?

Yes, participants from Lebanon
are eligible for funding under Hori-
zon Europe (ref. the List of Partici-
pating Countries in Horizon Eu-
rope), as Lebanon is classified as a
low- to middle-income country.
However, please note that this el-
igibility is subject to compliance
with any applicable EU restrictive
measures or sanctions as stated in
the footnote. In the context of
Horizon Europe, the relevant re-
strictions concern the prohibition
of making funds or economic re-
sources directly or indirectly avail-
able to designated entities or indi-
viduals. According to the most re-
cent data from the EU Sanctions
Map and the consolidated list
maintained by DG FISMA, there
are currently six individuals of Leb-
anese nationality subject to EU
sanctions. Therefore, unless an
applicant is specifically listed
among those sanctioned individu-
als, the sanctions do not apply,
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and participation in the call re-
mains at today’s date unaffected.

67

ER/IR

Will Affiliated Entities have the same
rights as Beneficiaries in terms of
communication requirements? This
includes adding the logos to the pro-
ject documents, mentioning the com-
pany in the presentation of results
and in general being part of dissemi-
nation activities.

Yes, all obligations under the HE
Lump Sum Model Grant Agree-
ment (ref. Art 8) are extended to
affiliated entities and beneficiar-
ies must ensure that these obliga-
tions also apply to their affiliated
entities.

The same communication, dis-
semination and exploitation provi-
sions HE Lump Sum Model Grant
Agreement (ref. Art 17) are ex-
tended to affiliated entities (AE).

Please also notice that, besides
making sure the obligations under
the agreement also apply to their
AE, the beneficiary to which the
AE is linked, remains responsible
towards the granting authority for
the work carried out by its affili-
ated entities.

More details on the SJU approach
for communication, dissemination
and exploitation are available in
the Info Day presentation, slides
61-65.

68

ER/IR

How can we include in the file for
lump sum budget man-months of a
person who is actively involved in the
project management without re-
questing any budget?

The Excel Lump Sum budget table
allows personnel effort (‘items’) to
be entered with a value cost (‘cost
per item’) of zero. This means that
the effort is acknowledged with-
out generating any associated
cost.

Therefore, it is possible to indicate
the participation of a person un-
der any WP, even if no budget is
requested for this effort.

69

ER/IR

Can Brazil, be a partner of the pro-
jects?

The SESAR programme is aligned
to Horizon Europe and is open to
participants from non-associated
non-EU countries such as Brazil.

Entities established in Brazil can
take part in DES calls without re-
ceiving funding from the EU.
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However, as indicated in the List
of Participating Countries in Hori-
zon Europe, they can receive ex-
ceptional funding, if SJU considers
that their participation as a bene-
ficiary is essential for implement-
ing the project.

Please also note that, countries
not listed in the documents men-
tioned above do not count for the
minimum consortium eligibility re-
quirements.

70

ER/IR

Can Singapore be a partner of the
projects?

The SESAR programme is aligned
to Horizon Europe and is open to
participants from non-associated
non-EU countries such as Singa-
pore.

Entities established in Singapore
can take part in DES calls without
receiving funding from the EU.

However, as indicated in the List
of Participating Countries in Hori-
zon Europe, they can receive ex-
ceptional funding, if SJU considers
that their participation as a bene-
ficiary is essential for implement-
ing the project.

Please also note that, countries
not listed in the document men-
tioned above do not count for the
minimum consortium eligibility re-
quirements.

71

ER/IR

Can China be a partner of the pro-
jects?

As outlined in the General An-
nexes of Horizon Europe Work
Programme, legal entities estab-
lished in China are eligible to par-
ticipate to Research and Innova-
tion Actions (RIAs) and to Coordi-
nation and Support Actions (CSA).
However, they are not eligible to
participate in Innovation Actions
(IAs), in any capacity (e.g. as bene-
ficiaries, affiliated entities, or sub-
contractors), unless an exception
is granted on a case-by-case basis
for justified reasons.

