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	I.
Simplified Cost Options (SCOs)
	Session I.1 ‘Introduction and updates on SCOs’
Updates on the state of play of SCO proposals and on frequently asked questions around SCOs.
	Updated maps of SCOs under article 53 of the Common Provisions Regulation (CPR) (rev. 05.06.23)
	


	
	Session I.4 ‘EU level SCOs – first study’ 
Preliminary results of the first study launched by DG REGIO to develop EU level SCOs for Research & Innovation activities and SME Growth & Competitiveness.
	Abstract of study results in the areas of Research and Innovation activities and SME Growth and Competitiveness. 
	


	
	Session I.5 ‘EU level SCOs – second study’ 
State of play and next steps of the second study launched by DG REGIO to develop EU level SCOs for Health, ICT and Environment.
	Note presenting possible approaches for defining EU Level SCOs in the sectors of Health, ICT and Environment.
	


	
	Sessions I.6 and I.7 ‘Group and panel discussions on SCOs and EU level SCOs’
Identifying key questions and issues around SCOs and EU Level SCOs to be addressed by the Commission and the study teams.
	Background note on SCOs, including instructions and template for group and panel discussions (sessions I.6-I.7)
	


	II.
Financing Not Linked to Costs (FNLC)
	Session II.2 ‘Financing Not Linked to Costs’ 
Present and discuss the preliminary results of the feasibility checks for the use of FNLC in ERDF/CF programmes, developed under the first study launched by DG REGIO.
	Feasibility checks for the development of EU-level FNLC for: (i) skills for smart specialisation and transition, (ii) climate change adaptation, and (iii) sustainable urban mobility.
	


	
	Sessions II.3 and II.4 ‘Group and panel discussions on FNLC’
Identifying key questions and issues around FNLC to be addressed by the Commission and the study team.
	Background note on FNLC, including instructions and template for group and panel discussions (sessions II.3-II.4)
	


	III. 
Simplification
	Session III.1 ‘Risk-based management verifications: reflection paper’
Presenting the reflection paper on risk-based management verifications (art. 74 CPR) prepared by the European Commission.
	Reflection paper on risk-based management verifications (art. 74 CPR) prepared by the European Commission (rev. 24.05.23)
	


	
	Session III.2 – TN working group on risk-based management verifications
Presenting the work carried out by the TN working group on risk-based management verifications, including the draft case reports prepared by group members.
	Updated maps of practices on risk-based management verifications (rev. 31.05.23)
	


	
	
	Draft case reports on risk-based management verifications practices developed by Slovakia and Hungary.
	




	
	Session III.4 – Collaboration between authorities and beneficiaries
Presenting good practices of collaboration between managing authorities and beneficiaries to enhance simplification and better implementation of the ERDF/CF programmes.
	Preliminary maps of practices on collaboration between authorities and beneficiaries (rev. 05.06.23)
	


	
	Sessions III.5 and III.6 ‘Next steps on simplification: group and panel discussions’
Selecting future topics to be addressed by the TN to further enhance simplification in ERDF/CF and JTF programmes and the actions and organisational processes that should be carried out by the network and possible working groups around simplification.
	Background note on Simplification, including instructions and template for group and panel discussions (sessions III.5-III.6)
	


	
	
	Updated maps of digitalisation practices (rev. 31.05.23)
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		Map of ERDF/CF SCO practices under article 53 Common Provisions Regulation (Rev.05/06/23)



								1		2		3		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		15		16		17		18		19		20

		Item						ERDF/CF Programme		Managing authority
/ Intermediate Body		Specific objective(s)		Type of SCO		Sub-type of SCO (1) 		Type(s) of operation: 
Code(s)		Type(s) of operation: 
Description		Type(s) of beneficiaries		Indicator name		Unit of measurement or percentage for flat rate 		 Calculation method		   Data 		  Adjustment / update of the methodology		Categories of cost covered		Do the above categories of costs cover all the expenditure in an operation?		Total amount expected to be covered		Ex ante assessment 		Audit		Link with Article 94 CPR

		Notes		MS		Ref		Please indicate the title (in EN) and CCI of the ERDF/CF 2021-2027 Programme under which SCOs will be used. 
NB: in case a SCO will be used under different Programmes, please provide information on each Programme separately 		Please indicate the ERDF/CF MA or IB which has developed the SCO 		Please indicate the specific objective(s) to which the SCO practice refers 		FR (Flat rate)
UC (Unit Costs)
LS (Lump sum)		Please indicate the sub-type(s) of SCOs by selecting the relevant option(s) among those listed in Note (1). 		For each type of ERDF/CF operation covered by the SCO, please indicate the code for the intervention field dimension in Table 1 of Annex I CPR. In case the SCO is applied to the entire programme, please indicate “all types of operations”.		Please provide a brief description of the type(s) of operations covered by the SCO		Please indicate the type(s) of beneficiaries which have used / will be using the SCO (e.g. Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies etc) 		Please specify the indicator(s) triggering reimbursement (e.g. hours worked, participation at an exhibition, installed capacity of a source, retention capacity.. )		Please specify the unit of measurement or flat rate percentage for the indicator(s)triggering reimbursement
(e.g. Number of research hours, Number of equipment installed, Number of exhibitions,  ….)  		Please indicate which method has been used to calculate SCOs (e.g. fair, equitable and verifiable method, use of SCOs adopted under union/national schemes, use of off-the shelf options, draft budget)		Please specify:  
a) Type(s) of data used to support the calculation methodology (e.g. historical, administrative, statistical, market ..) 
b) Data source
c) How many years have been considered for the data collection		Please indicate the criteria set out for the adjustment/update of the methodology (if any). E.g. automatic adjustment based on economic indicators		Please indicate the types of eligible categories of costs covered by the SCO (e.g. direct costs, indirect costs, staff costs, travel costs, equipment, preparation costs .. ) 		Y/N		Please indicate the total amount of expenditure (in EURO) expected to be covered by the concerned SCO (including EU, national, public/private)		Please specify whether the methodology has been assessed by the AA prior to its implementation (if there were several rounds of consultations indicate what were the issues raised by the AA) 		Please specify whether the SCO has been audited and eventually indicate what were the outcomes of the audit		Please indicate whether the concerned SCO has been covered / will be covered by a proposal under Article 94 CPR

		1		Austria		AT-1		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027
2021AT16FFPR001		MA		Priority 1, 2, 5, JTF		Flat rate		J		all types of operations		e.g. SME, RDI, ITLD				staff cost		40%		CPR		n.a. 		n.a.		all other then direct staff cost respecting the eligibility rules of GBER, calls 		n				issues raised by AA: difference btw indirect cost and 40% for all other costs
proove of eligibility according to state aid
how to prove that the 40% is plausible		n		n

		2		Austria		AT-2		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027
2021AT16FFPR001		MA		Priority 1, 2, 5, JTF		Flat rate		C		all types of operations		e.g. SME, RDI, ITLD				staff cost		20%		Based on staff costs data of programming period 2007-13 		(a) accounts, annual accounts, income and expenditure accounts or a similar document proving the basic existence of indirect costs;
b) documents of the basis of the flat rate				indirect cost		n				n		y		n

		3		Austria		AT-3		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027
2021AT16FFPR001		MA		Priority 1, 2, 5, JTF		Flat rate		53.3.c		all types of operations		e.g. SME, RDI, ITLD						25%		Horizon Europe		(a) accounts, annual accounts, income and expenditure accounts or a similar document proving the basic existence of indirect costs;
b) documents of the basis of the flat rate				indirect cost		n				n		y		n

		4		Austria		AT-4		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027
2021AT16FFPR001		MA		Priority 1, 2, 5, JTF		Flat rate		C		all types of operations		e.g. SME, RDI, ITLD				staff cost		2%		53.3.(a)		a)historical data
b) IT System				travel costs		n				y		n		n

		5		Belgium		BE-1		ERDF Flanders		VLAIO		All specific objectives		FR		E		All types of operations		All types of operations		All beneficiaries of the OP		Staff costs		15%		Off-the-shelf option		N.A		N.A		indirect costs		Yes		OP will focus mainly on investment projects, amount of staff costs (and indirect costs) is not known		No		No		No

		6		Belgium		BE-2		ERDF Flanders		VLAIO		All specific objectives		FR		J		All types of operations		All types of operations		All beneficiaries of the OP		Staff costs		40%		Off-the-shelf option		N.A		N.A		other than staff costs		Yes		OP will focus mainly on investment projects, amount of staff costs (and other costs) is not known		No		No		No

		7		Belgium		BE-3		ERDF Flanders		VLAIO		All specific objectives		FR		G		All types of operations		All types of operations		All beneficiaries of the OP		Investment costs		20%		Off-the-shelf option		N.A		N.A		staff costs		Yes		OP will focus mainly on investment projects, amount not known		No		No		No

		8		Belgium		BE-4		ERDF Flanders		VLAIO		All specific objectives		UC		K		All types of operations		All types of operations		All beneficiaries of the OP		Staff costs by hourly rate, determined by multiplying gross monthly wage by a factor of 1,2%		Hours worked		Fair & verifiable method		Historical data on wages in Flanders collected by a social secretariat (aprox. 120.000 salaries over several years)		Review of the 1,2% factor only in case of tax shift measures affecting the employment cost for the employers		staff costs		Yes		OP will focus mainly on investment projects, amount of staff costs is not known		Yes in 2014-2020 period. No specific issues, only the obligation to review the methodology mid term		No		No

		9		Belgium		BE-5		ERDF Brussels Capital Region		SPRB		Specific objective 1 and 2		UC		K		All types of operations		All types of operations		All beneficiaries of the OP		Staff costs by hourly rate, determined by historical data's		Hours worked		Fair & verifiable method		Historical data on wages in Brussels-Caital Region collected by a national organization in 3 years		Review of the index due to tax shift		staff costs		No		26,000,000.00		Yes. AA evaluated tue methodology positively		Yes		Yes

		10		Belgium		BE-6		ERDF Brussels Capital Region		SPRB		All specific objectives		FR		E		All types of operations		All types of operations		All beneficiaries of the OP		Staff costs		15%		Off-the-shelf option		N.A		N.A		indirect costs		Yes		OP will focus mainly on investment projects, amount of staff costs (and indirect costs) is not known		No		No		No

		11		Belgium		BE-7		ERDF Brussels Capital Region		SPRB		All specific objectives		FR		J		All types of operations		All types of operations		All beneficiaries of the OP		Staff costs		40%		Off-the-shelf option		N.A		N.A		other than staff costs		Yes		OP will focus mainly on investment projects, amount of staff costs (and other costs) is not known		No		No		No

		12		Belgium		BE-8		ERDF Brussels Capital Region		SPRB		All specific objectives		FR		G		All types of operations		All types of operations		All beneficiaries of the OP		Investment costs		20%		Off-the-shelf option		N.A		N.A		staff costs		Yes		OP will focus mainly on investment projects, amount not known		No		No		No

		13		Belgium		BE-9		ERDF Wallonia		Service Public de Wallonie 		1.1; 1.3; 2.6		UC		A		013; 021; 024; 025; 027; 028; 075		1) Support to SMEs and entrepreneurial projects
2) Economic valorisation of research results  		1) Operators with proven experience in supporting businesses in circular economy and sustainable use of resources, organizations with proven experience in sustainable innovation, business growth - Operators with experience in support to SMEs within the framework of ESI funds
2) Approved research centers, universities and related structures, universities and related structures 		1) Support action to SMEs and entrepreneurial projects                  2) Actions of economic valorization of research results 		Numbers of hours or days worked		Fair, equitable & verifiable method		Statistical data, other objective information or an expert judgement		Annual adjustment based on economic indicators		All costs except maintenance of equipements		Yes		130,609,561.00 €		Yes  		No		Yes

		14		Belgium		BE-10		ERDF Wallonia		Service Public de Wallonie 		1.1; 5.1		UC		A		004; 012; 018; 165; 166; 167		1) support for R&I actions - acquisition of state of the art equipment and pilot demonstrators
2) Support to R&I actions - Research projects
3) Urban development                                           		1) Accredited research centers, university's research units  
2) Municipalities, provinces, supra municipal associations, local authorities, territorial development agencies, …   		Staff costs by hourly rate		Hours worked		Fair, equitable & verifiable method		Statistical data, other objective information or an expert judgement		Annual adjustment based on economic indicators		staff costs		No		approximatively 94.000.000 € 		Yes		No		Yes

		15		Belgium		BE-11		ERDF Wallonia		Service Public de Wallonie 		1.1; 5.1		FR		E		004; 012; 018; 165; 166; 168		1) support for R&I actions - acquisition of state of the art equipment and pilot demonstrators  
3) Urban development                                           		1) Accredited research centers, university's research units 
2) Municipalities, provinces, supra municipal associations, local authorities, territorial development agencies, …   		Staff costs 		15%		Off-the-shelf option		N.A		N.A		indirect costs		No		not known		No		No		No

		16		Belgium		BE-12		ERDF Wallonia		Service Public de Wallonie 		1.1; 5.1		FR		J		004; 012; 018; 165; 166; 169		Support to R&I actions - Research projects		Accredited research centers, university's research units 		Staff costs		40%		Off-the-shelf option		N.A		N.A		all other costs than staff costs 		No		not known		No		No		No

		17		Belgium		BE-13		ERDF 2021BE16RFPR001		ERDF MA		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1		UC		A		9 to 37 and 38 to 48		Support for digitalization in SME, public sector and citizens
R&D in environment improvement in SME
R&D in social sector 		all type of beneficiaries		deliverables		Number of research hours		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) Stastistical national and regional data + historical data
b) national institute for statistics
c) 3 years		Automatic adjustement based on indexes in public sector.		Staff costs		N		15 M		Informal and formal consultations with the national AA before the submission.		Assessed by the AA and approved		Yes

		18		Belgium		BE-14		ERDF 2021BE16RFPR001		ERDF MA		2.6, 2.7, 4.3, 5.1		FR		E		all types of operations		Infrastructure in recycling
Rehabilitation of polluted soil
Infrastructure for integration improvement for precarious people
Equipment and infrastructure in precarized neighborhoods 		all type of beneficiaries		staff costs		15%		off-the-shelf		n/a		n/a		staff costs		N		5M		None		None		No

		19		Belgium		BE-15		ERDF 2021BE16RFPR001		ERDF MA		2.6, 2.7, 4.3, 5.1		FR		F		all types of operations		Infrastructure in recycling
Rehabilitation of polluted soil
Infrastructure for integration improvement for precarious people
Equipment and infrastructure in precarized neighborhoods 		all type of beneficiaries		Direct investment costs		25%		off-the-shelf		n/a		n/a		Indirect costs		N		10M		None		None		No

		20		Belgium		BE-16		ERDF 2021BE16RFPR001		ERDF MA		2.6, 2.7, 4.3, 5.1		FR		J		all types of operations		Infrastructure in recycling
Rehabilitation of polluted soil
Infrastructure for integration improvement for precarious people
Equipment and infrastructure in precarized neighborhoods 		all type of beneficiaries		Staff costs		40%		off-the-shelf		n/a		n/a		all costs except staff costs		N		5M		None		None		No

		21		Bulgaria		BG-1		PRIDST (Program for Research, Innovation and Digitalization for Smart Transformation )		MA		S.O. 1.1		FR		D 		13		Cumulation fudning to EDIH under Digital Europe Program;		digital and innovation hubs		flat rate for indirect costs		0.07		use of SCOs adopted under unions chemes		direct application of rules under directly managed EU programs, i.e. DEP and Horizon Europe		N/A		indirect costs		N		5 Meuro		approved at EU level methodology		N		N

		22		Bulgaria		BG-2		PRIDST (Program for Research, Innovation and Digitalization for Smart Transformation )		MA		S.O. 1.1		FR		F		10		Seal of Excellence schemes		SME's		flat rate for indirect costs		0.25		use of SCOs adopted under union schemes		direct application of rules under directly managed EU programs, i.e. DEP and Horizon Europe		N/A		indirect costs		N		15 Meuro		approved at EU level methodology		N		N

		23		Bulgaria		BG-3		PRIDST (Program for Research, Innovation and Digitalization for Smart Transformation )		MA		S.O. 1.1		LS		B		24		Innovation voucher scheme		SME's/Private companies		provided innovative srvices to SME's		lump sum		fair, equitable and verifiable method, use of SCOs adopted under union/national schemes based on good practices analyzed		a) historical data; expert evaluation; b) EC; national resources; c) 3 years		update may follow after first call for application		Lump sum for a research/innovation support and service including personnel costs; time for access/use of equipment/consumables. The lumpsum will be provided based on joint protocol for the service received and result		N		25 Meuro		not yet		N		N

		24		Bulgaria		BG-4		PRIDST (Program for Research, Innovation and Digitalization for Smart Transformation )		MA		S.O. 1.1		UC		A		28		Industry-Academia Mobility		SME's and PRO's and Universities		person/month		number of research hours/days		fair, equitable and verifiable method, use of SCOs adopted under union/national schemes based on good practices analyzed		a) historical data; expert evaluation; b) EC; national resources; c) 3 years		N/A		staff cost/indirect costs		Y		11,5 Meuro		approved at EU level methodology, i.e. Maria Curie, as well as national practices from other similar schemes		N		N

		25		Bulgaria		BG-5		PCIE (Program "Competitiveness and Innovation in Enterprises") 		MA		S.O. 1.1 & S.O. 2.6		UC/FR		A/G		9, 10, 11		Research and innovation activities in micro enterprises, SMEs and large enterproses 		micro enterprises, SMEs and large enterproses 		hours worked / flat rate for direct staff costs		number of research hours / 
20 % of direct costs other than direct staff costs		fair, equitable and verifiable method / use of off-the shelf options		a) historical/statistical data; 
b) national sources; c) 3 years.		N/A		staff costs		N		32,5 Meuro		not yet		N		N

		26		Bulgaria		BG-6		PCIE (Program "Competitiveness and Innovation in Enterprises") 		MA		S.O. 1.1 & S.O. 2.6		LS		B		9, 10, 11		Protection of intellectual property rights, including patents, useful
models, industrial design		micro enterprises, SMEs and large enterproses 		provided services for protection of intellectual property		number of services provided		fair, equitable and verifiable method / use of off-the shelf options		a) historical/statistical data; 
b) national sources; c) 3 years.		N/A		Lump sum for a service for protection of intellectual property rights (patents, useful
models, industrial design)		N		12,3 Meuro		not yet		N		N

		27		Bulgaria		BG-7		PCIE (Program "Competitiveness and Innovation in Enterprises") 		MA		S.O. 1.3		FR		D 		21		Promotion of internationalization and attracting foreign
investments		SMEs		flat rate for indirect costs		0.07		use of off-the shelf options		flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs (article 54 (a) of CPR)		N/A		indirect costs		N		0,3 Meuro		not yet		N		N

		28		Bulgaria		BG-8		CCI:  2021BG16FFPR002 "PROGRAMME ENVIRONMENT 2021-2027"		МА		Organization and Management, Information and Communication (publicity)		FR		E, F		N/A at the present		Indirect costs for: project management and information and communication activities and elaboration of tender documents for all type of operations, except for TA 		Public administrations,NGOs, etc.		% of indirect cost to direct cost		% of the eligible direct cost		Fair equitable and verifiable method. Methodology for determining flat rates for financing organization and management activities of projects under OPE 2007 - 2013 		Statistical analysis of checked historical data from OPE projects.		The methodology is based on Statistical data from programming period 2007-2013. There are not defined criteria for adjustement / update of the methodology		Organization and Management, Information and Communication (publicity)		% of the eligible direct cost		Y				Y

		29		Cyprus		CY-1		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Research Innovation Foundation		1.1		UC		A		010, 011, 012		Research and Innovation Actions		Public Universities, Private companies, Research Centres		Hours worked		Number of research hours		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historical data of the eligible staff cost during the previous programming period (2007-2013)  were analysed by an independent consultant, who issued an official report with the unit costs.

Also, statistical data used for Private  sector executives (Statistical Service  SURVEY OF MONTHLY REMUNERATION OF FULLY EMPLOYED EMPLOYEES 2018)		Adjustment every two years in the event of a change in unit costs of +/- 5% after examining the change of the Labor cost index and the median cost of the monthly salary costs of this category for the Private sector		Staff costs		N		This cannot be estimated since the staff costs and the aid intensity are determined when the proposals are submitted by the beneficiaries of the scheme. 		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Further considerations are made for FNLC for the whole scheme under Article 95 CPR

		30		Cyprus		CY-2		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Research Innovation Foundation		1.1		FR		F		010, 011, 012		Research and Innovation Actions		Public Universities, Private companies, Research Centres		% on direct costs (excluding services)		up to 20% of direct costs (excluding services) 		Article 53(d) : in accordance with the rules for application of corresponding flat rates applied under schemes for grants funded entirely by the Member State for a similar type of operation		National Grant schemes for a similar type of operation		N/A		Indirect costs		N		This cannot be estimated since total costs are determined when the proposals are submitted by the beneficiaries of the scheme. 		N/A		Not audited		N/A - off the shelf
Further considerations are made for FNLC for the whole scheme under Article 95 CPR

		31		Cyprus		CY-3		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Research Innovation Foundation		1.1		FR		J		010, 011, 012		Research and Innovation Actions		Public Universities, Private companies, Research Centres		% on direct staff costs		up to 40% of direct staff costs 		Off-the-shelf		N/A		N/A		Other direct costs		N		This cannot be estimated since total costs are determined when the proposals are submitted by the beneficiaries of the scheme. 		N/A		Not audited		N/A - off the shelf
Further considerations are made for FNLC for the whole scheme under Article 95 CPR

		32		Cyprus		CY-4		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		1.3		UC		A		021		Grant Scheme for Enhancing the Competitiveness of Small and Medium Enterprises in the Manufacturing Sector		Private Companies		Cost per area covered in m2 		Square meters (m2) covered		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Statistical data - Report "Cost per Square Meter of Buildings Completed in the Private Sector, 2000-2018"		Significant changes in statistical data for Cost per square meter or construction cost index		Construction or expansion of industrial buildings		N		Cannot be estimated since construction cost is only part of the eligible expenditure of the scheme		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Further considerations are made for FNLC for the whole scheme under Article 95 CPR

		33		Cyprus		CY-5		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		1.3		FR		D		021		Grant Scheme for Enhancing the Competitiveness of Small and Medium Enterprises in the Manufacturing Sector		Private Companies		% on direct costs		up to 7% on direct costs		Off-the-shelf		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		approx. €3.2m (based on total scheme budget of 50m)		N/A		Not audited		N/A - off the shelf
Further considerations are made for FNLC for the whole scheme under Article 95 CPR

		34		Cyprus		CY-6		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Surface of horizontal structural elements		Square meters (m2)		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Direct cost - Thermal insulation of horizontal structural elements		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		35		Cyprus		CY-7		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Surface of horizontal structural elements		Square meters (m2)		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Direct cost - Thermal insulation of vertical structural elements		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		36		Cyprus		CY-8		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Surface of window frames		Square meters (m2)		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Replacement of window frames		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		37		Cyprus		CY-9		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Surface of shading frames		Square meters (m2)		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Installation of exterior shading frames		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		38		Cyprus		CY-10		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Quantity of new solar water heaters		Number of items		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Purchase and installation or replacement of a solar water heater for hot water production		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		39		Cyprus		CY-11		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Quantity of new air-conditions		Number of items		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Purchase and installation or replacement of autonomous air conditioning units of split type of high energy efficiency with a maximum rated output power of 12KW		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		40		Cyprus		CY-12		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Installation of a new heat pump		Number of houses (one pump per house)		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Purchase and installation or replacement of High Energy Efficient Heat Pump, Geothermal or Hydrothermal		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		41		Cyprus		CY-13		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Capacity in KW		KW		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data from Nationally funded scheme in PP 2014-2020		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Purchase and installation of Photovoltaic System with a capacity of up to 10KW		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		42		Cyprus		CY-14		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Capacity in kWh		KWh		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Market research 		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Batteries for storage of energy that will be produced by the Photovoltaic System with a capacity of up to 4KWh.		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		43		Cyprus		CY-15		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Installation of a new boiler		Number of items		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Purchase and installation of solid energy boiler, or gas fuel of high energy efficiency for space heating.		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		44		Cyprus		CY-16		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Installation of a new boiler		Number of items		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historic data PP 2014-2020 Data from 2nd Call for proposals announced in 2018		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Purchase and installation of high energy efficiency liquid fuel boiler for space heating.		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		45		Cyprus		CY-17		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		UC		A		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		Installation of technical systems control system		Number of items		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Expert judgement		on an annual basis
where deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in market prices		Purchase and installation of technical control systems		N		Cannot be estimated		Positively assessed by AA		Not audited		The SCO proposal was submitted informally to the EC under Article 94 CPR. Considerations are made for further simplification (use of two unit costs for the whole scheme)

		46		Cyprus		CY-18		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		Ministry of Energy, Industry and Commerce 		2.1		FR		D		040, 042		Energy upgrade of households		Households		% on direct costs		up to 7% on direct costs		Off-the-shelf		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		approx. €4.9m (based on total scheme budget of 75m)		N/A		Not audited		N/A - off the shelf

		47		Cyprus		CY-19		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		ERDF Managing Authority		All specific objectives		UC		A		all types of operations		ALL		Public organisations		Hours or months worked (for variable time and fixed time respectively)		Number of hours or months 		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Public servants approved monthly salary scales		when deemed necessary due to significant fluctuations in salary scales		Staff costs		N		Cannot be estimated		N/A		Not audited		N/A

		48		Cyprus		CY-20		Programme Thalia 2021-2027
2021CY16FFPR001		ERDF Managing Authority		All specific objectives		FR		E		all types of operations		ALL		Public organisations		% on direct staff costs		up to 15% on direct costs		Off-the-shelf		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		Cannot be estimated		N/A		Not audited		N/A - off the shelf

		49		Czech Republic		CZ-1		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Technology		FR		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		Operation will not be covered by SCOs		Indirect costs		Business entities, state organizations		NR		NR		NR		NR		NR		Publicity, Wages of administrative staff (accountant, project manager, etc.), Small tangible assets intended for immediate consumption (paper, office supplies, ...), Expenditures for the implementation of VŘ and consulting service, Rental of premises for the administrative implementation of the project (and related services – energy, water, internet and telephone connection, cleaning of premises...), Domestic and international travel expenses, Depreciation, Bank fees and other administrative fees that are not necessary for the implementation of the project (document verification, account management fee, etc.), Marketing, promotion		N		39080756		NR		NR		No

		50		Czech Republic		CZ-2		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Cooperation between schools and companies		FR		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		Operation will not be covered by SCOs		Indirect costs		Business entities, state organizations		NR		NR		NR		NR		NR		Publicity, Wages of administrative staff (accountant, project manager, etc.), Small tangible assets intended for immediate consumption (paper, office supplies, ...), Expenditures for the implementation of VŘ and consulting service, Rental of premises for the administrative implementation of the project (and related services – energy, water, internet and telephone connection, cleaning of premises...), Domestic and international travel expenses, Depreciation, Bank fees and other administrative fees that are not necessary for the implementation of the project (document verification, account management fee, etc.), Marketing, promotion		N		12000000		NR		NR		No

		51		Czech Republic		CZ-3		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Alternative transport		FR		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		Operation will not be covered by SCOs		Indirect costs		Business entities, state organizations		NR		NR		NR		NR		NR		Publicity, Wages of administrative staff (accountant, project manager, etc.), Small tangible assets intended for immediate consumption (paper, office supplies, ...), Expenditures for the implementation of VŘ and consulting service, Rental of premises for the administrative implementation of the project (and related services – energy, water, internet and telephone connection, cleaning of premises...), Domestic and international travel expenses, Depreciation, Bank fees and other administrative fees that are not necessary for the implementation of the project (document verification, account management fee, etc.), Marketing, promotion		N		71376785		NR		NR		NR

		52		Czech Republic		CZ-4		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Marketing		UC
FR		Unit costs, Article 53
CPR		021 SME business development and
internationalisation, including productive investments		Participation in the exhibition/fair		Business entities (small and medium enterprises)		Participation in the exhibition/fair		Size of the leased space at the exhibition/fair (in square meters), but also type of country (countries are divided into 4 categories; based on the price map, the categories were defined).
The costs of marketing promotional materials (flat rate: 13.68% of total eligible expenses) and transportation (flat rate: 14.73% of total eligible expenses) depends on the total cost of renting the space at the fair.		
A fair, equitable and verifiable method was used. The data from the national monitoring system were cleaned of extremes and then 4 groups of countries were determined, within which the prices for participating in the fair are similar (they show the same features).		Historical data from the monitoring system		Because the historical exhibition data from different countries is analysed, the “OECD Total CPI index” is used for conversion, which covers all countries and is often used as a benchmark.		1) Participation in exhibitions and fairs/costs for renting space at the exhibition/fair (unit costs);
2) Promotional marketing materials for the purposes of trade fairs and exhibitions, provided by an external contractor (flat rate);
3) Expenditures of transport of exhibits, stand, including packaging and handling, provided by an external contractor (flat rate).		Y		35 055 000,00 EUR		Yes - positive result		Not been audited yet.		No

		53		Czech Republic		CZ-5		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Aplication		FR		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		Operation will not be covered by SCOs		Indirect costs for salaries		Business entities, research organizations		NR		NR		NR		NR		NR		Other indirect costs - publicity, administrative staff costs, rental of premises, utilities, office supplies, travel expenses, etc.		N		386099366		NR		NR		No

		54		Czech Republic		CZ-6		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies -  activities Proof of Concept/Cooperation		FR		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		Operation will not be covered by SCOs		Indirect costs for salaries		Business entities (small and medium enterprises)		NR		NR		NR		NR		NR		Other indirect costs - publicity, administrative staff costs, rental of premises, utilities, office supplies, travel expenses, etc.		N		73169996		NR		NR		No

		55		Czech Republic		CZ-7		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies -  activity Knowledge Transfer Partnerships		FR		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		Operation will not be covered by SCOs		Indirect costs for salaries		research organizations		NR		NR		NR		NR		NR		Other indirect costs - publicity, administrative staff costs, rental of premises, utilities, office supplies, travel expenses, etc.		N		19277305		NR		NR		No

		56		Czech Republic		CZ-8		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Digital enterprise		FR		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		Operation will not be covered by SCOs		Indirect costs		Business entities, state organizations		NR		NR		NR		NR		NR		Publicity, Wages of administrative staff (accountant, project manager, etc.), Small tangible assets intended for immediate consumption (paper, office supplies, ...), Expenditures for the implementation of VŘ and consulting service, Rental of premises for the administrative implementation of the project (and related services – energy, water, internet and telephone connection, cleaning of premises...), Domestic and international travel expenses, Depreciation, Bank fees and other administrative fees that are not necessary for the implementation of the project (document verification, account management fee, etc.), Marketing, promotion		N				NR		NR		No

		57		Czech Republic		CZ-9		OP TAC		Managing authority - Ministry of Trade and Industry		Developing smart energy systems, grids and storage outside the Trans-European Energy Network (TEN-E)		UC		Unit costs, Article 53 (1)(b) CPR		053		Installation of smart metering (AMM)		Business entities - DSO (large enterprises).		Number of installed smart electricity meters (AMM)		the cost of installing one electricity meter (price/pc)		The use of individual beneficiary-specific data (Applicant of the ususal cost accounting practices of individual beneficiares)		Internal data from the applicant's accounting		The unit cost of AMM installation is determined as the product of the hourly tariff price and the usual times for the installation of a given type of smart electricity meter, to which are added the necessary direct material costs or transport costs.		Personal expenses, material and energy consumption, repairs, travel expenses, etc.		N		125 000 000 EUR		Yes - positive result		Not been audited yet.		N

		58		Czech Republic		CZ-10		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		P 4.2:build up mutual trust, in particular by encouraging people-to-people actions		UC		A		173		Small projects (with known number of participants) in the framework of the Small Project Fund 		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC, educational and research institution, state enterprise, church, association operating in the field of tourism, economic and agrarian chamber, owners and managers of railway infrastructure, social cooperatives,...		participation at a project activity		number of participants - unit cost per person per day (5 types of activities)		collection of historical data, median		a) historical data b) finished projects of the programming period 2014-2020 c) 3 years		yearly indexation (inflation)		all costs		Y		not possible to estimate		Y, methodology assessed by the AA		No		No link

		59		Czech Republic		CZ-11		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		P2 and P4.1, 4.2		LS		B		all types of operations except of small projects with known number of participants within priority 4.2		Small projects in the framework of the Small Project Fund (except of small projects with known number of participants)		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC, educational and research institution, state enterprise, church, association operating in the field of tourism, economic and agrarian chamber, owners and managers of railway infrastructure, social cooperatives,...		delivery of small project outputs		NR		draft budget		NR		no adjustment		all costs		Y		not possible to estimate		methodology informal discussed with the AA		No		No link

		60		Czech Republic		CZ-12		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		all SO in programme		LS		B		all types of operations		all operations eligible in the programme		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC, educational and research institution, state enterprise, church, association operating in the field of tourism, economic and agrarian chamber, owners and managers of railway infrastructure, social cooperatives,...		project approval 		4150 EUR		method used in 2014-2020 period, only increased by inflation		indexation of lump sum in period 2014-2020		no adjustment		preparation costs		N		not possible to estimate		No		Yes (in 2014-20 period)		No link

		61		Czech Republic		CZ-13		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		all SO in programme		FR  		E		all types of operations		all operations eligible in the programme		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC, educational and research institution, state enterprise, church, association operating in the field of tourism, economic and agrarian chamber, owners and managers of railway infrastructure, social cooperatives,...		-		0.15		use of off-the shelf option		a) -, b) -, c) -		no adjustment		indirect costs		N		not possible to estimate		No		Yes (in 2014-20 period)		No link

		62		Czech Republic		CZ-14		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		PO 2 SO iv), PO 2 SO vii), PO 4 SO vi), PO 1 SO iii), ISO b) enhance efficient public administration, ISO c) build up mutual trust		FR		K - travel and accomodation costs (art 41 Interreg reg.)		9, 10, 21, 58, 59, 60, 77, 78, 79, 83, 95, 165, 166, 167, 171, 173,  		all operations eligible in the programme except transport investment operations		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC, educational and research institution, state enterprise, church, economic and agrarian chambre, associations operating in the field of tourism, social cooperatives,...		-		0.07		use of off-the shelf option and its adaptation according to the historical data of the projects from the period 2014-2020		a) historical data b) approved projects of the programming period 2014-2020 c) 5 years		no adjustment		travel costs, accomodation costs, food allowance,…		N		not possible to estimate		No		No		No link

		63		Czech Republic		CZ-15		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		PO 2 SO iv)		FR		G		58, 59, 60		Modernization/procurement of specialized technology necessary for the prevention and elimination of the consequences of risks associated with climate change		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC		-		0.02		use of off-the shelf option and its adaptation according to the historical data of the projects from the period 2014-2020		a) historical data b) approved projects of the programming period 2014-2020 c) 5 years		no adjustment		staff costs		N		not possible to estimate		No		No		No link

		64		Czech Republic		CZ-16		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		PO 4 SO vi) 		FR		G		78, 83, 165, 166, 167		repair, revitalization and/or making tangiblel monuments accessible; support for the development of museums and exhibitions; development of a network of cycle paths/cycle routes/single tracks; development of a network of boating routes, walking routes, etc.; public tourist infrastructure		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC, educational and research institution, church, association operating in the field of tourism, educational institution, economic chamber		-		0.04		use of off-the shelf option and its adaptation according to the historical data of the projects from the period 2014-2020		a) historical data b) approved projects of the programming period 2014-2020 c) 5 years		no adjustment		staff costs		N		not possible to estimate		No		No		No link

		65		Czech Republic		CZ-17		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		PO 2 SO iv), PO 2 SO vii), PO 3 SO ii), PO 4 SO vi), PO 1 SO iii), ISO b) enhance efficient public administration, ISO c) build up mutual trust		UC		H		9, 10, 21, 58, 59, 60, 77, 78, 79, 95, 165, 166, 167, 171, 173,  		Integrated rescue system – systemic measures to strengthen cross-border cooperation and education, exchange of experience, joint exercises, exchange internships; networking, coordination and monitoring in the field of environmental protection; connecting and creating tourism products and their promotion; support of accompanying activities related to the development of tourism; increasing the efficiency of public administration; build up mutual trust by people to people projects; cross-border services for entrepreneurs with the aim of sustainable expanding the activities of their businesses across the border; cross-border services for entrepreneurs to improve access to innovation and research/R&D services; measures for the development of cross-border public and individual transport;		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC, educational and research institution, state enterprise, church, economic and agrarian chambre, associations operating in the field of tourism, social cooperatives,...		time worked		number of hours/months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data b) approved labor costs in projects of the period 2014-2020 c) 7 years		indexation in the middle of the program period, according to wage growth		staff costs		N		not possible to estimate		Not yet, it will be submitted for AO approval in October 2022		No		No link

		66		Czech Republic		CZ-18		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		Ministry of Regional Development		PO 2 SO iv), PO 2 SO vii), PO 3 SO ii), PO 4 SO vi), PO 1 SO iii), ISO b) enhance efficient public administration, ISO c) build up mutual trust		FR		J		9, 10, 21, 58, 59, 60, 77, 78, 79, 83, 95, 165, 166, 167, 171, 173,  		all operations eligible in the programme except transport investment operations		public institutions, NGO´s, EGTC, educational and research institution, state enterprise, church, economic and agrarian chambre, associations operating in the field of tourism, social cooperatives,...		-		0.4		use of off-the shelf option		a) -, b) -, c) -		no adjustment		other costs than staff costs		N		not possible to estimate		No		No		No link

		67		Czech Republic		CZ-19		Programme Technical Assistance 2021-2027 (CCI 2021CZ16FFTA001)		Ministry of Regional Development (MA)		SO 1.1 - Coordination and management of the EU  funds implementation		FR
		J		179,180,181, 182		Activities to ensure the administrative capacity of horizontal institutions.		Ministry of Regional Development (MRD), Ministry of Finance (Audit Authority, Paying Authority, CKB AFCOS)		-		8% of eligible direct staff costs		off-the shelf options		a) historical data  b) certified expenditures c) 6 years		N/R		other costs than staff costs		N		11160927		NO		NO		NO

		68		Czech Republic		CZ-20		Programme Technical Assistance 2021-2027 (CCI 2021CZ16FFTA001)		Ministry of Regional Development (MA)		SO 2.1 - Supporting regional partner for the impelementation of EU funds		FR
		J		179.182		Activities related to the preparation, management, implementation of the integrated strategies (e.g. expenditure on administrative capacity, education, publicity, operation), ensuring administrative capacity for the Regional Standing Conferences and ending the OP Prague - Growth Pole.		Regional actors  - ITI holders, Local Action Groups, organizations carrying out the Regional Standing Conferences and City of Prague)		-		20% of eligible direct staff costs		off-the shelf options		a) historical data  b) certified expenditures c) 6 years		N/R		other costs than staff costs		Y		21974468		NO		NO		NO

		69		Czech Republic		CZ-21		Operation Programme Environment (2021CZ16FFPR001)		Nature Conservation Agency of the Czech Republic (NCA)		SC 1.6:  Strengthening the protection and conservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution		FR		J		078		Funding of remaining eligible costs for measures "monitoring, mapping"		Nature Conservation Agency of the Czech Republic (NCA)		Financial volume of total eligible direct costs per employee		up to 40 %		off-the-shelf option		Off-the-shelft method		none		The flat rate will cover all eligible project costs except direct staff costs (e.g. project equipment costs,
costs of project services,
project preparation costs,
project coordination costs,
the costs of ensuring mandatory publicity).		N		25 519 000 EUR		It was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		N		N

		70		Czech Republic		CZ-22		Operation Programme Environment (2021CZ16FFPR001)		State Environmental Fund of the Czech Republic (SEF)		SC 1.1 – 1.6		FR		D		all types of operations except of state aid projects with a motivational effect		Project preparation, application administration, project coordination during implementation and mandatory publicity		all types of beneficiaries eligible for support of OPE		Total eligible implemantation cost		Projects with:
up to 3 million CZK ... FR 7%; 3–10 million CZK ... FR 5%; over 10 million CZK... FR 3.5%;
For projects SC1.3 and 1.6 with:
1. up to 10 million CZK ... FR 7%; 2. over 10 million CZK ... FR 5%		off-the-shelf option with analytical data		Analysis of the share of indirect costs in total eligible cost of projects (OPE 2014-2020)		adjustment based on economic indicators, inflation		Indirect costs (e.g. preparation costs)		N		103 829 787,2 EUR		It was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		N		N

		71		Czech Republic		CZ-23		Operation Programme Environment (2021CZ16FFPR001)		Nature Conservation Agency of the Czech Republic (NCA)
		SC 1.3 and 1.6		FR		C		060, 078		Administration of requests for support under the project scheme		Nature Conservation Agency of the Czech Republic (NCA)		The total amount of reimbursement in projects to the final beneficiaries		11,67 %		analytical data		Based on the analysis of the NCA's activities in the 2014-2020		adjustment based on economic indicators, inflation; or legal changes		Costs for staff-administrators of support requests; operation and overhead costs; advertising and promotion costs.		N		15 686 383.0 EUR		It was assessed by the AA in the formal consultation. The MA received a positive assessment from the Audit Authority.		N		The MA's proposal to apply FR according to Article 94 was not approved by the EC.

