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CEF Transport – 2016 CALLS FOR PROPOSALS 

 

FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS – Innovation and new technologies 

 

 

1. The work programme states that "to facilitate the deployment of a European network of alternative 
fuels, studies with pilot deployment may be implemented in the form of a grant scheme by public 
operators only, or by consortia led by public operators." 

This sentence should be understood as: 

a) Only applications by public operators or consortia led by public operators may be submitted in 
case of studies with pilot deployment. Such projects may be  
implemented in the form of a grant scheme? 

Or 

b) Studies with pilot deployment may only be implemented in the form of a grant scheme if the 
applicants are public operators or consortia led by 
public operators? 

The meaning is b). If such studies with pilot deployment are implemented in the form of a grant scheme, they may 
only be implemented by applicants that are public operators or consortia led by public operators. 

2. Are there any additional requirements for these grant schemes to be funded under the CEF Transport 
2016 calls? Is chapter I (Compliance with EU environmental policy) of the application form part C to 
be completed for a proposal entailing a grant scheme? 

In addition to the general requirements and the specific requirements of the calls and the work programme for 
proposals submitted under the "Innovation and new technologies" priority (e.g. restrictions on mobile equipment), 
these grant schemes (or financial support to third parties) are subject to additional requirements pursuant to 
Article 137 of the Financial Regulation, namely to demonstrate that the funding scheme is the primary objective of 
the proposed Action. Furthermore, applicants are requested in the application form part D question 2.6 to 
precisely describe the methodology and process that will be used to select the beneficiaries of the grant scheme. 
This must include the selection criteria to be used, the maximum amount to be granted to each third party, the 
criteria for determining it, the award procedure as well as how the principles of transparency and equal treatment 
and the provisions of Article 9 of the CEF Regulation will be ensured (see section 2 of the call texts). 

Applicants should describe in the application form how compliance with EU environmental policy will be ensured 
by projects selected through these grant schemes. 

3. What does the cap of 10% and 30% of the CEF grant applied to mobile equipment used in an action 
mean in terms of co-funding rate? 

Mobile equipment is only eligible for support within studies with pilot activities, not for works proposals. 

The ceilings imply that the co-financing of eligible costs of mobile equipment shall not exceed 10% (for road) 
and/or 30% (for ships and rail) of the total eligible costs of the proposed Action’s budget. In case a proposal 
includes mobile equipment for both road and waterborne/rail, the maximum cost shall not exceed 30% of the total 
eligible cost of the proposed Action with a maximum of 10% for the road sector. 

Please bear in mind that mobile equipment must be secondary to the infrastructure part of the proposed Action 
and that the eligible costs of mobile equipment must only relate to the financial difference between a usual, 
conventional solution and the use of a new technology. Furthermore, such costs should be indicated separately in 
the application and the application should explain how the EU support for mobile equipment will contribute to 
accelerating the market roll-out, which is planned after the trial/or pilot test. 

4. Eligible costs of mobile equipment must only relate to the financial difference between a usual, 
conventional solution and the use of a new technology. Are the costs of manufacturing, testing and 
homologation to prove the innovation eligible? 

Testing and homologation of a given technology is considered as a part of the development phase (i.e. research-
oriented), so it is not covered by the current calls, according to section 3.2.1 of the work programme and section 2 
of the call texts.  

As regards manufacturing, please note that the technologies to be used in an innovation project have to be ready 
for deployment, meaning that the industrialisation phase is completed and the products are available on the 
market. 

5. Are interfaces between infrastructure and vehicles (e.g. the telematics link, the charging cable, 
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adaptors, etc.) considered as "mobile equipment"? 

No. Mobile equipment is limited to "on-board" equipment for vehicles. Interfaces do not count as mobile 
equipment. They are considered as an infrastructure. 

6. Is it possible to submit a proposal addressing only innovation in mobile equipment? If not, should it 
be considered in a bigger proposal including infrastructure innovation? 

No, a proposal addressing only mobile equipment cannot be funded under the 2016 CEF Transport calls, as 
section 3.2.1 of the work programme specifies that mobile equipment must be secondary to the infrastructure part 
of the proposed Action.  