Legal entities established in China
participate without receiving EU
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funding. However, as indicated in
the List of Participating Countries
in _Horizon Europe, exceptional
funding can be received, if SJU
considers that their participation
as a beneficiary is essential for im-
plementing the project.

Please further consult the above
documents for any up-to-date in-
formation on applicable restrictive
measures and further eligibility re-

quirements.

72 IR Can you please clarify the require- | As outlined in the Bi-Annual Work
ments regarding the participation of | Programme (BAWP), WA4-1 re-
airports in WA 4-1? quires the participation of
Are there any further recommenda- | - at least three airports and

tions or requirements (e.g. number of
passengers, flights, civil/military, | - either include an established ATS

weather/geographical conditions)? airport system manufacturer or
provide evidence that the consor-
tium has the operational and tech-
nical capability to build the ATS
airport system prototypes re-
quired for the research at the re-
quired maturity level.

In addition, compliance with the
general eligibility provisions of
Horizon Europe, as set out in the
General Annexes to Horizon Eu-
rope Work Programme is re-
quired.

This implies that the consortium
will have to respect the require-
ment of three legal entities inde-
pendent from each other and
each established in a different
country as follows:

e at least one independent legal
entity established in a Member
State; and

e at least two other independent
legal entities, each established in
different Member States or Asso-
ciated Countries.
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73

ER/IR

Is it requested to upload an annex for
ethics and where can a template be
found?

No. In fact, the proposals ethics re-
view is carried out systematically
in all proposals, based on a self-as-
sessment included in the proposal
Part A, section 4 Ethics and Secu-
rity.

Even though the system gives the
possibility of uploading a docu-
ment, this is not mandatory and
remains an option.

74

ER/IR

Can a new company participate to SJU
as a new entity without closed finan-
cial data?

Yes. The Rules for Financial Capac-
ity assessment (published in the
Funding & Tenders Portal under
the Guidance and Documents sec-
tion), specifically in section 4.2.2
List of Documents and Infor-
mation, include provisions for as-
sessing the financial capacity of
cases, such as newly established
entities.

Participants will be asked by the
Validation Services of the Euro-
pean Commission to submit the
needed documents and infor-
mation, at a later stage.

Should you have any further ques-
tion on the validation process,
please introduce your request to
the Research Enquiry Service.
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2. CALL CONDITIONS - PROGRAMME AND TECHNICAL

N. Call Question SESAR 3 JU Answer

1 ER/IR Where can we find the SESAR 3 | If the proposal evaluation and grant
templates for project deliverables? | agreement preparation is successful,

SESAR 3 templates will be distributed at
kick off meeting.

2 ER/IR Is it mandatory to include an 'Ethics' | No, if the proposal is successful and if
work package at proposal stage? ethics issues will need to be addressed, a

dedicated work package (and delivera-
ble(s)) will be added to the work plan
during grant agreement preparation.

3 IR For the IR call, in the presentation | For WA 3-1 and 4-1, proposals must
provided during the SESAR 3 JU | demonstrate that the project will meet
Calls Information Day, it is men- | all the nine capabilities presented with
tioned that proposals should de- | ‘shall’ statements in the same project to
scribe how the new platform(s) will | pass the evaluation. It is recommended
achieve the full list of nine required | that proposals include a table explaining
capabilities. how each of the nine capabilities is ad-

dressed.
If an entity participates for exam-
ple, in one IR2 work area, WA3 (IR- | In contrast, the elements listed under
3) or WA4 (IR-4) proposal, does that | Scope (R&I) needs are intended as an il-
mean that all the capabilities will | lustration of the potential content; as
have to be addressed in the same | stated in the specification, the list is not
proposal? And, if this is not the | meant as prescriptive. Proposals may
case, the submitted proposal will | notaddress all the elements and may ad-
not be considered for evaluation? dress other elements that are not on the
list (provided their contribution to the
achievement of the expected outcomes
and alignment to the development prior-
ities in the ATM Master Plan are well jus-
tified). However, when an R&I element
in the list is addressed, the requirements
stated as ‘shall’ statements in the de-
scription of the element must be ad-
dressed.
The same approach applies for all WAs
under HORIZON-SESAR-2025-DES-IR-02
call.

