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SERVICESOF
NICER



Á= national structures established and financed by governments of EU MS and AC (states 
associated to HE)

Ágive personalised support on the spot and in applicants' own languages

NATIONALCONTACTPOINTSOFHE (NCP)

Where to find them

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/support/ncp?order=ASC&pageNumber=0&pageSize=50&countries=20000832,20000839,20000841,20000911,20000871,20000872,20000875,20000880,20000885,20000890,20000873,20000902,20000913,20000915,20000922,20000946,20000944,20000945,20000960,20000973,20000986,20000990,20000994,20001005,20001004,20000883,20001001


NICER= NATIONALINFORMATIONCENTRE FOR
EUROPEAN RESEARCH
Áprovides a complete portfolio of 

services necessary for 
participation in international 
cooperation in research, 
development and innovation

Áteam of NCPs officially appointed 
by the Ministry of Education, Youth 
and Sports in all priorities and 
horizontal activities of HE 

Áour mission = to help increase the 
participation of national teams in 
HE and thereby contribute to 
improving the quality of Czech 
research ÁWhereto find us

https://www.horizontevropa.cz/en/national-contacts
https://www.tc.cz/en/contacts
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NICER

Trainings and information
events

Consultations

Analysis of the FP 
participation

Support to public 
administration

Publication activities
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WHATARE WEDOING?

www.horizontevropa.cz

http://www.horizontevropa.cz/


Get feedback from European Commission evaluators to 
fine- tune your project before submission!

ü the Technology Centre Prague offers free pre -
screening for Czech applicants who:

ÁAre coordinators or work package leaders in 
Clusters 1 6ͬ, Widening & ERA, EIC Pathfinder, or 
Partnerships

ü register for the service ahead of time

Need help? Find out more or contact us.

PREPARINGA PROJECT PROPOSAL?

https://www.horizontevropa.cz/en/you-might-interested/support-to-coordinators/information/yiifnews/2256


HORIZON EUROPE



HORIZON EUROPESTRUCTURE

EuropeanResearchCouncil

Marie Sklodowska-Curie

ResearchInfrastructures

EuropeanInnovationCouncil

EuropeanInnovation

Ecosystems

European Institute of

Innovation & Technology

Joint ResearchCentre

PILLAR I
EXCELLENT SCIENCE

PILLAR II
GLOBAL CHALLENGES &

INDUSTRIAL COMPETITIVENESS

PILLAR III
INNOVATIVE EUROPE

Clusters

ÁHealth

ÁCulture, Creativity & Inclusive Society

ÁCivil Security for Society

ÁDigital, Industry & Space

ÁClimate, Energy & Mobility

ÁFood, Bioeconomy, Natural Resources, 

Agriculture & Environment

WIDENING PARTICIPATION AND STRENGTHENING THE EUROPEAN RESEARCH AREA
Wideningparticipation & spreadingexcellence| Reforming & Enhancing the European R&I system



MISSIONSIN HORIZON EUROPE

= portfolio of activities with a significant impact across disciplines and sectors with the aim :

Á to achieve a measurable objective within a specified timeframe that could not be achieved 
by individual actions

Áto influence society and policy - making through science and technology

Áto solve problems of relevance to a wide range of European citizens

ü specific calls to implement the missions; in the first 3 years a maximum of 10% of the 
annual budget of Pillar II



EUROPEAN 
PARTNERSHIPS
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ÁWHO? Large international consortia - min 3 
partners (usually more ) from 3 EU Member 
States or Associated Countries, at least 1 
from EU

ÁWHAT? The call consists of a number of 
prescribed specific topics that must be 
followed

ÁWHY? Usually 100% funding rate (except for 
Innovation actions for profit organisations)

RESEARCHPROJECTS



INTERNATIONAL COOPERATION

What about countries outside EU MS and Associated countries?