In addition, mobile equipment is only eligible for support within studies with pilot deployment activities, if properly 
justified and under certain conditions (see FAQ 3 above). 

Note that a study relating to the optimisation of operations, management, and overall efficiency of the network, or 
improving the sustainability of the movement of persons and of the transport of goods, through the use of mobile 
equipment, could be funded under the "Innovation and new technologies" priority (see section 3.2.1 of the work 
programme).  

Note that interfaces between infrastructure and vehicles are not considered as mobile equipment (see FAQ 5 
above). 

7. Is it possible to submit proposals as pilot activities under the "Innovation and new technologies" 
priority? 

Yes. Studies submitted under this priority must include pilot activities. For the definition of a study with pilot 
activities, please see section 2 of the MAP Cohesion or MAP General call texts. As stated in the relevant section 
of the work programme, studies without integrated (pilot) deployment, i.e. pure "paper" studies, are not eligible. 
Please note that a pilot activity shall always be part of a larger study with the aim to demonstrate the economic 
viability of a given solution on the market, and the conditions of a future roll-out. At the end of the pilot activity, as 
part of the deliverables of the proposed Action, a summary of the lessons learnt and a business plan for the roll-
out onto the TEN-T network must be presented. 

8. Is it possible that the pilot activities of the proposed Action under the "Innovation and new 
technologies" priority are not fully defined by the time of the submission of a proposal? 

No. The readiness of a technology to be deployed for mass-market adoption and the overall state of preparation 
of the proposed Action and the readiness to start the implementation, are part of the criterion "maturity", against 
which the proposal will be evaluated. However, if some locations of charging points or stations are not completely 
decided at the start of the proposed Action because the exact location may be part of the optimisation process, 
this could be accepted, if duly justified. 

9. Which innovation objectives can be addressed by proposals under the "Innovation and new 
technologies" priority? Would proposals have higher chances of being selected for funding if they 
address a particular objective? 

The specific objectives relating to innovation and new technologies that can be addressed under the CEF 
Transport calls are listed in the work programme as corresponding to points a) to d) of Article 33 of the TEN-T 
Guidelines. 

All submitted proposals addressing these objectives have equal chances of being selected for funding. 

Please note that, to support these priorities, it is essential that each proposal under this priority is based on a 
business model or aims at developing a business model (concept of "market-sided innovation"). Please refer to 
section 3.2.1 of the work programme for more details. 

10. The "Motorways of the Sea" priority also addresses innovation. How can we determine if an 
innovative project, focusing on alternative fuel for ships, is better suited under this priority or the 
"Innovation and new technologies" priority?  

It is the responsibility of the applicant to assess which priority is better addressed by the nature of the proposal. 

In general, proposals submitted under the "Innovation and new technologies" priority have innovation as a primary 
feature or integrate innovation on transport infrastructure for the long distance as a necessary element. 

In case innovation is a secondary feature or the proposal focuses on the use of a given innovation in a particular 
context, the proposal may be more relevant under other priorities.  

In the case of a proposal related to the use of an alternative fuel in the context of the MoS and where the primary 
element is the logistics chain, then this proposal may be more relevant under the MoS priority. 

11. Can you clarify under which priority (between "Innovation and new technologies" and "Nodes of the 
Core Network") a proposal concerning alternative fuel solution in a Core Network node may be 
submitted? 
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It is the responsibility of the applicant to assess which priority is better addressed by the nature of the proposal. 

In general, proposals submitted under the "Innovation and new technologies" priority have innovation as a primary 
feature or integrate innovation on transport infrastructure for the long distance as a necessary element. 

In case innovation is a secondary feature or the proposal focuses on the use of a given innovation in a particular 
context, the proposal may be more relevant under other priorities.  

In the case of a proposal related to the use of an alternative fuel in the context of a node and where the primary 
element is to ensure a smooth last mile connection and streamline interface between the TEN-T network and the 
local transport network within a Core Network node, then this proposal may be more relevant under the Nodes 
priority. 

12. Could the costs related to the dismantling of charging stations be considered as eligible costs?  

No, such activities are not covered by the "Innovation and new technologies" priority. CEF Transport is mainly 
supporting the deployment of new/upgraded infrastructure. 