4 IR For IR2, shall WA3-1 and WA4-1 | Yes, the aim is to develop the next gen-
proposals only consist of totally | eration of ATS platforms as stated in the
newly developed platforms? technical specifications.

5 IR For IR2, WA3-1, 93 M EUR are fore- | The SESAR 3 JU cannot assume how
seen over three projects. Do you ex- | many proposals will be submitted under
pect to receive a proposal of each of | a given topic.
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the big manufacturers for WA3-1
and only two proposals for WA4-1?

The call defines per each WA the “maxi-
mum expected EU contribution per pro-
ject.

This means that:

- in WA3-1, should more than three pro-
posals be considered as above the
threshold during the evaluation phase,
and should the total of the requested EU
contribution not exceed the WA3-1 total
allocated budget of 93 MEUR, more than
three proposals could be awarded

- in WA4-1, similarly, more than 2 pro-
posals above the threshold could be se-
lected providing that the total of the re-
quested EU contribution does not ex-
ceed the WA4-1 total allocated budget of
24 MEUR.

In addition, the usual budgetary flexibil-
ity rules apply.

ER/IR

It seems that ER WA1-2,3,4,5 have
an expected budget of 10M EUR,
however it's supposed to grant one
project per call with max. contribu-
tion of 1M each. Could you please
clarify?

We confirm that under the call HORI-
ZON-SESAR-2025-DES-ER-03, the budget
for WA 1isin total 10 MEUR. The call de-
fines per each WA the “maximum ex-
pected EU contribution per project”,
which is the maximum amount that
SESAR 3 JU agrees to finance per each se-
lected proposal. For WA 1 (topics from 1
to 4) the maximum expected EU contri-
bution per project is 1 MEUR.

This means that in each topic (WA1.1-4)
more than 1 proposal above the thresh-
old could be selected, providing that the
maximum requested EU contribution per
proposal does not exceed 1 MEUR, and
providing that the total of the requested
EU contribution of all selected proposals
does not exceed the WA1.1-4 total allo-
cated budget of 10 M EURO.

What opportunities are available in
the SESAR Industrial Research call
for exploring long-term solutions
for ATC-ATC exchanges, and how do
these align with the research and
innovation needs of WA1.1, partic-
ularly with regards to TBO integra-
tion and global interoperability?

The future of ATC-ATC information ex-
change will only be fully realised if the
platforms themselves evolve, which is a
central focus of WA3-1. Furthermore,
seamless ATC-ATC coordination is part of
regional TBO thread in the TBO roadmap
in the ATM MP. The next generation of
ATS platforms (WA 3-1) must therefore
enable TBO phase 3 and hence must
cover ATC-ATC information exchanges
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required for TBO phase 3 which is also a
focus of WA1-1.

proposed architecture for the new
ATS platforms in WA3-1 must be
aligned to the new service delivery
model described in the Master Plan,
which aims at enabling the integra-
tion of components provided by
various system providers to facili-
tate multi-vendor solutions. How-
ever, the specification only requires
one ATS system-manufacturer in
the consortium. Will proposals from
consortia including just one ATS
manufacturer be penalised vs. pro-
posals from consortia including two
or more ATS system -manufactur-
ers?

8 ER The guidelines states that proposals | Yes. There are three elements in WA 1-3:
should not cover the full scope de- | quantum computing applications to
scribed in the call HORIZON-SESAR- | ATM, post-quantum cryptography in
2025-DES-ER-03-WA1-3, but as we | ATM and quantum sensing applications.
are preparing a proposal, the fol- | It is possible for a proposal to address
lowing query arises: is it possible to | only one or two of the three elements.
cover the scope of 1. Quantum
Computing (QC) applications in
ATM + 2. Post-quantum cryptog-
raphy in ATM and not cover the part
of 3 Quantum sensing applications
in a proposal or should we cover
something in all these three areas?