		72		Czech Republic		CZ-24		Operation Programme Environment (2021CZ16FFPR001)		Ministry of the Environment (ME)		SC 1.2		FR		C		049, 052, 056		Administration of requests for support under the project scheme		regional authorities		The total amount of reimbursement in projects to the final beneficiaries		7,5 %		analytical data		The data source for the calculation is data on individual regional projects stored in the Monitoring System for the programming period 2014–2020 and data obtained from regional authorities		adjustment based on economic indicators, inflation; or legal changes		Costs for staff-administrators of support requests; operation and overhead costs; advertising and promotion costs.		N		11 821 757,3 EUR		It was assessed by the AA in the formal consultation. The MA received a positive assessment from the Audit Authority.		N		The MA's proposal to apply FR according to Article 94 was not approved by the EC.

		73		Czech Republic		CZ-25		Operation Programme Environment (2021CZ16FFPR001)		State Environmental Fund of the Czech Republic (SEF)		SC 1.4		FR		C		065		Administration of requests for support under the project scheme		State Environmental Fund of the Czech Republic (SEF)		The total amount of reimbursement in projects to the final beneficiaries		5 %		analytical data		Based on the analysis of the SEF's activities in the 2014-2020		adjustment based on economic indicators, inflation; or legal changes		Costs for staff-administrators of support requests; operation and overhead costs.		N		1 595 744.9 EUR		It was assessed by the AA in the formal consultation. The MA received a positive assessment from the Audit Authority.		N		The MA's proposal to apply FR according to Article 94 was not approved by the EC.

		74		Czech Republic		CZ-26		Operation Programme Environment (2021CZ16FFPR001)		State Environmental Fund of the Czech Republic (SEF)		SC 1.1 and 1.2		UC		A		045, 048, 050, 052, 056		Energy savings and renewable energy sources (e.g. savings measures on the building cover;
installation of forced ventilation with recovery; other measures for reduction of primary energy from non-renewable energy sources)		State or national enterprises, commercial companies owned 100% by a public entity		Unit of measurement or number of pupils		m2, m3/day, MWh/year, kW, number of installations		analytical data		Based on the analysis carried out by Chance for Buildings the analysis of the SEF's activities in the 2014-2020		adjustment based on economic indicators, inflation		Direct costs		N		374 850 593,75 EUR (the amount will be increased due to the reallocation)		It was assessed by the AA in the formal consultation. The MA received a positive assessment from the Audit Authority.		N		It will be covered by the Article 94 CPR.

		75		Czech Republic		CZ-27		Operation Programme Environment (2021CZ16FFPR001)		Ministry of the Environment (ME)		Prioriy 2  Technical Assistance (TA)		FR		J		179, 180, 181		Technical Assistance		Ministry of the Environment (ME) and State Environmental Fund of the Czech Republic (SEF)		Financial volume of total eligible direct costs per employee		0.4		Off-the-shelft option		Off-the-shelft method		none		The flat rate will cover all eligible project costs except direct staff costs 		N		16 832 496 EUR		It was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		N		N

		76		Czech Republic		CZ-28		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a)(i)		FR
		C		4/12/29		RDI projects, synergy with Horizon Europe (e.g. Teaming)		Research institutions		n.a.		25 % from diret costs of the operation without invesmentement cost over the value of the depreciation		SCOs adopted under union scheme - Horizon Europe		n.a.		n.a.		indirect costs		N		5 mil. EUR		In process		The similar SCO has been aplyed within programing period 2014-2020, any issue has been identified.		In process

		77		Czech Republic		CZ-29		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a)(i)		UC		A		12		RDI projects - mobilites of reserchers, no money/Seal of Excelence projekts of MSCA		Research institutions		one hour of work		one hour of the work of reaserch on mobility		SCOs adopted under union scheme - Horizon Europe		n.a.		n.a.		All cost of the operation - personal cost of the researche, reasearch cost, mobility alowance and management cost		Y		60 mil. EUR		In process		The similar SCO has been aplyed within programing period 2014-2020, it was aprove by the COM by delagated act under the article 14 ESF Regulation, later some audits have beed carryed out and no any issue has been identified.		In process

		78		Czech Republic		CZ-30		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a)(i), 1(a) (iv)		LS		B		All relevant categories - LS is covering administrative costs 		All projects - LS is covering the cost of the basic administrative team, such as the costs of the project manager, financial manager, administrativ support 		Research institutions, Universities, Municipalities		Cost of the administrative team		LS is calculated for whole periond of the project adminsitration, with milestones set up in accordance to the monitoring period		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical, administrative, statistical		update of the national statistics of the wages		Cost of the administrative team		N		110 mil. EUR		In process		n.a.		In process

		79		Czech Republic		CZ-31		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		Technical assistance		LS		B		n.a.		LS to calculate the costs of the technical assistance		Managing authority		Cost of the technical assistance		cost of the technicat assistanc		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical, administrative, statistical		n.a.		cost ot technical assistance		Y		120 mil. EUR		In process		n.a.		n.a.

		80		Czech Republic		CZ-32		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a)(i)		UC		A		12		RDI projects - research cooperation		Research institutions		The cost of one man-day of the ACTIVITY - spent on internship/practical training and related cooperation within a research organisation abroad (outgoing) or in CZ (incoming) 		cost of one day		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical, administrative, statistical		n.a.		travel cost, accomodation etc.		N		5 mil. EUR		In process		The similar SCO has been aplyed within programing period 2014-2020, it was aprove by the COM by delagated act under the article 14 ESF Regulation, later some audits have beed carryed out and no any issue has been identified.		In process

		81		Czech Republic		CZ-33		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a)(i), 1(a) (iv)		FR		D		4/12/23/28/29		All RDI projects with projects which are fully financed by any other SCO e.g research mobility		Research institutions, Universities, Municipalities		n.a.		 Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		n.a.		the list of the cost which can not be claimed as diret cost was set up on the historical data		n.a.		indirect costs		N		80 mil. EUR		In process		n.a.		n.a.

		82		Czech Republic		CZ-34		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a)(i), 4(d) (ii)		FR		E		4/12/29/123		RDI projects - upgrade of infrastucture		Research institutions, Universities		n.a.		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15 % od firect staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		n.a.		the list of the cost which can not be claimed as diret cost was set up on the historical data		n.a.		indirect costs		N		70 mil. EUR		In process		n.a.		n.a.

		83		Czech Republic		CZ-35		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a)(i), 1(a) (iv)		UC		A/H		4/12/23/28/29		RDI projects - research cooperation; implementation of National RIS3 strategy (using of the UC is for beneficiary optional. The beneficiary can choose between direct costs and UC)		Research institutions, Universities, Regional Autorities, Government units and its contibutory organisations		one productive hour		one productive hour		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data of the personnel cost of specific person/group of person		based on economic indicator / statistical data (% increase in median gross monthly wages)		personnel costs of the persons in the expert team		N		?		In process		n.a.		n.a.

		84		Czech Republic		CZ-36		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a) (iv)		LS		B		28		implementation of National RIS3 Strategy		Regional Autorities		costs related to the preparation of research project proposals		one research project proposals / one extensive fiche of the project		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data of the costs of preparation of research project proposals		based on statistical data (median of the gross monthly wages)		costs related to the preparation of the research project proposals such as personnel costs, services, indirect costs.		N		5  mil. EUR		In process		Informal audit negotiation		In process

		85		Czech Republic		CZ-37		OP John Amos Comenius		Ministry of education, youth and sport, Czech Republic		1(a)(i), 4(d) (ii)		LS		B		4/12/29/123		RDI projects - upgrade of infrastucture		Research institutions, Universities		eligible direct costs which forms the basis for calculating number of eligible LS		for each 1000 CZK of the eligible direct costs (especially costs of assets, services) is eligible one LS (100 CZK) 		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data - amounts of personnel costs in the same types of operations		n.a.		personnel costs of the direct staff costs (expert team + project manager, financial manager, administrator)		N		15 mil. EUR.		In process		Informal audit negotiation		In process

		86		Czech Republic		CZ-38		Integrated Regional Programme 2021–2027
ERDF 2021CZ16RFPR002		Ministry for Regional Development 
Managing Authority (MA)		SO 1.1: Reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities 
(point (a)(ii) of Article 3(1) ERDF and CF Regulation)		Flat rate		D		“Code(s) = 16, 19		•	computerization of selected public administration services
•	extension of an inter-linked data pool
•	integration of public administration electronic services and information on the public administration services on the gov.cz site
•	measures leading to intensive use of existing secure electronic identification systems
•	publication of public administration data as OpenData
•	development of non-public network infrastructure of the public administration
•	creation of an eGovernment cloud
•	cybersecurity
		•	organisational units of the state
•	publicly co-funded organizations established by organisational units of the state
•	state organizations
•	regions
•	municipalities
•	the City of Prague
•	city boroughs of the City of Prague
•	organisations established by regions / municipalities / City of Prague / city boroughs of the City of Prague
•	state enterprises
•	non-governmental non-profit organisations established by the beneficiaries listed here
•	entities providing public service in the field of health care pursuant to Act No. 372/2011 Coll., on health services and conditions for their provision (Health Services Act), as amended		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		indirekt costs, e.g:
		No		51207116		Yes, the metodology was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		Not been audited yet.		No

		87		Czech Republic		CZ-39		Integrated Regional Programme 2021–2027
ERDF 2021CZ16RFPR002		Ministry for Regional Development 
Managing Authority (MA)		SO 2.1: Promoting climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention and resilience, taking into account eco-system based approaches 
(point (b)(iv) of Article 3(1) ERDF and CF Regulation)		Flat rate		D		Code(s) = 58, 59, 60, 61, 43, 45, 124, 16		•	acquisition of material and technical equipment and creation of material conditions for BC IRS
•	construction and modernization of training and educational centres and acquisition of technical and technological equipment 
•	upgrade of a uniform warning and notification system 
•	construction, modernization and development of strategically important ICT systems in BC IRS
		,•	Ministry of Interior – General Directorate of Fire Rescue Service of the Czech Republic 
•	regional fire rescue systems 
•	Rescue Department of the FRS CR 
•	Ministry of Interior – Police Presidium of the Czech Republic
•	regional Police Directorates
•	regions
•	providers of emergency medical services, established by regions
•	organisational units of the state and organizations established or funded by them that provide for education and training of the IRS units		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		indirekt costs, e.g:		No		34 731 513		Yes, the metodology was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.
		Not been audited yet.		No

		88		Czech Republic		CZ-40		Integrated Regional Programme 2021–2027
ERDF 2021CZ16RFPR0		Ministry for Regional Development 
Managing Authority (MA)		SO 2.2 Specific objective 2.2: Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution 		Flat rate		D		Code(s) = 79, 77, 73, 64, 48		•	Green infrastructure in the public space of towns and municipalities
o	revitalization and modernization of existing public spaces
o	revitalization and modification of unused areas
		•	municipalities
•	regions
•	the City of Prague
•	city boroughs of the City of Prague
•	organisations established by municipalities / regions / City of Prague / city boroughs of the City of Prague
•	churches
•	religious organizations 
•	organisational units of the state
•	publicly co-funded organizations established by organisational units of the state
•	public and state higher education institutions,
•	state enterprises
•	state organizations
•	public research institutions		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		indirekt costs, e.g:		No		59938272		Yes, the metodology was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		Not been audited yet.		No

		89		Czech Republic		CZ-41		Integrated Regional Programme 2021–2027
ERDF 2021CZ16RFPR0		Ministry for Regional Development 
Managing Authority (MA)		SO 3.1 Specific objective 3.1: Developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intelligent and intermodal national, regional and local mobility, including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility 		Flat rate		D		Code)s) = 89, 77, 95, 93		construction of roads, bypasses of municipalities and road relocations
reconstruction and modernization of roads
technical improvement and construction of bridges 
 		•	regions
•	organizations established by regions		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		indirekt costs, e.g:		No		36873055		Yes, the metodology was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		Not been audited yet.		No

		90		Czech Republic		CZ-42		Integrated Regional Programme 2021–2027
ERDF 2021CZ16RFPR0		Ministry for Regional Development 
Managing Authority (MA)		SO 4.1: Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training 
(point (d)(ii) of Article 3(1) ERDF and CF Regulation)		Flat rate		D		Code(s) = 121, 122, 124, 44		educational infrastructure and material and technical equipment of schools and educational facilities. 		•	school legal entities
•	municipalities
•	voluntary associations of municipalities
•	regions
•	organizations established by municipalities/regions
•	non-governmental non-profit organizations which have been continuously active in the field of education or assistance services for at least 2 years immediately prior to the application
•	churches
•	religious organizations
•	organisational units of the state 
•	publicly co-funded organizations established by organisational units of the state
•	other legal entities active in schools and educational facilities		N/R		N/R		N/R				N/R				No		52 221 262		Yes, the metodology was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		Not been audited yet.		No

		91		Czech Republic		CZ-43		Integrated Regional Programme 2021–2027
ERDF 2021CZ16RFPR0		Ministry for Regional Development 
Managing Authority (MA)		SO 4.2: Promoting the socioeconomic inclusion of marginalised communities, low income households and disadvantaged groups, including people with special needs, through integrated actions, including housing and social services 
(point (d)(iii) of Article 3(1) ERDF and CF Regulation)		Flat rate		D		Code(s) = 126, 127, 44		infrastructure of social services
infrastructure for deinstitutionalization of social services in order to increase social inclusion
infrastructure for social housing
		•	non-governmental non-profit organizations
•	organisational units of the state
•	publicly co-funded organizations established by organisational units of the state
•	regions
•	municipalities
•	voluntary associations of municipalities
•	organizations established by regions / municipalities 
•	churches
•	religious organizations
		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		indirekt costs, e.g:		No		32 751 724		Yes, the metodology was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		Not been audited yet.		No

		92		Czech Republic		CZ-44		Integrated Regional Programme 2021–2027
ERDF 2021CZ16RFPR0		Ministry for Regional Development 
Managing Authority (MA)		SO 4.3: Ensuring equal access to health care and fostering resilience of health systems, including primary care, and promoting the transition from institutional to family-based and community-based care 
(point (d)(v) of Article 3(1) ERDF and CF Regulation)		Flat rate		D		Code(s) = 128, 129, 130, 131, 44		creation and modernization of emergency care network
infrastrructure of integrated care, integration of health and social services
promoting the public health protection		•	organisational units of the state
•	publicly co-funded organizations established by organisational units of the state
•	regions
•	municipalities
•	organizations established by municipalities/regions
•	entities providing public service in the field of health care 
•	non-governmental non-profit organizations
•	voluntary associations of municipalities
•	organizations established by voluntary associations of municipalities
•	churches
•	religious organization		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		N/R		indirekt costs, e.g:		No		34 621 153		Yes, the metodology was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		Not been audited yet.		No

		93		Czech Republic		CZ-45		Integrated Regional Programme 2021–2027
ERDF 2021CZ16RFPR0		Ministry for Regional Development 
Managing Authority (MA)		Technical assitence
SO 7.1: Ensuring high-quality management and implementation of the programme
(point (e) of Article 22(3) CPR)		Lump sums		B		Code(s) = 179, 180, 181, 182		management, implementation and monitoring of the programme
support for administrative capacity
support for applicants and beneficiaries 
publicity and promotion		Managing Authority of IROP:
Centre for Regional Development of the Czech Republic
Nature Conservation Agency of the Czech Republic		cost of the technical assistence		cost of the technical assistence		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historical data from the monitoring system of the EU funds (MS2014+);
The calculation included expenditure for the last three closed accounting periods (07/2017 – 06/2020), which were verified and approved by the Payment and Certification Authority and verified by the Audit Authority.
		N/R		see collum I - costs for activities relating to the technical assistance		Yes		113395619		Yes, the metodology was assessed by the AA in the informal consultation.		Not been audited yet.		No

		94		Germany		DE-1		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR015		ERDF MA Thuringia		5		UC		H		165		Personnel Expenditure for Arts and Cultural Promotion		foundations		hours worked		number of hours worked		off-the shelf		employment contract		not applicable		Personnel expenditure		N		determination in individual case		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		95		Germany		DE-2		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR016		ERDF MA Thuringia		2		FR		C		21		participation of international exhibitions		SME		exhibition participation		number of exhibition		fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical data, projects of 14-20, 5 years		not applicable		cost of exhibition participation		N		10% of exhibition participation		Ex ante assessment by AA		audited in 14-20, no findings		N

		96		Germany		DE-3		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR017		ERDF MA Thuringia		2		LS		B		21		contact initiation with international partners 		SME		consultiation		number of consultation		fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical data, project of 14-20, 1 year		not applicable		cost of consultation		Y		1600 Euro		Ex ante assessment by AA		audited in 14-20, no findings		Y

		97		Germany		DE-4		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR018		ERDF MA Thuringia		5		LS		B		82		studies for emission-free public transport		municipalities, legal persons under private law		submission of the study		number of study		draft budget		not applicable		not applicable		cost of study		Y		determination in individual case		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		98		Germany		DE-5		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR019		ERDF MA Thuringia		2		FR		E		58, 60		renaturation measures		legal persons under private law and public law		settlement of personnel costs		15%		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		indirect costs		N		15 % of personnel costs		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		99		Germany		DE-6		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR020		ERDF MA Thuringia		2		FR		C		58, 60		renaturation measures		legal persons under private law and public law		settlement of investment costs		2%		fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical data, projects of 14-20, 5 years		not applicable		travel costs		N		2% of orders		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		100		Germany		DE-7		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR021		ERDF MA Thuringia		2		UC		A		58.6		renaturation measures		legal persons under private law and public law		hours worked		number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		oriented to salary payments of the public sector		not applicable		Personnel Expenditure		N		fixed hourly rates		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		101		Germany		DE-8		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR022		ERDF MA Thuringia		4		LS		B		58		equipment for water departments		municipalities		acquisition of subsidized items				fair, equitable and verifiable method		statisical data, projekt of 14-20, 7 years		not applicable		equipment for water departments		Y		12.500, 25.000 or 50.000 Euro		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		102		Germany		DE-9		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR023		ERDF MA Thuringia		2		UC		A		75		consultations on resource efficiency		SME		consultation days		number of consultation days		fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical data, of other federal states 		review of the daily rates after two years		cost of consultation		Y		fixed daily rates		Ex ante assessment by AA				Y

		103		Germany		DE-10		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR024		ERDF MA Thuringia		2		UC		A		75		investments on resource efficiency		SME		investment verified		number of investments		draft budget				not applicable		cost of investments		Y		determination in individual case		Ex ante assessment by AA				Y

		104		Germany		DE-11		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR025		ERDF MA Thuringia		1		LS		B		21		innovative investments		SME		investment verified				fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical data, projects of 14-20, 5 years		not applicable		cost of investments		Y		10.000, 20.000, 30.000, 40.000 or 50.000 Euro		Ex ante assessment by AA				Y

		105		Germany		DE-12		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR026		ERDF MA Thuringia		1		UC		A		2, 4, 10, 28, 29		personell expenditure		scientific institutions, SME		hours worked		number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical, Data from the Federal Statistical Office and Deutsche Forschungsgesellschaft		Corresponding changes in the data basis 		Personnel expenditure of researche projekts		Y and N		fixed hourly rates		Ex ante assessment by AA				Y

		106		Germany		DE-13		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR027		ERDF MA Thuringia		1		FR		D		2, 4, 10, 28, 29		indirect costs		scientific institutions, SME		settlement of personnel and investment costs		7%		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		cost of research projekts		N		7% of direct costs		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		107		Germany		DE-14		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR028		ERDF MA Thuringia		1		FR		J		2, 4, 10, 28, 29		remaining eligible costs		scientific institutions, SME		settlement of personnel costs		40%		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		cost of research projekts		Y		40% of projet cost without personnel costs		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		108		Germany		DE-15		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR028		ERDF MA Thuringia		1		UC		A		28.29		innovation voucher		scientific institutions, SME				number of innovation voucher		draft budget				not applicable		Cost for orders, services, fees		Y		determination in individual case		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		109		Germany		DE-16		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia 2021DE16RFPR028		ERDF MA Thuringia		5		FR		E		165		indirect costs		foundations		Accounting of personnel costs		15%		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		indirect costs		N		15 % of personnel costs		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		110		Germany		DE-17		ERDF 2021-2027
 Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 2021DE16RFPR007		Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Infrastruktur, Tourismus und Arbeit, Referat Technologieförderung und TBI GmbH		1.1		UC		A		009, 010, 011,  027, 028, 029		funding of individual R&D private companies and collaborative research (personnel costs)		Private Companies, Universities, Research Centres		hours worked in the project		number of research hours		1) hours worked on the project for private companies: Art. 53 Abs. 3 lit. a) Nr. i CPR fair, equitable and verifiable method                                                              2) hours worked on the project for research institutes Art. 53 Abs. 3 lit. d) CPR 		1) Data of the statistical office of Mecklenburg Vorpommern on annual gross employment costs and statistic on earnings structure of the federal statistical office                           2) Data of the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft		automatic adjustment based on economic indicators		direct (personal) costs		N				Ex ante assessment by AA

		111		Germany		DE-18		ERDF 2021-2027
 Mecklenburg-Vorpommern 2021DE16RFPR007		Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Infrastruktur, Tourismus und Arbeit, Referat Technologieförderung und TBI GmbH		1.1		LS		B		009, 010, 011,  027, 028, 029		funding of individual R&D private companies and collaborative research (personnel costs)		Private Companies, Universities, Research Centres		direct personnel costs		sum of the direct personnel costs		Art . 53 Abs. 3 lit. c) CPR						indirect costs		N				Ex ante assessment by AA

		112		Germany		DE-19		 ERDF 2021-2027 Hessen 2021DE16RFPR006		ERDF administrative authority of Hesse		1.1; 
1.3; 
2.1; 
2.8		FR
UC
		A, C, D, E, G, H		all types of operations		covered by UCs and FR are personnel costs; covered by FRs are overhead coasts/indirect coasts		SMEs, universities, small companies, colleges, research and economic institutions, local authorities, associations, foundations, clubs, joint projects, chambers of crafts, industry and commerce		hours worked		7 % of direct costs, 
15 % of personel costs; 
20 % of direct costs (without personnel costs)		fair, equitable and verifiable method; use of off-the shelf options		a) historical, administrative data, statistical data
b) Hessian State statisitical office; Federal Office of Statistics; Hessian administration
c) up to 5 years		regularly adjustments based on adjustments of the Hessian personnel cost tables 		
Personnel costs, indirect costs		no		-		Ex ante assessment by AA				N

		113		Germany		DE-20		ERDF 2021-2027 Saarland 2021DE16RFPR009		Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Innovation, Digitales und Energie, ERDF administrative authority of Saarland		1.1 		UC		A		004, 010, 012, 028, 029, 044		personnel costs in research projects		Private Companies, Universities, Research Centres		fixed percentage of time worked on the operation per month of the total work time		percentage of time worked 		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Data of the federal statistical office 		yearly adjustment based on economic indicators		personnel costs		N		20.600.000 € {combination of 2 SCOS)		Ex ante assessment by AA		Yes in 2014-2020, no findings		N

		114		Germany		DE-21		ERDF 2021-2027 Saarland 2021DE16RFPR009		Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Innovation, Digitales und Energie, ERDF administrative authority of Saarland		1.1 		FR		J		010, 012, 028, 029, 044		remaining eligible costs in research projects		Private Companies, Universities, Research Centres		settlement of personnel costs		0.4		Art. 56 Abs. 1 CPR				not applicable		indirect costs, external expertise, travel costs		N				Ex ante assessment by AA		N		N

		115		Germany		DE-22		ERDF 2021-2027 Saarland 2021DE16RFPR009		Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Innovation, Digitales und Energie, ERDF administrative authority of Saarland		1.3		UC		A		25		personnel costs for consulting of start-ups and company founders		public institutions		fixed percentage of time worked on the operation per month of the total work time		percentage of time worked 		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Data of collective agreement for employees in public institutions		yearly adjustment of 3%, yearly check against development of collective agreements for employees in public institutions		personnel costs		N		11.859.207 € {combination of 2 SCOS)		not yet assessed by AA		N		N

		116		Germany		DE-23		ERDF 2021-2027 Saarland 2021DE16RFPR009		Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Innovation, Digitales und Energie, ERDF administrative authority of Saarland		1.3		FR		J		010, 012, 028, 029, 044		remaining eligible costs in consulting projects for start-ups and company founders		public institutions		settlement of personnel costs		0.3		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data  b)  Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Innovation, Digitales und Energie  c) funding period 2014-2020		not applicable		indirect costs, external expertise, travel costs		N				Ex ante assessment by AA		N		N

		117		Germany		DE-24		EFRE IBW
2021DE16RFPR002		ERDF Managing authority Bavaria
(Referat 51 in the StMWI)
		Lump Sums based on  a draft budget  		LS		B				Funding is available for Bavarian small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) that have little or no foreign 
or little experience in foreign trade and want to open up new markets.		private companies 		Implementation of the requested individual measure
		n/a		draft budget				n/a		direct costs		Y		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 		No 		no 

		118		Germany		DE-25		EFRE IBW
2021DE16RFPR002		ERDF Managing authority Bavaria
(Referat 51 in the StMWI)
		Flate rate for incidental building costs		FR 		C				Funding for the energy-efficient refurbishment of municipal infrastructures

Areas that were characterized by glass, porcelain or textile industries and have many brownfields. 
		public Institutions		 incidental building costs are existing		n/a		air, equitable and verifiable method		a) historic Dates
b) Ministry of Construction
c) last 10 years		automatic adjustment based on economic indicators		direct costs		N		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 		no 		no 

		119		Germany		DE-26		EFRE IBW
2021DE16RFPR002		ERDF Managing authority Bavaria
(Referat 51 in the StMWI)
		Flate rate for staff employed on a part-time basis		FR		C				The measure strengthens the innovation performance of SMEs through regional networking with regionally anchored universities, with a focus on structurally weaker regions. 
areas.

Improve green infrastructure by promoting biodiversity (e.g., renaturation of peatlands, creation of biotope network structures).		universities and public institutions		In the project ist staff employed on a part-time basis.		n/a		off-the shelf 				n/a		direct costs		N		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 		no 		no 

		120		Germany		DE-27		EFRE IBW
2021DE16RFPR002		ERDF Managing authority Bavaria
(Referat 51 in the StMWI)
		 Flat rate of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs		FR		J				The measure strengthens the innovation performance of SMEs through regional networking with regionally anchored universities, with a focus on structurally weaker regions. 
areas.		universities 		remaining eligible costs are existing 		n/a		air, equitable and verifiable method		a) historic Dates
b) Ministry of Science
c) last 15 years		automatic adjustment based on economic indicators		remaining eligible costs 		N		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 		No 		no 

		121		Germany		DE-28		ERDF Niedersachsen CCI 2021DE16FFPR005		ERDF Managing authority Niedersachsen		directly employed staff		UC		A		all types of operation		whole Programm		Public and private Bodies, all Kind of beneficiaries in the Programm		staff share		Quantity of staff share		air, equitable and verifiable method		a) histroriy data
b) Ministry of finance
c) 7 Years
		automatic adjustment based on historic adjustmen per anno		direct costs		N		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 		no		no

		122		Germany		DE-29		ERDF Niedersachsen CCI 2021DE16FFPR005		ERDF Managing authority Niedersachsen		newly hired personal		LS		B				Promoting Business start-ups and company in lower saxony mastercraft		private companies		new Stafff		Duration of employment		air, equitable and verifiable method		a) historic data
b) Destatis
c) one year
		no update		direct costs		Y		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		no		no		no

		123		Germany		DE-30		ERDF Niedersachsen CCI 2021DE16FFPR005		ERDF Managing authority Niedersachsen				c		j				promoting the use of succesor moderators		Public Institutions						off the shelf						remaining costs		n		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		no		no		no

		124		Germany		DE-31		ERDF Niedersachsen CCI 2021DE16FFPR005		ERDF Managing authority Niedersachsen				C		J				Innovation by universities and research institutes		Universitties and research centre						off the shelf						remaining costs		n		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		no		no		no

		125		Germany		DE-32		ERDF Niedersachsen CCI 2021DE16FFPR005		ERDF Managing authority Niedersachsen		draft budget		LS		B				Projects to optimize operational resource effiency and to promote the circular economy		private companies		draft budget				draft budget						direct costs		y		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 		no		no

		126		Germany		DE-33		ERDF Niedersachsen CCI 2021DE16FFPR005		ERDF Managing authority Niedersachsen		draft budget		LS		B				Promotion of measures for
climate-friendly and more environmentally friendly vehicles as well as sustainable mobility offers in local public transport		public bodies		draft budget				draft budget						direct costs		y		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 		no		no

		127		Germany		DE-34		ERDF Niedersachsen CCI 2021DE16FFPR005		ERDF Managing authority Niedersachsen		draft budget		LS		B				Revaluation of the Lower Saxon
natural and landscape cultural heritage as well as the preservation and increase of biological diversity
in populated areas		public and private Bodies		draft budget				draft budget						direct costs		y		Amount cannot be quantified at the present time. 		AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 		no		no

		128		Germany		DE-35		ERDF Programm Baden-Württemberg 2021DE16RFPR001		ERDF Managing Authority Baden-Württemberg		SO 1.1, SO 2.1, SO 2.6		Unit Costs		H				R&D&I, technology transfer, consultancy for resource efficiency		various		hours worked		hours worked in the project		a fair, equitable and verifiable calculation method based on statistical data, other objective information or an expert judgement		a) administrative / public data
b) collective wage agreement of public services (TV-L) 
c) one year		automatic indexation of 2 % per year		staff costs		N				yes		no		no

		129		Germany		DE-36		ERDF Programm Baden-Württemberg 2021DE16RFPR001		ERDF Managing Authority Baden-Württemberg		SO 2.6		Unit Costs		A				consultancy for resource efficiency		various		half day / day billed		day of consultancy  		a fair, equitable and verifiable calculation method based on statistical data, other objective information or an expert judgement		a) administrative data
b) Other Authorities
c) 2017-2020		--		direct costs for consulting		N				yes		no		no

		130		Germany		DE-37		ERDF Programm Baden-Württemberg 2021DE16RFPR001		ERDF Managing Authority Baden-Württemberg		SO 2.6		Flat rate		J				consultancy for resource efficiency		various		personnel costs		0.4		off-the shelf		--		--		various		Y				yes		no		no

		131		Germany		DE-38		ERDF Programm Baden-Württemberg 2021DE16RFPR001		ERDF Managing Authority Baden-Württemberg		SO 1.1, SO 1.4, SO 2.1, SO 2.6		Flat rate		E				various		various		personnel costs		0.15		off-the shelf		--		--		indirect costs		N				no		no		no

		132		Germany		DE-39		ERDF Hamburg 2021DE16RFPR005		MA ERDF Hamburg/Germany		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4		FR		E		All types of operations		Joint innovation projects in which enterprises and research institutions are taking part, Cluster management activities		Enterprises, research Institutions		settlement of personnel costs		0.15		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		indirect costs		N		cannot be estimated by now for suitable projects are not to be foreseen by now		ex-ante assessment in 14-20		Had  been audited, no general problems		no

		133		Germany		DE-40		ERDF Hamburg 2021DE16RFPR005		MA ERDF Hamburg/Germany		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4		FR		J		All types of operations		Joint innovation projects in which enterprises and research institutions are taking part, Cluster management activities		Enterprises, research Institutions		settlement of personnel costs		up to 40 % 		off-the shelf		a): project calculation verified on historical comparison; b) beneficiary calculation, similar projects; c) a few years back		not applicable		remaining costs		N		cannot be estimated by now for suitable projects are not to be foreseen by now		System had been tested in last period, adjustment is at  work		no		no

		134		Germany		DE-41		ERDF Hamburg 2021DE16RFPR005		MA ERDF Hamburg/Germany		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4		UC		A		All types of operations		Joint innovation projects in which enterprises and research institutions are taking part, Cluster management activities		Enterprises, research Institutions		hours worked in the project		Number of working hours		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Data of the federal statistical office 		Unit costs are updated on a yearly basis, no updating of ongoing projects, relying on Federal statistical office figures
		Direct staff costs		N		cannot be estimated by now for suitable projects are not to be foreseen by now		ex-ante assessment in 14-20		Had  been audited, no general problems		no

		135		Germany		DE-42		ERDF Hamburg 2021DE16RFPR005		MA ERDF Hamburg/Germany		2.1		UC		A		053		Energy saving measures in public buildings by building automation 		Owners of public buildings		Data points in public buildings		Number of data points		air, equitable and verifiable method		a): statistical comparisons for similar data points; b) useful indices; 		Eligible costs will be fixed at the beginning and will be updated yearly based on statistical indices		All costs		Y		45 Mio. €		Had been assessed, AA had questioned the suitability of the data source and the calkulation method and finally agreed on it 		Had not been audited		Yes, part of the accepted Hamburg program

		136		Germany		DE-43		ERDF Rheinland-Pfalz 2021DE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Rheinland-Pfalz (Referat 8304 Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Verkehr, Landwirtschaft und Weinbau Rheinland-Pfalz)		1 + 2		UC		A		all types of operation		all types of operation of the programme		all types of beneficiaries of the programme, e.g. SME's, universities, research institutions, municipalities etc.		hours worked		number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Unit costs are updated on a yearly basis based on figures of the Federal statistical office and the personnel cost table of Rhineland-Palatinate, no updating of ongoing projects		Unit costs are updated on a yearly basis based on figures of the Federal statistical office and the personnel cost table of Rhineland-Palatinate, no updating of ongoing projects		personnel costs				cannot be estimated by now		Established system since last period		Has been audited in the last period		N