ÁGenerally supported in all topics

Á͵CŁăŇűŢêĥĎĈͺ ĬŁ ŦŇŀĎ ŭŇşĬăŦ͗

üŇĤŭĎŁ ƆĬŭĪ ê ŦşĎăĬĤĬă ŢĎĥĬŇŁ͖ Ď͕ĥ͕ ŭŇşĬă ŇŁ ͵Developing agroecology living labs and lighthouses 
for climate action under the Food and Nutrition Security and Sustainable Agriculture (FNSSA) 
şêŢŭŁĎŢŦĪĬşͺ(the project must involve at least three independent legal entities established in 
Africa )

Funding

ÁEU Member States and Associated Countries on equal terms

ÁParticipants from ca 130 low - and middle- income countries automatically funded 

ÁDeveloped countries only in exceptional cases

ÁNo funding for Russia, Belarus



RIA / IA / CSA
Research and Innovation action

ñ Research activities , basic and applied research, testing

ñ Limited demonstration activities

Innovation action

ñ Development of prototypes , testing, demonstrating , 
piloting , validation , market replication

ñ Limited research activities

Coordination and support action

ñ Cooperation and networking

ñ Best- practice , awareness raising , policy dialogues

ñ Only exceptionally research and development activities

Indirect costs = 25 %of
direct costs



TECHNOLOGY READINESSLEVEL

ÁTRL allows to assess the 
maturity/readiness of a technology or 
solution

ÁIn Horizont Evropa indicator of the activiies
expected in the project :

ü lower TRL ͬ more basic research

ü Higher TRL ͬ more applied research and 
activities close to the market

ü Indication of TRL in the topic description

ÁTRL 1 ðbasic principles observed

ÁTRL 2 ðtechnology concept formulated

ÁTRL 3 ðexperimental proof of concept

ÁTRL 4 ðtechnology validated in lab

ÁTRL 5 ðtechnology validated in relevant environment 
(industrially relevant environment in the case of key enabling 
technologies)

ÁTRL 6 ðtechnology demonstrated in relevant environment 
(industrially relevant environment in the case of key enabling 
technologies)

ÁTRL 7 ðsystem prototype demonstration in operational 
environment

ÁTRL 8 ðsystem complete and qualified

ÁTRL 9 ðactual system proven in operational environment 
(competitive manufacturing in the case of key enabling 
technologies; or in space)



FUNDING& TENDER OPPORTUNITIESPORTAL
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding - tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/home

ÁCall for proposals
VSearch according

key words or
structure of
programme

Á Reference Documents
VWork programmes
V Templates
V Model agreement

ÁRegistration
VOrganisations, 

individuals
VProject management

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/home


ÁPersonnel contacts (research, 
şűāĻĬăêŭĬŇŁŦ͖ ăŇŁĤĎŢĎŁăĎŦ͖ ĤĎĻĻŇƆŦĪĬşŦ͖͙ͥ

ÁPartner search tools 

ÁCORDISdatabase

HOWTO GETINTOCONSORTIUM?

https://cordis.europa.eu/projects


CORDIS



CORDIS



Aim: to establish cooperation in a specificarea with a viewto submitting a project

BROKERAGEEVENTS

Registration
Preparatioof

profile

Selectinof

partners

Bilateral

meetings

Å Usually in connection to 
call opening

Å Online or in person

Å Free of charge

Å Possibility of travel 
grants ĤŇŢ ͵ƆĬĈĎŁĬŁĥͺ
countries

https://www.horizontevropa.cz/en/news/yiifnews/1978


CASCADE FUNDING
ÁCascade funding, also known as Financial Support for Third 

Parties (FSTP)

Ásome projects selected for funding have a budget to launch 
their own call s for small project proposals

ÁThe current list is available here

ÁExamples:

ü project RURACTIVE
Å develop smart solutions for local rural areas
Å for start - ups, SMEs
Å deadline: 5 February 2025

ü project Fediversity
Å deliver potential break - through contributions to the open internet
Å for individuals and organisations 
Å deadline: 1 February 2025

ü Project AGRARIAN
Å develop applications related to agriculture (AI, IoT)
Å for SMEs, universities, research centres, NGOs
Å deadline: 31 January 2025

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/calls-for-proposals?order=DESC&pageNumber=1&pageSize=50&sortBy=startDate&isExactMatch=true&type=8&status=31094501,31094502&frameworkProgramme=43108390
https://ruractive.eu/open-call-for-innovators
https://fediversity.eu/
https://agrarian-project.eu/open-calls/


Current situation
ÁWork programmes 2025 for clusters under 

preparation

ÁFinal draft versions

ÁCalls expected to open in April/May 2025

ÁPre- publication scheduled 2- 3 weeks before

ÁEC and national information days will follow, e.g.