9 IR It has been mentioned during the | Yes, proposals must demonstrate that
Info-day that proposals should de- | the proposed project meets all nine ca-
scribe how the new platform(s) will | pabilities listed under “the targeted ATS
achieve the full list of nine required | (WA 3-1) or airport (WA 4-1) platforms
capabilities. shall enable the following capabilities” in

the call specification. All nine capabili-
If we participate in one IR-3 or IR-4 | ties must be addressed in the same pro-
project, does that mean that all the | ject.
capabilities will have to be ad-
dressed in this project? And, if this
is not the case, the project in ques-
tion will not be considered for eval-
uation?
10 IR The specification states that the | As stated in the specification, these re-

quirements are expressed as “minimum
requirements”. Furthermore, the pro-
posed target architecture for the new
ATS platforms in WA 3-1 must be aligned
with the service delivery model outlined
in the Master Plan for a typical ACC. This
target architecture relies on open ATM
patterns enabling integration of compo-
nents provided by various system pro-
viders to facilitate multi-vendor solu-
tions using open platforms and inter-
faces” (ref. https://www.sesarju.eu/ser-

vicedelivery).

Independently of the number of ATS sys-
tem manufacturers in the consortium,
proposals must demonstrate that that
they align to this new target architecture
that relies on open ATM patterns in a
satisfactory manner. It is up to each con-

29



https://www.sesarju.eu/servicedelivery
https://www.sesarju.eu/servicedelivery

EDITION 01.01.00

sortium to demonstrate how their pro-
posed approach will address these re-
quirements which will form the basis for
the evaluation.

11 IR In IR-2 WA-6-1, the list of R&I needs | Indeed, this is an editorial mistake in the
includes "Operation of open and @ specification. The R&I need should be ti-
certified drones in controlled air- | tled "Operation of open and specific
space without dynamic airspace re- | drones in controlled airspace without dy-
configuration (DAR)"; since the op- | namic airspace reconfiguration (DAR)",
eration of certified drones in con- | and is aimed at researching the opera-
trolled airspace is covered in WA 5 | tion of specific drones in controlled air-
for IFR RPAS and does not require | space beyond what is currently foreseen
DAR, this R&I need appears to not | in the U-space regulation IR 2021/664
be relevant. Is this a mistake? (which only foresees such operations

through the use of DAR)"

12 IR The text describing the scope of | This is an editorial mistake: architecture
WA7-1 starts with "The scope co- | activities are covered in WA 7-2, and the
vers the support to SESAR perfor- | word performance is repeated by mis-
mance related activities. architec- | take. The opening paragraph should
ture activities (i.e. architecture | read: The scope covers the support to
modelling framework and support) | SESAR performance related activities.
and performance activities", but
the description of the topic does The text “architecture activities (i.e., ar-
not mention architecture, and per- chitecture modelling framework and
formance was already mentioned | support) and performance activities"
earlier in the same sentence. shall be ignored.

13 IR Can a European entity claim eligible | Flight tests are acceptable validation
costs for TRL6-7 flight tests in Eu- | techniques for all TRL levels, provided
rope for TBO and HCATM via ecoDe- | their link to the validation for the target
monstrator program? What costs | maturity level is well justified in the pro-
are eligible? posal. The rules applicable to eligibility of

flight test costs are the same rules that
apply to eligibility of all other costs.

14 ER/IR For IR there a CDE plan is requested | All the DES projects are expected to pro-
but it has been said during the Info- | duce and maintain a communication,
Day that Dissemination is NOT part | dissemination and exploitation (CDE)
of the project, can you explain, pls? | plan documenting all the planned activi-

ties in these areas. The plan should cover
the communication objectives, high-
level messages, short publishable de-
scriptions and a schedule of actions to be
implemented across a range of channels
with a view to reaching a broader, non-
ATM audience. The plan should also in-
clude a strategy to disseminate the pro-
ject’s results as well as make best use of
the project results (exploitation of pro-
ject results).
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15 IR As we expect a convergency of U-
space and ATM, are the U-space so-
lutions already considered as ATM
solutions? Does TRL maturity of
ATM scale apply to both?

The same maturity scale and criteria ap-
ply to all SESAR solutions (whether they
apply to ATM, U-space airspace, or
both).