		137		Germany		DE-44		ERDF Rheinland-Pfalz 2021DE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Rheinland-Pfalz (Referat 8304 Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Verkehr, Landwirtschaft und Weinbau Rheinland-Pfalz)		1 + 2		FR		E		all type of operation		all types of operation of the programme		all types of beneficiaries of the programme, e.g. SME's, universities, research institutions, municipalities etc.		personnel costs		15% of eligible direct staff costs		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable 		The indirect costs include, for example, the cost of premises, office equipment, general administrative costs etc.		N		cannot be estimated by now 		Established system since last period		Has been audited in the last period		N

		138		Germany		DE-45		ERDF Rheinland-Pfalz 2021DE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Rheinland-Pfalz (Referat 8304 Ministerium für Wirtscchaft, Verkehr, Landwirtschaft und Weinbau Rheinland-Pfalz)		1+2		FR		F		all types of operation		all types of operation of the programme		all types of beneficiaries of the programme, e.g. SME's, universities, research institutions, municipalities etc		personnel costs		up to 25% of elgible direct staff costs		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Unit costs are calculated on the basis of verifiable data of the benificiary		not applicable		indirect costs		N		cannot be estimated by now		assessment by AA		N		N

		139		Germany		DE-46		ERDF Rheinland-Pfalz 2021DE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Rheinland-Pfalz (Referat 8304 Ministerium für Wirtscchaft, Verkehr, Landwirtschaft und Weinbau Rheinland-Pfalz)		1+2		FR		J		4, 12		remaining eligible costs		only for operations under „Fördergrundsätze Forschung, Entwicklung und Innovation“ 		personnel costs		up to 40% of eligible direct staff costs		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Unit costs are calculated on the basis of verifiable data of the benificiary		not applicable		indirect costs		N		cannot be estimated by now		assessment by AA		N		N

		140		Germany		DE-47		Multi Funds Programme ERDF/JTF North Rhine-Westphalia 2021- 2027
2021DE16FFPR002		MA ERDF NRW/Germany		directly employed staff		UC		A		All types of operations		various		various		fixed percentage of time worked on the operation per month of the total work time or hours worked (hourly rate on the basis of 1720 hours), different level types		percentage of time worked/ hours worked		Eligible costs will be fixed at the beginning and will be updated yearly based on statistical indices		statistical basis (destatis, IT.NRW (statistical office North-Rhine Westphalia))		Unit costs are updated on a yearly basis		direct staff costs		Y/N				Established system since last period.
AA subjected the proposed SCO to an intensive review process and gave its approval. 				No, covered by art. 53 + 55

		141		Germany		DE-48		Multi Funds Programme ERDF/JTF North Rhine-Westphalia 2021- 2027
2021DE16FFPR002		MA ERDF NRW/Germany		 Flat rate of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs		FR		J		All types of operations		various		various		direct staff costs		up to 40% of direct staff costs		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		remaining eligible costs		N				yes				No, covered by art. 56

		142		Germany		DE-49		Multi Funds Programme ERDF/JTF North Rhine-Westphalia 2021- 2027
2021DE16FFPR002		MA ERDF NRW/Germany		consultancy		UC		A				consultancy for founders, 
consultancy for SME in order to establish business model transformation (ressource efficieny) et Al.
		various		consultation days		number of consultation days		fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical data, other objective information (NRW.BANK)				cost of consultation		Y/N		fixed daily rates (depending on consulting services)		yes				No, covered by art. 53

		143		Germany		DE-50		Multi Funds Programme ERDF/JTF North Rhine-Westphalia 2021- 2027
2021DE16FFPR002		MA ERDF NRW/Germany		consultancy		UC		A				consultancy for founders, 
consultancy for SME in order to establish business model transformation (ressource efficieny) et Al.
		various		consultation days		number of consultation days		fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical data, other objective information (NRW.BANK)				cost of consultation		Y/N		fixed daily rates (depending on consulting services)		yes				No, covered by art. 53

		144		Germany		DE-51		ERDF-/JTF-Programme BB 21|27, 2021DE16FFPR001		ERDF MA Brandenburg		1.1		UC		A		28		inter alia cluster and transformation management		research institutions and business-promoting institutions		hours worked				fair, equitable and verifiable method		based on salaries paid in the public sector and research sector				staff costs		Y				ex ante assessment by the AA

		145		Germany		DE-52		ERDF-/JTF-Programme BB 21|27, 2021DE16FFPR001		ERDF MA Brandenburg		1.1		FR  		J		28		inter alia cluster and transformation management		research institutions and business-promoting institutions		direct staff costs  				fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data				remaining eligible costs						ex ante assessment by the AA

		146		Germany		DE-53		ERDF-/JTF-Programme BB 21|27, 2021DE16FFPR001		ERDF MA Brandenburg		1.1		FR		E		1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 27, 29, 30		research and development projects with expenditure in industrial research and/or experimental developmen		private  companies and research institutions		direct staff costs				fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data				indirect costs						has not yet been assessed by the AA

		147		Germany		DE-54		ERDF-/JTF-Programme BB 21|27, 2021DE16FFPR001		ERDF MA Brandenburg		1.1		FR		J		1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 27, 29, 30		research and development projects with expenditure in industrial research and/or experimental developmen		private  companies and research institutions		direct staff costs				fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data				remaining eligible costs						has not yet been assessed by the AA

		148		Germany		DE-55		ERDF-/JTF-Programme BB 21|27, 2021DE16FFPR001		ERDF MA Brandenburg		1.1		UC		A		28, 29, 30		cooperation projects of cluster-related technological and application-oriented research in research networks 		state and state-recognized universities under the Brandenburg Higher Education Act and the non-university research institutions jointly funded institutionally by the federal and state governments		hours worked				fair, equitable and verifiable method		based on salaries paid in the public sector and research sector				staff costs		Y				has not yet been assessed by the AA

		149		Germany		DE-56		ERDF-/JTF-Programme BB 21|27, 2021DE16FFPR001		ERDF MA Brandenburg		1.1		FR		K
Article 35 Regulation (EU) 2021/695 
(25 % of the total direct eligible costs)		28, 29, 30		cooperation projects of cluster-related technological and application-oriented research in research networks 		state and state-recognized universities under the Brandenburg Higher Education Act and the non-university research institutions jointly funded institutionally by the federal and state governments		direct eligible costs				use of a SCO adopted under the Horizon Europe Regulation						indirect costs						has not yet been assessed by the AA

		150		Germany		DE-57		ERDF-/JTF-Programme BB 21|27, 2021DE16FFPR001		ERDF MA Brandenburg		1.3		FR		E		24		measures to raise the awareness of owners of small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs)1 who are 55 years old or older, as well as measures to raise awareness among potential successor interested parties		Chambers of Crafts and the Chambers of Industry and Commerce of the state of
Brandenburg in their respective areas of responsibility, as well as the professional associations in the state of Brandenburg.
		direct staff costs				fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data				indirect costs						has not yet been assessed by the AA

		151		Germany		DE-58		ERDF Programme Schleswig-Holstein 21-27, 2021DE16RFPR010		ERDF MA Schleswig-Holstein		GK 15% 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 		FR		E				various		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct staff costs		0.15		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		indirect costs				cannot be estimated by now		no				N

		152		Germany		DE-59		ERDF Programme Schleswig-Holstein 21-27, 2021DE16RFPR010		ERDF MA Schleswig-Holstein		GK 25% 1.1, 1.2		FR		C				various		Universities; Research Centres		direct eligible costs		0.25		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		indirect costs				cannot be estimated by now		no				N

		153		Germany		DE-60		ERDF Programme Schleswig-Holstein 21-27, 2021DE16RFPR010		ERDF MA Schleswig-Holstein		PK SEK 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.6		UC		H				various		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours / months worked		numbers of hours / months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		statistical data		yearly adjustment based on economic indicators		staff costs				cannot be estimated by now		yes				N

		154		Germany		DE-61		ERDF Programme Schleswig-Holstein 21-27, 2021DE16RFPR010		ERDF MA Schleswig-Holstein		PK 20% 1.3		FR		G				various		Private Companies		direct eligible costs		0.2		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		staff costs				cannot be estimated by now		no				N

		155		Germany		DE-62		ERDF Programme Schleswig-Holstein 21-27, 2021DE16RFPR010		ERDF MA Schleswig-Holstein		RK 1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.6		FR		J				various		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct eligible costs		38% and 40%		off-the shelf		not applicable		not applicable		remaining eligible costs				cannot be estimated by now		no				N

		156		Denmark		DK-1		National programme for the ERDF in Denmark: Strong enterprises through innovation, digitalization and green transition (2021DK16RFPR001)		From CPR				FR  		D		002, 003,004, 010, 029		Any operation within the national program, Call may limit type of flat rate, and only one of the four flat rates per operation		Beneficiaries		Percentage of eligible direct costs		7 pct. (can be combined with item 3)		From CPR		From CPR		n/a		Indirect costs		N		Save situattions where the MA in the individual call limits which flat rate can be applied, it depends on which of the possible four flat rates the benefeciaty decides to use in the application.		Not relevant		Not relevant		Not relevant

		157		Denmark		DK-2		National programme for the ERDF in Denmark: Strong enterprises through innovation, digitalization and green transition (2021DK16RFPR001)		From CPR				FR		E		002, 003,004, 010, 029		Any operation within the national program, Call may limit type of flat rate, and only one of the four flat rates per operation		Beneficiaries		Percentage of eligible direct staff cost		15 pct		From CPR		From CPR		n/a		Indirect costs		N		Save situattions where the MA in the individual call limits which flat rate can be applied, it depends on which of the possible four flat rates the benefeciaty decides to use in the application.		Not relevant		Not relevant		Not relevant

		158		Denmark		DK-3		National programme for the ERDF in Denmark: Strong enterprises through innovation, digitalization and green transition (2021DK16RFPR001)		From CPR				FR		G		002, 003,004, 010, 029		Any operation within the national program, Call may limit type of flat rate, and only one of the four flat rates per operation		Beneficiaries		Percentage of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs		20 pct (can be combined with item 1)		From CPR		From CPR		n/a		Indirect costs		N		Save situattions where the MA in the individual call limits which flat rate can be applied, it depends on which of the possible four flat rates the benefeciaty decides to use in the application.		Not relevant		Not relevant		Not relevant

		159		Denmark		DK-4		National programme for the ERDF in Denmark: Strong enterprises through innovation, digitalization and green transition (2021DK16RFPR001)		From CPR				FR		J		002, 003,004, 010, 029		Any operation within the national program, Call may limit type of flat rate, and only one of the four flat rates per operation		Beneficiaries		Percentage of direct staff costs		40 pct.		From CPR		From CPR		n/a		Indirect costs		N		Save situattions where the MA in the individual call limits which flat rate can be applied, it depends on which of the possible four flat rates the benefeciaty decides to use in the application.		Not relevant		Not relevant		Not relevant

		160		Denmark		DK-5		National programme for the ERDF in Denmark: Strong enterprises through innovation, digitalization and green transition (2021DK16RFPR001)		MA (Danish Business Authority)				UC		A		002, 003,004, 010, 029		Any operation within the national program		Beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number af project relevant working hours		Hourly rate is based on salary data from ERDF and ESF projects from 2016 - 2020. 		Actual salaries from 2016 - 20 in ERDF and ESF operations in Denmark.		Official rate calculated by relevant Danish authority used to regulate differnt official rates in line with the general development in prices and salaries.		Staff costs (salary)		N		The beneficiary can apply either this SCO or actual direct staff costs, and thus it depends on the choice of the beneficiary.		The methodology has been assessed by AA priori to implementation, and AA looked into the data and the calcutaltion of the SCO, as well as the proposed rules for application		No audit perfermed as to date		Will not be covered

		161		Estonia		EE-1		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR002		IB		PO1		UC		A		(i)		Cross-sector mobility between research institutions and public/private sector		 Reseach institutions; public and private institutions		Months worked		Number of months worked		 Fair, equitable and verifiable method; use of SCOs adopted under national schemes		a) statistical data
b) National Statistical Office
c) one year		Adjustment based on economic indicators when it is necessary		Staff costs		Y		20 MEUR		YES		YES		NO

		162		Estonia		EE-2		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR003		IB		PO5		FR 
		D		(e)(i)		Indirect costs		Local municipalities; private companies		N/A		0.02		Use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		Insignificant amount (less than 100 000 EUR)		NO		NO		NO

		163		Estonia		EE-3		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR004		IB		PO2		FR		E		(iv)		Indirect costs		Public institutions		N/A		15%		Use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		Insignificant amount (less than 100 000 EUR)		NO		NO		NO

		164		Estonia		EE-4		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR005		IB		PO2		FR		E		(iv)		Indirect costs		Public institutions		N/A		15%		Use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		150 000 EUR		NO		NO		NO

		165		Estonia		EE-5		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR006		IB		PO2		FR		E		(i)		Indirect costs		Public institutions		N/A		15%		Use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		105 000 UER		NO		NO		NO

		166		Estonia		EE-6		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR007		IB		PO1		FR		E		(i)		Indirect costs		Public institutions		N/A		15%		Use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		Not known yet		NO		NO		NO

		167		Estonia		EE-7		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR006		IB		PO5		FR		E		(i)		Indirect costs		Public institutions		N/A		15%		Use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		Not known yet		NO		NO		NO

		168		Estonia		EE-8		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR006		IB		PO5		LS		B		(i)(ii)		Surveys, analysis, consultations, preparation of guidelines, seminars		Local governments		Achieving results which are agreed on grant agreement.		N/A		Draft budget		N/A		N/A		Direct costs		Y		1,2 MEUR		NO		NO		NO

		169		Estonia		EE-9		Operational programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027; 2021EE16FFPR006		IB		PO4		UC		A		(d)(ii)		Development program		Educational institutions		The cost of one calendar year of the development program of one educational institution		Number of development programs		 Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historical data, statistical data		Adjustment based on economic indicators when it is necessary		Staff costs		N		3MEUR		NO		NO		NO

		170		Finland		FI-1		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		All specific objectives		UC (Unit Costs)		H		All types of operations financed under the Act on the Funding of Regional Development and the European Union’s Regional and Structural Policy Projects (757/2021) depending on the call for proposals (not used in operations financed under the Act on Discretionary Government Grants for the Development of Business Operations in 2021–2028 (758/2021))		All types of operations with salary costs depending on the call for proposals		All types of beneficiaries included in the OP:e.g. Public Institutios, Universities, Research Centres, Universities of applied  sciences, Vocational schools, Municipalities and Joint municipal authorities, Associations,Foundations, Private Companies etc.		Hours worked		Hourly rate		Off-the-shelf Article 55(2)(a) CPR (+ fair, equitable and verifiable method was used to calculate the flat rate for holiday pay and indirect salary costs described in the next row - the same flat rate is used when calculating  the latest documented annual gross employment costs. So the applicant does not separately present the share of the holiday pay and, indirect salary cost for each person working for the operation but instead the IT system automatically calculates the flat rate  as part of the annual gross employment costs before the IT system automatically calculates the amount of the unit cost.		No data needed for the 1720 h off-the-shelf option (the data used to calculate the flat rate for holiday pay and indirect salary costs is described in the next row).  		n/a		Staff costs		N		n/a		No assesment needed for the 1720 h off-the-shelf option, but this option was still part of the overall consultations betweet the MA and the AA covering all the SCOs.  For the sake of clarity, the MA also requested a formal opinion from the AA  on both of the staff cost options (this and the next row) at the same time. 		n/a		N (not needed for off-the-shelf option)

		171		Finland		FI-2		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		All specific objectives		FR (Flat rate)
		C		All types of operations (= all operations) financed under the Act on Discretionary Government Grants for the Development of Business Operations in 2021–2028 (758/2021) and also all types of operations financed under the Act on the Funding of Regional Development and the European Union’s Regional and Structural Policy Projects (757/2021) depending on the call for proposals 		All types of operations with salary costs (% for holiday pay and indirect salary costs) depending on the call for proposals		All types of beneficiaries included in the OP:e.g. Private Companies, Public Institutios, Universities, Research Centres, Universities of applied  sciences, Vocational schools, Municipalities and Joint municipal authorities, Associations,Foundations etc.		Staff costs without holiday pay and indirect salary costs (the flat rate for holiday pay and indirect salary costs is calculated based on the staff costs which do not include holiday pay and indirect salary costs) 		20,42 % for teaching staff without holiday pay and 26,44 % for other persons working for the operations.  		Fair, equitable & verifiable		a) Historical, administrative b) The data concerning different types of indirect costs related to the salaries are collected from different official sources. c) 3-5 years		Adjustment/update if there is a significant change (5 % annual/cumulative) in the costs concerned 		A standard percentage covers the holiday pay and indirect costs related to salaries paid by the employer.		N		n/a		Y		N  		The SCO will not be covered by a proposal under Article 94 CPR

		172		Finland		FI-3		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		All specific objectives		FR (Flat rate)
		J		All types of development operations - except business development aid financed under the Act on Discretionary Government Grants for the Development of Business Operations in 2021–2028 (758/2021) for which there is a separate flat rate (Item 4)		Default option for development operations with salary costs (FR 40 %) - except business development aid for which there is a separate flat rate (Item 4)		All types of beneficiaries included in the OP:e.g. Public Institutios, Universities, Research Centres, Universities of applied  sciences, Vocational schools, Municipalities and Joint municipal authorities, Associations,Foundations, Private Companies etc.		Eligible staff costs (flat rate 40 % is calculated based on staff costs for which the above described SCOs are used) 		40%		Off-the-shelf		n/a		n/a		The remaining eligible costs (= other than staff costs) Article 56(1)		N		n/a		n/a		n/a		N (not needed for off-the-shelf option)

		173		Finland		FI-4		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		All specific objectives		FR (Flat rate)
		D		All types of development operations; business development aid financed under the Act on Discretionary Government Grants for the Development of Business Operations in 2021–2028 (758/2021)		Mandatory option for development measures of business development aid; Secondary option for other development operations: used for: all operations without staff costs, operations which have at least 30 % outsourced services of staff costs, operations which have at least 20 % travel costs of staff costs (FR 7 %)		All types of beneficiaries included in the OP:e.g. Private Companies, Public Institutios, Universities, Research Centres, Universities of applied  sciences, Vocational schools, Municipalities and Joint municipal authorities, Associations,Foundations etc.		Eligible direct costs (flat rate 7 % is calculated based on Eligible direct (development) costs) 		7%		Off-the-shelf, (further calculations based on historical data were used to define the percentage and the limitations)		No data needed for the off-the-shelf option, but we did further backgroud calculations based on  a) Historical data b) Projects in programming period 2014-2020.		n/a		Indirect costs		N		n/a		n/a		n/a		N (not needed for off-the-shelf option)

		174		Finland		FI-5		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		All specific objectives		FR (Flat rate)
		D		All types of operations (investments)		All operations with investments (FR 1,5 %)		All types of beneficiaries included in the OP:e.g. Private Companies, Public Institutios, Universities, Research Centres, Municipalities and Joint municipal authorities etc.		Eligible direct costs (flat rate 1,5 % is calculated based on Eligible direct (investments) costs) 		1.50%		Off-the-shelf, (further calculations based on historical data were used to define the percentage 1,5 %) 		No data needed for the off-the-shelf option, but we did further backgroud calculations based on  a) Historical data b) Projects in programming period 2014-2020.		n/a		Indirect costs		N		n/a		n/a		n/a		N (not needed for off-the-shelf option)

		175		Finland		FI-6		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		All specific objectives		UC (Unit Costs)		A		All types of operations with travel costs financed under the Act on the Funding of Regional Development and the European Union’s Regional and Structural Policy Projects (757/2021) depending on the call for proposals (not used in operations financed under the Act on Discretionary Government Grants for the Development of Business Operations in 2021–2028 (758/2021))		Travel costs (domestic/Europe/outside Europe)		All types of beneficiaries included in the OP:e.g. Public Institutios, Universities, Research Centres, Universities of applied  sciences, Vocational schools, Municipalities and Joint municipal authorities, Associations,Foundations, Private Companies etc.		Number of travel days		Unit cost for a travel day		Fair, equitable & verifiable		a) Market, statistical, other official sources b) Travel related companies, Tax administration, Statistics Finland, Erasmus+ (distance calculator & band), UN (per diem) c) 3-5 years		Adjustment/update if there is a significant change (5 % annual/cumulative) in the costs concerned 		Travel costs		N		n/a		Y		N		The SCO will not be covered by a proposal under Article 94 CPR

		176		Finland		FI-7		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment (MA)		All specific objectives		LS (Lump sum)		B		All types of operations in which the outcome (or outcomes) of the operation can be clearly defined financed under the Act on the Funding of Regional Development and the European Union’s Regional and Structural Policy Projects (757/2021). 		All types of operations in which the outcome (or outcomes) of the operation can be clearly defined and total costs                           ≤  200 000 €  (lump sums)		All types of beneficiaries included in the OP:e.g. Public Institutios, Universities, Research Centres, Universities of applied  sciences, Vocational schools, Municipalities and Joint municipal authorities, Associations,Foundations, etc.		Outcome defined in the financing decision of the operation. 		Amount of the lump sum defined in the financing decision of the operation		Draft budget		n/a		n/a		All costs		Y  		n/a		n/a		n/a		n/a

		177		Finland		FI-8		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment (MA)		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3		LS (Lump sum)		B		Business development aid operations in which the outcome (or outcomes) of the operation can be clearly defined financed under the Act on Discretionary Government Grants for the Development of Business Operations in 2021–2028 (758/2021) depending on the call for proposals. 		Development projects of SMEs seeking growth when companies are investigating the opportunity of launching new growth business i.e. the growth survey funded by the Centres for Economic Development, Transport and the Environment (ELY) 		SMEs		Outcome defined in the financing decision of the operation. 		Amount of the lump sum defined in the financing decision of the operation		Draft budget		n/a		n/a		All costs		Y  		n/a		n/a		n/a		n/a

		178		Finland		FI-9		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment (MA)		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3		LS (Lump sum)		B		Business environment operations in which the outcome (or outcomes) of the operation can be clearly defined financed under the Act on Discretionary Government Grants for the Development of Business Operations in 2021–2028 (758/2021) depending on the call for proposals. 		All types of Business environment operations funded by the Centres for Economic Development, Transport and the Environment (ELY) in which the outcome (or outcomes) of the operation can be clearly defined and total costs                           ≤  200 000 €  (lump sums)		Non-profit public and private organizations and foundations.		Outcome defined in the financing decision of the operation. 		Amount of the lump sum defined in the financing decision of the operation		Draft budget		n/a		n/a		All costs		Y  		n/a		n/a		n/a		n/a

		179		Finland		FI-10		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (2021FI16FFPR001)		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		All specific objectives		LS (Lump sum)		B		Feasibility studies financed under the Act on the Funding of Regional Development and the European Union’s Regional and Structural Policy Projects (757/2021) depending on the call for proposals (not used in operations financed under the Act on Discretionary Government Grants for the Development of Business Operations in 2021–2028 (758/2021)		Fixed-priced lump sum for feasibility studies (50 000 €)		All types of beneficiaries included in the OP:e.g. Public Institutios, Universities, Research Centres, Universities of applied  sciences, Vocational schools, Municipalities and Joint municipal authorities, Associations,Foundations etc.		Feasibility study (outcome defined in the financing decision of the operation) completed in accordance with the financing decision. 		Fixed-priced lump sum for a feasibility study (50 000 €)		Fair, equitable & verifiable		a) Historical b) Projects in programming period 2014-2020		Not defined; the amount of the lump sum has been confirmed by the MA		All costs		Y		n/a		Y		N		The SCO will not be covered by a proposal under Article 94 CPR

		180		France		FR-1		2021FR05FFPR001 - Programme régional Île-de-France et bassin de la
Seine ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional d'Île de France		All specific objectives (except OS2.1 energy renovation of social housing) 		FR		E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs Article 54(b) CPR		all types of operations (except OS2.1 energy renovation of social housing) 				Local authorities, EPCIs, public administrations, chambers of commerce, research organisations and laboratories, higher education and research establishments, competitiveness clusters, GIPs, associations, foundations, SMEs and very small businesses, incubators, clusters, accelerators, mixed unions, the State, etc.				Up to 15%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)

Only for expenditures that they are not dedicated to the operation and expenditure of less than 250 euros 		Flat rate from CPR				Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		181		France		FR-2		2021FR05FFPR001 - Programme régional Île-de-France et bassin de la
Seine ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional d'Île de France		All specific objectives (except OS2.1 energy renovation of social housing) 		UC		H = Hourly rate determined by dividing annual gross employment costs by 1720 hours or corresponding pro-rata Article 55(2)(a) CPR		all types of operations (except OS2.1 energy renovation of social housing) 				Local authorities, EPCIs, public administrations, chambers of commerce, research organisations and laboratories, higher education and research establishments, competitiveness clusters, GIPs, associations, foundations, SMEs and very small businesses, incubators, clusters, accelerators, mixed unions, the State, etc.						Off-the-shelf SCO		Regulatory hourly rate				Directs staff costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		182		France		FR-3		2021FR05FFPR001 - Programme régional Île-de-France et bassin de la
Seine ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional d'Île de France		All specific objectives (except OS2.1 energy renovation of social housing) 		FR		J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs
Article 56(1)		all types of operations (except OS2.1 energy renovation of social housing) 		The 40% rate is required in particular for engineering operations in the context of early school leaving		Local authorities, EPCIs, public administrations, chambers of commerce, research organisations and laboratories, higher education and research establishments, competitiveness clusters, GIPs, associations, foundations, SMEs and very small businesses, incubators, clusters, accelerators, mixed unions, the State, etc.				Up to 40%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Others costs (except direct staff costs)		Yes		The amount is not yet known						No

		183		France		FR-4		2021FR05FFPR001 - Programme régional Île-de-France et bassin de la
Seine ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional d'Île de France		 OS2.1 energy renovation of social housing		UC		A = Unit costs
Article 53(1)(b)		Code 042		Energy renovation actions for social housing: support for studies and diagnostics of energy needs and
support for the implementation of work related to these thermal renovations to promote the improvement of two energy classes.		Social landlords, support platforms for energy efficiency, local authorities and public establishments of intermunicipal cooperation.		renovated housing		Number of renovated social housing		Tailor-made OCS: fair, equitable and verifiable method, based on verified historical data and approved by the ex ante assesment of the audit authority		The Managing Authority has chosen the method of historical energy renovation costs validated by the MA at the instruction. The data used to calculate the unit costs are therefore taken directly from the appraisal reports for the historical reference period 2014-2020		The annual adjustment method is based on the cost of construction index for residential buildings updated by INSEE.
During the whole programming period, the cost of construction index 
(ICC) will be updated on 30 June each year, based on the index for the first quarter of the year in question.		Cost of construction:
Insulation from the inside,
Insulation from the outside,
Roof insulation,
External joinery,
Low floor insulation,
Heating and DHW,
Double flow ventilation,
Eligible fee expenses		Yes		67500000		Yes		No		Yes

		184		France		FR-5		2021FR16FFPR005		Conseil régional Nouvelle-Aquitaine		1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
2.1
2.2
2.4
2.5
2.7		FR		J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs
Article 56(1)		All types of operations		For operations where direct personnel costs represent more than 60% of the total cost = apply the 40% rate to direct personnel costs to calculate all other costs of the operation
For the specific objectifs: 1.1; 1.2; 1.3; 1.4; 2.1; 2.2; 2.4; 2.5; 2.7		All types of beneficiaries: universities, research centres, companies, public authorities, etc.				Up to 40%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Others costs (except direct staff costs)		Yes		The amount is not yet known						No

		185		France		FR-6		2021FR16FFPR005		Conseil régional Nouvelle-Aquitaine		1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4
2.1
2.2
2.4
2.5
2.7		FR		E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs Article 54(b) CPR		All types of operations		All types of operations where directs staff costs represent less than 60% of the total cost (excluding operations with only investment costs)
For the specific objectifs: 1.1; 1.2; 1.3; 1.4; 2.1; 2.2; 2.4; 2.5; 2.7		All types of beneficiaries: universities, research centres, companies, public authorities, etc.				Up to 15%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		186		France		FR-7		2021FR16FFPR005		Conseil régional Nouvelle-Aquitaine		All specific objectives		LS		K = Draft budget		Operations where the total cost is below EUR 200 000		All types of operations where the total cost is below EUR 200 000.
In general, in terms of selection criteria, the MA has defined fairly high thresholds in terms of total eligible costs and we should not have many operations below €200,000 (unless the selection criteria are modified). 		All types of beneficiaries								Lump sum privileged				All		Yes		The amount is not yet known						No

		187		France		FR-8		Programme Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur and
Massif des Alpes ERDF-ESF+-JTF 2021-2027 2021FR16FFPR001		Région Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur		OS 1 		FR		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs Article 54(a) CPR		Code 004		Investment in research infrastructures oriented towards carrying out applied research, targeted at the development of strategic sectors and requiring high-level equipment.		Research and knowledge diffusion organisation				0.07		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		188		France		FR-9		Programme Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur and
Massif des Alpes ERDF-ESF+-JTF 2021-2027 2021FR16FFPR001		Région Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur		OS 5		FR		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs
Article 54(a) CPR		Codes 165; 167; 169		> Support for the revival of rural centres in region
> Modernisation of production tools adapted to the valorisation of the ressource from the sawmill to the finished product for wood construction (purchase of sawing, drying, mechanical grading, secondary processing, digital pruning machine)		Very small businesses and SMEs
Local authorities and their groups:
>Regional natural parks, national parks 
> Public institutions
Associations: 
> Private owners 
> Private companies
> Locals publics companies (in particular semi-public companies, local public companies and local public development companies)
 > Mixed syndicates				Between 5% to 7%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		189		France		FR-10		Programme Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur and
Massif des Alpes ERDF-ESF+-JTF 2021-2027 2021FR16FFPR001		Région Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur		OS 5		FR		G = Flat rate for direct staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs Article 55(1) CPR		Codes 165; 167; 168		> Rehabilitation and creation of public spaces that contribute to the improvement of the living environment, in particular through (re)naturalisation, waterproofing, reduction of heat islands and adaptation to multiple uses and practices.
> Rehabilitationon and construction of commercial premises...
> Creation, extension and/or rehabilitation of public service facilities
> Rehabilitationon of ecological continuity and alpine ecosystems
> Measures for the protection, conservation and rehabilitation of Alpine habitats and species		> Municipalities, Public Establishments of Intercommunal Cooperation and Mixed Syndicates - Mixed Economy Companies and Local Public Companies - Communal Centres of Social Action (CCAS) / Intercommunal Centres of Social Action (CIAS)
> Managers of natural areas in the Alps : conservatories, regional nature parks, national parks, nature reserve managers, etc. ;
> Local authorities of the Alps and their groupings, mixed unions;
> Local public enterprises; 
> Public establishments, such as OFB, ONF;
> Research institutes and organisations active in the Alps;
> Associations for the management and protection of environments and species, ecological research, environmental education/awareness active in the Alps;
> Small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) and professional organisations active in the Alps;
> Associations - Private owners - Private companies				Between 10% to 20%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Staff costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		190		France		FR-11		Programme Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur and
Massif des Alpes ERDF-ESF+-JTF 2021-2027 2021FR16FFPR001		Région Provence-Alpes-Côte d'Azur		OS 5		FR		J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs
Article 56(1)		Code 169		> Network action for the animation and development of an interregional certification process for the quality and traceability of locally processed Alpine wood;
> Networking action for the promotion, capitalisation and dissemination of knowledge and practices for the use of Alpine wood in construction; ...
> Organisation and networking of processing companies in order to improve the offer of "Alpine wood" products for a better introduction in the local construction market.		Associations and consular and interprofessional bodies				0.4		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Others costs (except direct staff costs)		Yes		The amount is not yet known						No

		191		France		FR-12		Programme Bourgogne-Franche-Comté and massif
du Jura ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 1 - RSO1.1. To develop and improve research and innovation capacities and the use of advanced technologies		FR		K = 25% rate (Horizon Europe) article 53.3.c CPR		Codes 10; 12; 28		RIS3 :
> Collaborative research and development projects in the fields of the Intelligent Specialisation Strategy (RIS3) bringing together public research organisations and enterprises and enabling the removal of technological barriers and/or leading to new products, services or processes
> Collaborative projects with the label of Excellence of the Horizon Europe programme but not funded by Horizon Europe
Innovation :
> Individual innovative projects and collaborative innovative projects between companies		RIS3 and Horizon Europe :
Higher education and research institutions, public research organisations, public or private health institutions of collective interest and their public partners, technology transfer organisations and companies of all sizes (subject to the presence of an SME in the consortium)...
Innovation :
- Individual projects: SMEs operating in Burgundy-Franche-Comté
- Innovative collaborative projects between companies: companies operating in BFC (at least one SME must be involved in the project)				0.25		Use of a SCO adopted in the European schemes (Horizon Europe)						Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		192		France		FR-13		Programme Bourgogne-Franche-Comté and massif
du Jura ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 2 - OSR1.2 + Priority 3 - OSR2.7 + Priority 5 - OSR5.1 / OSR5.2 		FR		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs
Article 54(a) CPR		Codes 15; 17; 18; 19; 77; 79; 83; 85; 86; 119; 165; 166; 167; 168		e-tourism / e-culture
e-business / e-care / e-education (e-training / e-orientation / e-inclusion)
/ e-government (e-administration / e-citizen) / e-mobility 
+ Ecological restoration of rivers (except wetlands)
+ sustainable urban mobility / green infrastructure / smart and sustainable cities / sustainable tourism / heritage and culture		Local authorities and their public establishments and groups, associations, consular chambers, professional bodies, public interest groups, semi-public companies, local public companies, SMEs, etc. + training centres for e-education
				Up to 7%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)						Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		193		France		FR-14		Programme Bourgogne-Franche-Comté and massif
du Jura ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 3 - RSO2.2. Promote renewable energy in line with the Renewable Energy Directive (EU) 2018/2001, including the sustainability criteria set out there in		FR		J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs
Article 56(1)		Codes 49; 52		> Animation activities on the territory, by project managers, for the development of renewable energies on a structuring scale (in particular department, natural park) and for the missions of piloting and monitoring the work
> Activities related to the regional observation of energy, climate and air in BFC, particularly in terms of renewable energy, wood and methanisation		All legal entities under public law (supra-municipal, excluding EPCI and energy unions) or private law (dedicated associations)				Up to 40%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Others costs (except direct staff costs)		Yes		The amount is not yet known						No

		194		France		FR-15		Programme Bourgogne-Franche-Comté and massif
du Jura ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 3 - OSR2.7. Improve the protection and conservation of nature and biodiversity and enhance green infrastructure, especially in urban areas, and reduce all forms of pollution		FR		J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs
Article 56(1)		Code 79		Ecological restoration of rivers (except wetlands)		Municipalities and their groups, consular organisations, associations, companies delegating public services, public establishments, mixed syndicates, public interest groupings, SMEs.				Up to 40%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Others costs (except direct staff costs)		Yes		The amount is not yet known						No

		195		France		FR-16		Programme Bourgogne-Franche-Comté and massif
du Jura ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 1 - RSO1.1 / Priority 2 - RSO1.2 / Priority 3 - RSO2.2 /
Priority 3 - RSO2.7 / Priority 6 - RSO 5.2		UC		I = Hourly rate determined by dividing monthly gross employment costs by the average monthly working time of the person concerned
Article 55(2)(b) CPR		Code 10; 12; 15; 17; 18; 19; 28; 49; 52; 79; 119 (e-care; e-business)		Projects with staff costs  (examples:
natural and cultural heritage projects;
e-care and e-business)		All				Hourly rate		Off-the-shelf SCO						Staff costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		196		France		FR-17		(Interreg VI-A) France-Switzerland		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 1 - RSO2.7 / Priority 2 - RSO1.1 / Priority 2 - RSO 1.2 / Priority 3 - RSO3.2 / Priority 4 - RSO4.6 / Priority 5 - RSO6.6		FR		J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs
Article 56(1)		Codes 10; 12; 15; 17; 28; 29; 58; 59; 60; 62; 64; 79; 81; 82; 83; 98; 165; 166; 167; 169; 173		Projects with a total cost ≤ 200 000 € :		Local authorities, public institutions, social housing operators, associations, consular bodies, groups, companies and their associations, academia, etc.				Up to 40%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Others costs (except direct staff costs)		Yes		The amount is not yet known						No