THEMOST IMPORTANTDOCUMENT
= WORKPROGRAMME

Cluster 1
o Information day

EC on- line
22.5.2025

o Brokerage event
23.5.2025

Cluster 6 
o EC on- line event 20. - 21.5.2025
o Brokerage event cluster 6 probably in 

May 2025, in person, PL or Brussels
o Czech National info day on Life 
ŦăĬĎŁăĎŦ͖ ĬŁ şĎŢŦŇŁ ŇŁ :åÅ ĬŁ şŢĬĻ
2025



HOWTO READWORK
PROGRAMME?

üStructuredinto Destinationsand specificTopics

üProject ideamust be in line with topic description

Table summarisinginstruments, budget, 

deadlines, number of projectsetc.

Cluster objectives, relevantpolicies

Topicsdescription

Focus and objectivesof the destination, , 

expectedimpacts



TOPICSDESCRIPTIONIN THEWP

Specificconditions (cluster 6 example)

Key characteristics of each topic:

- Expected Outcome (key outputs to be achieved)

- Scope (defines the boundaries of activities)

May also include international cooperation, third 
party support, consortium composition, JRC 
participation, different page number or funding 
share etc.



EXAMPLEOFTOPICFROMCLUSTER 6
HORIZON- CL6- 2022- BIODIV- 02- 03- TWO- STAGE: RESILIENT BEEKEEPING

Expected Outcome(incomplete): successful proposal will support the objective of the Biodiversitystrategy and the Farm to 

fork strategy to transition to fair, healthy and resilient European agriculture, and contribute to preserve biodiversity and 

strengthen the resilience and sustainability of specific farming sectors. é 

ÁImproved resilience of beekeeping against stresses like climate change, nutritional stresses, pathogens and chemicals;

ÁSupport to stakeholders associated with beekeeping, trade, services, monitoring and control through increased 

knowledge on honeybee immunity and nutrition;

ÁImprovedcapacity to deal with relevant honeybee pathogens;

ÁRobust evidence-based understanding of the importance of diversity within honeybee populations;

ÁImproved understanding of the impacts of beekeeping activities on wild pollinators and strengthened capacity to 

address them.

Specificconditions

Expected EU contribution 

per project

The Commissionestimates that an EUcontribution of around EUR6.00 million would allow these outcomes to be addressed appropriately.

Nonetheless,this doesnot precludesubmissionand selectionof a proposalrequestingdifferent amounts.

Indicative budget Thetotal indicativebudget for the topic is EUR12.00 million.

Type of Action Researchand InnovationActions

Eligibility conditions The conditions are described in General Annex B. The following exceptions apply: The following additional eligibility criteria apply:

Theproposalsmust use the multi-actor approach. Seedefinition of the multi-actor approachin the introduction to this work programmepart.

Procedure The procedure is described in General AnnexF. The following exceptions apply: To ensure a balanced portfolio covering biotic and abiotic

factors, grants will be awarded to applications not only in order of ranking but at least also to one project within the biotic stressors (i.e.

diseases)that is the highest ranked,and one project highest ranked within the abiotic stressors, if the applicationsattain all thresholds .
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EXAMPLEOFTOPICFROMCLUSTER 6
Scope(incomplete): Resilience of beekeeping is important both for pollination services and for the honeybee production sector. 

Bees are subject to numerous biotic and abiotic stressors (e.g. loss of feed resources, exposure to various chemicals, invasive 

species and/or pathogens) and the impact of climate change on honeybees requires further attention....

The proposals will address relevant areas of research as appropriate:

Å Develop technologies and strategies for beekeepers to adapt to climate change and possibly contribute to mitigate 

climate change, including the design of novel beehives equipment, technologies and management protocols;

Å Perform baseline studies on immunity, health, nutrition, and genetic diversity and resistance of honeybeesin line withé

Å Develop tools for assessing potential impacts of beekeeping on wild pollinators at landscape scale, strategies for 

mitigating those impacts, and tools tailored to public authorities for planning and decision-making with regard to optimal 

deployment of bee hives at local or regional level, taking into account among others nutrition requirements and landscape 

factors;

Å Address at least Varroa destructor and possibly other honeybee mites, as well as Aethinatumida

Å Assess the vulnerability and preparedness of the EU honeybee-keeping sector in relation to Aethinatumida and 

Tropilaelapsspp. which are exotic or largely exotic to the EU, scrutinisestrategies and practices in other countries (outside of 

EU)where these appeared recently, identify successful practices and suggest mitigation strategieséin case of their spread in 

the EU.  