16 ER/IR The target automation level is the
same for all the proposals?

Yes, as stated in the call specifications,
proposals must describe how they con-
tribute to the achievement of automa-
tion level 4 as defined in the ATM Master
Plan within a pre-defined scope and be
able to revert to automation level 3 or
lower outside of this scope (when a task
becomes too complex for automation to
handle), or describe how the proposed
concept will effectively operate in such
an environment.

17 ER/IR Does one WP per reporting period
mean that the proposal is not struc-
tured anymore on one WP per solu-
tion?

As explained in the project handbook
section 3.1.2, a SESAR Solution develop-
ment / research activity should be cov-
ered by only one work package (WP) per
reporting period, i.e. for a project with
two reporting period, the SESAR Solution
development activities should be split
into a first WP covering the first report-
ing period and a second WP covering the
second reporting period.

18 ER/IR Can one Solution be organised with
different work packages?

A research activity (e.g. for ER projects)
or a SESAR Solution development (e.g.
for IR projects) should be covered by
only one work package (WP) per report-
ing period as per the recommendations
made in the project handbook section
3.1.2.

Applicants shall pay attention to the fact
that work packages must be defined ac-
cording to the duration of the Grant
Agreement / reporting period and shall
be considered as major sub-division of
the work plan of the project. A single ac-
tivity or a single task is not a WP.

19 ER Is it so that all the ER projects, ad-
dressing WA1 and WA2, are ex-
pected to achieve TRL1 at least, or
it is TRL2 at least for WA2?

Projects in WA 1 must target TRL1, while
for WA2 they must target TRL2. Notie
that for WA1 there may be no “solution”
at the start of the project, so the objec-
tive must be to define a solution and at-
tain TRL1 at the end of the project, while
for WA2 the expectation is that the pro-
posal already outlines a concept (that
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has to some extent be researched be-
fore) and describes a path to attain TRL2.

20

Can the scores of the ATS Platform
proposals be changed after the
hearings?

Yes. For WA 3-1 and WA 4-1, all appli-
cants who have submitted proposals will
be invited to participate in a hearing. The
purpose of these hearings will be to clar-
ify specific elements of the proposals
and provide the necessary clarifications
to allow the evaluation committee to es-
tablish its final assessment and scores
enhancing the evaluation committee’s
understanding of the proposals to en-
sure a thorough and accurate evaluation.

The evaluation committee will integrate
the information gathered during the
hearing into the overall assessment,
which indeed may affect the final score
in areas where clarification was neces-
sary.

21

In IR2, WA4-1 refers to next gener-
ation platform for airport ops and
not ATS platform?

WA 4 has two sub-work areas: WA 4-1 is
focused on airport ATS platforms, and
WA 4-2 is focused on airport non-ATS
platforms. However, it is recognised that
there may be a need to address both ATS
and non-ATS platforms in the same pro-
ject, e.g. to address their integration or
validate the whole value chain, and for
this reason the tile of WA4-1 refers to
airport platforms (in general) rather than
ATS platforms.

22

In ER-03, WA2-1: Autom. of security
risk assessment. Is the purpose of
the tool only to support Part-IS, or
should it also support SecRAM
and/or SecRA for airworthiness?

The objective is to develop automated
support to reduce the effort required by
aviation organisations (e.g. ANSPs, air-
lines, ADSPs) to comply with Part-IS re-
quirements to address information secu-
rity risks during ATM operations at the
entity level. This includes organisational
procedures to ensure adequate protec-
tion when operating ATM/ANS certified
ground or airborne equipment whose
certification includes security objectives.
However, the SECRAM/SECRA for initial
airworthiness of ATM-relevant airborne
equipment or ATM/ANS ground systems
is not in scope.

23

For IR2 fast track projects, should
apply agile methodology?

There is no requirement to apply a spe-
cific methodology beyond the SESAR So-
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lution development and validation pro-
cess detailed in the project handbook
section 2.2.

24 ER/IR Can EASA be involved in a proposal | Consortia interested to involve EASA in
and how its participation and activ- | their project, as described in the call text,
ities should be indicated and de- | can forward their queries to: SESAR re-
scribed in the proposal? quests@easa.europa.eu

EASA will share a template with inter-
ested projects/proposals for the estab-
lishment of a service contract.