		197		France		FR-18		(Interreg VI-A) France-Switzerland		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 1 - RSO2.7 / Priority 2 - RSO1.1 / Priority 2 - RSO 1.2 / Priority 3 - RSO3.2 / Priority 4 - RSO4.6 / Priority 5 - RSO6.6		FR 		E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs Article 54(b) CPR		Codes 10; 12; 15; 17; 28; 29; 58; 59; 60; 62; 64; 79; 81; 82; 83; 98; 165; 166; 167; 169; 173		Projects with a total cost > 200 000 € :		Local authorities, public institutions, social housing operators, associations, consular bodies, groups, companies and their associations, academia, etc.				Up to 15%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		198		France		FR-19		(Interreg VI-A) France-Switzerland		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 1 - RSO2.7 / Priority 2 - RSO1.1 / Priority 2 - RSO 1.2 / Priority 3 - RSO3.2 / Priority 4 - RSO4.6 / Priority 5 - RSO6.6		FR		K = Flat rate for the calculation of travel and accommodation costs: up to 15% of direct personnel costs 
 Article 41(5) ETC Regulation 2021/1059		Codes 10; 12; 15; 17; 28; 29; 58; 59; 60; 62; 64; 79; 81; 82; 83; 98; 165; 166; 167; 169; 173		Projects with a total cost > 200 000 € :		Local authorities, public institutions, social housing operators, associations, consular bodies, groups, companies and their associations, academia, etc.				Up to 15%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from ETC regulation 2021/1059				Travel and accomodation costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		199		France		FR-20		(Interreg VI-A) France-Switzerland		Conseil régional Bourgogne-Franche-Comté 		Priority 1 - RSO2.7 / Priority 2 - RSO1.1 / Priority 2 - RSO 1.2 / Priority 3 - RSO3.2 / Priority 4 - RSO4.6 / Priority 5 - RSO6.6		UC		I = Hourly rate determined by dividing monthly gross employment costs by the average monthly working time of the person concerned
Article 55(2)(b) CPR		Codes 10; 12; 15; 17; 28; 29; 58; 59; 60; 62; 64; 79; 81; 82; 83; 98; 165; 166; 167; 169; 173		Projects with staff costs		Local authorities, public institutions, social housing operators, associations, consular bodies, groups, companies and their associations, academia, etc.				Hourly rate		Off-the-shelf SCO						Staff costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		200		France		FR-21		Programme Occitanie ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027
2021FR16FFPR004		Région Occitanie		All SOs with staff costs, except actions 1, 2 and 3 of priority 1 of the SO 1		UC		A = Unit costs
Article 53(1)(b)		All types of operations with staff costs, except actions 1, 2 and 3 of priority 1 of the SO 1				All beneficiaries		worked hours		Number of worked hours		Tailor-made OCS: fair, equitable and verifiable method		INSEE statistical data		Adjustment in the next publication of the INSEE survey that served as a basis for the OCS		Staff costs		No		128353712		Yes		No		Yes

		201		France		FR-22		Programme Occitanie ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027
2021FR16FFPR004		Région Occitanie		SO 1.1 actions 2 and 3		UC		H = Hourly rate determined by dividing annual gross employment costs by 1720 hours or corresponding pro-rata 
Article 55(2)(a) CPR				Action 2 : Supporting innovative projects of companies and creators

Action 3 : Strengthen collaborations between laboratories and companies		Action 1 : Entreprises 
                  
Action 2 : Organismes et établissements de recherche publics ou privés, universités et établissements d'enseignement publics ou privés, centres hospitaliers universitaires, associations, entreprises		Worked hours		Number of worked hours		Off-the-shelf SCO						Staff costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		202		France		FR-23		Programme Occitanie ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027
2021FR16FFPR004		Région Occitanie		SO 1.1 action 1		FR		G = Flat rate for direct staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs Article 55(1) CPR				Creating and improving research and innovation infrastructures		Public or private research organisations and establishments, universities and public or private schools, university hospitals, associations, local authorities and their groups, clusters, other agencies, etc.				Up to 20%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Staff costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		203		France		FR-24		Programme Occitanie ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027
2021FR16FFPR004		Région Occitanie		SO 2.4; 2.7
+ others SO are still to be determined		FR		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs 
Article 54(a) CPR		Operations mostly outsourced		Depending on the SO		Depending on the SO				Up to 7%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		204		France		FR-25		Programme Occitanie ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027
2021FR16FFPR004		Région Occitanie		SO are still to be determined		FR		E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs Article 54(b) CPR				Depending on the SO		Depending on the SO				Up to 15%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		205		France		FR-26		Programme Occitanie ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027
2021FR16FFPR004		Région Occitanie		SO 2.2; 2.4; 2.7
+ others SO are still to be determined		FR		J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs
Article 56(1)		Operations mostly carried out in-house		Depending on the SO		Depending on the SO				Up to 40%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Others costs (except direct staff costs)		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		206		France		FR-27		Interreg Upper Rhine 2021TC16RFCB036		Région Grand Est		All SO		LS		B = Lump sums
Article 53 (1)(c) CPR		All fields of intervention covered by the programme		Any operations covered by the programme		All beneficiaries covered by the programme		Project activities				Tailor-made OCS: fair, equitable and verifiable method		(a) historical data
(b) survey of beneficiaries of the Interreg V RS programme'
(c) programmed projects on Interreg V		No adjustment		All costs		No		The amount is not yet known		Consultation with the auditors only (no ex-ante assessment)		No		No

		207		France		FR-28		Interreg Upper Rhine 2021TC16RFCB036		Région Grand Est		All SO		LS		B = Lump sums
Article 53 (1)(c) CPR		All fields of intervention covered by the programme		Any operations covered by the programme		All beneficiaries covered by the programme		Completing of the closure				Tailor-made OCS: fair, equitable and verifiable method		(a) historical data
(b) survey of beneficiaries of the Interreg V RS programme'
(c) programmed projects on Interreg V		No adjustment		All costs		No		The amount is not yet known		Consultation with the auditors only (no ex-ante assessment)		No		No

		208		France		FR-29		Interreg Upper Rhine 2021TC16RFCB036		Région Grand Est		All SO		UC		A = Unit costs
Article 53 (1)(b) CPR		All fields of intervention covered by the programme		Any operations covered by the programme		All beneficiaries covered by the programme		Staff cots		Validation of the eligibility of staff costs		Tailor-made OCS: fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) statistics, historical data
b) study carried out by a service contractor
c) programmed projects on Interreg V 		Update rates at mid-term and more frequently if the economic situation requires it		Staff costs		No		The amount is not yet known		Consultation with the auditors only (no ex-ante assessment)		No		No

		209		France		FR-30		Interreg Upper Rhine 2021TC16RFCB036		Région Grand Est		All SO		FR		E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs 
Article 54(b) CPR		All fields of intervention covered by the programme		Any operations covered by the programme		All beneficiaries covered by the programme		Staff costs		Up to 15%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Indirects costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		210		France		FR-31		Interreg Upper Rhine 2021TC16RFCB036		Région Grand Est		All SO		FR		K = Other (please specify)

Flat rate for for travel costs up to 15% of direct staff costs
Article 41.5 2021/1059 regulation (ETC)		All fields of intervention covered by the programme		Any operations covered by the programme		All beneficiaries covered by the programme		Staff costs		Up to 15%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from article 41.5 2021/1059 regulation (ETC)				Travel costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		211		France		FR-32		Interreg Upper Rhine 2021TC16RFCB036		Région Grand Est		All SO		FR		G = Flat rate for direct staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs
Article 55(1) CPR		All fields of intervention covered by the programme		Any operations covered by the programme		All beneficiaries covered by the programme		Directs costs		Up to 20%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Staff costs		No		The amount is not yet known						No

		212		France		FR-33		Interreg Upper Rhine 2021TC16RFCB036		Région Grand Est		All SO		FR		J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs
Article 56(1) CPR		All fields of intervention covered by the programme		Any operations covered by the programme		All beneficiaries covered by the programme		Staff costs		 Up to 40%		Off-the-shelf SCO (without calculation method)		Flat rate from CPR				Others costs (except direct staff costs)		Yes		The amount is not yet known						No

		213		Croatia		HR-1		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of regional development and EU funds 		SC 2.i - 2.viii
SC 3.i-3.ii
SC 4.vi		UC		H		 all types of operation		 all types of operation covered by the SCO		Public institutions		hours worked 		number of hours 		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historical/administrative data, in most cases one year old, data from beneficiary		possibility for adjustment stated in the SCO rules (not automatic) that requires re-calculation of dana		direct staff cost 		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		214		Croatia		HR-2		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of regional development and EU funds 		SC 2.i - 2.viii
SC 3.i-3.ii
SC 4.vi		FR		E		 all types of operation		all types of operation covered by the SCO		Public institutions		direct staff costs (percentage of)		direct staff costs (percentage of)		off the shelf				no adjustment		indirect costs 		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		215		Croatia		HR-3		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of regional development and EU funds 		SC 2.i - 2.viii
SC 3.i-3.ii
SC 4.vi		FR		G		 all types of operation		all types of operation covered by the SCO		Public institutions		direct staff costs		direct staff costs		off the shelf				no adjustment		direct staff cost 		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		216		Croatia		HR-4		Integrated Territorial Programme 2021 - 2027 
CCI 2021HR16FFPR002 		Ministry of regional development and EU funds 		SC 5.ii		UC		H		All types of operations		 all types of operation covered by the SCO		Public institutions		hours worked 		number of hours 		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historical/administrative data, in most cases one year old, data from beneficiary		possibility for adjustment stated in the SCO rules (not automatic) that requires re-calculation of data		direct staff cost 		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		217		Croatia		HR-5		Integrated Territorial Programme 2021 - 2027 
CCI 2021HR16FFPR002 		Ministry of regional development and EU funds 		SC 5.ii		FR		G		All types of operations		all types of operation covered by the SCO		Public institutions		direct costs other than direct staff costs		direct costs other than direct staff costs (percentage)		off the shelf				no adjustment		direct staff cost 		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		218		Croatia		HR-6		Integrated Territorial Programme 2021 - 2027 
CCI 2021HR16FFPR002 		Ministry of regional development and EU funds 		SC 5.ii		FR		E		All types of operations		all types of operation covered by the SCO		Public institutions		direct staff costs		direct staff costs (percentage)		off the shelf				no adjustment		indirect costs 		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		219		Croatia		HR-7		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of Physical Planning, Construction and State Assets 		SC 2.i		UC		H		045 Energy efficiency renovation or energy efficiency measures regarding public infrastructure, demonstration projects and supporting measures compliant with energy efficiency criteria		Staff costs for Project Management		Central government and ministries, local government (cities, municipalities and counties), public institutions, religious communities, NGOs etc 		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		off the shelf		a) historical data
b) payroll
c) latest documented annual gross employment costs		no adjustment		direct staff cost 		N		Not available at the moment		No		Yes. No special findings since the use of off-the shelf options.		No

		220		Croatia		HR-8		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of Physical Planning, Construction and State Assets 		SC 2.vii 		UC		H		079 Nature and biodiversity protection, natural heritage and resources, green and blue infrastructure		Staff costs for Project Management		Central government and ministries, local government (cities, municipalities and counties), public institutions, religious communities, NGOs etc 		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		off the shelf		a) historical data
b) payroll
c) latest documented annual gross employment costs		no adjustment		direct staff cost 		N		Not available at the moment		No		Yes. No special findings since the use of off-the shelf options.		No

		221		Croatia		HR-9		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of Economy nad Sustainable Development		SC 1.i, 1.iii		UC		H		010; 011; 025; 027		R&D&I; 
Business development		Research institutions, Entrepreneurs		hours worked		number of hours worked		use of SCO adopted under union schemes (Article 55 (2a) CPR)		historical data (evidence of salary costs); statistical data		no adjustment		direct staff cost 		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		222		Croatia		HR-10		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of Economy nad Sustainable Development		SC 1.i, 1.iii		FR 		J		010; 011; 025		R&D&I; 
Business development
		Research institutions, Entrepreneurs		hours worked		40% of the staff cost		use of SCO adopted under union schemes (Article 56 (1) CPR)		historical data (evidence of salary costs); statistical data		no adjustment		remaining eligible costs other than staff costs		Y, combined with staff cost		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		223		Croatia		HR-11		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of Economy nad Sustainable Development		SC 1.i, 1.iii		FR		E		010; 011; 025; 027		R&D&I; 
Business development;		Research institutions, Entrepreneurs		hours worked		15% of the staff cost		use of SCO adopted under union schemes (Article 54 (b) CPR)		historical data (evidence of salary costs, statistical data		no adjustment		indirect costs		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		224		Croatia		HR-12		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 
- 2027
CCI 2021HR16FFPR002		Ministry of Economy nad Sustainable Development		SC 1.i		FR 		D		025		R&D&I; 
		Entrepreneurs		direct eligible cost (real cost)		7% of the direct eligible cost		use of SCO adopted under union schemes (Article 54 (a) CPR)		Documentation supporting request for reimbursement		no adjustment		indirect costs		N		Not available at the moment		No		No 		No

		225		Hungary		HU-1		Territorial and Settlement Development Operational Programme Plus
CCI: 2021HU16FFPR004		Managing Authority for Territorial Development Operational Programmes		all specific objectives of the OP		FR (Flat rate)		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		all types of operations		all types of operations of the OP		local government (local government institutions, enterprises),
state institution/enterprise,
non-profit organisation,
church,
civil organisation		not relevant		7 % of eligible direct costs		use of off-the-shelf option		not relevant		not applied		Indirect costs:
- project preparation (feasibility study, public procurement, other project preparation costs)
- cost of the technical inspector
- mandatory publicity costs
- project management 		Y		343,377,573		n.a.		n.a.		not relevant

		226		Hungary		HU-2		Digital Renewal Operational Programme Plus (DROP Plus)                                                   CCI: 2021HU16FFPR005		Cabinet Office of the Prime Minister, Deputy State Secretariat for the Implementation of EU Developments  (DROP MA) 		RSO 1.1 , RSO 1.2, RSO 1.5, RSO 2.1 , RSO 2.3 , RSO 2.4, RSO 2.6 		FR (Flat rate)		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		all types of operations		main areas: 
r+d+i support,e-public administration, digitization  of SMEs, digitization of green and renewable energy monitoring systems, digital developments related to the circular economy, broadband services and monitoring systems		SMEs,municipalities, public institutions, back offices, state-owned companies, higher education institutions, utility suppliers, professional organisations, budgetary authorities, bodies providing electronic administration		not relevant 		7 % of eligible direct costs		use of off-the-shelf option		not relevant		not applied		Indirect costs: The exact categories of the indirect costs will be finalized until the Operational Programme is accepted.
Direct costs: all costs that are not included in indirect costs.


		Y		107,367,434		n.a.		n.a.		not relevant

		227		Hungary		HU-3		Economic Development and Innovation Operational Programme Plus (EDIOP Plus)
CCI: 2021HU16FFPR001
RDI Priority		EDIOP Managing Authority		developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies;

developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship;		FR 		E, D		02,04,010,012,023,025,028,029,030		research infrastructure development; support of business RDI,promote cooperation between research and businesses		universities, research centres, private companies		not relevant 		15 % of the direct staff costs/
7 % of eligible direct costs		use of off-the-shelf option		not relevant		not applied		Indirect costs: project preparation, project managementm publicity, costs of overheads,market access, industrial property rights, cost of hardware and software;

		N		106374895		n.a.		n.a.		yes

		228		Hungary		HU-4		Economic Development and Innovation Operational Programme Plus (EDIOP Plus)
CCI: 2021HU16FFPR001
(Business development Priority)		EDIOP Managing Authority		enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive
investments;
		FR		E, D		01, 021, 024, 027, 075		technological innovation in SMEs, the introduction of green and digital solutions, innovation-driven development and entrepreneurship skills development		private companies		not relevant 		7 % of eligible direct costs		use of off-the-shelf option		not relevant		not applied		Indirect costs: project preparation, project managementm publicity, costs of overheads, industrial property rights; implementation of quality, environmental and other management systems, training, production licence, domain name, web hosting and website development costs, quality assurance		N		50230473		n.a.		n.a.		yes

		229		Hungary		HU-5		Implementation Operational Programme plus (TA OP) of Hungary 
CCI: 2021HU16FFTA001		off-the self		Eligible operation of the cohesion policy institutional system		UC (Unit Costs)		H		180 Preparation, implementation, monitoring and
control
182 Reinforcement of the capacity of
Member State authorities, beneficiaries and
relevant partners		operational costs of the cohesion policy institutional system		Public Institutions		financed staff 		FTE		off-the shelf options		1. historical
2. Register of the Hungarian State Treasury
3. 1 year		automatic adjustment based on economic indicators		direct staff costs (direct costs of the 40% flat rate) 		N		346,904,749		 The methodology has been assessed by the AA.
AA had questions about the calculation method and the supporting documents.		The SCO has been audited and it has been accepted.		The Article shall not apply to EU technical assistance provided pursuant to Article 51(e) for consent.

		230		Hungary		HU-6		Implementation Operational Programme plus (TA OP) of Hungary 
CCI: 2021HU16FFTA001		off-the self		Eligible operation of the cohesion policy institutional system		FR (Flat rate)		J		180 Preparation, implementation, monitoring and
control
182 Reinforcement of the capacity of
Member State authorities, beneficiaries and
relevant partners		operational costs of the cohesion policy institutional system		Public Institutions		1. number of workstations
2. number of human resource development training courses
3. the proportion of participants in human resource development training 
4. number of activities carried out in relation to the roadmap aimed at improving administrative capacities
5. Number of projects managed with electronic process management		40%		off-the shelf options		not relevant		not applied		indirect costs		N		138,761,900		n.a.		n.a.		The Article shall not apply to EU technical assistance provided pursuant to Article 51(e) for consent.

		231		Hungary		HU-7		Integrated Transport Development Operational Programme Plus     CCI: 2021HU16FFPR003		Managing Authority of Transport Operational Programs		reduction of administrative burdens		FR (Flat rate)		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		all types of operations		all types of operations		ministry, non-profit Ltd, local government		NR		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR, based on historical data		Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR, based on historical data		a) Based on historical data          b) Data of subsidy contracts from the EUPR                               c) Data for the period 2014-2020		not applied		indirect costs (general (overhead) cost, project management cost, auditing service)       direct costs (everything that is not an indirect cost)		Y		Total amount: 4 171 330 379 EUR =          indirect costs (amount covered by SCO)  272 890 772 EUR + direct costs: 3 898 439 607 EUR		assessment ongoing		n.a.		yes

		232		Italy		IT-1		RP ERDF 2021-2027 Lombardy
CCI: 2021IT16RFPR010		ROP ERDF 2014-2020		 Specific Objective 1.1. 		
UC (Unit Costs)
		A		010 Research and innovation activities in SMEs,
including networking		Investments in experimental development and innovation process in SMEs		SMEs		Hours worked 		Number of research hours		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) Historical data on R&D&I operations financed in the the 2007-2013 programming period. 

b) ROP ERDF 2007-2013 Lombardy database

c) 2007-2013 programming period		Adjustment based on national statistic data (ISTAT index)		Staff costs		N		not available		NO		SCO has been audited in 2020 by the DG Regio - European Commission

The audit final report of december 2020 had requested the fullfillment of some raccomandations and preventive and corrective measures. ROP ERDF Managing Authority has fullfilled it, as declared by a comunication of DG Regio in september 2022  		NO

		233		Italy		IT-2		RP ERDF 2021-2027 Lombardy
CCI: 2021IT16RFPR011		ROP ERDF 2014-2020		 Specific Objective 1.1. 		FR (flat rate)		J		010 Research and innovation activities in SMEs,
including networking		Investments in experimental development and innovation process in SMEs		SMEs		Indirect costs		40%		art. 56 (1) of CPR		not applicable		not applicable		Remaining eligible costs		N		not applicable		not applicable		not applicable		not applicable

		234		Italy		IT-3		2021TC16RFCB044 		MA Authority  Bolzano		RSO 1.1, 2.4, 2.7, 4.6, 6.2		UC		Unit costs, Article 53 (1)(b) CPR		All tipes of operations		Research and innovation, Climate change, Biodiversity, Culture and tourism		All (companies, research centres, pubblic institutions etc.)		hours worked		n.a.		fair, equitable and verifiable method. Can be part of draft budget 		statistical and administratrive data; questionnaire. 5 years		possible inflation adjustment		staff costs		N		40,000,000.00 €		rounds of consultation with AA		n.a.		n.a.

		235		Italy		IT-4		2021TC16RFCB044 		MA Authority  Bolzano		RSO 1.1, 2.4, 2.7, 4.6, 6.2		FR		Flat rate for  indirect costs up to 15 % of direct staff costs, Article 54 (b) CPR		All tipes of operations		Research and innovation, Climate change, Biodiversity, Culture and tourism		All (companies, research centres, pubblic institutions etc.)		Controllers must check the existence of the cost category in relation to the project and report of activities		Fixed percentage: 4% of direct costs		Use of off-the shelf options. Can be part of Draft Budget		Use of off-the shelf options		no further appropriate measures are planned 		indirect costs		N		2,000,000.00 €		rounds of consultation with AA		n.a.		n.a.

		236		Italy		IT-5		2021TC16RFCB044 		MA Authority  Bolzano		RSO 1.1, 2.4, 2.7, 4.6, 6.2		FR		Flat rate for  indirect costs up to 15 % of direct cost, Article 54 (a) CPR 		All tipes of operations 		Research and innovation, Climate change, Biodiversity, Culture and tourism		All (companies, research centres, pubblic institutions etc.)		Controllers must check the existence of the cost category in relation to the project and report of activities		fixed percentage: 10% of direct staff costs		Use of off-the shelf options. Can be part of Draft Budget		Use of off-the shelf options		no further appropriate measures are planned 		indirect costs		N		2,000,000.00 €		rounds of consultation with AA		n.a.		n.a.

		237		Italy		IT-6		2021TC16RFCB044 		MA Authority  Bolzano		RSO 1.1, 2.4, 2.7, 4.6, 6.2		FR		Travel and accomodation costs up to 15 of direct staff costs, Article 41, Reg. 2021/1059		All tipes of operations		Research and innovation, Climate change, Biodiversity, Culture and tourism		All (companies, research centres, pubblic institutions etc.)		Controllers must check the existence of the cost category in relation to the project and report of activities		fixed percentage: 5% of direct staff costs		Use of off-the shelf options. Can be part of Draft Budget		Use of off-the shelf options		no further appropriate measures are planned 		Travel costs		N		6,000,000.00 €		rounds of consultation with AA		n.a.		n.a.

		238		Italy		IT-7		2021TC16RFCB044 		MA Authority  Bolzano		RSO 1.1, 2.4, 2.7, 4.6, 6.2		FR		Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56 (1)		All tipes of operations		Research and innovation, Climate change, Biodiversity, Culture and tourism		All (companies, research centres, pubblic institutions etc.)		Controllers must check the existence of the residual costs (all category costs other than staff costs) in relation to the project. Furthermore, report of activities must be checked		percentage results from residual costs/staff costs		Use of off-the shelf options		Use of off-the shelf options		no further appropriate measures are planned 		office and administrative costs,
travel costs, external services, equipment, infrastructure 		N		15,000,000.00 €		rounds of consultation with AA		n.a.		n.a.

		239		Italy		IT-8		2021TC16RFCB044 		MA Authority  Bolzano		RSO 5.2		Other		Draft Budget		Operations up to 200.000€		Community Lead Local Develpment		All (companies, research centres, pubblic institutions etc.)		Milestones (report of activities must be checked)		Milestones		Draft Budget (Reference costs, market consultation, cost estimates, empirical values, historical data, SCO' used in the programme by analogy for ordinary projects, with the exception of the residual cost flat rate. 		Draft Budget		no further appropriate measures are planned 		draft budget (all categories)		Y		20,000,000.00 €		rounds of consultation with AA		n.a.		n.a.

		240		Italy		IT-9		National Program Capacity for Cohesion		MA Territorial Cohesion Agency		N.A		FR		D; E		182		Capacity building; 
Technical Assistance		Public Institutions (Municipalities); Public Administration, other public beneficiaries 		Direct costs; direct staff costs		7%; 15%		N.A. off-the shelf option		N.A. off-the shelf option		no further appropriate measures are planned 		Indirect costs		N		not available		not applicable		not applicable		NO

		241		Italy		IT-10		National Program Capacity for Cohesion		MA Territorial Cohesion Agency		N.A		UC		A; H		182		Capacity building; 
Technical Assistance		Public Institutions (Municipalities); Public Administration, other public beneficiaries 		Hours worked		N.A.		off-the shelf option;equitable and verifiable method		a) Historical data b) expenditures and other relevant information; c) at least three years 		no further appropriate measures are planned 		Staff costs		N		not available		not applicable		not applicable		NO

		242		Italy		IT-11		Title: NP security for legality 2021-2027
CCI : N/A 
(The Programme has been submitted to the Commission and is awaiting approval)		MA of ERDF - NP security for legality 2021-2027
Ministry of the Interior - Department of Public Security		OS1.2 		FR (Flat rate); UC (Unit Costs)
		D, E, F (FR) / A (UC)		016 / 170		The SCOs will cover the financing of government ICT solutions, eservices and also the
improvement of the capacity of programme
authorities and bodies linked to the
implementation of the Funds		Public Institutions		1) equipment installed; 
2) participation at exhbition; 
3) hours worked;
4) reimbursement of direct cost (FR)		UC: Number and Hours
FR: %
		The method has been used to calculate SCOs was: equitable and verifiable method for the UC, union/national schemes for FR		a) historical and administrative
b) Primary data  source;
c) 3 years		The methodology 
 will be verified on annual basis  		the types of eligible categories of costs covered by the SCO will be:  indirect cost and staff cost		The categories of costs will not cover all the expenditure for the operations under Flat Rate; Instead will cover all the expenditure for the operations under Unit Cost
		10% of total amount of the National Programme		N/A		N/A		N/A

		243		Italy		IT-12		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		SME INTERNATIONALIZATION		UC		A		21		SME working on International Movie Production		Private Companies		Movie and Documentary production		Number		Under National/Scheme		HISTORICAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE DATA (2014-2020)		Periodic assessment depending of National Scheme		Staff costs		NO		35000000		Methodology approved by AA				ADOPTED

		244		Italy		IT-13		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		SME INTERNATIONALIZATION		LS		B		21		SME Participation at international event in order to expand commercial markets		PRIVATE COMPANIES (SME)		PARTICIPATION AT AN  INTERNATIONAL EXIBITION 		NUMBER OF EXIBITIONS		DRAFT BUDGET BASED ON 2014-2020 PROGRAMMING PERIODE DATASET		HISTORICAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE DATA (2014-2020)		Periodic assessment (every year) by MA in case of cost increases up to 10%		Just subscription and participation at International Trade Fair		NO		40000000		Methodology approved by AA				YES

		245		Italy		IT-14		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		SME DIGITALIZATION		LS		B		13		SME Investments on different fields of Digitalisation (Workplace, Digital Commerce, Cyber Security and Cloud)		PRIVATE COMPANIES (SME)		INVESTMENTS ON DIGITALISATION		TYPE OF INVESTMENTS		FAIR, EQUITABLE AND VERIFABLE METHOD		DATA SOURCE (Since 2019)		Regular review		Direct costs		NO		40000000		Methodology approved by AA				YES

		246		Italy		IT-15		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		ENERGY AUDIT		UCS		A		40		Cost of Energy Audit depending of the building tipology and surface (mq)		PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS AND PRIVATE COMPANIES		INVESTMENTS ON ENERGY EFFICIENCY		N. of Energy Audit		FAIR, EQUITABLE AND VERIFABLE METHOD		HISTORICAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE DATA (2014-2020)		Regular review		Direct costs		NO		1000000		Methodology approved by AA				YES

		247		Italy		IT-16		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		STAFF COSTS		UCS		H		180		In-house providing Technical Assistance at OP		PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS		hours worked		N. 		FAIR, EQUITABLE AND VERIFABLE METHOD		HISTORICAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE DATA (2014-2020)		Regular review		Staff costs		NO		11000000		Methodology approved by AA				NO

		248		Italy		IT-17		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		STAFF COSTS		UCS		H		180		In-house providing Technical Assistance at OP		PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS		hours worked		N. 		FAIR, EQUITABLE AND VERIFABLE METHOD		HISTORICAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE DATA (2014-2020)		Regular review		Staff costs		NO		3500000		Methodology approved by AA				NO

		249		Italy		IT-18		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		STAFF COSTS		UCS		H		180		Cost of Regional staff		PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS		hours worked		N. 		FAIR, EQUITABLE AND VERIFABLE METHOD		HISTORICAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE DATA (2014-2020)		Regular review		Staff costs		NO		5000000		In progress				NO

		250		Italy		IT-19		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		EXTERNAL EXPERTS		LS		K (Financing Not Linked to Cost)		180		Cost of external expert supporting Managing Authority		PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS		N. of day-effort of external experts linked to the whole life-cycle operation		n. of operations concluded		DRAFT BUDGET				Depending on specific matters linked to operations		Direct costs		NO		7000000		METHODOLOGY INSERTED IN THE Public Tender				NO

		251		Italy		IT-20		Lazio Region 2021IT16RFPR008		ERDF MA		EXTERNAL EXPERTS		LS		K (Financing Not Linked to Cost)		180		Cost of external expert supporting Managing Authority		PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS		N. of day-effort of external experts linked to the whole life-cycle operation		n. of operations concluded		DRAFT BUDGET				Depending on specific matters linked to operations		Direct costs		NO		6500000		METHODOLOGY INSERTED IN THE Public Tender				NO

		252		Italy		IT-21		"National Programme Research, Innovation and Competitiveness for
green and digital transition 2021-2027" ERDF
CCI 2021IT16RFPR001		MA: Ministry of Enterprises and Made in Italy (MIMIT)
IB: Ministry of University and Research (MUR) 		RSO1.1. Develop and strengthen research and innovation capacities and the introduction of advanced technologies (ERDF)		UC		A; H		 from 001 to 012		Research, development and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		Hours worked		Number of research hours		F.E.V. Method		CNLC data (representing the main national labour relationship regulations
expressing the gross wages and salaries);
regulatory data and the main provisions relating to the application of social security and welfare charges that affect labour costs;
the data relating to the historical series that expose the real costs of staff employed in the research projects financed under the MIUR and MIMIT interventions; c) at least three years 		adjustment based on economic indicators		Staff costs		N		not available		not applicable		Thematic system audit of the methodology started on 09/05/2018 with the issuance of the final report on 04/10/2018 
by Audit Authority of NOP CE 14-20		NO

		253		Italy		IT-22		"National Programme Research, Innovation and Competitiveness for
green and digital transition 2021-2027" ERDF
CCI 2021IT16RFPR001		MA: Ministry of Enterprises and Made in Italy (MIMIT)
IB: Ministry of University and Research (MUR) 		RSO1.1. Develop and strengthen research and innovation capacities and the introduction of advanced technologies (ERDF)		FR		F 
		 from 001 to 012		Research, development and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		Direct costs		0.25		union schemes: Horizon Europe regulation (2021/695)		N.A.		no further appropriate measures are planned 		Indirect costs		N		not available		not applicable		not applicable		NO

		254		Lithuania		LT-1		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of the Ministry of Economy and Innovation 		Priority 1. Smarter Lithuania. Specific objective 1.3. Strengthen the sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and the creation of jobs in SMEs, including through productive investments		UC		A		021		Business development		Private companies		Cost of company participation at the exhibition		Number of exhibitions		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historical data of 2007-2013 period projects, rates established in National legal acts and Erasmus + Programme Guide, the survey of project beneficiaries		P1 (average exhibition space rental, exhibition registration fee, exhibition stand installation costs) will be updated by indexing the total costs of each exhibition to the price level of the corresponding year, based on the OECD Total CPI index, which covers all countries. 
P2 (average wage costs, i.e. 1-month average wage (including costs for employer-employee obligations)) will be updated based on the data of the average monthly wage of the corresponding year of the Official Statistics Portal of the Private Sector with Individual Enterprises and assessing changes in legislation governing employer taxes .
P3 (average travel and living expenses of one participant (which consists of travel expenses, living space rental expenses and daily allowance expenses)) will be updated after the change of: the Erasmus+ Program Guide and the Resolution No. 526 of Government of the Republic of Lithuania (2004 April 29)  "On the payment of per diems and other expenses of official business trips".		Participation in exhibiton costs		Y		31,884,000.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, approved togeher with OP.

		255		Lithuania		LT-2		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		Priority 2. Greener Lithuania. Specific objective 2.1. Promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 2.2 Promote renewable energy according to Directive (EU) 2018/2001, including the sustainability criteria set out therein		UC		A		052; 049		Renewable Energy production		Households		Cost per boiler changed for household		Power of changed boiler in kW		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The data was collected from market survey and online companies pages.		The unit costs are updated every year, once a year until the end of II quarter of year N according to the conditions below:
1. assessing the changed VAT rate established in the VAT Law;
2. according to the (public) information on the Consumer Price Index (CPI) provided by the Lithuanian Statistics Department, compared to previous years (according to the COICOP classification - category 5.3. "Household appliances").		Changed boiler costs		N		230,519,560.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, approved togeher with OP.

		256		Lithuania		LT-3		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		Priority 2. Greener Lithuania. Specific objective 2.2 Promote renewable energy according to Directive (EU) 2018/2001, including the sustainability criteria set out therein		UC		A		048		Renewable Energy production		Households		Cost per solar power plant installation in households		Power of installed solar power plant in kW		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The data was collected from market survey and online companies pages.		The unit costs are updated every year, once a year until the end of II quarter of year N according to the conditions below:
1. assessing the changed VAT rate established in the VAT Law;
2. according to the (public) information on the Consumer Price Index (CPI) provided by the Lithuanian Statistics Department, compared to previous years (according to the COICOP classification - category 5.3.1 "Electrical or non-electrical main household appliances").		Installed solar power plant costs		N		421,001,242.50		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, approved togeher with OP.

		257		Lithuania		LT-4		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		Priority 2. Greener Lithuania. Specific objective 2.2 Promote renewable energy according to Directive (EU) 2018/2001, including the sustainability criteria set out therein		UC		A		048		Renewable Energy production		Households		Cost per solar power plant acquisition in households		Power of purchased solar power plant in kW		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The data was collected from market survey and online companies pages.		The unit costs are updated every year, once a year until the end of II quarter of year N according to the conditions below:
1. assessing the changed VAT rate established in the VAT Law;
2. according to the (public) information on the Consumer Price Index (CPI) provided by the Lithuanian Statistics Department, compared to previous years (according to the COICOP classification - category 5.3.1 "Electrical or non-electrical main household appliances").		Purchased solar power plant costs		N		280,667,495.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, approved togeher with OP.