Proposals should include, if appropriate, a genetic component, looking at both the diversity of honeybee populationsé

Proposals must implement the 'multi-actor approachõ and ensure adequate involvement of beekeepers, farmers, agricultural 

advisory services, manufacturers, the veterinary profession, ecology and nature conservation experts, and other relevant 

actors.



TOPICSTABLE in the "documents" 

section for individual 

clusters



HE PROJECT



Part A aͬdministrative Part B tͬechnical description

APPLICATIONSTRUCTURE

ÁGenerated by IT system 

ü Title, acronym, duration, abstract

ü Coordinator declaration

ü List of participating organisations

ü Organisation data and roles 

ü Relevant publications, projects, 
infrastructures

ü Gender equality plan declaration fͬor 
universities, research institutions from 
MS/AS

ü Budget

ü Tables for ethics and security

if "yes" in any of the 9 ethical areas Ÿ
complet ion of the "Ethics 
self - assessment"

ÁBased on template, upload as PDF

Ámax. 45 pages for full RIA, IA and 30
pages for CSA; 50, resp. 33 pages for 
͵Ļűŀş Ŧűŀͺ

ü excellence

ü impact 

ü implementation

Á Possible annexes (financial support to third 
parties; clinical studies; security sensitive calls)

Information where the 

evaluator will look for it

Exceptions e.g. 

in cluster 5

ÁStandard Application Form (HE RIA, IA) 

version8.0 a 9.0 z 4.4.2024, resp. 

2.10.2023 



ÁWith NCPs comments, tips and recommendations: 

ü In NCP4HE project generally (IA, RIA)

ü in CARE4BIO project related to cluster 6 (IA, RIA, CSA)

ANNOTATEDTEMPLATE

https://horizoneuropencpportal.eu/store/annotated-template-ia-ria
https://horizoneuropencpportal.eu/ncp-networks/cluster-6/repository?f%5B0%5D=subjects_file%3A404&f%5B1%5D=subjects_file%3A404&f%5B2%5D=subjects_file%3A404&f%5B3%5D=subjects_file%3A404


1.1. Objectives and ambition 

ü are the objectives (main + specific) consistent 
with the  topic description and SMART? 

ü does you project go beyond the state - of- the-
art?

Á Novel concepts, approaches, products, 
ŦĎŢƄĬăĎŦ͖͙

Á If relevant: products and services already 
available on the market and patent or 
publication search + added value of your 
solution

üR&I maturity 

ÁWhere the project is situated in the spectrum 
ĤŢŇŀ ͼĬĈĎê ŭŇ êşşĻĬăêŭĬŇŁͽ͖ ŇŢ ĤŢŇŀ ͼĻêā ŭŇ ŀêŢĸĎŭͽ

Á TRL (start and the end of the project)

1. EXCELLENCE



HOW TO DO IT? FOR EXAMPLE͙

Aim KPIs

Bake a gluten-free plum cake

1.1 To pick organic plums from local 

sources

Å Obtain at least 100 kg of plums

Å Trying at least 4 varieties

Å Involving 4 family members and 6 neighbours (of different ages 

and education)

1.2 To preparegluten-free dough

ÁA (fictitious) topic in the work programmeaimed at developing baking and confectionery skills...

Aim 2: Servea gluten-free plum cake

Description: Baked plum cake is offered for consumption in 4 pilot studies: 1) Family birthday party 2) 

Retirement home concert 3) River rafting 4) Election campaign

Expectedoutcomes: O4: Instructions for slicing and packaging; O5: Examplesof goodpractices

KPIs: K4: min. 200 consumersin min. 4 regions; K5: 40 completedquestionnaires

LinkedWP: 1 ðbaking a cake; 3 ðdistribution of cakes(pilot study)

ORé



1.2. Methodology

ü overall concepts, models and assumptions 

üĪŇƆ ƆĬĻĻ Ĭŭ ĎŁêāĻĎ ŭŇ ĈĎĻĬƄĎŢ şŢŇķĎăŭͽŦ
objectives?