25 ER/IR Are costs of EASA contributions eli- | The cost related to the contribution of
gible and under which category EASA to a project beneficiary may be eli-

gible subject to compliance with the eli-
gibility rules under Article 6 of the HE
Lump Sum Model Grant Agreement.

The costs of EASA can be included in the
detailed budget table in accordance to
Article 6.2 C.3 of the Annotated Grant
Agreement (AGA) — purchase costs for
other goods, works and services.

26 ER/IR Any alternatives to finance EASA | Please see with EASA via the email.
contribution other than from the
Project budget itself - for example
using an SJU/EASA underlying
agreement for all projects?

27 IR Is the development of GBAS Dual | The development of GBAS Cat II/Ill Dual
Frequency Multi-constellation area | Frequency Multi-constellation leverag-
included in SESAR 3 JU calls and | ing GALILEO is in scope of IR-02 WA3-2.
which would be the expected TRL?

As explained in the general principles of
the IR-2 call, the target maturity level for
WA 3 is TRL6, but proposals can also tar-
get a lower TRL if duly justified, as may
be the case, if the proposal identifies the
need to conduct TRL4 validations.

In the footnote for WA 3.2, it is noted
that there may be a need to revalidate to
TRL4 level the applicability to GAST-E for
what had already been validated to TRL4
for GAST-F.

28 IR How can we write proposals so that | Details on dependencies among work ar-
dependencies among Working Ar- | eas (WAs), are included in the Info-Day
eas of the SESAR 3 IR2 call are ex- | recording and presentation (slides 29
plained properly. and 35).
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29

ER/IR

What is SESAR JU guidance to in-
volve PSO (pilot or controller ex-
perts) in the project?

SJU recommends having the required ex-
pertise to cover the solution develop-
ment needs. Therefore, pilots and/or
controllers might be required to bring
the operational expertise to the develop-
ment and validation of the solutions.

For PSOs’, please refer to the Annotated
Grant Agreement (AGA) Art. 6 - Eligible
and Ineligible costs and contributions, to
determine the nature and the eligibility
of the cost (based on the specific activi-
ties you are planning) and the most suit-
able category.

30

For Next generation ATS platform
for airport operations HORIZON-
SESAR-2025-DES-IR-02-WA4-1, can
you please elaborate on "At least
three airports" as a requirement,
what involvement or contribution is
expected from the airports?

The involvement of the airports is ex-
pected to support the implementation of
the proposal activities in line with the
scope of Work Area 4-1 (WA4-1). WA4-1
focuses on airport ATS platforms. How-
ever, integration of these platforms into
relevant Airport operational environ-
ment is required hence the need to in-
volve 3 airports in order to cover differ-
ent perspectives of platforms opera-
tions. The involvement of the airports
should be aligned with the technical and
operational objectives of WA4-1.

Moreover, relevant information on IR02,
WA4 can be found on the Info-Day re-
cording and presentation, available
here; in particular, the General principles
and slides 30, 37 and 38 cover related as-
pects.

31

ER

Is it correct that under HORIZON-
SESAR-2025-DES-ER-03-WA2-2
there would be at least 1 project for
WA2-1 and WA2-2 each, up to a
max of 2 million Euros?

We confirm that under the call HORI-
ZON-SESAR-2025-DES-ER-03, the budget
for Work Area 2 (WA 2) is in total 14
MEUR. The BAWP 2024-2025 Annex Il
defines per each WA the “maximum ex-
pected EU contribution per project”,
which is the maximum amount that
SESAR 3 JU intends to finance per each
selected proposal. For WA 2 (topics 1
and 2) the maximum expected EU contri-
bution per project is 2 MEUR.

This means that in each topic (WA2.1-2)
more than 1 proposal above the thresh-
old could be selected, providing that the
maximum requested EU contribution per
proposal does not exceed 2 MEUR, and
providing that the total of the requested
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EU contribution of all selected proposals
does not exceed the WA2.1-2 total allo-
cated budget of 14 MEUR.