		258		Lithuania		LT-5		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		Priority 1. Smarter Lithuania: Specific objective 1.3. Strengthen the sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and the creation of jobs in SMEs, including through productive investments; 1.2. Harnessing the benefits of digitalization for citizens, businesses, research organizations and public authorities'; 1.1. Develop and strengthen research and innovation capacities and implement advanced technologies.
Priority 4. More Socially Responsible Lithuania: Specific objective 4.6. Strengthen the role of culture and sustainable tourism in the areas of economic development, social inclusion and social innovation; 4.9. Promote the socio-economic inclusion of marginalized communities, low-income households and disadvantaged groups, including persons with special needs, through integrated actions, including the provision of housing and social services.
Priority 5. Lithuania closer to its citizens: Specific objective 5.1. Promote integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental development, foster culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism and security in urban areas; 5.2. To promote integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental development at the local level, to foster culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism and security in non-urban areas.		FR		C		009; 010; 011; 012; 024; 028; 029; 030;013; 016; 021; 152; 169		Many different types of operations		The personnel implementing the project of various institutions		The portion of the salary costs of the project staff per month for annual leave, which is calculated from the eligible salary costs actually incurred for the time actually worked.		The amount in euros of the actually earned salary for the time actually worked that is eligible for financing		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The flat rate is established on the basis of the legal acts of the Republic of Lithuania regulating the duration of annual leave, and using thehitorical data of the projects implemented during the funding period  2014-2020.		The amounts of the flat rate can be updated only when the legal acts regulating the procedure for granting and/or calculating annual leave are changed.		Salary costs of project implementing staff for annual leave, which are calculated from the eligible costs of implementing staff wages actually incurred.		N		25,850,000.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, provided for COM for non-formal consideration, after will be submitted with the 1st change of OP

		259		Lithuania		LT-6		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		Priority 1. Smarter Lithuania: Specific objective 1.3. Strengthen the sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and the creation of jobs in SMEs, including through productive investments; 1.2. Harnessing the benefits of digitalization for citizens, businesses, research organizations and public authorities'; 1.1. Develop and strengthen research and innovation capacities and implement advanced technologies; 1.4. Develop skills for advanced specialization, industrial transformation and entrepreneurship.		UC		A		013; 024; 025; 026; 028; 030; 021; 023; 016		Many different types of operations		Public institutions, Universities, Research Centres, Private Companies		Salary of project participants of private legal entities and public management institutions		The number of hours of wages paid to project participants of private legal entities and public management institutions who benefit from project activities, but are not responsible for the implementation of those activities, hours		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The research was carried out on the basis of statistical data analysis		The unit costs are updated every year, once a year until the II quarter of year N under the following conditions:
- when the Lithuanian Department of Statistics publishes annual (if annual data are not published by the end of the II quarter, then quarterly data are applied) N-1 year average salary data by types of economic activity. 
- evaluating changes in legislation regulating employer's taxes.		Wages of project participants		N		5,358,000.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, provided for COM for non-formal consideration, after will be submitted with the 1st change of OP

		260		Lithuania		LT-7		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		All objectives of all priorities		LS		B		All types of operations		Many different types of operations		All beneficiaries		Obligatory measures of visibility and information about the investment activities of EU funds have been implemented.		A set of implemented mandatory visibility and information measures on the investment activities of EU funds		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The lump sums were calculated on the basis of the 2014-2020 historical data of projects completed during the funding period.		The lump sums are updated every year once a year until the end of II quarter, taking into account the (public) information provided by the Department of Statistics of Lithuania and recalculating the amounts to the price level of the corresponding year (N), based on the consumer price indexi, compared to year N-1: consumer price index according to the COICOP classifier "00 Consumer goods and services".		All costs related with the implementation of mandatory visibility and information measures on the investment activities of EU funds, described in CPR		N		1,130,000.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, provided for COM for non-formal consideration, after will be submitted with the 1st change of OP

		261		Lithuania		LT-8		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		Priority 2. Greener Lithuania. Specific objective 2.2 Promote renewable energy according to Directive (EU) 2018/2001, including the sustainability criteria set out therein		UC		A		048		Renewable Energy production		Industrial companies		The power of the solar power plant installed by the industrial company		kW		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The historical data of the 2014-2020 projects were analysed.The period of the analysed data, according to the date of entry into force of the project financing and administration contracts, covers from 2017 June 2 until 2021 October 25.		The unit costs can be updated once a year until the 1st quarter of the Nth year under the conditions listed below:
1. assessing the changed VAT rate established in the VAT Law;
2. according to the (public) information on the consumer price index (CPI) provided by the Lithuanian Statistics Department, compared to previous years (according to the COICOP classification - category 00 "Consumer goods and services").		Purchase costs of solar modules; the cost of purchasing a voltage converter; the costs of solar power plant installation works; the costs of purchasing other components necessary for the installation of the solar power plant (supporting structures of the solar power plant (for installation on the roof or on the ground), surge protection, cables, other materials (screws, etc. components required for installation)).		Y		23,529,412.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, provided for COM for non-formal consideration, after will be submitted with the 1st change of OP

		262		Lithuania		LT-9		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		Priority 2. Greener Lithuania. Specific objective 2.1. Promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 2.2 Promote renewable energy according to Directive (EU) 2018/2001, including the sustainability criteria set out therein		UC		A		55		Increasing the energy efficiency of centralized heat, hot water and cooling supply systems and system development		Heat / hot water supply companies		The installed hot water meter with remote data reading function		Number		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The data was collected from heat and hot water suppliers.		The unit costs can be updated once a year until the 1st quarter of the Nth year under the conditions listed below:
1. assessing the changed VAT rate established in the VAT Law;
2. recalculating unit costs in 2023: 
- recalculation of 2021 data indexation is carried out, replacing 2022 OECD inflation forecast by actual 2022 change in consumer prices, calculated according to the consumer price index, compared to the corresponding period of the previous year (according to the COICOP classifier "00 Consumer goods and services"), in this way the 2022 level data calculated based on the actual change in the CPI;
- then 2022 level data are indexed to 2023 price level, based on the data of the inflation forecast published by the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) for the current year (in this case, 2023).		Costs of purchasing a hot water meter with a remote data reading function; costs of installation (or replacement) of a hot water meter.		N		2,382,352.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, we will provide the methodology for COM with 2-nd IP ammendment

		263		Lithuania		LT-10		Programme for the European Union (EU) Funds’ Investments 2021-2027		European Social Fund Agency, according to the needs of Ministry of Energy		Priority 2. Greener Lithuania. Specific objective 2.1. Promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions. 2.2 Promote renewable energy according to Directive (EU) 2018/2001, including the sustainability criteria set out therein		UC		A		55		Increasing the energy efficiency of centralized heat, hot water and cooling supply systems and system development		Heat / hot water supply companies		An introductory heat metering device with a remote data reading function is installed		Number		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		The data was collected from heat and hot water suppliers.		The unit costs can be updated once a year until the 1st quarter of the Nth year under the conditions listed below:
1. assessing the changed VAT rate established in the VAT Law;
2. recalculating unit costs in 2023: 
- recalculation of 2021 data indexation is carried out, replacing 2022 OECD inflation forecast by actual 2022 change in consumer prices, calculated according to the consumer price index, compared to the corresponding period of the previous year (according to the COICOP classifier "00 Consumer goods and services"), in this way the 2022 level data calculated based on the actual change in the CPI;
- then 2022 level data are indexed to 2023 price level, based on the data of the inflation forecast published by the Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD) for the current year (in this case, 2023).		Costs of purchasing an introductory heat metering device with a remote data reading function; costs of installation (or replacement) of the initial heat metering device.		N		2,382,352.00		Yes, positive AA evaluation		N		Y, we will provide the methodology for COM with 2-nd IP ammendment

		264		Luxembourg		LU-1		2021TC16RFIR004		ESPON MA		Other actions to support better cooperation governance		FR  		C		all types of operation		ESPON Single Operation 		EGTC		external expertise costs		0.38		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) Historical data
b) ESPON electronic monitoring system of previous programming periods
c) 2017-2019		automatic indexation according to national legislation		staff costs 		N		14,500,000.00		yes, only one round and no major issues		not yet		yes

		265		Luxembourg		LU-2		2021TC16RFIR004		ESPON MA		Other actions to support better cooperation governance		FR  		E		all types of operation		ESPON Single Operation 		EGTC		staff costs		0.15		off the shelf						indirect costs		N		2,200,000.00				not yet

		266		Luxembourg		LU-3		2021TC16RFIR004		ESPON MA		Other actions to support better cooperation governance		FR  		Art 41(5) of ETC		all types of operation		ESPON Single Operation 		EGTC		staff costs		0.06		off the shelf						travel costs		N		850,000.00				not yet

		267		Luxembourg		LU-4		2021TC16RFIR004		ESPON MA		Other actions to support better cooperation governance		FR  		C		all types of operation		ESPON Single Operation 		EGTC		external expertise costs		0.25		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) Historical data
b) ESPON electronic monitoring system of previous programming periods
c) 2007-2020				external expertise		N		8,000,000.00		Several round of discussion with AA and EC to ensure that there is no risk of double funding 		not yet		yes

		268		Latvia		LV-1		European Union Cohesion Policy Program for 2021-2027		Ministry of Environmental Protection and Regional Development		SO 2.2.3 "Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution"		UC		A		077 Air quality and noise reduction measures		Households are equipped with various heating equipment (biomass boilers, heat pumps, solar panels) and solutions (connection to the district heating system), for which reimbursement is made on the basis of complex unit cost rates, the amount of costs being determined according to the nominal capacities of the equipment to be installed (kW).		Households		 the nominal capacities of the equipment to be installed		kW		fair, equitable and verifiable method		market research		adjustment based on economic indicators		direct and indirect costs		Y		12,443,220		Yes, Issues: 1) double funding by cost categories; 2) equitable and verifiable method; 3) expert judgement; 4)adjustment method		Yes		Yes

		269		Latvia		LV-2		European Union Cohesion Policy Program for 2021-2027		Ministry of Health		4.1.1.3."Strengthening the role of primary health care by developing infrastructure"		UC		A		129 intervention field dimension		Purchase of one medical technology		Health Care Institution		Cost of purchasing one medical technology		Number of medical technologies purchased		fair, equitable and verifiable method		market research		market research		Direct costs		N		indicatively 
3 697 500 EUR 		Yes (in 2014-2020 planning period)		No		No

		270		Latvia		LV-3		European Union Cohesion Policy Program for 2021-2027		MA		ALL		UC		A		all types of operations		unit cost per 1 km (car, public transport)		ALL		1 km		 number of km		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data + national statistical data		national statistical data		Direct costs		N		-		Yes		No		n/a

		271		Latvia		LV-4		European Union Cohesion Policy Program for 2021-2027		MA		ALL		UC		A		all types of operations		unit cost domestic business trip (daily allowance, accommodation in Riga or other city) 		ALL		1 night		number of days		fair, equitable and verifiable method + national schemes		market research + national regulation		market research		Direct costs		N		-		Yes		No		n/a

		272		Malta		MT-1		2021MT16FFPR001 - Towards a smarter, well connected and resilient economy, a greener environment and an integrated society		Planning and Priorities Coordination Division, Ministry for the Economy, European Funds and Lands - Managing Authority		All		UC		Mix of H and I but I is turned into a monthly wage		All types of operations		All types of operations		All types of Beneficiaries		Unit cost per pay period / month / hours worked		Number of pay periods / months / hours		Based on a fair, equitable and verifiable calculation method:

the application of the usual cost accounting practices of individual Beneficiaries - Collective Agreements / Contracts / Payslips / FS3 Statements - legal and verifiable documents showing the annual gross amounts.

The application of this SCO is ongoing, and no issues of major concern have so far been encountered. This is also substantiated by the fact that irregularities in relation to the use of these SCOs are minimal.		Source of data: collective agreements / contracts / payslips / FS3 Statements produced by the Beneficiary organisation that can show or help produce the data covering a 12-month period. Data is uploaded on the MIS once it is checked and approved by the MA.		Rates may be adjusted in view of:

- updates to Collective Agreements / Contracts affecting the annual gross amounts
- any adjustments to the Statutory Bonuses and Social Security Contributions emanating from Chapter 452 of the Maltese legislation on the Employment and Industrial Relations Act and as specified on the following two websites:
-	https://dier.gov.mt/en/Employment-Conditions/Wages/Pages/Bonus-and-Weekly-Allowances.aspx
-	https://cfr.gov.mt/en/rates/Pages/SSC1/SSC1-2020.aspx will also be taken into consideration should the need arise.		Direct staff costs		N		/		These unit costs were already in use during the 2014-2020 Programming Period.  The methodology and the verification process were included in a fiche drawn up by the MA which was then shared for comments and reviewed by the national AA and DG EMPL in 2018. The 2014-2020 system is currently being reviewed and updated in view of audit findings and feedback gathered to-date from various entities		N		N

		273		Malta		MT-2		2021MT16FFPR001 - Towards a smarter, well connected and resilient economy, a greener environment and an integrated society		Planning and Priorities Coordination Division, Ministry for the Economy, European Funds and Lands - Managing Authority		All		FR		D		All types of operations		All types of operations		All types of Beneficiaries		Certified amount of eligible direct costs		Amount in EUR of eligible direct costs certified		Off-the-shelf flat rate		N/A		N/A		Overheads		N		/		N/A		N/A		N/A

		274		Malta		MT-3		2021MT16FFPR001 - Towards a smarter, well connected and resilient economy, a greener environment and an integrated society		Planning and Priorities Coordination Division, Ministry for the Economy, European Funds and Lands - Managing Authority		All		UC		A		All types of operations		All types of operations		All types of Beneficiaries		Unit rate per participant		Number of persons travelling		Use of SCOs adopted under other Union policies		N/A		In line with updates issued through the ERASMUS+ Programme		Travel costs		N		/		Yes. Audit observations included a description of project stakeholders which might make use of this SCO		Y		Yes under the ESF+ Programme only

		275		Malta		MT-4		2021MT16FFPR001 - Towards a smarter, well connected and resilient economy, a greener environment and an integrated society		Planning and Priorities Coordination Division, Ministry for the Economy, European Funds and Lands - Managing Authority		All		UC		A		All types of operations		All types of operations		All types of Beneficiaries		Unit rate per participant per night		Number of nights spent abroad per person		Use of SCOs adopted under other national schemes		N/A		In line with updates issued on a yearly basis and published online by the Ministry of Finance and Employment		Per Diem		N		/		Yes. Audit observations included a description of project stakeholders which might make use of this SCO, a comparison between the MT per diem rates and those of the Commission, and countries included in the Commission list but not included in Malta's		Y		Yes under the ESF+ Programme only

		276		Malta		MT-5		2021MT16FFPR001 - Towards a smarter, well connected and resilient economy, a greener environment and an integrated society		Planning and Priorities Coordination Division, Ministry for the Economy, European Funds and Lands - Managing Authority		P1 ERDF Soiii - Enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments		LS		B		021 - SME business development and internationalisation, including productive investments		Private sector: investment in Diversification & Innovation of SMEs		SMEs		Lump sum per project/operation		- Milestone 1: Investment is in place and operational (representing 90% of the public support of the eligible grant amount approved)
- Milestone 2: Net increase in employment (FTEs) recorded ( representing 10% of the public support of the eligible grant amount approved) 		Draft Budget		Applicants are asked to provide a minimum of three compliant quotations at application stage in line with the set minimum technical specifications, which quotations need to be dated within the previous six months prior to submission of application, and obtained from external and unrelated suppliers to the BN. This framework is currently being re-discussed in the light of its pilot use during the 14-20 Programming Period.		Not allowed		Tangible assets in the form of plant, machinery and/or equipment		Y		/		Yes, the framework setting up the draft budget was assessed by the AA. Observations raised by the AA were mainly tied to the inclusion of intangible assets and the setting up of a benchmarking exercise. It may need to be re-visisted by the AA should internal discussions lead to changes in the overall framework of how it is implemented.		Y		N

		277		The Netherlands		NL-1		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 North Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR001)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  1.iv  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of H+E				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours worked		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 15% indirect costs art 54b CPR		N		98742857.1428571		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		278		The Netherlands		NL-2		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 West Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR002)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.i  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi  5.i		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of H+E		10;42;55;72;140		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours worked		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 15% indirect costs art 54b CPR		N		182857142.857143		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		279		The Netherlands		NL-3		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 South Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR003)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of H+E		9;29;53		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours worked		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 15% indirect costs art 54b CPR		N		96000000		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		280		The Netherlands		NL-4		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 East Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR004)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of H+E				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours worked		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 15% indirect costs art 54b CPR		N		74057142.8571429		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		281		The Netherlands		NL-5		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 North Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR001)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  1.iv  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of H+J				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours worked		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 40% other costs art 56(1) CPR		N		24685714.2857143		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		282		The Netherlands		NL-6		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 West Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR002)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.i  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi  5.i		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of H+J		10;42;55;72;140		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours worked		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 40% other costs art 56(1) CPR		N		45714285.7142857		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		283		The Netherlands		NL-7		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 South Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR003)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of H+J		9;29;53		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours worked		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 40% other costs art 56(1) CPR		N		24000000		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		284		The Netherlands		NL-8		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 East Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR004)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of H+J				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		hours worked		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 40% other costs art 56(1) CPR		N		18514285.7142857		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		285		The Netherlands		NL-9		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 North Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR001)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  1.iv  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of I+E				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		average monthly working time		Number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 15% indirect costs art 54b CPR		N		24685714.2857143		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		286		The Netherlands		NL-10		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 West Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR002)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.i  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi  5.i		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of I+E		10;42;55;72;140		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		average monthly working time		Number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 15% indirect costs art 54b CPR		N		45714285.7142857		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		287		The Netherlands		NL-11		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 South Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR003)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of I+E		9;29;53		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		average monthly working time		Number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 15% indirect costs art 54b CPR		N		24000000		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		288		The Netherlands		NL-12		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 East Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR004)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of I+E				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		average monthly working time		Number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 15% indirect costs art 54b CPR		N		18514285.7142857		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		289		The Netherlands		NL-13		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 North Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR001)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  1.iv  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of I+J				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		average monthly working time		Number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 40% other costs art 56(1) CPR		N		6171428.57142857		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		290		The Netherlands		NL-14		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 West Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR002)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.i  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi  5.i		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of I+J		10;42;55;72;140		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		average monthly working time		Number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 40% other costs art 56(1) CPR		N		11428571.4285714		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		291		The Netherlands		NL-15		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 South Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR003)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of I+J		9;29;53		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		average monthly working time		Number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 40% other costs art 56(1) CPR		N		6000000		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		292		The Netherlands		NL-16		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 East Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR004)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: Unit cost (A) = combination of I+J				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		average monthly working time		Number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method + use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct staff costs + 40% other costs art 56(1) CPR		N		4628571.42857143		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		293		The Netherlands		NL-17		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 North Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR001)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  1.iv  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi		FR (Flat rate)		C				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct costs of invoices with value > €250 (excl. VAT)		Amount of direct expenditures based on invoices with value > €250 (ex VAT)		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct out-of-pocket costs (invoice value > €250 (excl VAT)		N		1234285.71428571		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		294		The Netherlands		NL-18		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 West Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR002)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.i  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi  5.i		FR (Flat rate)		C		10;42;55;72;140		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct costs of invoices with value > €250 (excl. VAT)		Amount of direct expenditures based on invoices with value > €250 (ex VAT)		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct out-of-pocket costs (invoice value > €250 (excl VAT)		N		2285714.28571429		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		295		The Netherlands		NL-19		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 South Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR003)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		FR (Flat rate)		C		9;29;53		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct costs of invoices with value > €250 (excl. VAT)		Amount of direct expenditures based on invoices with value > €250 (ex VAT)		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct out-of-pocket costs (invoice value > €250 (excl VAT)		N		1200000		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		296		The Netherlands		NL-20		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 East Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR004)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		FR (Flat rate)		C				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct costs of invoices with value > €250 (excl. VAT)		Amount of direct expenditures based on invoices with value > €250 (ex VAT)		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data 
b) verified ERDF costs 2014-2020
c) 5 years (2015-2019)		No adjustment method 		Direct out-of-pocket costs (invoice value > €250 (excl VAT)		N		925714.285714286		Methodology has been assessed by the AA		The SCO has been audited		Yes

		297		The Netherlands		NL-21		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 North Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR001)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  1.iv  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi		FR (Flat rate)		K: Flat rate (C) = combination of G+E				Investment projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct costs other than direct staff costs 		Amount of direct costs other than direct staff costs 		use of off-the shelf options		not applicable		not applicable		Direct staff costs		N		30857142.8571429		not applicable		not applicable		not applicable

		298		The Netherlands		NL-22		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 West Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR002)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.i  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi  5.i		FR (Flat rate)		K: Flat rate (C) = combination of G+E		10;42;55;72;140		Investment projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct costs other than direct staff costs 		Amount of direct costs other than direct staff costs 		use of off-the shelf options		not applicable		not applicable		Direct staff costs		N		57142857.1428571		not applicable		not applicable		not applicable

		299		The Netherlands		NL-23		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 South Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR003)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		FR (Flat rate)		K: Flat rate (C) = combination of G+E		9;29;53		Investment projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct costs other than direct staff costs 		Amount of direct costs other than direct staff costs 		use of off-the shelf options		not applicable		not applicable		Direct staff costs		N		30000000		not applicable		not applicable		not applicable

		300		The Netherlands		NL-24		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 East Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR004)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		FR (Flat rate)		K: Flat rate (C) = combination of G+E				Investment projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres; Private Companies		direct costs other than direct staff costs 		Amount of direct costs other than direct staff costs 		use of off-the shelf options		not applicable		not applicable		Direct staff costs		N		23142857.1428571		not applicable		not applicable		not applicable

		301		The Netherlands		NL-25		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 North Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR001)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  1.iv  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi		UC (Unit Costs)		K: National method for calculation of staff costs including indirect costs. 				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres (Knowledge Institutions)		direct staff costs; indirect costs		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) application of the usual cost accounting practices of individual beneficiaries
b) approved costing methods by Dutch autority for grants funded entirely by the Member State for a similar type of operation
c) n.a.		not applicable		Direct staff costs + indirect costs		N		15428571.4285714		Methodology has been used in previous programming periods an had been approved by the AA		The SCO has been audited		No

		302		The Netherlands		NL-26		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 West Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR002)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.i  2.ii  2.iii  2.vi  5.i		UC (Unit Costs)		K: National method for calculation of staff costs including indirect costs. 		10;42;55;72;140		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres (Knowledge Institutions)		direct staff costs; indirect costs		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) application of the usual cost accounting practices of individual beneficiaries
b) approved costing methods by Dutch autority for grants funded entirely by the Member State for a similar type of operation
c) n.a.		not applicable		Direct staff costs + indirect costs		N		28571428.5714286		Methodology has been used in previous programming periods an had been approved by the AA		The SCO has been audited		No

		303		The Netherlands		NL-27		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 South Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR003)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: National method for calculation of staff costs including indirect costs. 		9;29;53		Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres (Knowledge Institutions)		direct staff costs; indirect costs		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) application of the usual cost accounting practices of individual beneficiaries
b) approved costing methods by Dutch autority for grants funded entirely by the Member State for a similar type of operation
c) n.a.		not applicable		Direct staff costs + indirect costs		N		15000000		Methodology has been used in previous programming periods an had been approved by the AA		The SCO has been audited		No

		304		The Netherlands		NL-28		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 East Netherlands (2021NL16RFPR004)		SNN (MA North)+Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)+Province of North-Brabant (MA South)+Province of Gelderland (MA East)		1.i  2.ii  2.iii		UC (Unit Costs)		K: National method for calculation of staff costs including indirect costs. 				Research and innovation projects		Public Institutions; Universities; Research Centres (Knowledge Institutions)		direct staff costs; indirect costs		Number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) application of the usual cost accounting practices of individual beneficiaries
b) approved costing methods by Dutch autority for grants funded entirely by the Member State for a similar type of operation
c) n.a.		not applicable		Direct staff costs + indirect costs		N		11571428.5714286		Methodology has been used in previous programming periods an had been approved by the AA		The SCO has been audited		No

		305		Poland		PL-1		Poland-Slovakia		MA		management costs		FR		C		Small Projects Fund		management costs: staff costs, office and administration costs, costs of external expertise and services, office equipment		beneficiaries of Small Project Funds		flat rate of eligible direct costs 		22%		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data		n/a		management costs		Y		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		Y

		306		Poland		PL-2		European Funds for Modern Economy 2021-2027		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy)		consultancy on the digitization of enterprises		UC		A		all types of operations		consultations for beneficiaries on the possibility of digitizing enterprises		enterprises, the science sector, consortia of entrepreneurs and consortia of entrepreneurs with research organizations, business environment institutions, i.e. entrepreneurship centers, innovation centers, financial institutions.		hours worked		Number of consultancy hours 		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) market date,
b) Development Services Databases,
c) The data relates to the entire period of operation of the BUR, i.e. services registered and provided since 2016.		The Indexation Index is based on the average annual price index of consumer goods and services. The update of the unit rates is carried out every year on the condition that the indexation ratio exceeds + / - 3%.		direct costs		N		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		N

		307		Poland		PL-3		European Funds for Modern Economy 2021-2027		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy)		raising competences - training 		UC		A		all types of operations		acquiring / developing / improving the competences of employees or the beneficiary		enterprises, the science sector, consortia of entrepreneurs and consortia of entrepreneurs with research organizations, business environment institutions, i.e. entrepreneurship centers, innovation centers, financial institutions.		hours worked		Number of training hours 		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) market date,
b) Development Services Databases,
c) The data relates to the entire period of operation of the BUR, i.e. services registered and provided since 2016.		The Indexation Index is based on the average annual price index of consumer goods and services. The update of the unit rates is carried out every year on the condition that the indexation ratio exceeds + / - 3%.		direct costs		N		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		N

		308		Poland		PL-4		European Funds for Modern Economy 2021-2027		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy)		raising competences - exams		UC		A		all types of operations exept CP1		acquiring / developing / improving the competences of employees or the beneficiary		enterprises, the science sector, consortia of entrepreneurs and consortia of entrepreneurs with research organizations, business environment institutions, i.e. entrepreneurship centers, innovation centers, financial institutions.		passed exam		Number of passed exams		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) market date,
b) Development Services Databases,
c) The data relates to the entire period of operation of the BUR, i.e. services registered and provided since 2016.		The Indexation Index is based on the average annual price index of consumer goods and services. The update of the unit rates is carried out every year on the condition that the indexation ratio exceeds + / - 3%.		direct costs		N		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		N

		309		Poland		PL-5		European Funds for Modern Economy 2021-2027		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy)		salaries in the intermediate body (technical assistance)		UC		A		technical assistance		salary costs of the staff of IBs involved in the implementation of the FENG in connection with the performance of the substantive duties under the FENG (according to job description, equivalent document or timesheet). 		IB		number of full-time jobs financed from technical assistance		W = LE1 + LE2 +....+ FLAX
W – indicator value
Le – number of employees per post
LE = A * B * C
Le – number of ethato-months
A – the job dimension (e.g.: 1; 0,5; 0,25)
B – level of eligibility of the post (e.g.: 1; 0,75; 0,50)
C – number of months worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data for the current programming period 2014-2020
b) Data come from payment claims under Measure 1.1 of the Technical Assistance Operational Programme (OP PT) in the SL2014-PT system from which they are exported to SL2014;
c) 2015-2020  from 2021 indexation of the amount calculated on the basis of data (average annual price index of consumer goods and services in total on the basis of the previous year)		Indexation of the rate shall be carried out annually, provided that the indexation factor is higher than 0 %. The indexation mechanism for the unit rate is based on the annual rate of real growth in average wages (as determined by the Central Statistical Office). 		direct costs		N		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		N

		310		Poland		PL-6		European Funds for Modern Economy 2021-2027 (technical assistance)		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy)		Training for the beneficiaries (technical assistance)		UC		A		technical assistance		costs of upskilling the beneficiaries of the FENG, partners or potential beneficiaries and potential partners according to the defined scope of eligibility of expenditure. The rate concerns support for the upskilling of persons representing these entities, regardless of how they are involved (employees, colleagues, owners, etc.)		IB		participation in training		Number of participants of training [person]		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data for the current programming period 2014-2020
b) Data come from payment claims under Measure 1.1 of the Technical Assistance Operational Programme (OP PT) in the SL2014-PT system from which they are exported to SL2014;
c) 2015/2016 - 2019  from 2021 indexation of the amount calculated on the basis of data (average annual price index of consumer goods and services in total on the basis of the previous year)		Indexation of the rate shall be carried out annually, provided that the indexation factor is higher than 0 %. The indexation mechanism for the unit rate is based on the annual rate of real growth in average wages (as determined by the Central Statistical Office). 		direct costs		N		n/a		during the AA's assessment		n/a		N

		311		Poland		PL-7		European Funds for Modern Economy 2021-2027		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy)		Training for IB and MA (technical assistance)		UC		A		technical assistance		costs of improving the qualifications of employees of intermediate and managing institutions involved in the implementation of FENG in connection with the performance of duties under FENG, in accordance with the demarcation line of financing training expenses included in the FE OP.		IBs/MA		participation in training		Number of participants of training [person]		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data for the current programming period 2014-2020
b) Data come from payment claims under Measure 1.1 of the Technical Assistance Operational Programme (OP PT) in the SL2014-PT system from which they are exported to SL2014;
c) 2015/2016 - 2019  from 2021 indexation of the amount calculated on the basis of data (average annual price index of consumer goods and services in total on the basis of the previous year)		Indexation of the rate shall be carried out annually, provided that the indexation factor is higher than 0 %. The indexation mechanism for the unit rate is based on the annual rate of real growth in average wages (as determined by the Central Statistical Office). 		direct costs		N		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		N

		312		Poland		PL-8		Poland-Germany/Saxony		MA		preparation costs		LS		B		all types of operations		all preparation costs generated before the start of the project		all types of beneficiaries		acceptance of the application form		application form		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data		none		preparation costs		Y		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		Y

		313		Poland		PL-9		Poland-Germany/Saxony		MA		staff costs		UC		A		all types of operations		staff costs 		all types of beneficiaries		hours worked		number of hours worked		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical and statistical data		rates updated annually determined in advance in Programme Manual		staff costs		Y		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		Y

		314		Poland		PL-10		South Baltic		MA		preparation costs		LS		B		all types of operations		all preparation costs generated before the start of the project		all types of beneficiaries		acceptance of the application form		application form		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data		none		preparation costs		Y		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		Y

		315		Poland		PL-11		South Baltic		MA		staff costs		FR		G		all types of operations		staff costs 		all types of beneficiaries		flat rate of direct costs other than staff costs		20%		use of off the shelf options		n/a		n/a		staff costs		Y		n/a		n/a		n/a		Y

		316		Poland		PL-12		South Baltic		MA		travel and accomodation costs		FR		C		all types of operations		all travel costs incurred by the project's staff 		all types of beneficiaries		flat rate of staff costs		20%		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data		n/a		travel and accomodation costs		Y		n/a		during the AA's assessment		n/a		Y

		317		Poland		PL-13		South Baltic		MA		closure costs		LS		B		all types of operations		costs paid in the project closure phase		all types of beneficiaries		submission of the last payment claim		payment claim		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data		none		closure costs		Y		n/a		during the AA's assessment		n/a		Y

		318		Poland		PL-14		Poland-Slovakia		MA		preparation costs		LS		B		all types of operations		all preparation costs generated before the start of the project		all types of beneficiaries		acceptance of the application form		application form		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data		none		preparation costs		Y		n/a		during the AA's assessment		n/a		Y

		319		Poland		PL-15		potentially all		potentially all		indirect costs		FR		D/E		all types of operations 		all types of operations 		all types of beneficiaries		flat rate of direct costs (up to 7%) and flat rate of direct staff costs (up to 15%)		7% of direct costs or 15% of direct staff costs		use of off the shelf options		n/a		n/a		indirect costs		N		n/a		n/a		n/a		n/a

		320		Poland		PL-16		potentially all		potentially all		implementation of projects whose total cost does not exceed EUR 200,000		LS		B		all types of operations		all types of operations		all types of beneficiaries		n/a		n/a		draft budget		draft budget		n/a		all costs		N		n/a		n/a		n/a		n/a

		321		Poland		PL-17		European Funds for Modern Economy 2021-2028		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy)		business trip		UC		A		all types of operations		a. transport, including the purchase of entrance tickets, train tickets, bus tickets, ferry tickets, rental or use of a car as a means of transport, access to the destination (e.g. purposes, travel, or trade fair and conference events), and the required additional fees, including for luggage, choice of seat on the plane, parking, vignettes, motorway or other toll road,
b. purchase of accommodation,
c. commuting by local transport or using a car as a means of local communication,
d. diet, insurance of travel participants for the duration of a business trip, obtaining help with visas.		enterprises, the science sector, consortia of entrepreneurs and consortia of entrepreneurs with research organizations, business environment institutions, i.e. entrepreneurship centers, innovation centers, financial institutions.		business trip completed		Number of exhibitions/fairs		fair, equitable and verifiable method		a) historical data for the current programming period 2014-2020 (3.3.3 Go to Brand Smart Growth - first 3 call)
b) Data from payment claims under Measure Regional Operational Program of the Małopolska Region for 2014-2020 (Sub-measure 3.3.2 International activity of Małopolska SMEs)		The Indexation Index is based on the average annual price index of consumer goods and services. The update of the unit rates is carried out every year on the condition that the indexation ratio exceeds + / - 3%.		direct costs		N		n/a		Methodology has been assessed by the AA prior its implementation		n/a		N

		322		Poland		PL-18		European Funds for Digital Development 2021-2027 		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy) / IB (Centrum Projektów Polska Cyfrowa/Digital Poland Project Centre), 		RSO1.5. enhancing digital connectivity		UC		A		032, 033, 034, 035		projects enabling the widest possible access to broadband Internet		telecommunications companies		Additional address points with broadband access of very high capacity  		Number of address points 		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data 2014-2020, 
data from telecommunications companies		the inflation rate published by the Central Statistical Office, the impact of inflation on the project year-on-year will be examined;
the methodology provides for the possibility of indexation of unit costs due to PLN/EUR exchange rate difference  		direct costs		Y		1003706699		 Assessed by the AA. 
The formal transfer of the programme will take place after the Council of Ministers has approved the proposed changes,
sent for informal negotiations with the EC		n/a		Y

		323		Poland		PL-19		European Funds for Modern Economy 2021-2027		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy)		indirect costs		FR		F		CP1 FENG		indirect costs		enterprises, the science sector, consortia of entrepreneurs and consortia of entrepreneurs with research organizations, business environment institutions, i.e. entrepreneurship centers, innovation centers, financial institutions which accomplish R&D 		n/a		25%		use of SCOs adopted under union/national schemes - comparative analysis		n/a		n/a		indirect costs		N		n/a		n/a		n/a		N

		324		Poland		PL-20		European Funds for Podkarpackie Voivodeship 2021-2027		MA		direct staff costs		FR		G		001, 002, 003, 004, 005, 006, 007, 008, 009, 010, 011, 012, 024, 028, 029, 030		Research and development projects of enterprises covering the conduct of
R&D works, investments in R&D infrastructure, test and experimental infrastructure,
pre-implementation works (e.g. certification and attestation, works connected with
obtaining and protection of intellectual property for the results of conducted R&D works) and implementation works. The possibility of supporting competence building andconsultancy as part of the project. Projects implemented by enterprises alone or in cooperation with other enterprises or research organisations.		Research organisations, Academic institutions, SMEs, Large enterprises		direct costs other than direct staff costs		20%		use of off the shelf options		n/a		n/a		direct staff costs		N		n/a		n/a		n/a		N

		325		Poland		PL-21		European Funds for Podkarpackie Voivodeship 2021-2027		MA		direct staff costs		UC		H		001, 002, 003, 004, 005, 006, 007, 008, 009, 010, 011, 012, 024, 028, 029, 030		Research and development projects of enterprises covering the conduct of
R&D works, investments in R&D infrastructure, test and experimental infrastructure,
pre-implementation works (e.g. certification and attestation, works connected with
obtaining and protection of intellectual property for the results of conducted R&D works) and implementation works. The possibility of supporting competence building andconsultancy as part of the project. Projects implemented by enterprises alone or in cooperation with other enterprises or research organisations.		Research organisations, Academic institutions, SMEs, Large enterprises		hours worked		Number of worked hours		use of off the shelf options		employer's gross annual employment costs		 n/a		direct staff costs		N		n/a		n/a		n/a		N

		326		Portugal		PT-1		All (ESFand ERDF)		n.a. It is a political decision		ALL		FR		D		All operations with indirect costs		All types of operations that don't have SCOs for total costs of the operation		ALL		OCS Amount=Eligible Direct Costs *107%		Eligible Direct Costs 		n.a.		n.a.		n.a.		indirect costs		N		Not estimated yet		No

		327		Portugal		PT-2		All (ESFand ERDF)		n.a. It is a political decision		ALL		FR		E		All operations with indirect costs		All types of operations that don't have SCOs for total costs of the operation		ALL		OCS Amount=Eligible Direct Staff Costs *115%		Eligible Direct Staff Costs		n.a.		n.a.		n.a.		indirect costs		N		Not estimated yet		No

		328		Portugal		PT-3		All ERDF Programms		External expert		RSO1.1. 		A		A		001; 002; 003; 004; 005; 006; 007; 008; 009; 010; 011; 012; 027; 028; 029; 030		R&I (Research & Innovation) - Individual Projects

Operations for development, transfer, enhancement and incorporation of knowledge and technology in companies, by reinforcing the intensity of R&D&I in the business fabric and its enhancement for new production processes and products. The activities to be carried out in the projects are Industrial Research, Experimental Development and Feasibility Studies, as provided for in article 25 of the General Block Exemption Regulation (GBER). The expected results, among others, configure new or improved products, processes or services and qualified employment creation.		Operations developed by business entities (one beneficiary)		Number of FTE worked on the project/month
		FTE worked on the project/month		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Historical data. 
Data concerning 2014-2020  programming period		The unit cost will be adjusted according to the inflation rate, considering the harmonized consumer price index for Portugal, monitored by EUROSTAT*
The adjustment method can be applied every year to new calls for proposals, once a new rate is published by Eurostat.
Notices must show the new values.		All
Expenses with human resources dedicated to R&D activities, including expenses with scholarship holders directly borne by the beneficiary;
Raw materials and consumables; 
Acquisition of services from third parties, including technical, scientific assistance and consultancy; 
Expenses with the acquisition of scientific and technical instruments and equipment;
Acquisition of project-specific software;
Expenses with the promotion and dissemination of results;
Travels and stays abroad directly attributable to the project;
Expenses with the certification process of the certified research, development and innovation management system;
Expenses with the intervention of a technical-scientific auditor;
Acquisition of patents
ROC/CC Expenses
Contributions in kind
Indirect costs

		Y		Not estimated yet		No		It will be submitted for formal assessment by the National Audit Authority.
We antecipate several rounds of consultations to solve several issues raised by our AA 		 Appendix 1 was sent to COM for informal discussion. The purpose is to include this SCO in the Program Texts in the first opportunity for reprogramming

		329		Portugal		PT-4		All ERDF Programms		MA/IB		RSO1.1. 		A		A		001; 002; 003; 004; 005; 006; 007; 008; 009; 010; 011; 012; 029		Scientific Research and Technological Development

Creation and consolidation of knowledge and skills that promote and facilitate: i) Significant advances in knowledge at the frontiers of science; ii) Solving complex scientific and technological problems; iii) Consolidation of lines of investigation involving synergistic, complementary and coherent approaches; iv) Response to specific societal challenges		Operations developed in collaboration between business and non-business entities of the SCTN (National Scientific and Technological System). 

The operations leader are non-business entities of the R&I system		Number of FTE worked on the project/month
		FTE worked on the project/month		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Statistical data. 
Triennium 2019-2021		The unit cost can be adjusted according to the publication of new statistical data from the IPCTN, on an annual basis, which will result in an update of the calculation of the unit cost by the DGEEC.
If there are updates, they will only take effect on new calls.