ü any significant problems with the chosen 
methodology + how to resolve them?

üif ŢĎĻĎƄêŁŭ͗ ͵do no significant harmͺ ͤEU 
Taxonomy Regulation) principle

ü l ink to national or international research and 
innovation activities

üif using AI, its technical/social robustness 
must be demonstrated

üinterdisciplinarity

ü if indicated in WP Ÿ integration of social 
sciences and humanities

Justification if you consider it 
irrelevant to your project



1.2. Methodology cͬont.

ü gender in R&I (compulsory, if not otherwise stated in WP) 

üopen science

Áapproach based on open cooperative work and systematic 
sharing of knowledge and tools ( mandatory vs. recommended)

Á immediate and unrestricted open access to scientific 
publications

ü data management and management of other research outputs

Á how the data will be managed in line with the FAIR principles

Á types of data and their estimated size

Á findability , accessibility, interoperability, reusability 

Áproposals selected for funding have to prepare Data 
management plan (DMP) as deliverable by month 6

Á In this topic the 
integration of the gender 
dimension (sex and 
gender analysis) in 
research and innovation 
content is not a 
mandatory requirement.

Takea look at the H͵E Programme Guideͅ ŇŁ WÁz³

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/guidance/programme-guide_horizon_en.pdf


ÁTheproposal strongly aligns with the objective related to developing technologies and strategies for 
beekeepers to adapt to climate change. However, it has a weak alignment with other objectives. Overall, there is 
very limited alignment with the topic objectives . This is a significant weakness.

ÁHowever, advances that would be made, would largely be incremental on the state of the art ; the novelty of 
some aspects of the research is not sufficiently clearly addressed. Moreover, the proposal is more theorybased
rather than empirically - driven and it is thus not clear that it would lead to major advances in the field . These are 
shortcomings .

ÁProposal does not describe in sufficient detail the methodology for the proposed vaccination approach, nor the 
underlying evidence to support it, including evidence for the long - term maintenance of immunity within the
colony after vaccination. The description of this aspect of the proposal lacks scientific rigor .

ÁIt incorporates to some extend a multi - actor approach by including non - academic partners who will test the 
tools and provide consultation throughout. However, the proposal does not adequately detail neither the 
participation from the wider beekeeping community, policy or farming , nor the information on how the tools will 
be adapted to user needs.

ÁThe objectives described are not associated with concrete performance indicators . There is a list of indicators 
described, but they are insufficient for all the actions to be developed and are not quantified .

ÁIn WP3, 5 case studies seems a low number for what is proposed , particularly giving the large number of 
variables involved in the proposed study.

FROMESR (HORIZON- CL6- 2022- BIODIV- 02- 03- TWO- STAGE: RESILIENTBEEKEEPING)
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2. IMPACT

̧͕̦͕ ³ŢŇķĎăŭͽŦ şêŭĪƆêƈŦ ŭŇƆêŢĈŦ Ĭŀşêăŭ

ü contribution of the project to achieving the outcomes 
described in the WP for the given topic, as well as the 
wider long - term impacts on science, economy and 
society for the given area
Á scientific, economic/technological, social (environment, 

education, politics, health and quality of life, etc.)
Á specifically for the project and target groups
Á only significant and direct contributions of the specific 

project

ü scale and significance
Á where possible and appropriate - > quantified estimates
Á explanation of initial assumptions for the estimaten
Á extrapolation of the impact estimate to the whole EU (not 

just regional)

ü potential barriers 





Á specific activities during and 
after the project (e.g. 
standardisation ); monitoring 
method

Á if relevant (IA) - pathways to 
commercialization

Á possible impact on policy 
initiatives and decisions

üstrategy for the management of 
intellectual property (patents, 
design rights, copyright, trade 
secrets, etc.)

Á consortium agreement to 
manage (amongst other things) 
the ownership and access to 
key knowledge

Á the owner s of the results 
included in the final periodic 
report

2.2. Measures to maximise impact - dissemination, exploitation and communication

ü Plan for the dissemination and exploitation including communication activities -
compulsory first version (unless topic explicitly states otherwise ); by month 6 detailed
Plan as deliverable

ÁEC presentation

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=gyXlYDkXQ2E


2.3. Summary

Specific needs Expected results D & E & C measures

What are the specific needs that 
triggered this project?