 

13. Does the priority "Innovation and new technologies" address telematics applications beyond ERTMS, 
such as other telematics applications for railways? 

The improvement and deployment of telematics applications for all modes of transport, including railways, coming 
to support decarbonisation of transport may be supported under the priority "Innovation and new technologies". 
However, as stated in the section 3.2.1 of the multi-annual work programme, telematics shall be only a secondary 
element within the transport solution, with a view for example to enable roaming functionality, interoperability, 
multimodality and compatible ticketing systems. 

Specifically for railways, proposals addressing Telematics Applications for Passengers (TAP) and Telematics 
Applications for Freight (TAF) may be supported under the priority "Rail interoperability".  

Proposals addressing ERTMS may be submitted under the priorities "ERTMS" or "Combined railways/ERTMS". 

14. Could a proposal addressing new transport modes be submitted under the "Innovation and new 
technologies" priority? 

 
Yes. The priority "Innovation and new technologies" covers all modes of transport. Proposals addressing new 
transport modes will be evaluated and scored on the basis of the priorities and criteria described in the 2016 work 
programme and call texts. Research activities per se are however not funded under the CEF programme as 
stated in the General FAQ 3.11. 
 
15. In 2015 during the evaluation of proposals submitted under Innovation and New technologies, 

ceilings were applied for mobile equipment (i.e. LNG stations, charging points or vehicles). In 
particular a ceiling of 30.000 euros was applied to trucks. Would that ceiling be applied also in 2016 
and if so, what are the chances that it will be increased? 

 
Please see FAQ 3 regarding funding caps for mobile equipment.  
  
16. Concerning mobile equipment for LNG vessels, are the costs for project management and propulsion 

equipment eligible? 

 
Project management costs relating to mobile equipment, if any, are eligible under the condition that they are 
included in the activity relating to "project management" which covers all components of the Action. For the 
eligibility of costs of mobile equipment and the related funding caps, please see FAQ 3. 
 

17. Could proposals located on the Core Network but not on the Core Network Corridors be funded under 
the "Innovation and new technologies" priority? 

 
As indicated in section 3.2.1 of the multi-annual work programme, proposals addressing the new technologies 
and innovative solutions to be deployed on the Core Network are eligible.  Particular emphasis will nevertheless 
be given during the evaluation process to proposals located along the Core Network corridors in accordance with 
the Work Programme.  
 
 
 
18. Is the installation of dual fuel engine technology on dredging equipment (with related costs such as 

training and on shore developments) to be classified under ‘mobile infrastructure’? 
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Dredgers are considered as being part of mobile infrastructure. Therefore the installation of a dual fuel engine 
technology on dredging equipment can also be considered as ‘mobile infrastructure’. However such infrastructure 
can be co-funded if its innovative character is proven. Additionally, the mobile infrastructure should remain for at 
least 5 years registered and in operation in a Member State. 
 
19. Are facilities for liquefaction of alternative fuels (not production, but only the transformation of the 

fuel to a liquid state to make it suitable as a fuel for transport) considered to be part of transport 
infrastructure and therefore fully eligible for funding under CEF?  

 
Yes. Liquefaction facilities may be part of the transport infrastructure described in a proposal under the innovation 
priority, provided that the liquefaction unit is only used for producing fuel for transport purposes and is directly 
connected to the distribution infrastructure (stations) or if physically disconnected, it has to be duly justified, for 
example by the need to liquefy close to the energy source (for ex: bio-LNG).  

 
20. Do any budget restrictions apply to liquefaction facilities (which are an integral part of the transport 

infrastructure chain for alternative fuels)?  

 

There is no budget limitation as such, however a liquefaction unit shall be a secondary element (technically and 
financially) in the Action. Requesting funding for this type of facility has to be duly justified in the proposal and 
budgeted in a separate activity to allow a proper evaluation. The added value of supporting such a facility in the 
production and supply chain for transport purposes has to be demonstrated. 
 
 
21. Are the costs related to the retrofitting and the adaptation of a barge for LNG supply for other 

vessels, includes engineering costs, engine, fuelling tanks, LNG transfer system, supporting 
equipment eligible in a works proposal submitted under the Innovation and New Technologies 
Priority, MAP Cohesion Call? 