		All
Expenses with human resources dedicated to R&D activities, including expenses with scholarship holders directly borne by the beneficiary;
Expenses with missions in the country and abroad directly attributable to the project;
Expenses with the acquisition of scientific and technical instruments and equipment, essential for the project, if they are used throughout their useful time in the project;
Expenses with the acquisition of reagents, other consumables and other current expenses attributable to the project;
Expenses with amortization of scientific and technical instruments and equipment, essential to the project, whose useful life is contained in the execution period, but does not end there;
Expenses with contracts directly related to project activities and tasks;
Expenses associated with the national and foreign registration of patents, copyright, when associated with other forms of intellectual protection, namely fees, state-of-the-art research and consultancy expenses;
Expenditure on the demonstration, promotion and dissemination of project results, namely in compliance with national open access policies;
Expenses with the adaptation of facilities when essential for carrying out the project, namely for environmental and safety reasons;
Expenses with the acquisition of other goods and services directly related to the execution of the project, including costs with consultants that do not constitute subcontracts.		Y		Not estimated yet		No		It will be submitted for formal assessment by the National Audit Authority.
We antecipate several rounds of consultations to solve several issues raised by our AA 		 Appendix 1 was sent to COM for informal discussion. The purpose is to include this SCO in the Program Texts in the first opportunity for reprogramming

		330		Romania		RO-1		2021RO14MFPR001		DGP - AMPOPAM		Contributing to a fair standard of living in cases of temporary cessation of fishing activities		FR		C		4 (Annex IV of EMFAF)		Compensations for temporary cease of fishing activities		Fishers that temporarily cease fishing activities		Refraining from fishing		Number of days of temporary cease		Fair, equitable and verifiable method		Administrative data regarding value of captures per year		N/A		Direct costs (income forgone)		Y		EMFAF - 406.126; RO - 174.054; Total 580.180 (EURO)		No		No		No

		331		Romania		RO-2		Region West Programme 2021RO16RFPR007		Region West Programme, Managing Authority		SO a(i) 	
developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies;		LS		B		027 Innovation processes in SMEs (process, organisational, marketing, co-creation, user and demand driven innovation)		innovation vouchers, minimum value EUR 5.000 - EUR 25.000		SMEs from RIS3 domains		Final implementation report / the contract signed between the applicant and the innovation service provider		1 contract		fair, equitable and verifiable method		market research, offers from innovation services providers, 3 years - 2021,2020,2019

other similar financing schemes, from RO or others EU countries, historical data, 3 years (2021,2020,2019)		no adjustment need - when designing lump sump, the value obtain from the methodology will be adjusted with 1,46 index (BEI PASSA - EIB methodology AA 010343 - PASSA MFE 2)

or

anually - annual inflation rate		cost of CDI services, equipment, tools, preparation costs		Y 		2.500.000 EUR - (EU + national contribution)		under development, without approval from AA		no		no

		332		Romania		RO-3		Region West Programme 2021RO16RFPR007		Region West Programme, Managing Authority		SO a(ii) reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities;		LS + UC		A,B		013 Digitising SMEs 		digitalization of SMEs activity		SMEs from RIS3 domains, with priority		Report on the increase in digital intensity		1 report		fair, equitable and verifiable method		market research, offers from different ICT providers, 3 years - 2021,2020,2019		no adjustment need - when designing lump sump, the value obtain from the methodology will be adjusted with 1,46 index (BEI PASSA - EIB methodology AA 010343 - PASSA MFE 2)

or

anually - annual inflation rate		cost of IT equipment, IT services, preparation costs		Y 		15.382.353 EUR - (EU + national contribution) 		under development, without approval from AA		no		no

		333		Romania		RO-4		Region West Programme 2021RO16RFPR007		Region West Programme, Managing Authority		SO a(iii) 	
enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments;		FR  		D			
021 SME business development and internationalisation, including productive investments		
increasing the competitiveness of micro-enterprises		SMEs from RIS3 domains, with priority		cost of equipments, services, construction works 		0.05		use of off-the shelf options		historical data (2014-2020)		n/a		cost of consulting for writing financing applications, project management and publicity and visibility actions		N		1.816.560 = 36.331.201 EUR (EU + national contribution) x 5%)		no need for AA approval		n/a		no

		334		Romania		RO-5		Region West Programme 2021RO16RFPR007		Region West Programme, Managing Authority		SO (iv) 	
developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship		LS		B		023 Skills development for smart specialisation, industrial transition, entrepreneurship and adaptability of enterprises to change		training course - cost per course		SMEs from RIS3 domains		certificate of completion/attendance		1 certificate		fair, equitable and verifiable method		market research ( 3 months from the start of the market analysis)		no adjustment need - when designing lump sump, the value obtain from the methodology will be adjusted with 1,46 index (BEI PASSA - EIB methodology AA 010343 - PASSA MFE 2)

or

anually - annual inflation rate		cost of trainings, travel cost, preparation costs		Y 		9.117.647 - (EU + national contribution)		under development, without approval from AA		no		no

		335		Romania		RO-6		Region West Programme 2021RO16RFPR007		Region West Programme, Managing Authority		Priority 8 Technical Assistance		FR		E		180 Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control		flat rate for indirect costs (administrative costs)		West RDA as MA of RP West		direct staff costs		0.15		use of off-the shelf options		historical data (2014-2020)		n/a		administrative costs - indirect costs		N		4.711.765 = 31.411.765 EUR ( EU + national contribution) x 15%		no need for AA approval		n/a		no

		336		Romania		RO-7		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO1.1. Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		021		RDI activities in SME's		SME's		Total eligible direct costs		0.15		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		1557748.99065421		NA		NA		No

		337		Romania		RO-8		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO1.1. Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		001,002,006,010,005,009		RDI activities in innovative startups		innovative startups		Total eligible direct costs		0.15		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		846619.029906542		NA		NA		No

		338		Romania		RO-9		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO1.1. Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		004,008,010,012		investments in tangible and intangible assets for developing research infrastructure in public research entities		public research entities		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		753884.685046729		NA		NA		No

		339		Romania		RO-10		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		SO1.2. Reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities/a (ii)		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		013		The digitalization of SMEs will target both the organization and planning of production, the administrative activities of companies, as well as the digitalization of technological processes (automation), the grants that will be awarded will be differentiated accordingly		SME's		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		1096756		NA		NA		No

		340		Romania		RO-11		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO1.3. Enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments/ a (iii)		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		021		
investments in tangible and intangible assets to increase the competitiveness of micro-enterprises		micro enterprises		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		1263023		NA		NA		No

		341		Romania		RO-12		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO1.3. Enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments/ a (iii)		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		021		investments in tangible and intangible assets to facilitate access to new markets		SME's		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		654205		NA		NA		No

		342		Romania		RO-13		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO4.2. Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training/ d(ii)		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		124		investments in tangible and intangible assets to create and develop education centers for pupils		SME's, NGO's		NA		NA		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		130,841.00		NA		NA		No

		343		Romania		RO-14		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO2.1. Promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions 		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		042		investments in tangible and intangible assets to increase the energy efficiency in the housing sector		Local public entities		Total eligible direct costs		7%		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		3,192,138.54		NA		NA		No

		344		Romania		RO-15		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO2.1. Promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions 		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		045		investments in tangible and intangible assets to increase the energy efficiency in public buildings		Local and central public entities and institutions		Total eligible direct costs		7%		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		3,410,812.15		NA		NA		No

		345		Romania		RO-16		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO2.7. Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution 		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		079		investments for developing green cities and improving green infrastructure in urban areas		Local public entities 		Total eligible direct costs		7%		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		4,617,921.95		NA		NA		No

		346		Romania		RO-17		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO2.8. Promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility, as part of transition to a net zero carbon economy		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		081		investments for developing environmentally friendly urban mobility		Local public entities 		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		19,963,460.35		NA		NA		No

		347		Romania		RO-18		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO3.2. Developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intelligent and intermodal national, regional and local mobility,
including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		089		construction/rehabilitation of secondary road links to the TEN-T road network and nodes		Local public entities 		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		6,878,779.56		NA		NA		No

		348		Romania		RO-19		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO3.2. Developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intelligent and intermodal national, regional and local mobility,
including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		090		investments in solutions to increase traffic safety		Local public entities 		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		4,241,322.77		NA		NA		No

		349		Romania		RO-20		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO3.2. Developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intelligent and intermodal national, regional and local mobility,
including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		077		investments for improving county passenger transport through the purchase of rolling stock for inter-urban connection, helping to increase air quality and reduce noise		Local public entities 		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		981,308.41		NA		NA		No

		350		Romania		RO-21		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO4.2. Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing
accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		121		investments in tangible and intangible assets for developing education infrastructure at the level of early childhood education 		Local public entities and institutions		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		1,034,979.05		NA		NA		No

		351		Romania		RO-22		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO4.2. Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing
accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		122		investments in tangible and intangible assets for developing education infrastructure at the level of primary and secondary  education		Local public entities and institutions		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		1,454,251.31		NA		NA		No

		352		Romania		RO-23		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO4.2. Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing
accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		123		investments in tangible and intangible assets for developing education infrastructure in higher education 		Public universities		Total eligible direct costs		7.00%		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		1282703.55140187		NA		NA		No

		353		Romania		RO-24		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO4.2. Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing
accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		124		investments in tangible and intangible assets for developing education infrastructure in the field of vocational education and training		Local public entities and institutions		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		898184.785046729		NA		NA		No

		354		Romania		RO-25		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO5.1. Fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental development, culture, natural heritage,
sustainable tourism, and security in urban areas		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		166		Preservation, protection and sustainable and competitive exploitation of cultural and historical heritage, including ensuring and/or improving access to them- urban area		Local public entities, NGO's, units of worship		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		2014183.63084112		NA		NA		No

		355		Romania		RO-26		North- West Regional Programme/2021RO16RFPR008		North-West Regional Development Agency, Managing Authority		RSO5.2. Fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental local development, culture, natural heritage,
sustainable tourism and security, in areas other than urban areas		FR (Flat rate)
		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		166		Preservation, protection and sustainable and competitive exploitation of cultural and historical heritage, including ensuring and/or improving
access to them- rural area		Local public entities, NGO's, units of worship		Total eligible direct costs		0.07		off-the shelf options		NA		NA		Indirect costs (the applicant's guide will define the direct costs and the indirect costs will be all eligible cost that aren't direct costs)		N		442550.859813084		NA		NA		No

		356		Romania		RO-27		Smart Growth, Digitization and Financial Instruments Program - 2021RO16RFPR001		Ministry of European Investments and Projects - Management Authority for the Smart Growth, Digitization and Financial Instruments Program		RSO1.1. Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies (ERDF) / RSO1.2. Reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities / RSO1.3. Enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments (ERDF) / RSO1.4. Developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship (ERDF) / RSO4.6. Enhancing the role of culture and sustainable tourism in economic development, social inclusion and social innovation (ERDF) / 		FR		E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		001-037		Support for the private sector and for collaboration between actors from the public system and the business environment in the field of CDI, Support for projects in the field of advanced technologies by creating innovation hubs in areas of strategic interest, Integration of the national CDI ecosystem in the European Research Area and international, Support for increasing the competitiveness of enterprises, Developing skills and strengthening the capacity of actors in the CDI field in order to ensure increased competitiveness, Support for projects in innovation and in the adoption of advanced technologies in the context of digital transformation (artificial intelligence HUB, advanced technologies of Cyber ​​security and the digital transformation of SMEs through innovation and the adoption of advanced technologies), E-government and digitization for the benefit of citizens (E-gov in public administration/institutions, Digitization in education, Digitization in culture), Digitization of real SMEs through European Digital Innovation Hubs in RO (EDIH), Increasing the role of culture in society by capitalizing on the advantages of digitization		SMEs, Public research organizations (higher education institutions/institutes/research centres), consortia, large enterprises (only as partners with SMEs), SMEs, mid-caps and small mid-caps, consortium consisting of at least 3 support entities for start-ups from the categories: incubators, accelerators, ADR, university, cluster, financial institution, which will establish the entrepreneurial HUB, Staff from SMEs and research organizations, Citizens, public institutions and public administration employees, SMEs in the IT&C sector and SMEs with digitization needs, beneficiaries of public services that are already provided online, beneficiaries of private services, public administration employees, the population of RO, the group of pupils/students; teaching staff who have access to a more efficient and easy-to-use digital educational system, SMEs with a low degree of digitization whose digital maturity is very low and need support throughout the digitization process, the population that benefits from cultural products digitized and performed services, cultural operators organized as NGOs or SCs, public institutions in the cultural sector, religious institutions organized according to Law 486/2006, the Romanian Academy and the general public who benefit from digitized cultural products and performed services		Researchers working in research centers that
benefit from support/
Jobs created in the field of research in entities benefiting from support/
Research organizations investing in skills for smart specialization, technology transfer, entrepreneurship, etc/  Employees from SMEs completing skills training programs for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship (by type of skills: technical, management, entrepreneurship, environmental, other)/
Employees of research organizations completing skills training programs for smart specialization, industrial transition and entrepreneurship (by skills type: technical, management, entrepreneurship, environmental, other)		Annual ENI, Number of organizations, Participants		N/A		N/A		N/A		staff costs		Y		330223235.55		N/A		N/A		N/A

		357		Romania		RO-28		Interreg VI-B NEXT Black Sea Basin Programme 
CCI 2021TC16NXTN002		
Ministry of Development, Public Works and Administration, Romania, Managing Authority for Interreg VI-B NEXT Black Sea Basin Programme		SO1.1 Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies
SO2.4 Promoting climate change adaptation, and disaster risk prevention, resilience, taking into account ecosystem-based approaches  
SO2.7 Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution		FR (Flat rate)
		K (art. 39.3(c) Interreg Regulation - Flat rate for direct staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs)
D (Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR)
J (Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1))
Decision taken by the Programme Monitoring Committee		all types of operations		Flat-rate J for small-scale transnational operations (indicative budget between 250,000-500,000 euro Interreg funds)
Flat-rates K and D for regular transnational operations (indicative budget between 500,001-1,500,000 euro Interreg funds)		all types of beneficiaries eligible
 under the Programme rules		N/A		N/A		use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		indirect costs, staff cost, remaining eligible costs other than direct staff costs
		NO		no estimation yet
		N/A		N/A		NO

		358		Romania		RO-29		Interreg IPA Romania-Serbia, 2021TC16IPCB002		Ministry of Development, Public Works and Administration, Romania, Managing Authoruty		PO 2, PO 4, ISO 1 / SO 1.1: enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity, and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution; SO 1.2: promoting renewable energy in accordance with Directive (EU) 2018/2001, including the sustainability criteria set out therein; SO 1.3: promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions; SO 1.4: promoting climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention and resilience, taking into account eco-system based approaches, SO 2.1: improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training; SO 2.2: ensuring equal access to health care and fostering resilience of health systems, including primary care, and promoting the transition from institutional to family-based and community-based care; SO 2.3: enhancing the role of culture and sustainable tourism in economic development, social inclusion and social innovation, SO 3.1: enhance the institutional capacity of public authorities, in particular those mandated to manage a specific territory, and of stakeholders 		FR, LS		C (project preparation and project closure), G (up to 20%),  D (up to 7%), K (travel & accomodation, up to 15% of direct staff)		all types of operations		regular operations (between 250k-2 Mil. Euro) and Large Infrastructure Projects (LIP) / Strategic Importance Projects (SIPs)		all types of beneficiaries eligible
 under the Programme rules		N/A		N/A		off-the-shelf for flat rates, fair, equitable and verifiable methods for lump sums		hystorical and statistical data from past financed projects by Interreg IPS CBC Romania-Serbia and Interreg VA Romania-Bulgaria programmes, from 2014-2020 programming period and Interact database 		N/A		indirect costs, staff costs, travel costs, preparation, closure		No		no estimation yet		approved by the Programming Joint Working Group (with AA as member), approved by Monitoring Committee (AA as observer), currently under informal consultations		no observations		No

		359		Romania		RO-30		Interreg VI-A Romania-Bulgaria, 
CCI 2021TC16RFCB020		
Ministry of Development, Public Works and Administration, Romania, Managing Authority for Interreg VI-A Romania-Bulgaria		 SO3.2 Developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intelligent, and intermodal national, regional and local mobility, including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility; SO2.4 Promoting climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention, resilience, taking into account ecosystem-based approaches; SO2.7 Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution; SO4.2 Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training and SO5.2 Fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental local development, culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism and security, in areas other than urban areas		FR (Flat rate) +
LS (Lump sum)		B (lump sums for project preparation and project closure); E and
K (art. 39.3(c) Interreg Regulation - Flat rate for direct staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs; art.41.5 Interreg Regulation - travel and accommodation as a flat rate of up to 15% of the direct staff costs of that operation and art.40.2 Interreg Regulation - office and administrative costs as a flat rate of up to 15% of eligible direct staff costs of the operation)		all types of operations		climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention, resilience, biodiversity protection and restoration, reduction of  pollution generated by the local economy, improve pollution control, local and regional cross-border mobility and connectivity (enhance rail connectivity and mobility across the Danube and improve the navigation conditions and safety on the Danube), education, training and lifelong learning, developing the Eurovelo 6 route, supporting tourism activities, connected sectors and industries		all types of beneficiaries eligible
 under the Programme rules		N/A for flat rate

Lump sum for project preparation =  a selected project (following the Monitoring Committee decision for project selection for financing) which has signed the financing contract / contracted project

Lump sum for project closure = one final project report approved		N/A for flat rate


Lump sum for project preparation =  a selected project (following the Monitoring Committee decision for project selection for financing) which has signed the financing contract / contracted project

Lump sum for project closure = one final project report approved		off-the-shelf for flat rates, fair, equitable and verifiable methods for lump sums		N/A
Lump sum:
a) historical data from project financed within the Interreg V-A Romania-Bulgaria Programme (2014-2020 programming period)
b) eMS electronic system
c) 6 years
		for Lump sum for project preparation = the amount will be indexed at 2% per year (beginning with 2026), as per provisions of EU Regulation 2021/1060, art. 109 (1) (or adjusted (increased in case of inflation) by the average inflation rate of the programme’s Member States for the previous year in accordance with Eurostat data (only if the annual average rate is above 3%)).		preparation and closure costs, staff cost, travel and accommodation costs, office and administrative costs		NO		there's no estimation yet		the methodologies for lump sums were consulted with AA and and later on approved by Monitoring Committee (AA as observer)		no observations		NO

		360		Romania		RO-31		Interreg VI-A NEXT Romania-Ucraina
 2021TC16NXCB012		
Ministry of Development, Public Works and Administration, Romania, Managing Authority for Interreg VI-A NEXT Romania-Ukraine		SO 2.4. Promoting climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention, resilience taking into account eco-system based approaches;
 SO 2.7. Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution;
SO 4.2 Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training
SO 4.5. Ensuring equal access to health care and fostering resilience of health systems, including primary care, and promoting the transition from institutional to family- and community-based care
SO 4.6. Enhancing the role of culture and sustainable tourism in economic development, social inclusion and social innovation
ISO2 A safer and more secure Europe 		FR (Flat rate)
		D(Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR); G (Flat rate for direct staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs, Article 55(1) CPR)
K (art. 39.3(c) Interreg Regulation 1059/2021- Flat rate for staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs) 
K (art. 41.5 Interreg Regulation 1059/2021- Flat rate for travel and accomodation costs up to 15% of direct staff costs of that operation 		all types of operations		climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention, resilience, biodiversity protection and restoration,  education, training and lifelong learning, health infrastructure, culture and tourism activities, border management		all types of beneficiaries eligible
 under the Programme rules		N/A
the decision will be taken by the  Monitoring Committee		N/A
the decision will be taken by the Programme Monitoring Committee		use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		indirect costs, staff costs, travel and accomodation costs		NO		no estimation yet		N/A		N/A		NO

		361		Romania		RO-32		Interreg VI-A NEXT Romania-Republic of Moldova
2021TC16NXCB011		
Ministry of Development, Public Works and Administration, Romania,  Managing Authority for Interreg VI-A NEXT Romania-Republic of Moldova		SO 2.4. Promoting climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention, resilience taking into account eco-system based approaches;
 SO 2.7. Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution;
SO 4.2 Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training
SO 4.5. Ensuring equal access to health care and fostering resilience of health systems, including primary care, and promoting the transition from institutional to family- and community-based care
SO 4.6. Enhancing the role of culture and sustainable tourism in economic development, social inclusion and social innovation
ISO 1 Enhance efficient public administration by promoting legal and administrative cooperation and cooperation between citizens, civil society actors and institutions, in particular, with a view to resolving legal and other obstacles in border region
ISO2 A safer and more secure Europe 		FR (Flat rate)
		D(Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR)
K (art. 39.3(c) Interreg Regulation 1059/2021- Flat rate for staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs) 		all types of operations		climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention, resilience, biodiversity protection and restoration,  education, training and lifelong learning, health infrastructure, culture and tourism activities, better cooperation governance, border management		all types of beneficiaries eligible
 under the Programme rules		N/A
the decision will be taken by the  Monitoring Committee		N/A
the decision will be taken by the  Monitoring Committee		use of off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		indirect costs, staff costs		NO		no estimation yet		N/A		N/A		NO

		362		Romania		RO-33		Interreg VI-A Romania -Hungary 
2021TC16RFCB020		
Ministry of Development, Public Works and Administration, Romania/ Managing Authority for Interreg VI A Romania Hungary		SO2.2. Promoting renewable energy in accordance with Renewable Energy Directive (EU) 2018/2001[1], including the sustainability criteria set out therein
SO2.4. Promoting climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention, resilience taking into account eco-system based approaches;
 SO2.7. Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution;
SO4.5. Ensuring equal access to health care and fostering resilience of health systems, including primary care, and promoting the transition from institutional to family- and community-based care
SO4.6. Enhancing the role of culture and sustainable tourism in economic development, social inclusion and social innovation
ISO6.1. Enhance the institutional capacity of public authorities, in particular those mandated to manage a specific territory, and of stakeholders (all strands)
ISO6.2. Enhance efficient public administration by promoting legal and administrative cooperation and cooperation between citizens, civil society actors and institutions, in particular with a view to resolving legal and other obstacles in border regions (strands A, C, D and, where appropriate, strand B)
ISO6.3. Build up mutual trust, in particular by encouraging people-to-people actions (strands A, D and, where appropriate, strand B)		FR (Flat rate)
		art 39.3 c) Interreg Regulation, Flat rate for direct staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs; 
art.41.5 Interreg Regulation - travel and accommodation as a flat rate of up to 15% of the direct staff costs of that operation
 art.40.2 Interreg Regulation - office and administrative costs as a flat rate of up to 15% of eligible direct staff costs of the operation)		all types of operations		Climate change adaptation 
Nature protection and biodiversity
Sustainable transport
Education and training infrastructure
Integrated development in rural areas		all types of beneficiaries eligible
 under the Programme rules		N/A
the decision will be taken by the Programme Monitoring Committee		N/A
the decision will be taken by the Programme Monitoring Committee		use of off-the shelf options		a) historical data from project financed within the Interreg V-A Romania-Hungary Programme (2014-2020 programming period)
b) eMS electronic system
c) 6 years		the decision will be taken by the Programme Monitoring Committee		staff cost, travel and accommodation costs, office and administrative costs		NO		up to 45 744 406.5 euro,
 from 175 940 025 euro total		not yet, the methodologies are under discussion and consultation at the programme level		not yet, the methodologies are under discussion and consultation at the programme level		NO

		363		Romania		RO-34		Just Transition-2021RO16JTPR001		Ministry of European Investments and Projects - Managing Authority for Just Transition Programme		Specific objective: 
JSO8.1.: Enable regions and citizens to cope with the social, employment, economic and environmental effects of the transition towards the Union's 2030 energy and climate targets and a climate-neutral Union economy by 2050 under the Agreement from Paris - SMEs business development and internationalisation, including productive
investments		FR (Flat rate)		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		021		Support for sustainable economic diversification, by enhancing investments that create and maintain quality jobs, capitalizing on the county's economic potential in accordance with the Just Transition Territorial Plans.		SMEs/public local authorities/partnerships with public local authorities/universities
/individuals		Flat rate for indirect costs applied to direct costs		Associated with each payment request, beneficiaries report the 7% flat rate for indirect costs, based on the direct cost submitted.		Not applicable since this flat rate was established based on a regulatory flat rate (use of off-the shelf options)		This methodology was established based on a regulatory flat rate		Not applicable		indirect costs		N		part of the total estimated budget for the intervention		Not applicable		Not applicable		Not aplicable under Article 94 CPR, aplicable under  Article 54(a) CPR

		364		Romania		RO-35		Just Transition-2021RO16JTPR002		Ministry of European Investments and Projects - Managing Authority for Just Transition Programme		Specific objective: 
JSO8.1.: Enable regions and citizens to cope with the social, employment, economic and environmental effects of the transition towards the Union's 2030 energy and climate targets and a climate-neutral Union economy by 2050 under the Agreement from Paris -  Integrated support for workers’ adaptation to change through professional reconversion, accompanying services and employment, stimulating employers for the integration of new employees 		FR (Flat rate)		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		146		Support for professional training/reconversion including socio-professional support services		The National Employment Agency 
The Regional Employment Agencies		Flat rate for indirect costs applied direct staff costs 		Associated with each payment request, beneficiaries report the 7% flat rate for indirect costs, based on the direct cost submitted.		Not applicable since this flat rate was established based on a regulatory flat rate (use of off-the shelf options)		This methodology was established based on a regulatory flat rate		Not applicable		indirect costs		N		part of the total estimated budget for the intervention 		Not applicable		Not applicable		Not aplicable under Article 94 CPR, aplicable under  Article 54(a) CPR

		365		Romania		RO-36		Just Transition-2021RO16JTPR002		Ministry of European Investments and Projects - Managing Authority for Just Transition Programme		Specific objective: 
JSO8.1.: Enable regions and citizens to cope with the social, employment, economic and environmental effects of the transition towards the Union's 2030 energy and climate targets and a climate-neutral Union economy by 2050 under the Agreement from Paris -   Ensuring the functioning of the coordination and control system of FT Programme and program management		FR (Flat rate)		E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		180
182		Support for the management,  functioning of the coordination and control system of FT Programme		Institutions involved in the management, coordination and control of the  2021-2027 JT Programme (i.e. Managing Authority, 
Intermidiate bodies)		Flat rate for  indirect costs up to 15 % of direct staff costs		Associated with each payment request, beneficiaries report the 15% flat rate for indirect costs, based on the direct staff costs  submitted.		Not applicable since this flat rate was established based on a regulatory flat rate (use of off-the shelf options)		This methodology was established based on a regulatory flat rate		Not applicable		consumables, fixed assets and inventory items, necessary for carrying out the activity, utilities,  maintenance		N		part of the total estimated budget for the intervention (114.118 euro/priority)		Not applicable		Not applicable		Not aplicable under Article 94 CPR, aplicable under  Article 54(b) CPR

		366		Romania		RO-37		Technical Assistance Operational Programme		Technical Assistance Operational Programme
Ministry of Investments and European Projects		P2- Improving the management and implementation capacity and ensuring the transparency of ERDF, FC, FSE+, FTJ funds		UC		A = Unit costs, Article 53 (1)(b) CPR		182 - Strengthening the capacities of Member States' authorities, beneficiaries and relevant partners		Operations that include travel costs (the cost with the accommodation, a flat daily allowance,  the cost with the taxi/train between the airport and the hotel and back,  flight tickets, the amount invoiced for the training) related to the individual participation on activities to be performed abroad for a training purpose. 		•Ministry of Investments and European Projects – horizontal structures;
• AM POAT, AM/OI Health, AM/OI Sustainable Development, AM/OI Intelligent Growth, Digitization and Financial Instruments;
• Court of Accounts - Audit Authority;
• Ministry of Finance - structures involved in the management and control process;
• The institutions that ensure the completion of the implementation and closure of the OP 2014-2020: POIM and POC, POAT, POR and POCA;
• The institutions that ensure the closure of OP 2007-2013: POS CCE and POS Environment;
• The institutions involved in the preparation process of the post-2027 programming period;
• Institutions that support the system of coordination, management and control of EU funds 2014-2020 / 2021-2027;
• ADI ITI;
• Beneficiaries and potential beneficiaries.		Participation in training courses abroad with a duration of n days in countries A and B		Number of participation in training courses abroad		The unit costs were calculated based on the country where the participant is traveling to, number of days travelling and number of accommodation nights.		The unit costs were calculated based on the standard unit costs that resulted from data collected from projects implemented during the  2014-2020 programming period, data available to the MA for travelling expenses incurred by the beneficiaries between 2015-2019.		The Unit Cost will be adjusted at the time of the changes in the amounts of the per diem and accommodation allowance provided by the national legislation, also adjusted using the harmonized index of consumer prices for Romania published by Eurostat in year n and n-1		 Costs covered by the SCO: Travel cost, The local transport Costs, Daily Subsistence Allowance, Daily Accomodation Cost, The Cost of the Training		N		9.711.833 euro 		Methodology completed and positively assessed by the AA		Methodology completed and positively assessed by the AA		Not aplicable under Article 94 CPR, aplicable under Article 53 (1)(b) CPR 

		367		Romania		RO-38		South-West Oltenia Regional Programme 2021-2027                                       2021RO16RFPR006		Managing Authority of South-West Oltenia Regional Development Agency		SO 1.3 Enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments		FR		D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		021. Commercial Development and internationalization of SME's, including the productiv investments		Micro-enterprises from the urban environment.                 Types of indicative actions:                                                        investments in tangible assets, such as building/modernizing spaces necessary to carry out specific activities,                                                                                                                   equipping with equipment, specific technologies, etc.,           investments in intangible assets such as patents, licenses, etc. and other similar rights and assets.                                The projects mainly aim at mitigating the difficulties related to the difficult access to finance, resources and technology. To ensure the sustainability of the financed enterprises, the interventions aim at making investments in the improvement of technologies, with an emphasis on reducing the consumption of resources and the impact on the environment. At the same time, investments in assets must be accompanied by investments in human capital (training, organizational practices, accessibility, etc.). Investments in increasing skills will be made through OS a (iv), within a combined call.		micro-enterprises from the urban environment		eligibile direct costs		7% from direct costs for indirect costs		the flat rate used to cover indirect costs is 7% of eligible direct costs		NA		 it is no necessary for adjustemnt or updating. 		indirect costs (e.g. rent, office costs, indirect wages, utilities costs, other cost that support the business for implementation of the project)		Y		49.411.765 Euro (42.000.000 FEDR + 7.411.765 CN)		ex ante assessment is not necessary because an ‘off-the-shelf’ option (D) is used by the Regulation (art. 54(a) from CPR) and no calculation has to be performed by the Managing Authority		NA		NA

		368		Romania		RO-39		South-West Oltenia Regional Programme 2021-2027                                       2021RO16RFPR006		Managing Authority of South-West Oltenia Regional Development Agency		Priority 8 Technical Assistance		FR		E		180 Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control		flat rate for indirect costs (administrative costs)		South-West RDA as MA of RP SW Oltenia and other stakeholders		direct staff costs		15%		off-the-shelf option		N/A		N/A		all indirect costs		N		5.000.000 Euro (FEDR+CN)		N/A		NA		NA

		369		Romania		RO-40		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency		SO a (iv) developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship;		UC {Unit Costs}		C

Art 53(1)b

		023. Skills development for smart specialisation, industrial transition, entrepreneurship and adaptability of enterprises to change 		Operations supporting training of SMEs staff 
		SMEs 
		Trained persons, with certified compenteces acquired		475,83 EUR		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Statistical data 
National Institute of Statistics FORPRO five year-survey
most recent data 2020 was  published on 30.09.2022		 The adjustment will be made annually at the beginning of each year, with the inflation rate (INS source: https://insse.ro/cms/ro/content/ipc%E2%80%93serie-de-date-anuala).		All training program costs including:
• Fees and payments to the units that provided continuing professional training courses, including the course fee, examiners' payment;
• The labor cost of internal and external instructors and the training center's own staff, as well as other people involved exclusively or partially in the coordination and support of continuing professional training courses (CPT);
• The cost of the training space (classrooms), equipment and didactic materials, including the consumables used for the continuing professional training courses;
• The cost of transport, per diem and accommodation;
• The cost of labor during the training program.		N		5,415,855.58		The methodology prepared based on NSI Romania five year -survey FORPRO, the most recent data was at the time the FORPRO 2015. FORPRO 2020 was published on 30.09.2022 which imposed update of the calculation with the most recent data.		the updated methodology was submitted to the AA for exante assessement in October 2022		Yes

		370		Romania		RO-41		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		Tehnical assistance		FR (Flat rate)		E

Art. 54 (b) 
		180. Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control		Tehnical assistance operations		Centru Regional Development Agency		Direct salary costs 		0.15		off-the-shelf option		CPR		N/A This is not the case, being a flat rate		all indirect costs 		N		6,990,700.00		N/a		N/a		No

		371		Romania		RO-42		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		Tehnical assistance		UC {Unit Costs}		A

 53 (1)(b)		182. Strengthening the capacity of authorities in member states, beneficiaries and relevant partners		Tehnical assistance operations		Centru Regional Development Agency		 Duration of participation in a continuing vocational training program (specialization or advanced training) of all participants who obtain a certificate of graduation and acquisition of professional skills.		hours		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data for 4 years of ROP 2014-2020		 The adjustment will be made annually at the beginning of each year, with the inflation rate (INS source: https://insse.ro/cms/ro/content/ipc%E2%80%93serie-de-date-anuala).		Fees and payments to units that have provided CVT courses in the country inclusive the course fee, the payment of the examiners as well as the payment of the external instructors who prepared the courses, including the costs of their travel and accommodation, the cost of organizing and maintaining the course, the classroom, the equipment and consumables used, the cost of organization and treatment breaks during a course day, any other cost of the training provider related to the organization and support of the courses.		N		198,100.00		A fair, equitable and verifiable calculation method based on any of the following data

Data extracted  from the ROP 2014-2020 for the years 2016-2020, only for the classic courses (online courses were excluded, due to the significant difference in the cost structure)

The average unit cost per participant per day was calculated using :
-  the total value of the cost of the courses,
- the number of participants and 
- the number of training days.

Unit hourly cost per participant in continuous professional training was calculated considering the maximum duration of 8 hours of a course day.