What do you expect to generate 
by the end of the project?

What dissemination, exploitation 
and communication measures will 
you apply to the results?

Targeted groups Outcomes Impacts

Who will use or further up - take 
the results of the project? 
Who will benefit from the 
results of the project?

What change do you expect to 
see after successful 
dissemination and exploitation 
of project results to the target 
group(s)?

What are the expected wider 
scientific, economic and societal 
effects of the project contributing 
to the expected impacts outlined 
in the respective destination in the 
work programme ?



EVAULATORVIEW FͬROMå͕ 6zÅk nzØ 
ÁDevelop a logical and comprehensible n͵arrativeͺn͖ot only bullet points.

ÁStart this narrative with the project results and how they lead to short term and medium term 
(Expected Outcomes) to long term or future effects and impacts (Expected Impacts). Define the users 
of the results.

ÁExplain how the project results will have an impact on the individual target groups and addressed 
thematic areas beyond the immediate scope and duration of the project. Be specific! Include the 
relevant time horizons . 

ÁThe pathways to achieve the expected outcomes and impacts will be credible only when they are 
supported by concrete arguments.

ÁSupport the impact section by the tangible impact indicators - they are e.g. jobs created, turnover, 
employment, market size, CO2 (equivalent) emissions reduced, energy saved, workshops with the 
stakeholders organized, etc. which should also be quantifiable. 

ÁBe specific, i.e. only refer to impacts that are directly linked to the project. Do not upset the 
evaluators with long parts of text that do not have clear messages but are just p͵olitically cͅorrect.

ÁSupport the impact by credible and transparent dissemination, communication and exploitation 
measures (incl. relevant indicators, that will help to monitor the success of the project), that are 
realistic and promising.



ÁHowever, the pathways to achieve these outcomes through the transfer of the results to the relevant 
stakeholders are not described in sufficient detail. This is a significant weakness.

ÁHowever, the impacts other than those involving communication activities that are specified, are very 
limited; e.g., the number of beekeepers being targeted , who would use the recommendation guidelines or 
smart hive system. This is a shortcoming .

ÁHowever, in some cases there is a lack of detail regarding how some of the expected outcomes would be 
achieved, such as for example the proposed reductions in colony mortality; moreover, some outcomes 
are unrealistic. This is a shortcoming .

Áthe adopted key performance indicators are well tailored for measuring the use of the communication 
and dissemination channels, but not necessarily for assessing the success in reaching the impacts, which 
is a shortcoming .

ÁIn addition, some of the performance indicators claimed are unrealistic . For example, the indicators 
about increasing wild bee resources, and reducing colony losses across Europe. 

ÁPathways to achieve these impacts are not sufficiently well described to be fully credible. 

ÁÁĪĎ ăêĻĻ ŭŇşĬă ŭĎƇŭ êŦĸŦ ĤŇŢ ŦĎĎĸĬŁĥ ͺĥűêŢêŁŭĎĎŦ ĤŇŢ ŭĪĎ ŁŇŁ- reversibility and/or continuity of restoration 
êăŭĬƄĬŭĬĎŦͻ͕Project does not address this requirement sufficiently, which is a shortcoming .

ÁHowever, potential issues with respect to IP involving academic and non - academic partners are not well 
addressed. This is a minor shortcoming .

FROMESR (HORIZON- CL6- 2022- BIODIV- 02- 03- TWO- STAGE: RESILIENTBEEKEEPING)



3.1 Work plan and resources 

ü overall structure of the work plan

ü timing of the different work packages (Gantt)

ü graphical presentation / inter - relation (PERT)

ü detailed description in prescribed tables ͵ê-ķ(ͅWPs, 

deliverables, milestones , risks, etc.)

3.2 Capacity of participants and consortium as a whole 

ü roles and competences within consortium, 

ăŇŀşĻĎŀĎŁŭêŢĬŭƈ͖ ºº]͖ ŇşĎŁ ŦăĬĎŁăĎŦ͖͙

ü If partners from other countries not automatically eligible 

for funding - explanation

m͵anagement structureͺ ŁŇŭevauated

3. IMPLEMENTATION