32

Regarding the call HORIZON-SESAR-
2025-DES-IR-02-WAS5-3, would you
please clarify the following?

e Do we define 1 WP per solution
per reporting period (same title
- both starting and ending
within the reporting period)?

e Concerning the SESAR project's
mandatory deliverables (SPR-
INTEROP/OSED, TS/IRS, VALP,
VALR and VALP,etc. ), do we
need as many mandatory deliv-
erables as we have solutions?

e Do we need these deliverables
replicated per WP per period?
Or (for most of them) only in
the last reporting period?

e Can you please also confirm
that when the solution is split
into 2WPs it is expected that
they have same title - both
starting and ending within the
reporting period?

As outlined in the project handbook,
each SESAR Solution is defined by a
set of technical deliverables. Consid-
ering that SESAR Solutions can vary
in nature, scope and maturity level,
ensuring a seamless transition from
research and innovation to deploy-
ment requires that a project devel-
ops and submits a distinct set of
technical deliverables for each
SESAR Solution within its scope. For
example, if a project is developing
two SESAR Solutions targeting TRL6
(Solution A and Solution B), it shall
produce and submit one TS/IRS for
Solution A and another TS/IRS for
Solution B, one CBA for Solution A
and another CBA for Solution B, etc.
The deliverables expected to be sub-
mitted per reporting period depend
on the logical sequence of delivera-
bles and the project lifecycle and
planned progress.

The SESAR JU strongly encourages
projects to schedule the submission
of draft technical deliverables along
the lifecycle of the R&I activities to
de-risk any possible rejection of de-
liverables should the quality of the
documents not be met (see project
handbook, section 2.2.5). Therefore,
it is expected that at least one in-
terim version of a SESAR Solution’s
SPR-INTEROP/OSED will be submit-
ted in the work package linked to
the first reporting period. Addition-
ally, the final version (and, poten-
tially, intermediate version(s)) of the
SPR-INTEROP/OSED shall be submit-
ted in the work package linked to
the final reporting period, as this de-
liverable serves as the foundation
for describing a SESAR Solution.
However, if the planning of the vali-
dation activities is completed during
the first reporting period, it is only
expected to see (at least) one VALP
associated to the work package
linked to the first reporting period,
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with no additional VALP required in
the second reporting period.

e The consortium is free to name the
work packages within a proposal
provided that the requirements as-
sociated with the milestones ap-
proach and lump sum approach de-
tailed in section 3.1 of the project
handbook are adhered to.

33

ER

Would a proposal addressing trajec-
tory optimisation and the handling
of large data volumes specifically in
the U-space context be considered
eligible under this U-space?

U3 U-space services, IAM and vertiports
research activities are planned to be de-
veloped in the IR2- WA6.

There is no U-space research activities
identified in the ER3 call specifications.

However, Topic HORIZON-SESAR-2025-
DES-ER-03-WA1-4: Fundamental re-
search for other topics; allows research
on elements not covered by the other
fundamental research topics.Therefore,
fundamental research trajectory optimi-
sation and the handling of large data vol-
umes in a U-space context might be pos-
sible providing that the proposal demon-
strates how the scope of the proposed
research is aligned to the ATM Master
Plan vision and how the expected out-
comes will contribute to one or more of
the five key transformation levers de-
scribed in the ATM Master Plan.

34

Development action IR-4-03 is con-
cerned with cyber-resilience among
others, but it is only one topic
within scope ('Smart airports') that
explicitly addresses it. However, as-
pects of cyber-resilience could be
essential for other topics, e.g. col-
laborative APOC operations.

Could a proposal make the scope of
that specific topic even more spe-
cific than the description provided,
so long of course it addresses the
development actions as required?

Yes, the objective is that whatever de-
tailed R&I needs are selected or pro-
posed, the proposal should contribute to
advancing the development actions in
the ATM Master Plan; in this case IR-4-
03: Cyber-resilience and cyber-security
capabilities enabling the next generation
of airport platforms, under WA4-2.

36




	1 Document history