The values ​​obtained for each year were updated with the inflation rate at the level of 2020.		It was informally discussed with AA, and will be transmitted for analysis to AA 		No

		372		Romania		RO-43		Regional Programme Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		Tehnical assistance 		UC {Unit Costs}		A

 53 (1)(b)		180. Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control		Tehnical assistance operations		Centru Regional Development Agency		Distance of the domestic missions		Kilometres		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data for 4 years of ROP 2014-2020		Adjustments will be made annually with the inflation rate published by the National Institute of Statistics		The car transport costs for business trips in the country.		N		326,250.00		N/A		It was informally discussed with AA, and will be transmitted for analysis to AA 		No

		373		Romania		RO-44		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		Tehnical assistance 		UC {Unit Costs}		A

 53 (1)(b)		180. Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control		Tehnical assistance operations		Centru Regional Development Agency		Days spent in domestic missions		Number		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data for 4 years of ROP 2014-2020		Adjustments will be made:
- annually with the inflation rate published by the National Institute of Statistics,
- with changes regarding the legislation or institutional policy of the RDA regarding the daily allowance level		The cost with perdiems during  business trips in the country		N		45,200.00		N/A		It was informally discussed with AA, and will be transmitted for analysis to AA 		No

		374		Romania		RO-45		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		Tehnical assistance		UC {Unit Costs}		A

 53 (1)(b)		180. Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control		Tehnical assistance operations		Centru Regional Development Agency		Nights spent in domestic missions		Number		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data for 4 years of ROP 2014-2020		Adjustments will be made:
- annually with the inflation rate published by the National Institute of Statistics,
- with changes regarding the legislation 		The cost with accommodation during business trips in the country		N		94,600.00		N/A		It was informally discussed with AA, and will be transmitted for analysis to AA 		No

		375		Romania		RO-46		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		a (iii)   enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments
		FR		C 
Art 53(1)d   
        		021. SME business development and internationalisation, including productive investments
075. Support to environmentally‑friendly production processes and resource efficiency in SMEs		 Operations supporting SMEs financed through de minimis schemes

	Scale up for start-ups and microenterprises		SMEs 		Authorised expenditure for all costs with the investment except those subject of the flat rate		0.06		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data 
SMIS for ROP 2014-2020
certified expenditures for projects finalised until 30.06.2021		N/A 
This is not the case, being a flat rate		The cost of preparing the funding application;
The cost of project management in implementation;
The cost of meeting the requirements regarding project visibility;
The cost of the project audit.		N		6% from the allocated budget		the methodology was submitted to the AA for exante assessement in May 2022
on 10th October we requested the suspension of the analysis until the application of a flat rate (off-the-shelf) by all regional programmes will be clarified 		- one major finding was that there are different approaches between the 4 PRs that submitted the SCO methodology and the harmonization of calculation schemes and methodologies proposed by all RDA's requested		Yes

		376		Romania		RO-47		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		a (iii)   enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments
		FR		C 
Art 53(1)d   
        		021. SME business development and internationalisation, including productive investments
075. Support to environmentally‑friendly production processes and resource efficiency in SMEs		 Operations supporting SMEs financed through state aid schemes		SMEs 		Authorised expenditure for all costs with the investment except those subject of the flat rate		0.05		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data 
SMIS for ROP 2014-2020
certified expenditures for projects finalised until 30.06.2021		N/A 
This is not the case, being a flat rate		The cost of preparing the funding application;
The cost of project management in implementation;
The cost of meeting the requirements regarding project visibility;
The cost of the project audit.		N		5% from the allocated budget		the methodology was submitted to the AA for exante assessement in May 2022
on 10th October we requested the suspension of the analysis until the application of a flat rate (off-the-shelf) by all regional programmes will be clarified 		- one major finding was that there are different approaches between the 4 PRs that submitted the SCO methodology and the harmonization of calculation schemes and methodologies proposed by all RDA's requested		Yes

		377		Romania		RO-48		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		b (i) promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions;
b (vii) enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution;
b (viii) promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility, as part of transition to a net zero carbon economy;
d (ii)  improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training;
d (vi) Enhancing the role of culture and sustainable tourism in economic development, social inclusion and social innovation
e (i) fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental development, culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism and security in urban areas;		FR		C 
Art 53(1)d   
        		041. Energy efficiency renovation of existing housing stock, demonstration projects and supporting measures
042 Energy efficiency renovation of existing housing stock, demonstration projects and supporting measures compliant with energy efficiency criteria
045. Energy efficiency renovation or energy efficiency measures regarding public infrastructure, demonstration projects and supporting measures compliant with energy efficiency criteria
073 Rehabilitation of industrial sites and contaminated land
074 Rehabilitation of industrial sites and contaminated land compliant with efficiency criteria
079. Nature and biodiversity protection, natural heritage and resources, green and blue infrastructure
081. Clean urban transport infrastructure
082. Clean urban transport rolling stock
083. Cycling infrastructure
084. Digitalisation of urban transport
086. Alternative fuels infrastructure
121. Infrastructure for early childhood education and care
122. Infrastructure for primary and secondary education
123. Infrastructure for tertiary education
124. Infrastructure for vocational education and training and adult learning
165. Protection, development and promotion of public tourism assets and tourism services
166. Protection, development and promotion of cultural heritage and cultural services
168. Physical regeneration and security of public spaces		 Operations supporting investments in public infrastructure		Local public authorities		Authorised expenditure for all costs with the investment except those subject of the flat rate		0.03		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data 
SMIS for ROP 2014-2020
certified expenditures for projects finalised until 30.06.2021		N/A 
This is not the case, being a flat rate		The cost of preparing the funding application;
The cost of project management in implementation;
The cost of meeting the requirements regarding project visibility;
The cost of the project audit.		N		3% from the allocated budget		the methodology was submitted to the AA for exante assessement in May 2022
on 10th October we requested the suspension of the analysis until the application of a flat rate (off-the-shelf) by all regional programmes will be clarified 		- one major finding was that there are different approaches between the 4 PRs that submitted the SCO methodology and the harmonization of calculation schemes and methodologies proposed by all RDA's requested		Yes

		378		Romania		RO-49		 Central Region
2021RO16RFPR005		Centru Regional Development Agency
Managing Authority		c (ii)   developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intel­ ligent and intermodal national, regional and local mobility, including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility;		FR		C 
Art 53(1)d   
        		090. Newly built or upgraded other national, regional and local access roads
093. Other reconstructed or modernised roads (motorway, national, regional or local)		 Operations supporting investments in road infrastructure		Local public authorities		Authorised expenditure for all costs with the investment except those subject of the flat rate		0.01		fair, equitable and verifiable method		historical data 
SMIS for ROP 2014-2020
certified expenditures for projects finalised until 30.06.2021		N/A 
This is not the case, being a flat rate		The cost of preparing the funding application;
The cost of project management in implementation;
The cost of meeting the requirements regarding project visibility;
The cost of the project audit.		N		1% from the allocated budget		the methodology was submitted to the AA for exante assessement in May 2022
on 10th October we requested the suspension of the analysis until the application of a flat rate (off-the-shelf) by all regional programmes will be clarified 		- one major finding was that there are different approaches between the 4 PRs that submitted the SCO methodology and the harmonization of calculation schemes and methodologies proposed by all RDA's requested		Yes

		379		Romania		RO-50		Bucharest Ilfov Regional Programme 2021RO16RFPR009		MA BI Regional Development Agency		1. (i) Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the uptake of advanced technologies (ERDF)		FR		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		001
002
005
006 
010		1.1   Support for developing an inovative Proof of Concept model		SMEs		Direct eligible costs		0.07		use of off-the shelf options		NA		NA		indirect costs (e.g. rent, office costs, indirect wages, utilities costs, other cost that support the implementation of the project)		Y		350000		N/A		N/A		No

		380		Romania		RO-51		Bucharest Ilfov Regional Programme 2021RO16RFPR009		MA BI Regional Development Agency		1. (ii) Reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities (ERDF)		FR		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		013 - Digitising SMEs (including e‐Commerce, e‐Business and networked business processes, digital innovation hubs,
living labs, web entrepreneurs and ICT start‐ups, B2B)		1.6 Support for reaching a higher digital intensity in SMEs
1.7 Support for advanced digital transformation of SMEs		SMEs		Direct eligible costs		0.07		use of off-the shelf options		NA		NA		indirect costs (e.g. rent, office costs, indirect wages, utilities costs, other cost that support the implementation of the project)		Y		3150000		N/A		N/A		No

		381		Romania		RO-52		Bucharest Ilfov Regional Programme 2021RO16RFPR009		MA BI Regional Development Agency		1.(iii) enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments;		FR		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		021 - SME business development and internationalisation, including productive
investments
075 - Sprijinirea proceselor de producție ecologice și a utilizării eficiente a reurselor în IMM		1.8 Support for sustainable growth and technological modernization of micro-enterprises		microenterprise		Direct eligible costs		0.07		use of off-the shelf options		NA		NA		indirect costs (e.g. rent, office costs, indirect wages, utilities costs, other cost that support the implementation of the project)		Y		5267881.29		N/A		N/A		No

		382		Romania		RO-53		Bucharest Ilfov Regional Programme 2021RO16RFPR009		MA BI Regional Development Agency		1.(iv) developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship;		FR		D-Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		023 - Skills development for smart specialisation, industrial transition, entrepreneurship and adaptability of enterprises to change		1.11 Skills development within SMEs for innovation, technological modernization, industrial transition, circular economy, etc		SMEs		Direct eligible costs		0.07		use of off-the shelf options		NA		NA		indirect costs (e.g. rent, office costs, indirect wages, utilities costs, other cost that support the implementation of the project)		Y		175000		N/A		N/A		No

		383		Romania		RO-54		South East Regional Programme 2021-2027                  2021RO16RFPR003		South East Regional Development Agency ( SE RDA), Managing Authority 
		SO 1.2 Reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities; 
SO 1.3 Enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive
investments;		FR (Flat rate)		D - Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		PO 1 - 013, 021, 075		The digitalization of SMEs will target the development, testing and piloting of new or significantly improved applications/ digital services and/or the adoption of digital technologies; investments in tangible and intangible assets to increase the degree of digitization and online presence.
The competitiveness of SMEs will support investments in construction/ modernization and expansion of the production/ service space, tangible and intangible assets, circular economy activities, marketing and internationalization activities.		SMEs		N/A		0.07		off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		11218410		N/A		N/A		N/A

		384		Romania		RO-55		South East Regional Programme 2021-2027                  2021RO16RFPR003		South East Regional Development Agency ( SE RDA), Managing Authority 
		SO 2.1 promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions;
SO 2.4 promoting climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention and resilience, taking into account eco-system based approaches;                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                       SO 2.7 Enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution;
SO 2.8 promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility, as part of transition to a net zero carbon economy.		FR (Flat rate)		D - Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		PO 2 - 042, 045, 169, 170, 061, 060,079, 078, 081, 082, 083, 084, 086;  		Operations supporting investments in energy efficiency of public and residential buildings, consolidation of public buildings vulnerable to seismic risk, development of forest curtains along county roads, development of green infrastructure in urban areas, development of green infrastructure in Natura 2000 sites and urban mobility		Public authorities		N/A		0.07		off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		39252000		N/A		N/A		N/A

		385		Romania		RO-56		South East Regional Programme 2021-2027                  2021RO16RFPR003		South East Regional Development Agency ( SE RDA), Managing Authority 
		SO 3.2 Developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intelligent and intermodal national, regional and local mobility, including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility;		FR (Flat rate)		D - Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		 PO 3 - 086, 093, 116;  		Operations supporting investments in regional road transport infrastructure, electric charging stations and the public naval transport system in the Danube Delta ITI area.		Public authorities		N/A		0.05		off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		11701915		N/A		N/A		N/A

		386		Romania		RO-57		South East Regional Programme 2021-2027                  2021RO16RFPR003		South East Regional Development Agency ( SE RDA), Managing Authority 
		SO 4.2 Improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through
developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and
training; 
SO 4.6 Enhancing the role of culture and sustainable tourism in economic development, social inclusion and social
innovation;		FR (Flat rate)		D - Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		  PO 4 - 121, 172, 122, 124, 123, 127;		Operations supporting investments in preschool, primary and secondary education infrastructure, professional and technical education, university and school camps		Public authorities		N/A		0.07		off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		6229898		N/A		N/A		N/A

		387		Romania		RO-58		South East Regional Programme 2021-2027                  2021RO16RFPR003		South East Regional Development Agency ( SE RDA), Managing Authority 
		SO 5.1 Fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental development, culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism and security in urban areas;
SO 5.2 Fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental local development, culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism and security in areas other than urban areas.		FR (Flat rate)		D - Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR		PO 5 - 079, 165, 166, 168, 169, 170.		Operations supporting investments in:
- Integrated development (IDU) in urban areas through urban regeneration, heritage conservation and tourism development for the urban area 
-  improving the tourism infrastructure
development, spa and balneoclimatic resorts, conservation, protection, restoration and sustainable exploitation of cultural, natural and historical heritage for the non-urban areas		Public authorities, NGOs		N/A		0.07		off-the shelf options		N/A		N/A		Indirect costs		N		12393280		N/A		N/A		N/A

		388		Romania		RO-59		South East Regional Programme 2021-2027                  2021RO16RFPR003		South East Regional Development Agency ( SE RDA), Managing Authority 
		Tehnical assistance		FR (Flat rate)		E - Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR)		180. Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control		Tehnical assistance operations		Entities within the management and control system of the South East PR – AM PR within the  SE RDA and its support staff, South East PR CM, OI, etc.,
• South East  CDR, South East  CRP, South East CRI,
• potential beneficiaries and beneficiaries of ROP interventions: local public authorities, the business environment, the academic and research environment,
• the large public.		Direct salary costs 		0.15		CPR		CPR		N/A		Indirect costs		N		Has not been established yet		N/A		N/A		N/A

		389		Romania		RO-60		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		1.1. Dezvoltarea și creșterea capacităților de cercetare și inovare și adoptarea tehnologiilor avansate		FR		D		All types of operations			Dezvoltarea capacității de CDI a organizațiilor publice de cercetare, a mediului de afaceri și a autorităților și instituțiilor publice locale/centrale prin crearea și dezvoltarea infrastructurii, serviciilor și echipamentelor necesare relevante, precum și a proiectelor comune de cercetare între organizațiile de cercetare și întreprinderi, în vederea ridicării nivelului de maturitate tehnologică a proiectelor sau a validării viabilității comerciale a rezultatelor cercetării și elaborarea strategiei adecvate de comercializare; 
	Sprijinirea transferului tehnologic în beneficiul IMM-urilor în vederea preluării tehnologiilor avansate prin crearea și dezvoltarea (reabilitarea, modernizarea, extinderea) infrastructurii entităților de transfer tehnologic, dotarea acestora cu utilaje, echipamente, linii pilot, de testare, validare și certificare, tehnologii automatizate și digitale și realizarea/dezvoltarea de servicii necesare furnizării transferului tehnologic către IMM-uri;
	Investiții în activități de cercetare – inovare în IMM-uri (inclusiv microîntreprinderi) și achiziționare de servicii de transfer tehnologic pentru proiecte de inovare de produs, proces, servicii, inovare organizațională și de model de afaceri pentru creșterea nivelului de maturitate tehnologică în domeniile de specializare inteligentă, inclusiv prin proiecte comune de cercetare între întreprinderi mari și IMM-uri.		Parteneriate între institute de cercetare, universități, autorități publice locale, IMM

Entități de transfer tehnologic

IMM
		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		390		Romania		RO-61		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		1.2 Valorificarea avantajelor digitalizării, în beneficiul cetățenilor, al companiilor, al organizațiilor de cercetare și al autorităților publice		FR		D		All types of operations		Investiții în dezvoltarea infrastructurii, serviciilor și echipamentelor IT relevante și necesare, precum și achiziția, dezvoltarea, testarea și pilotarea soluțiilor și aplicațiilor digitale		Autoritati publice 		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		391		Romania		RO-62		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		1.3  Intensificarea creșterii durabile și a competitivității IMM-urilor și crearea de locuri de muncă în cadrul IMM-urilor, inclusiv prin investiții productive		FR		D		All types of operations		       Sprijinirea microîntreprinderilor și IMM-urilor prin investiții în active corporale și necorporale, în activități specifice economiei circulare (ex. revalorificarea materiilor prime, materialelor și produselor, valorificarea deșeurilor și produselor secundare proprii prin simbioză industrială, etc), internaționalizării (ex.  acces la servicii de intrare pe piețe internaționale/Piața Unică pentru identificare de oportunități de afaceri, parteneri și furnizare de asistență specializată pentru norme și reglementări, participarea la târguri şi expoziţii internaţionale, investiţii în adaptarea proceselor tehnologice de producţie la sistemele de certificare şi standardizare specifice pieţelor de export, etc), certificării și omologării produselor și serviciilor, în vederea updatării tehnologice, ce va conduce la îmbunătățirea capacităților tehnice, industriale și organizaționale pentru dezvoltarea de produse și servicii; se vor finanța și activități de digitalizare a întreprinderilor, drept activități conexe, ca parte a unui proiect integrat;
                 Promovarea antreprenoriatului prin înființarea, dezvoltarea și operaționalizarea incubatoarelor de afaceri și parcurilor industriale, inclusiv furnizarea de servicii specializate necesare dezvoltării companiilor găzduite (consultanță juridică, acces la finanțare, identificare de parteneri și cooperare, etc);
                Sprijinirea ecosistemului antreprenorial prin sprijinirea clusterelor și rețelelor de afaceri, inclusiv pentru dezvoltarea colaborării interregionale, internaționale și intersectoriale.G29		IMM

Fondator incubator, fondator parc industrial

Clustere		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		392		Romania		RO-63		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		1.4  Dezvoltarea competențelor pentru specializare inteligentă, tranziție industrială și antreprenoriat		FR		D		All types of operations		Dezvoltarea competențelor și abilităților pentru specializare inteligentă, tranziție industrială, economie circulară și antreprenoriat la nivelul IMM-urilor;
 Dezvoltarea competențelor și abilităților pentru specializare inteligentă, tranziție industrială, economie circulară și antreprenoriat la nivelul universităților și organizațiilor de CDI / autorităților publice;
Dezvoltarea capacității administrative a actorilor implicați în elaborarea, implementarea, monitorizarea, evaluarea și revizuirea RIS3 și a MDA.		IMM cu activitate de formare profesională

Universități

		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		393		Romania		RO-64		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		2.1  Promovarea măsurilor de eficiență energetică și reducerea emisiilor de gaze cu efect de seră		FR		D		All types of operations		        Investiții în clădirile publice, inclusiv în monumente istorice în vederea asigurării/îmbunătățirii eficienței energetice, inclusiv activități conexe (consolidarea în funcție de riscurile identificate, sistemele de prevenire a incendiilor, etc.) și măsuri pentru utilizarea surselor alternative de energie;
         Investiții în clădirile rezidențiale (inclusiv locuințe individuale și sociale) în vederea asigurării/îmbunătățirii eficienței energetice, inclusiv activități conexe (consolidarea în funcție de riscurile identificate, sistemele de prevenire a incendiilor, etc.) și măsuri pentru utilizarea surselor alternative de energie.		Autorități publice		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		394		Romania		RO-65		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		2.7 - Intensificarea acțiunilor de protecție și conservare a naturii, a biodiversității și a infrastructurii verzi, inclusiv în zonele urbane, precum și reducerea tuturor formelor de poluare		FR		D		All types of operations		         Realizarea/amenajarea de parcuri și grădini publice, inclusiv „parcuri de buzunar”, păduri urbane, grădini botanice, zone verzi existente care ar putea fi reabilitate ca și IVA;
             Sisteme durabile de drenaj la scară mică, inclusiv, dar fără a se limita la pavaje permeabile, acoperișuri și pereți verzi; câmpie mlăștinoasa, iazuri de retenție, zone umede construite folosind soluțiile bazate pe natură;
        Colectarea apei pluviale și realizarea de bazine de retenție sau alte forme de stocare a apei pentru furnizarea de servicii ecosistemice;
          Amenajarea terenurilor slab utilizate sau abandonate prin aducerea terenului la starea inițială în vederea refacerii ecosistemului sub formă de spații verzi naturale și semi-naturale (păduri, tufișuri, pajiști, zone umede (mlaștini), lacuri și râuri/pâraie, zone stâncoase etc.);
    Împădurirea și reîmpădurirea zonelor expuse la alunecări de teren care înconjoară orașele și sunt localizate în intravilanul localităților;
        Crearea de coridoare verzi – albastre prin reabilitarea, regularizarea, dragarea și amenajarea râurilor, lacurilor și canalelor, inclusiv a malurilor acestora în vederea utilizării durabile pentru pietoni, bicicliști, activități educaționale, etc și crearea spațiilor de biodiversitate		Autoritați publice		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		395		Romania		RO-66		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		2.8 - Promovarea mobilității urbane multimodale durabile, ca parte a tranziției către o economie cu zero emisii de dioxid de carbon		FR		D		All types of operations		                Înființarea, dezvoltarea și optimizarea sistemelor de transport public, inclusiv prin investiții în material rulant, mijloace de transport urban ecologice și infrastructura de transport necesară acestora (configurarea/modernizarea/lărgirea/reconfigurarea străzilor din orașe și din zona urbană funcțională, numai în măsura în care astfel de investiții sunt necesare pentru a asigura funcționalitatea proiectului integrat de mobilitate urbană sustenabilă) în vederea dezvoltării transportului public și implementării măsurilor de siguranță rutieră (pasarele pietonale, pasaje subterane/supraterane auto și pietonale, intervenții asupra sistemului de iluminat public și alte elemente conexe aferente traseului reabilitat, ce nu sunt elemente dominante ale proiectelor) pentru reducerea de CO2 și dezvoltarea sistemelor de management a mobilității urbane (sisteme de management a traficului, aplicații mobility as a service, sisteme park & ride și terminale intermodale pentru transportul public urban, etc);
     Înființarea, modernizarea, extinderea și dotarea infrastructurii pentru deplasări nemotorizate, inclusiv configurarea/ modernizarea/ lărgirea/reconfigurarea străzilor din orașe și din zona urbană funcțională, numai în măsura în care astfel de investiții sunt necesare pentru a asigura funcționalitatea proiectului integrat de mobilitate urbană sustenabilă, precum și intervenții asupra sistemului de iluminat public aferent traseului reabilitat, amenajarea de zone pietonale, introducerea de sisteme de bike-sharing, sisteme de monitorizare, etc;
Achiziționarea de autobuze/microbuze pentru transport școlar;
                 Dezvoltarea unor culoare de mobilitate urbană, inclusiv prin intervenții în depourile/ autobazele pentru transport public și infrastructura tehnică aferentă precum și pentru retehnologizarea lor;
                        Dezvoltarea infrastructurii pentru combustibili alternativi, inclusiv infrastructură de producere de energie din surse regenerabile		Autorități publice		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		396		Romania		RO-67		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		3.2 Dezvoltarea și creșterea unei mobilități naționale, regionale și locale durabile, reziliente în fața schimbărilor climatice, inteligente și intermodale, inclusiv îmbunătățirea accesului la TEN-T și a mobilității transfrontaliere		FR		D		All types of operations		                          Investiții (reabilitare, modernizare, extindere) în reţeaua de drumuri judeţene care asigură conectivitatea directă sau indirectă cu rețeaua TEN-T de bază și extinsă, precum și măsuri pentru reducerea impacturilor semnificative asupra IVA și realizarea conectivităţii coridoarelor ecologice (doar acolo unde este relevant), realizarea/amenajarea/extinderea de piste de biciclete și dezvoltarea infrastructurii pentru combustibili alternativi de-a lungul drumurilor județene, realizarea de investiții suplimentare pentru protecția drumului respectiv față de efectele generate de condiții meteorologice extreme (de ex. realizarea de perdele forestiere, etc);
                          Investiții (reabilitare, modernizare, extindere) pentru decongestionarea și fluidizarea traficului prin intervenții în infrastructura rutieră de drumuri judeţene care asigură conectivitatea directă sau indirectă cu rețeaua TEN-T de bază și extinsă, inclusiv în zona urbană (pasaje, noduri rutiere, extinderi la 4 benzi, variante ocolitoare, poduri, etc).		UAT Județ/ Parteneriate 		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		397		Romania		RO-68		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		4.2 Îmbunătățirea accesului la servicii și favorabile incluziunii și de calitate în educație, formare și învățare pe tot parcursul vieții prin dezvoltarea infrastructurii accesibile, inclusiv prin promovarea rezilienței pentru educația și formarea la distanță și online		FR		D		All types of operations		                Construirea/reabilitarea/modernizarea/consolidarea/extinderea/dotarea infrastructurii educaționale publice destinate educației pentru nivelul antepreșcolar și preșcolar (creșe, grădinițe);
              Construirea/reabilitarea/modernizarea/consolidarea/extinderea/dotarea infrastructurii educaţionale publice și a campusurilor școlare pentru învățământul general obligatoriu public (învățământul primar și secundar, inclusiv asigurarea de spații pentru Programul Școală după Școală (SDS), liceal și postliceal, centre de excelență, palatele și cluburile copiilor, etc.);
               Construirea/reabilitarea/modernizarea/consolidarea/extinderea/dotarea unităților de învăţământ publice și a campusurilor școlare publice pentru formarea profesională prin învățământ profesional și tehnic (școli profesionale), învățământ dual public;
             Construirea/reabilitarea/modernizarea/consolidarea/extinderea și dotarea infrastructurii sportive și de artă asociate unităților de învățământ publice, inclusiv a centrelor de pregătire sportivă stabilite pe lângă școli sau instituții de învățământ publice;
            Reabilitarea/ modernizarea/ dotarea infrastructurii aferente centrelor regionale de formare profesională a adulților;
             Achiziționarea de autobuze/microbuze școlare pentru școlile din mediul rural, din localități greu accesibile și care se confruntă cu un declin al populației școlare.		Unități administrativ teritoriale		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		398		Romania		RO-69		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004				5.1 - Promovarea dezvoltării integrate și incluzive în domeniul social, economic și al mediului, precum și a culturii, patrimoniului natural, a turismului durabil și a securității în zonele urbane		FR		D		All types of operations		Protecția, conservarea și valorificarea durabilă a patrimoniului cultural prin activități de restaurare, consolidare, extindere, accesibilizare și dotare (pentru expunerea și protecția patrimoniului cultural imobil) a monumentelor istorice de categoria A, inclusiv servicii de digitizare/digitalizare în scop educativ, precum și activități de marketing și promovare turistică;
- Investiții (reabilitare/modernizare/extindere și dotare) în clădiri destinate utilizării publice pentru activități culturale și recreative, cu scopul de a crea, îmbunătăți sau extinde serviciile publice de bază;
- Construcția, reabilitarea, modernizarea, extinderea și dotarea infrastructurii de turism și/sau agrement;
- Investiții de regenerare urbană 		Unități administrativ teritoriale MRJ

Unități de cult

Autorități publice locale

Parteneriate UAT-Unități de cult		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		399		Romania		RO-70		Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027
 - 2021RO16RFPR004		Autoritatea de Management pentru Programul Regional Sud Muntenia 2021-2027		5.2 - Promovarea dezvoltării locale integrate și incluzive în domeniul social, economic și al mediului, în domeniul culturii, al patrimoniului natural, al turismului durabil, precum și a securității în alte zone decât cele urbane		FR		D		All types of operations		                    Protecția, conservarea și valorificarea durabilă a patrimoniului natural și cultural prin activități de restaurare, consolidare, extindere, accesibilizare și dotare (pentru expunerea și protecția patrimoniului cultural imobil) a monumentelor istorice de categoria A, inclusiv servicii de digitizare/digitalizare în scop educativ, precum și activități de marketing și promovare turistică;
- Investiții (reabilitare/modernizare/extindere și dotare) în clădiri destinate utilizării publice pentru activități culturale și recreative, cu scopul de a crea, îmbunătăți sau extinde serviciile publice de bază; 
- Construcția, reabilitarea, modernizarea, extinderea și dotarea infrastructurii de turism și/sau agrement;
- Înființarea și amenajarea traseelor turistice și a locurilor de recreere folosind solutii prietenoase cu mediul;
- Investiții de regenerare urbană 		UAT Județ/ Municipiu/ Oraș/ Comună

Unități de cult

Parteneriate UAT-Unități de cult




		N/A		max 7%		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Off the shelf		Indirect costs		N		FR will be established for each guideline		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf		No, off the shelf

		400		Romania		RO-71		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO1.1 Developing and enhancing research and innovation capacities and the upgrade of advanced technologies 		FR		D		002. Investment in fixed assets, including research infrastructure, in small and medium sized enterprises (including private research centers) directly linked to research and innovation activities
003. Investment in fixed assets, including research infrastructure, in large enterprises directly linked to research and innovation activities
004. Investment in fixed assets, including research infrastructure, in public research centers and high education directly-linked to research and innovation activities
006. Investment in intangible assets in SMEs (including private research centers) directly linked to research and innovation activities
007. Investment in intangible assets in large enterprises directly linked to research and innovation activities
008. Investment in intangible assets in public research centers and high education directly-linked to research and innovation activities
010. Research and innovation activities in SMEs, including networking
011. Research and innovation activities in large enterprises, including networking 
012. Research and innovation activities in public research centers, higher education and centers of competence including networking (industrial research, experimental development, feasibility studies)
026. Support for innovation clusters including between businesses, research organizations and public authorities and business networks within SMEs
028. Technology transfer and cooperation between enterprises, research centers and higher education sector		The proposed interventions will contribute to strengthening the capacity and performance of the regional R&I ecosystem through actions aimed at supporting RDI activities and investments to implement smart specialization solutions, develop the innovation capacity of enterprises and encourage research and industry collaboration.		RDI organizations and public universities, clusters, SMEs, small mid-caps, mid-cap enterprises, innovation and technology transfer entities.		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		8112149		n/a		n/a		n/a

		401		Romania		RO-72		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 1.3 - enhancing sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation in SMEs, including by productive investments;		FR		D		021. SME business development and internationalisation, including productive investments
024. Advanced support services for SMEs and clusters of SMEs (including management, marketing and design services)
025. Incubation, support to spin offs and spin outs and start ups
075. Support to environmentally friendly production processes and source efficiency in SMEs
		 The main actions included in this specific objective concern direct investments in the SME sector in order to increase production capacity, introduce new technologies and transition to new sustainable production models. 		Microenterprises, SMEs.
Start-ups and spin-offs, incubators and business accelerators. 
		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		19135514		n/a		n/a		n/a

		402		Romania		RO-73		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 1.4 Developing skills for smart specialization, industrial transition and entrepreneurship		FR		D		023. Skills development for smart specialization, industrial transition, entrepreneurship and adaptability of enterprises to change
170. Improve the capacity of program authorities and bodies linked to the implementation of the Funds		1. Development of skills for smart specialization, industrial transition and entrepreneurship among the employees of SMEs, in the region
2. Support program for valorizing of RVP 3.0 research results 
3. Increasing the capacity of the MA, beneficiaries and potential beneficiaries of funding		SMEs, universities, providers of training and public or private consultancy services, MA, SME beneficiaries and potential beneficiaries of funding		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		233967		n/a		n/a		n/a

		403		Romania		RO-74		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 1.2 - reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities;		FR		D		016 Government ICT solutions, e-services,
applications		Development, testing of new e-government applications and solutions aimed at improving the business environment and entrepreneurship and substantially reducing the administrative burden of the citizen; development of open data platforms in standardized, friendly formats for the development of public services directed/requested to/by citizens and companies: creation of IT systems electronic services integrated with a geographical information management platform, land management and urban data management, and urban data consultation module – public portal, applications for smartphone users with reporting and incident modules, digital tourist guide, local events agenda		Local public authorities		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		2526770		n/a		n/a		n/a

		404		Romania		RO-75		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 1.2 - reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities;		FR		D		013 Digitising SMEs (including e-Commerce, e-Business and networked business processes, digital innovation hubs, living labs, web entrepreneurs and ICT start-ups, B2B)		Investments to support the use of digital tools, equipment and services through the development of: own websites, digital promotion (internet), cloud hosts, e-invoicing, e-commerce, digitalization of communication with consumers and/or customers, development of digital mail-rooms, data collection digitization, etc.		SMEs 		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		3984931		n/a		n/a		n/a

		405		Romania		RO-76		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 1.2 - reaping the benefits of digitisation for citizens, companies, research organisations and public authorities;		UC		C		170. Improve the capacity of programme authorities and bodies linked to the implementation of the Funds		Operations supporting  training of SMEs staff 
		SMEs 		Employees from SMEs completing skills development programmes		Nr.		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Statistical data 
National Institute of Statistics FORPRO five year-survey
(data 2020)		 The adjustment will be made annually at the beginning of each year, with the index of consumer prices		All training program costs including:
• Fees and payments to the units that provided continuing professional training courses, including the course fee, examiners' payment;
• The labor cost of internal and external instructors and the training center's own staff, as well as other people involved exclusively or partially in the coordination and support of continuing professional training courses (CPT);
• The cost of the training space (classrooms), equipment and didactic materials, including the consumables used for the continuing professional training courses;
• The cost of transport, per diem and accommodation;
• The cost of labor during the training program.		N		447866.7		The Appendix 1 (including calculation methodology and data) was submitted informally to the AA for exante assessement on 8th of December 2022;
A first meeting with AA was held on 14th of December, 2022
Observations on the informally submitted Appendix 1 were received from the AA in March 2023.		No		Yes

		406		Romania		RO-77		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 2.1 - promoting energy efficiency and reducing greenhouse gas emissions;		FR		D		041. Energy efficiency renovation of existing housing stock, demonstration projects and supporting measures
045. Energy efficiency renovation or energy efficiency measures regarding public infrastructure, demonstration projects and supporting measures compliant with energy efficiency criteria		Investments in multi-family residential buildings and public buildings with a view to increasing the energy efficiency 		Local and national public authorities		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		21112069		n/a		n/a		n/a

		407		Romania		RO-78		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 2.7 - enhancing protection and preservation of nature, biodiversity and green infrastructure, including in urban areas, and reducing all forms of pollution;		FR		D		079 Nature and biodiversity protection, natural heritage and resources, green and blue infrastructure		Investments that promote the increase of green infrastructure in urban areas and provide ecosystem-based services 		Local public authorities		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		4443787		n/a		n/a		n/a

		408		Romania		RO-79		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 2.8 - promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility, as part of transition to a net zero carbon economy		FR		D		081. Clean urban transport infrastructure
082. Clean urban transport rolling stock
083. Cycling infrastructure
084. Digitalisation of urban transport
086. Alternative fuels infrastructure
170. Improve the capacity of programme authorities and bodies linked to the implementation of the Funds		The implementation of sustainable urban mobility through the creation, development of non-polluting public transport and the creation, development of alternative non-polluted means of transport		Local public authorities		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		18118385		n/a		n/a		n/a

		409		Romania		RO-80		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 3.2 - developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intel­ ligent and intermodal national, regional and local mobility, including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility;		FR		D		089. Newly built or upgraded secondary road links to TEN‑T road network and nodes
093. Other reconstructed or modernised roads (motorway, national, regional or local)		1. Improving the secondary road connections to the road network and TEN-T nodes, through county roads modernization, the construction of new county road segments in order to ensur connectivity to highways or express roads; 
2. The development of solutions for decongestion/traffic fluidization by creating bypass variants for municipalities/cities, creating/ modernizing passages, road nodes, etc.; 
3.Actions to increase road safety;		Local public authorities		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		11898383		n/a		n/a		n/a

		410		Romania		RO-81		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 4.2 - improving equal access to inclusive and quality services in education, training and lifelong learning through developing accessible infrastructure, including by fostering resilience for distance and on-line education and training;		FR		D		082. Clean urban transport rolling stock
121. Infrastructure for early childhood education and care 
122. Infrastructure for primary and secondary education
123. Infrastructure for tertiary education
124. Infrastructure for vocational education and training and adult learning
172 Cross-financing under the ERDF (support to ESF+-type actions necessary for the implementation of the ERDF part of the operation and directly linked to it)		Development of educational infrastructure, for early education (pre-school and school), primary, secondary, high school (theoretical, vocational, technological, professional, including dual), university education 		Local public authorities		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		12447147		n/a		n/a		n/a

		411		Romania		RO-82		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 5.1 Fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental development, culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism, and security in urban areas 		FR		D		165. Protection, development and promotion of public tourism assets and tourism services
166. Protection, development and promotion of cultural heritage and cultural services
168. Physical regeneration and security of public spaces
169. Territorial development initiatives, including preparation of territorial strategies		1. Development/rehabilitation/modernization/extension of public spaces, in (historical) centers, neighborhoods;
2.Restoration/consolidation/protection/preservation/endowment/digitisation of the cultural heritage		Local public authorities		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		7156025		n/a		n/a		n/a

		412		Romania		RO-83		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 5.1 Fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental development, culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism, and security in urban areas 		FR		C		021. SME business development and internationalization, including productive investments		Support of entrepreneurs in creative industries (handcrafts, crafts, visual arts, etc., including promotional actions)		SMEs		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		614172		n/a		n/a		n/a

		413		Romania		RO-84		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		SO 5.1 Fostering the integrated and inclusive social, economic and environmental development, culture, natural heritage, sustainable tourism, and security in urban areas 		UC		C		170. Improve the capacity of programme authorities and bodies linked to the implementation of the Funds		Operations supporting  training of SMEs staff 
		SMEs 		Employees from SMEs completing skills development programmes		Nr.		fair, equitable and verifiable method		Statistical data 
National Institute of Statistics FORPRO five year-survey
(data 2020)		 The adjustment will be made annually at the beginning of each year, with the index of consumer prices		All training program costs including:
• Fees and payments to the units that provided continuing professional training courses, including the course fee, examiners' payment;
• The labor cost of internal and external instructors and the training center's own staff, as well as other people involved exclusively or partially in the coordination and support of continuing professional training courses (CPT);
• The cost of the training space (classrooms), equipment and didactic materials, including the consumables used for the continuing professional training courses;
• The cost of transport, per diem and accommodation;
• The cost of labor during the training program.		N		164544.7		The Appendix 1 (including calculation methodology and data) was submitted informally to the AA for exante assessement on 8th of December 2022;
A first meeting with AA was held on 14th of December, 2022
Observations on the informally submitted Appendix 1 were received from the AA in March 2023.		No		Yes

		414		Romania		RO-85		North-East Regional Program 2021RO16RFPR002		North-East Regional Development Agency, 
Managing Authority		Technical assistance (P8)		FR		E		180. Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control		Preparation, implementation, monitoring and control activities related to the Program		Managing Authority		Authorised expenditure for main investment		%		Use of off-the-shelf		n/a		This is not the case, being a flat rate		indirect costs		N		8221164		n/a		n/a		n/a

		415		Spain		ES-1		Programme Basque Country ERDF 2021-2027 (CCI: 2021ES16RFPR020)		Intermediate Body: General Administration of the Autonomous Community of Euskadi (Basque Government)		RSO1.1		FR (Flat rate)		E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		010. Research and innovation activities in SMEs, including networking

011. Research and innovation activities in large companies, including networking		Business R&D Support Program (Hazitek): Industrial Research or Experimental Development Projects, both competitive and strategic, in the business sector of the Basque Country, and in the fields of specialization within the PCTI Euskadi 2030		Companies, groups and associations of companies,
Agents of the Basque Science, Technology and Innovation Network.		Payment will be made after documentary justification of carrying out the corresponding activity		All documentation must be delivered		use of SCOs adopted under union/national schemes: Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR		-		-		15% of the direct eligible personnel costs will be computed as indirect cost		N		It is not possible to calculate a priori the amount corresponding to each operation, being different in each of them. It will depend on the rest of eligible expenses. It will be a maximum of 15% of direct elegible personnel costs.		It is not necessary, since the simplified cost used is established in art 54 of the CPR		The operations audited in the 2014-2020 period, did not identify any irregularities in the application of the SCOs		-

		416		Spain		ES-2		2021ES16RFPR013		IB / JUNTA DE EXTREMADURA		1i) el desarrollo y la mejora de las capacidades de investigación e innovación y la implantación de tecnologías avanzadas,		FR		D		12		N/A		Universities; Research Centres		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		N/A		direct costs				3120000		NO		N/A		NO

		417		Spain		ES-3		ERDF Programme		IB / AGENCIA IDEA		STARTUPS SUPPORT		REC (Reimbursement of Elegible Costs)		K=reimbursement of eligible costs actually incurred 		21		Support to new entrepreneurial projects		Companies (Small entreprises)		Number of applications		Number of startups projects approved 		Budget approved		Data source		Number of grants		Direct costs		Y		EU:8 MM€€; National: 2 MM €€/ Private:10 MM€€		NO		NO		NO

		418		Spain		ES-4		ERDF Programme		IB / AGENCIA IDEA		SUPPORT TO INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT		REC (Reimbursement of Elegible Costs)		K=reimbursement of eligible costs actually incurred 		21		Support to investment projects of SMEs		Companies (SME)		Number of applications		Number of investment projects approved 		Budget approved		Data source		Number of grants		Direct costs		Y		EU:128,85 MM€€; National: 32,20 MM €€/ Private:241,5 MM€€		NO		NO		NO