 
In line with section 3.2.1 of the MAP work programme, under the General or the Cohesion Call, costs for "mobile 
infrastructure" are eligible in a proposal addressing works as well as studies with pilot deployment, 
 
22. Is the construction of a LNG production plant an eligible action? 

 
The construction of a LNG production plant goes beyond the scope of the CEF Transport calls. The CEF 
Transport work programme does not foresee financing of the production of the energy. However, as indicated in 
FAQ 19, in case funding for a small production unit is necessary and duly justified for the implementation of a 
broader pilot project within a study it, may be considered by the evaluation. The related costs have to be indicated 
specifically in a separate activity and the justification for such a facility, which can only serve the needs for 
transport, has to be clearly detailed. 

 
23. Is the device dedicated to biogas treatment/purification an eligible cost for projects related to LNG 

production with the blending of biomethane? 

 
In line with FAQ 22 above, an action aimed at the production of LNG is not eligible under CEF Transport calls, 
therefore the purchase of related equipment in this context is not an eligible cost. For such a device to be eligible, 
it should be directly connected to a broader pilot project aimed at the provision of fuel for the transport sector, i.e. 
encompassing distribution infrastructure (e.g. stations). 
 
24. Would a project be considered as being located on the Core Network if a multi-modal gas terminal is 

located in a port which is a comprehensive maritime port on the TEN-T network, but where the road 
and rail sections connecting directly to the port are both part of the Core Network? 

 

Infrastructure located in a Comprehensive maritime port is not eligible for funding under the innovation priority of 
the MAP call, even though it may serve the Core Network. 
 
25. As indicated in FAQ1, studies with pilot deployment may only be implemented in the form of a grant 

scheme if the applicants are public operators or consortia led by public operators. However, can it be 
understood that final beneficiaries of such a grant scheme can also be private entities?  

 

Indeed, only public entities are eligible to implement a Grant Scheme. However, the end beneficiaries of such 
public grant schemes can be either public or private entities. 
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26. As set out in the section 3.2.1 of the MAP work programme, studies with pilot deployment shall 
concern a real-life trial (rather than just a demonstration). How should the real-life trial be 
understood? What is a difference between a real-life trial and a demonstration? Is there an indicative 
minimum time-span for a real-life trial to be undertaken? 

 

A demonstration is understood as a test of the technical requirements before testing commercial viability . A pilot 
deployment focuses on starting the implementation of a business model at a limited scale during a trial period to 
gather information and confirm the viability of the business model and adjust it if necessary. It aims furthermore at 
establishing the basis for a further roll-out on a wider scale. Therefore the duration of the pilot phase is limited to 
the end date of the Action as mentioned for the call.  
 
27. Section 12.2.2 of the call texts states that operating costs are not eligible. As for the priority 

"Innovation and New Technologies", it is mandatory to undertake real-life trials (rather than just a 
demonstration), does it mean that costs associated with the real-life trials within an Action are 
eligible? 

 

The eligible costs are the costs that are necessary for the implementation of all corresponding activities of the 
real-life trials and that can be attributed directly to it in accordance with the provisions of artic le II.19 of the grant 
agreement. However, operating costs, such fuel, consumables, IT devices and costs relating to a standard 
commercial activity are excluded, also for real-life trials. 
 
 
28. Can costs such as the rent or purchase of land be considered eligible, if they are directly linked to the 

implementation of an Action whose activities satisfy the eligibility criteria; e.g. to undertake real-life 
trials of an innovative mobile station for alternative fuel supply along the Core Network? 

 

Costs relating to acquisition of land and buildings are ineligible under the General Envelope but may be eligible 
under the Cohesion envelope up to 10 % of the total eligible expenditure for the Action. For derelict sites and for 
those formerly in industrial use which comprise buildings, that upper limit is increased to 15 %. (Article 15 of the 
MGA).  
 
Renting costs of land incurred during the pilot phase may be eligible under both the General and the Cohesion 
envelope, provided they are necessary for the implementation of the Action and do not constitute indirect costs.  
 