		419		Spain		ES-5		ERDF Programme		IB / AGENCIA IDEA		SUPPORT TO ENTREPRENEURS		 UC (Unit Costs)		A = Unit costs, Article 53 (1)(b) CPR		21		Support to entrepreneurs projects		Entrepreneus		Number of applications		Number of entrepreneurship projects approved		Budget approved		Data source		Number of grants		Direct costs, preparation costs		Y		EU:8 MM€€; National: 2 MM €€/ Private: 10 MM€€		NO		NO		NO

		420		Spain		ES-6		ERDF Programme		IB / AGENCIA IDEA		ICT SUPPORT		 UC (Unit Costs)		A = Unit costs, Article 53 (1)(b) CPR		13		Support to digitising SMEs		Companies (SME)		Number of applications		Number of ICT services supported		Budget approved		Data source		Number of grants		Direct costs		Y		EU:8 MM€€; National: 2 MM €€/ Private: 10 MM€€		NO		NO		NO

		421		Spain		ES-7		ERDF Programme		IB / AGENCIA IDEA		 R&D Project		REC (Reimbursement of Elegible Costs)		KE = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR=reimbursement of eligible costs actually incurred 		10; 11		Individual R&D projects		Companies (SME and Large. Large only in collaboration) 		Number of applications		Number of RTD projects approved		Budget approved		Data source		Number of grants		Direct costs and Indirec costs		Y		EU:19.27 MM€€; National: 4,81 MM €€/ Private: 10,32 MM€€		NO		NO		NO

		422		Spain		ES-8		ERDF Programme		IB / AGENCIA IDEA		JOIN RESEARCH UNITS		REC (Reimbursement of Elegible Costs)		KE = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR=reimbursement of eligible costs actually incurred 		02; 03; 10; 11		Consortia ( 1 Large company + 1 SME + 1 Research Centre or University)		Companies (SME and Large) plus Research Centres/Universities		Number of applications		Number of Units approved		Budget approved		Data source		Number of grants		Direct costs and Indirec costs		Y		EU:16,60 MM€€; National: 4,15 MM €€/ Private: 8.89 MM€€		NO		NO		NO

		423		Spain		ES-9		ERDF Programme		IB / AGENCIA IDEA		COLLABORATIVE R&D PROJECTS		REC (Reimbursement of Elegible Costs)		KE = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR=reimbursement of eligible costs actually incurred 		10; 11		Consortia (3 companies, 1 of them SME / Research Centres or University optionals) R&D projects		Companies (SME and Large) plus Research Centres/Universities		Number of applications		Number of RTD projects approved		Budget approved		Data source		Number of grants		Direct costs and Indirec costs		Y		EU:20,78 MM€€; National: 5,19 MM €€/ Private: 11,13 MM€€		NO		NO		NO

		424		Spain		ES-10		ERDF Programme		IB / AGENCIA IDEA		SINGULAR R&D PROJECTS		REC (Reimbursement of Elegible Costs)		KE = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR=reimbursement of eligible costs actually incurred 		10; 11		Consortia (5 companies, 2 of them SME + 2 Research Centres or Universities) R&D projects		Companies (SME and Large) plus Research Centres/Universities		Number of applications		Number of RTD projects approved		Budget approved		Data source		Number of grants		Direct costs and Indirec costs		Y		EU:18,90 MM€€; National: 4,72 MM €€/ Private: 10,12 MM€€		NO		NO		NO

		425		Spain		ES-11		Programme Galicia ERDF 2021-2027
CCI 2021ES16RFPR014		MA: Subdirección General de Gestión del FEDER. Dirección General de Fondos Europeos. Secretaría General de Fondos Europeos. Ministerio de Hacienda y Función Pública
IB: Xunta de Galicia		RSO 1.1. Developing and improving research and innovation capacities and assimilating advanced technologies		UC (Unit Costs)		A = Unit costs, Article 53 (1)(b) CPR		010 Research and innovation activities in SMEs, including networking		Aid to promote cooperation between SMEs and other agents of the Regional Innovation System, through support for R&D&I projects oriented towards the market and aligned with the challenges and priorities identified in the RIS3. The aim is to promote the development of R+D+I projects in innovative companies with the rest of the agents in order to favour technology transfer.		Groupings of companies which carry out collaborative R+D+I projects.
The companies may be small, medium-sized or large.		Total number of hours worked on the project		Number of hours		The unit cost was defined on the basis of a fair, equitable and verifiable calculation method, supported by statistical data, for the co-financing of all eligible costs of the operation. 
The determination of the unit cost carried out by the Expert contracted by the European Commission - DG Regional and Urban Policy, was based on information provided in March 2023 by the Galician regional authorities, on the projects of the CONECTA PEME typologies approved in the 2014-2020 programming period.		a) Historical data for the 2018, 2019 and 2020 calls for proposals
b) Verified expenditure on calls for proposals of 2018 and 2019
c) Three years

		The unit cost will be adjusted according to the inflation rate, taking into account the harmonised consumer price index for Spain, monitored by Eurostat.
Thus, this adjustment methodology can be applied every year to new calls, once Eurostat publishes a new rate.
The warnings should explain the new TSA values.		All types of eligible categories of costs		Y		The total amount of expenditure (in EURO) which is estimated to be covered by the concerned SCO (including EU, national, public/private) is 60 M€		Pending Assessment by the Audit Authority		Pending Assessment by the Audit Authority		The concerned SCO will be covered by a proposal under Article 94 CPR

		426		Spain		ES-12		Programme Galicia ERDF 2021-2027
CCI 2021ES16RFPR014		MA: Subdirección General de Gestión del FEDER. Dirección General de Fondos Europeos. Secretaría General de Fondos Europeos. Ministerio de Hacienda y Función Pública
IB: Xunta de Galicia		RSO 1.3. Strengthening the sustainable growth and competitiveness of SMEs and job creation job creation		UC (Unit Costs)		A = Unit costs, Article 53 (1)(b) CPR		021 SME business development and internationalisation, including productive investments		Support for the development and implementation of the Galician Export Promotion Plan, the Foexga Plan, with the aim of encouraging and stimulating Galician foreign trade and the internationalisation of Galician SMEs, and stimulate Galician foreign trade and the internationalisation of Galician SMEs, as well as for the selection of collaborating Galician SMEs, as well as for the selection of collaborating entities that participate in its management.
		SMEs		a) Direct business missions abroad
b) Participation in trade fairs or other exhibition events held abroad, as well as other promotional events such as congresses, conferences or symposia which undoubtedly allow the promotion of the company at international level and take place abroad		Number and type of direct business missiones abroad and/or Number of participation in trade fairs or other exhibition events held abroad		The unit cost was defined on the basis of a fair, equitable and verifiable calculation method, supported by statistical data, for the co-financing of all eligible costs of the operation. The determination of the unit cost was based on information provided in 2023 on the projects of the FOEXGA calls for proposals approved in the 2014-2020 programming period.		a) Historical data for the 2017, 2018, 2019, 2020, 2021 and 2022 calls for proposals
b) Verified expenditure on calls for proposals of 2018 and 2019
c) Six years

		The adjustment of methodology is currently being studied		All types of eligible categories of costs		Y		The total amount of expenditure (in EURO) which is estimated to be covered by the concerned SCO (including EU, national, public/private) is 3,6 M€		Pending Assessment by the Audit Authority		Pending Assessment by the Audit Authority		The concerned SCO will be covered by a proposal under Article 94 CPR

		427		Spain		ES-13		Programme Castilla y Leon ERDF 2021-2027 CCI 2021ES16RFPR008		Subdirección General de Gestión del FEDER. Dirección General de Fondos Europeos. Secretaría General de Fondos Europeos. Ministerio de Hacienda y Función Pública /JUNTA DE CASTILLA Y LEON		RSO1.2. Fomentar la competitividad empresarial a través de las TIC		FR (Flat rate)
		D (54 a) ó
E (54 b)		All Typye 		Proyectos de apoyo a la incorporación de tecnologías TIC en Pymes		Pymes		Pymes apoyadas		Número de horas trabajadas en el proyecto		Se trata de un tipo fijo sobre para los costes indirectos (off-the shelf options,)
		Datos históricos		N/a		Costes indirectos
		NO		10 MM€		N/a		N/A		NO

		428		Spain		ES-14		Programme Castilla-la Mancha ERDF 2021-2027
2021ES16RFPR009		IB / Castilla-La Mancha		RSO 1.2.		FR (Flat rate)

		D		013		Subsidy for the digital transformation of SMEs		Public Institutions						Off-the self						indirect costs		N

		429		Spain		ES-15		2021ES16RFPR018		IB / CARM		RSO 1.1		FR   		F		002		R&D and Innovation Apllied Actions		Public Institutions		Indirect costs		0.25		Percentage, art 54 (c)		Direct costs				Indirect costs				in study						Flat rate

		430		Spain		ES-16		2021ES16RFPR018		IB / CARM		RSO 1.1		FR   		F		002		R&D and Innovation Apllied Actions		Public Institutions		Hours worked		Number of research hours		Hourly rate, art 55.2 (a)		Direct staff costs				Staff costs				in study						Flat rate

		431		Spain		ES-17		2021ES16RFPR018		IB / CARM		RSO 1.3		FR   		F		021		Grants for the SMEs growth and international competitiveness		Private Companies		Indirect costs		0.07		Percentage, art 54 (a)		Direct costs				Indirect costs				in study						Flat rate

		432		Spain		ES-18		2021ES16RFPR018		IB / CARM		RSO 2.6		FR   		F		069		Environment/enviromental projection		Public Institutions		Hours worked		Number of worked hours		Hourly rate, art 55.2 (a)		Direct staff costs				Staff costs				in study						Flat rate

		433		Spain		ES-19		2021ES16RFPR018		IB / CARM		RSO 2.7		FR   		F		078		Environment/enviromental projection		Public Institutions		Hours worked		Number of worked hours		Hourly rate, art 55.2 (a)		Direct staff costs				Staff costs				in study						Flat rate

		434		Spain		ES-20		Pluri-regional programme Spain ERDF 2021-2027 / CCI: 2021ES16RFPR001		IB / FUNDACIÓN BIODIVERSIDAD, F.S.P.		2.7		Flat rate		D  (Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54a) CPR)		TI0079. Protección de la naturaleza y la biodiversidad, patrimonio y recursos naturales, infraestructuras verdes y azules		Convocatoria de ayudas en régimen de concurrencia.

Otros procedimientos de selección que garanticen transparencia y no discriminación: Proyectos ejecutados directamente por la Fundación Biodiversidad a través de licitaciones.		a) Entidades y organizaciones con y sin ánimo de lucro. 
b) Entidades y organizaciones sin ánimo de lucro debidamente autorizadas por parte de la Dirección General de Biodiversidad, Bosques y Desertificación del Ministerio para la Transición Ecológica y el Reto Demográfico o por la Comunidad Autónoma donde se vaya a generar la red.
c) Organismos Públicos de Investigación de la Administración General del Estado y de las Comunidades Autónomas.
d) Universidades públicas y sus institutos universitarios que estén inscritas en el Registro de Universidades, Centros y Títulos.
e) Centros tecnológicos y los centros de apoyo a la innovación tecnológica sin ánimo de lucro de ámbito estatal. 
f) Centros públicos o privados sin ánimo de lucro de I+D+i que en sus estatutos o en la normativa que los regule tengan la I+D+i como actividad principal.
g) Organizaciones y colegios profesionales.
h) Agrupaciones de personas jurídicas públicas o privadas, conformadas por las entidades reflejadas en los apartados anteriores que, aun careciendo de personalidad jurídica, puedan llevar a cabo los proyectos objeto de subvención.
i) Sociedades cooperativas.
j) Otras personas jurídicas, públicas o privadas, sin ánimo de lucro, que según sus estatutos o normativa que los regule realicen actividades de I+D+i o generen conocimiento científico o tecnológico. 
m) Las administraciones locales o de las Comunidades Autónomas.		RCO36 Infraestructuras verdes apoyadas para otros fines distintos a la adaptación al cambio climático 
RCR95 Población que tiene acceso a infraestructuras verdes nuevas o mejoradas		Unidad de medida (pdte indicar)		Publicaciones de estudios y proyectos de gran impacto relacionados con la temática.

Proyectos similares a los propuestos procedentes de las líneas de subvención de la Fundación Biodiversidad. 		i) Proyectos similares a los propuestos procedentes de las líneas de subvención de la Fundación Biodiversidad
ii) Publicaciones de estudios y proyectos de gran impacto relacionados con la temática: a) Resultados publicados de grandes proyectos como el LIFE09 NAT/ES/000 520 Δ-LAGOON, el proyecto de Repoblación hidrológico-forestal de Asturias y las actuaciones de reforestación Tablas de Daimiel. b) Guía "El plantado de Posidonia oceánica": Técnica desarrollada en el proyecto ‘Uso de semillas y fragmentos de Posidonia oceanica en la restauración de zonas afectadas por la actividad de Red Eléctrica de España. A fecha 09/05/2022: 363.318€/ha. c) Estudio: Motivations, success and cost of coral reef restoration. A fecha 09/05/2022: 378.800€/ha
iii) 2022. S.G. ANÁLISIS, COORDINACIÓN Y ESTADÍSTICA | SUBSECRETARÍA I MINISTERIO AGRICULTURA, PESCA Y ALIMENTACIÓN (https://www.mapa.gob.es/es/ministerio/servicios/analisis-y-prospectiva/aypseriepesca5_demografiapoblacioncostera2020_tcm30-617441.pdf		Se prevé un incremento de los precios de mercado hasta el final del periodo de programación de un 15%,		Costes directos (incluidos gastos de personal,contrataciones requeridas, viajes, etc.) e indirectos 		Y		El coste total de la OCS incluirá tanto la ayuda concedida (establecida en cada región objetivo) como la aportación requerida hasta cubrir el 100% del coste total que deberá aportar, por ejemplo, en el caso de las convocatorias de subvenciones de la Fundación Biodiversidad la/s entidad/es beneficiaria/s.

En el caso de la Fundación Biodiversidad este coste total ascenderá a 98,6 M€ (excluida la asistencia técnica) para una ayuda FEDER de 62,15 M€		Se ha remitido previamente a la AA para su conforme.		La Fundación Biodiversidad es nuevo Organismo Intermedio FEDER para el periodo 2021-2027		Recopilada información de los anexos V del RDC en las fichas de tipo de acción para cada una de las  4 líneas de trabajo establecidas en Fundación Biodiversidad (bioeconomía, entornos urbanos, generación del conocimiento y medio marino).

		435		Sweden		SE-1		Sweden		SE-2		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.6, 3.1, 3.2		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		9000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		436		Sweden		SE-2		ERDF Upper Norrland 2021SE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.6, 3.1, 3.2		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		437		Sweden		SE-3		ERDF Upper Norrland 2021SE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.6, 3.1, 3.2		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		438		Sweden		SE-4		ERDF Upper Norrland 2021SE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.6, 3.1, 3.2		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		439		Sweden		SE-5		ERDF Upper Norrland 2021SE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.6, 3.1, 3.2		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		440		Sweden		SE-6		ERDF Upper Norrland 2021SE16RFPR008		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.6, 3.1, 3.2		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		441		Sweden		SE-7		ERDF Central Norrland 2021SE16RFPR007		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.6, 3.1		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		7000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		442		Sweden		SE-8		ERDF Central Norrland 2021SE16RFPR007		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.6, 3.1		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		443		Sweden		SE-9		ERDF Central Norrland 2021SE16RFPR007		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.6, 3.1		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		444		Sweden		SE-10		ERDF Central Norrland 2021SE16RFPR007		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.6, 3.1		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		445		Sweden		SE-11		ERDF Central Norrland 2021SE16RFPR007		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.6, 3.1		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		446		Sweden		SE-12		ERDF Central Norrland 2021SE16RFPR007		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 1.5, 2.2, 2.6, 3.1		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		447		Sweden		SE-13		ERDF North-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR006		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.3, 2.6		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		5000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		448		Sweden		SE-14		ERDF North-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR006		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.3, 2.6		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		449		Sweden		SE-15		ERDF North-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR006		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.3, 2.6		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		450		Sweden		SE-16		ERDF North-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR006		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.3, 2.6		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		451		Sweden		SE-17		ERDF North-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR006		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.3, 2.6		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		452		Sweden		SE-18		ERDF North-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR006		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.3, 2.6		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		453		Sweden		SE-19		ERDF Stockholm 2021SE16RFPR005		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.6		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		2000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		454		Sweden		SE-20		ERDF Stockholm 2021SE16RFPR005		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.6		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		455		Sweden		SE-21		ERDF Stockholm 2021SE16RFPR005		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.6		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		456		Sweden		SE-22		ERDF Stockholm 2021SE16RFPR005		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.6		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		457		Sweden		SE-23		ERDF Stockholm 2021SE16RFPR005		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.6		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		458		Sweden		SE-24		ERDF Stockholm 2021SE16RFPR005		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.6		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		459		Sweden		SE-25		ERDF East-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR004		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.6		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		3000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		460		Sweden		SE-26		ERDF East-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR004		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.6		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		461		Sweden		SE-27		ERDF East-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR004		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.6		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		462		Sweden		SE-28		ERDF East-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR004		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.6		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		463		Sweden		SE-29		ERDF East-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR004		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.6		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		464		Sweden		SE-30		ERDF East-Central Sweden 2021SE16RFPR004		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.2, 2.3, 2.6		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		465		Sweden		SE-31		ERDF West Sweden 2021SE16RFPR003		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.2, 2.6		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		3000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		466		Sweden		SE-32		ERDF West Sweden 2021SE16RFPR003		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.2, 2.6		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		467		Sweden		SE-33		ERDF West Sweden 2021SE16RFPR003		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.2, 2.6		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		468		Sweden		SE-34		ERDF West Sweden 2021SE16RFPR003		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.2, 2.6		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		469		Sweden		SE-35		ERDF West Sweden 2021SE16RFPR003		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.2, 2.6		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		470		Sweden		SE-36		ERDF West Sweden 2021SE16RFPR003		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.2, 2.6		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		471		Sweden		SE-37		ERDF Småland and the islands 2021SE16RFPR002		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.3, 2.6		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		3000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		472		Sweden		SE-38		ERDF Småland and the islands 2021SE16RFPR002		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.3, 2.6		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		473		Sweden		SE-39		ERDF Småland and the islands 2021SE16RFPR002		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.3, 2.6		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		474		Sweden		SE-40		ERDF Småland and the islands 2021SE16RFPR002		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.3, 2.6		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		475		Sweden		SE-41		ERDF Småland and the islands 2021SE16RFPR002		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.3, 2.6		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		476		Sweden		SE-42		ERDF Småland and the islands 2021SE16RFPR002		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.3, 2.6		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		477		Sweden		SE-43		ERDF Skåne-Blekinge 2021SE16RFPR001		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.6		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		3000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		478		Sweden		SE-44		ERDF Skåne-Blekinge 2021SE16RFPR001		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.6		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		479		Sweden		SE-45		ERDF Skåne-Blekinge 2021SE16RFPR001		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.6		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		480		Sweden		SE-46		ERDF Skåne-Blekinge 2021SE16RFPR001		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.6		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		481		Sweden		SE-47		ERDF Skåne-Blekinge 2021SE16RFPR001		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.6		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		482		Sweden		SE-48		ERDF Skåne-Blekinge 2021SE16RFPR001		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 2.1, 2.6		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		483		Sweden		SE-49		ERDF National programme 2021SE16RFPR009		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.4, 2.6		LS		B		All types of operations		Feasibility studies, prestudies		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Completed feasibility report meeting predefined conditions				Draft budget Article 53(3)(b)		Case-by-case draft budget		No adjustment		All costs		Y		6000000 (approx. 2 % of programme budget)		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		484		Sweden		SE-50		ERDF National programme 2021SE16RFPR009		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.4, 2.6		UC		H		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Off-the-shelf option Article 55(2)(a)		a) Individual real salaries
b) First payment application from beneficiary		Automatic adjustment every 12 months based on official statistics		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		485		Sweden		SE-51		ERDF National programme 2021SE16RFPR009		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.4, 2.6		FR		C		All types of operations with staff costs		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Number of hours worked		Usual cost accounting practice per beneficiary Article 53(3)(a)(iii)		a) Individual real percentage per beneficiary
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Staff costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		486		Sweden		SE-52		ERDF National programme 2021SE16RFPR009		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.4, 2.6		FR		J		Non-GBER operations with more staff costs than external expertise		Staff intensive non-GBER operations		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 40 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 56(1)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 40 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Other costs than staff costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		487		Sweden		SE-53		ERDF National programme 2021SE16RFPR009		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.4, 2.6		FR		E		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		All types of public and private beneficiaries		Hours worked		Up to 15 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Off-the-shelf option Article 54(b)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 15 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		No AA Assesment. Off-the-shelf option.		No audits		Will not be covered.

		488		Sweden		SE-54		ERDF National programme 2021SE16RFPR009		ERDF MA Swedish Agency for Economic and Regional Growth		1.1, 1.2, 1.3, 2.1, 2.4, 2.6		FR		F		GBER operations and operations with low staff intensity		Operations with staff costs		Universities and research institutes		Hours worked		Up to 25 % flat rate on direct staff costs		Statistical data Article 53(3)(a)(i)		a) Individual percentage per beneficiary - up to 25 %
b) First payment application from beneficiary		No adjustment		Indirect costs		N		Impossible to say		AA Assesment		No audits		Will not be covered.

		489		Interact		INT-1		(Interreg VI-A) Germany/Mecklenburg Western Pomerania/BrandenburgPoland						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		13.200€ lump sum for preparation costs (per project / only LP)				regular projects				signed subsidy contract						programme historical data		no		staff costs, office and administration costs, travel costs, external experts and services costs						AA assessment still in progress

		490		Interact		INT-2		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Bulgaria-Turkey						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)						regular projects

		491		Interact		INT-3		(Interreg VI-A) Germany/Mecklenburg Western Pomerania/BrandenburgPoland						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		4% flat rate for German project partners and 6% flat rate for Polish project partners				regular projects

		492		Interact		INT-4		(Interreg VI-A) Germany/Mecklenburg Western Pomerania/BrandenburgPoland						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		10% for partners with costs for infrastructure and works (CC6) and 20% for partners without costs for infrastructure and works (CC6).				regular projects

		493		Interact		INT-5		(Interreg VI-A) Germany/Mecklenburg Western Pomerania/BrandenburgPoland						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		10% flat rate				regular projects

		494		Interact		INT-6		(Interreg VI-A) Germany/Mecklenburg Western Pomerania/BrandenburgPoland						SCOs from Union policies for similar types of operations, Article 53(3)(c) CPR		EUR 5.000€ for project closure (per project, only LP), copied from the Interreg IPA CBC Italy-Albania-Montenegro (if possible, checking still in progress).				regular projects				submission of final project progress report								only if the method will be updated by the Interreg IPA CBC Italy-Albania-Montenegro		staff costs, office and administration costs, travel costs, external experts and services costs

		495		Interact		INT-7		(Interreg VI-A) Estonia-Latvia						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		€6000 lump sum for preparation costs				all types				Preparation cost is paid out on the basis of lump sum project report, which is submitted as the first report in Jems after conclusion of the Subsidy Contract.						An expert judgement.		The €6000 is applied for the whole implementation period of the Programme.		Preparation cost						Yes

		496		Interact		INT-8		(Interreg VI-A) Estonia-Latvia						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types														Office and administration

		497		Interact		INT-9		(Interreg VI-A) Estonia-Latvia						Unit cost - hourly rate for staff costs, Article 55(2)(b) CPR (OTS)		€29 for EE partners, €24for LV partners				all types				The number of working hours.						Estonia-Latvia programme will copy-paste the Baltic Sea Region Programme (BSR) methodology without any alterations. BSR used programme historical data.		If and when the BSR methodology is updated in the future, the Estonia-Latvia programme will make the exact same updates in use of methodology.		staff costs						Yes

		498		Interact		INT-10		(Interreg VI-A) Estonia-Latvia						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.1				all types														Travel and accomondation

		499		Interact		INT-11		(Interreg VI-A) Poland-DenmarkGermany-Lithuania-Sweden (South Baltic)						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		other SCOs				all types				•        The sum is calculated as: number of units x unit cost.

		500		Interact		INT-12		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Czechia						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		6.200€ lump sum for preperation costs				regular projects				•        Confirmation that other reported project expenditure is not already covered by the unit cost.

		501		Interact		INT-13		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Czechia						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Standard Unit Costs for staff costs				regular projects

		502		Interact		INT-14		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Czechia						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.2				regular projects

		503		Interact		INT-15		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Czechia						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.06				regular projects

		504		Interact		INT-16		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Czechia						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				regular projects

		505		Interact		INT-17		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Czechia						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				regular projects

		506		Interact		INT-18		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Czechia						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Standard Unit Costs for Activities with exact number of participants				SPF

		507		Interact		INT-19		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Austria						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.2				regular projects

		508		Interact		INT-20		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Austria						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				regular projects

		509		Interact		INT-21		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Austria						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				regular projects

		510		Interact		INT-22		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Austria						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.05				regular projects

		511		Interact		INT-23		(Interreg VI-A) Hungary-Slovakia						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.2				all types (internal ranges will be applied, 20-15-10% based on project volume)

		512		Interact		INT-24		(Interreg VI-A) Hungary-Slovakia						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		513		Interact		INT-25		(Interreg VI-A) Hungary-Slovakia						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		514		Interact		INT-26		(Interreg VI-A) Hungary-Slovakia						Other SCOs		preparation costs, EUR 2500				all types

		515		Interact		INT-27		(Interreg VI-A) Hungary-Slovakia						Other SCOs		SPF, 16% of direct costs (external expert, sevices + equipment) for all other costs				small projects of SPF

		516		Interact		INT-28		(Interreg VI-A) Latvia-Lithuania						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		517		Interact		INT-29		(Interreg VI-A) Latvia-Lithuania						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.1				all types

		518		Interact		INT-30		(Interreg VI-A) Latvia-Lithuania						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		519		Interact		INT-31		(Interreg VI-A) Latvia-Lithuania						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Unit cost (hourly rate) for staff costs (amount not confirmed yet)				regular projects				• The number of working hours. 
• The amount declared is justified by the timesheets and employment document(s).						Programme historical data		Not decided yet		staff costs						Not assessed yet

		520		Interact		INT-32		(Interreg VI-A) Latvia-Lithuania						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Lump sum for project preparation, amount not decided yet				regular projects				Not decided yet						Survey amoung lead partners of 2014-2020 period		Not decided yet		Preparation costs						Not assessed yet

		521		Interact		INT-33		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				regular projects

		522		Interact		INT-34		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.15				regular projects

		523		Interact		INT-35		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.15				strategic/ flagship projects

		524		Interact		INT-36		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		525		Interact		INT-37		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Unit cost (hourly rate) for staff costs (amount/country not confirmed yet)				all types				The amount declared is justified by the role, timesheets and employment document.						Programme historical data from 2014-2020 programming period		Take into account inflation								Not yet

		526		Interact		INT-38		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		EUR 10.000/project for regular projects, EUR 5.000/project for Small Scale Projects.  Preparation cost is paid out on the basis of lump sum for Application Form, which is submitted as the report 0 in Jems.				all types				Application Form submitted						Already used in the 2014-2020 programming period		No		Preparation cost						Yes

		527		Interact		INT-39		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		EUR 5.000/project for regular projects, EUR 5.000/partner for Strategic Projects.  Closure cost is paid out on the basis of lump sum in the last Joint progress period.				all types				Last JPR submitted						Already used in the 2014-2020 programming period		No		Closure costs						Not yet

		528		Interact		INT-40		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Lump sum/country for meeting, workshop, conference. 				small-scale projects (regular but smaller size)				At least one on the spot at meeting premesis, and desk based check on documentation (agenda, communication activities,number and list of partecipants, ppt of presentations, questionnaires of satisfaction....)						Already used in the 2014-2020 programming period		Yes		Staff cost+EE+O&A+travel						Not yet

		529		Interact		INT-41		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Lump sum/country for B2B and incoming mission 				small-scale projects (regular but smaller size)				At least one on the spot at B2B premesis, and desk based check on documentation (agenda, communication activities,number and list of partecipants, ppt of presentations, questionnaires of satisfaction....)						Already used in the 2014-2020 programming period		Yes		Staff cost+EE+O&A+travel						Not yet

		530		Interact		INT-42		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						SCOs from national schemes for similar types of operations, Article 53(3)(d) CPR		Lump sum for accompayning actions				small-scale projects (regular but smaller size)				Documents produced during the preparation: call for interest, list of MSMEs candidate, event poster, news, etc...                                 Documents produced during the activity: Training register, Signature lists, Business plan, market research, patenting plan, shareholders' agreements, loan agreements, production of deliverables and achievement of individual milestones by trainees, photo and video materials, social media coverage, etc.. 
Documents produced after the activity: press conference, trainers evaluation forms filled in, Spinoff/Startup constitutive Act, etc. 						Article 53		Yes		Staff cost+EE+O&A+travel						Not yet

		531		Interact		INT-43		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						SCOs from national schemes for similar types of operations, Article 53(3)(d) CPR		Targeted Trainings SSUC				small-scale projects (regular but smaller size)				Documents produced during the preparation of the Training : Plan of the course, Call for applicant, invitation, list of  professor/tutor/speakers,event poster, news, etc.. 
Documents produced during the activity: the daily signed list of attendance, Didactic materials, projects work, photo and video materials, social media coverage, etc.. 
Documents produced after the activity: trainers evaluation forms filled in, dissemination of the competence acquired,  etc. 						Article 53		Yes		Staff cost+EE+O&A						Not yet

		532		Interact		INT-44		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						SCOs from Union policies for similar types of operations, Article 53(3)(c) CPR		SSUC for Travel&Accomodation cost strictly connected to the training course				small-scale projects (regular but smaller size)				The proof that the “Travel&Accomodation” SSUC is eligible is strictly connected to the documentation certifying the trainee's real participation in the training course.						Article 53				Travel&accomodation costs						Not yet

		533		Interact		INT-45		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		2% Flat Rate for Control Costs of Italian Beneficiaries
				all types										Programme historical data from 2014-2020 programming period				First Level Control costs						Not yet

		534		Interact		INT-46		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Italy-Albania-Montenegro (South Adriatic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Lump sum for Joint  models/processes, models of management, decision-making, strategic plans, feasibility studies, campaigns				small-scale projects (regular but smaller size)				Not decided yet						Programme historical data from 2014-2020 programming period				Costs for joint actions						Not yet

		535		Interact		INT-47		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Austria						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Lump sum of EUR 5 000 (ERDF) for „soft“ projects; Real costs for „investment“ projects				other				The lump sum will be paid once the project application is approved by he MC						Programme historical data from 2014-2020 programming period		Yes		Preparation cost						Not yet

		536		Interact		INT-48		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Austria						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Standard Unit Costs for staff costs				all types				Not decided yet						Copy-paste method				Staff costs						Not yet

		537		Interact		INT-49		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Austria						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.2				all types										Off-the-shelf				Staff costs

		538		Interact		INT-50		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Austria						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				all types										Off-the-shelf				Remaining costs

		539		Interact		INT-51		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Austria						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.07				all types										Off-the-shelf				Travel&accomodation costs

		540		Interact		INT-52		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Austria						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types										Off-the-shelf				Office, administrative and other indirect expenses

		541		Interact		INT-53		(Interreg VI-A) Finland-Estonia-LatviaSweden (Central Baltic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Preparation cost lump sum EUR 13 550				all types				Signed Subsidy Contract						Programme historical data 		no		Project preparation costs						yes

		542		Interact		INT-54		(Interreg VI-A) Finland-Estonia-LatviaSweden (Central Baltic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Standard scale of unit cost for staff costs				all types				Verified number of units reported in the Report of hours						Copy-paste method 		no		Staff costs						yes

		543		Interact		INT-55		(Interreg VI-A) Finland-Estonia-LatviaSweden (Central Baltic)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		Flat rate for office and administration costs				all types				Verified number of units reported in the Report of hours						Off-the-shelf				Office and administration costs						yes

		544		Interact		INT-56		(Interreg VI-A) Finland-Estonia-LatviaSweden (Central Baltic)						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		Flat rate for travel and accommodation costs				all types				Verified number of units reported in the Report of hours						Off-the-shelf				Travel and accommodation costs						yes

		545		Interact		INT-57		(Interreg VI-A) Finland-Estonia-LatviaSweden (Central Baltic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Face-to-face event unit cost				all types				Signed participant list, agenda						Programme historical data 		no		Catering service, room rent, regular conference room equipment						yes

		546		Interact		INT-58		(Interreg VI-A) Finland-Estonia-LatviaSweden (Central Baltic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Project management equipment unit cost				all types				Verified number of units reported in the Reported hours						Programme historical data 		no		Office equipment for project staff 						yes

		547		Interact		INT-59		(Interreg VI-A) Germany-Denmark						Unit cost - hourly rate for staff costs, Article 55(2)(b) CPR (OTS)		three types of hourly rates for Germany/for Denmark:
type 1 62/68 €
type 2 46/51 €
type 3 31/33 €				all types				verified number of hours/ units reprted in paiment claim						objective/ statistic data		no, only in case of unforeseen changes (hyperinflation...)								yes

		548		Interact		INT-60		(Interreg VI-A) Germany-Denmark						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types																				/

		549		Interact		INT-61		(Interreg VI-A) Germany-Denmark						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.06				all types																				/

		550		Interact		INT-62		(Interreg VI-A) Germany-Denmark						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				all types																				/

		551		Interact		INT-63		(Interreg VI-A) Germany-Denmark						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		lump sum preparation costs (65% out of eligible costs for preparation of 30.000 €)				regular projects				signed Leadpartner-contract, to be paid with first payment claim						programme historical data, excpert´s judgement		no, only in case of unforeseen changes (hyperinflation...)		preparation costs						yes

		552		Interact		INT-64		(Interreg VI-A) Germany-Denmark						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		hourly rates for volunteering; not ready yet				regular projects				verified number of hours/ units reported in paiment claim						objective/ statistic data		no, only in case of unforeseen changes (hyperinflation...)		"Staff" costs						yes, will be

		553		Interact		INT-65		(Interreg VI-A) Poland-DenmarkGermany-Lithuania-Sweden (South Baltic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Lump sum for preparation costs (22 000 EUR)				regular projects										programme historical data 				preparation costs

		554		Interact		INT-66		(Interreg VI-A) Poland-DenmarkGermany-Lithuania-Sweden (South Baltic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Flat rate for travel and accommodation (15% for DN and SE, 20% for PL, LT and DE)				regular projects										programme historical data				travel and accommodation costs

		555		Interact		INT-67		(Interreg VI-A) Poland-DenmarkGermany-Lithuania-Sweden (South Baltic)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Lump sum for closure costs (13 000 EUR)				regular projects										programme historical data				closure costs

		556		Interact		INT-68		(Interreg VI-A) Poland-DenmarkGermany-Lithuania-Sweden (South Baltic)						Other SCOs		draft budget				small-scale projects (regular but smaller size)										case-by-case assessment				all cost categories

		557		Interact		INT-69		(Interreg VI-A) Italy-Croatia						Unit cost - 1720h method for staff costs (hourly rate), Article 55(2)(a) CPR (OTS)						all types														staff cost

		558		Interact		INT-70		(Interreg VI-A) Italy-Croatia						Unit cost - hourly rate for staff costs, Article 55(2)(b) CPR (OTS)						all types										historycal data and copy-paste methodology				staff cost

		559		Interact		INT-71		(Interreg VI-A) Italy-Croatia						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)						all types														all cost categories

		560		Interact		INT-72		(Interreg VI-A) Italy-Croatia						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)						all types														all cost categories

		561		Interact		INT-73		(Interreg VI-A) Italy-Croatia						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR						all types										Programma historycal data		yes		all cost categories						yes

		562		Interact		INT-74		(Interreg VI-A) Italy-Croatia						Other SCOs		Total lump sum with activity check control				small projects of SPF				activity advancment control chain										all cost categories

		563		Interact		INT-75		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Croatia						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)

		564		Interact		INT-76		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Two hourly rates for staff costs, one for Belgium and one for the Netherlands				all types				declared amount of hours worked for the project (+timesheets in project administration)						Programme historical data		Annual indexation		Staff costs						Yes, formal aprroval

		565		Interact		INT-77		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)						all types

		566		Interact		INT-78		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)						all types

		567		Interact		INT-79		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 7 % of eligible direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR (OTS)						all types

		568		Interact		INT-80		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		1,5% of staff costs for travel and accommodation				all types										(based on Programme historical data)

		569		Interact		INT-81		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)						all types

		570		Interact		INT-82		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		€37.000 lump sum for preparation costs				regular projects				Approval of the project within the programme						Programme historical data				Preparation costs						yes, formal approval

		571		Interact		INT-83		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						SCOs established based on draft budget method, Article 25(6) IR						all types

		572		Interact		INT-84		(Interreg VI-A) Belgium-The Netherlands (Vlaanderen-Nederland)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Standard calculation method for hourly rate of staff				all types				declared amount of hours worked for the project (+timesheets in project administration)						Programme historical data				Staff costs

		573		Interact		INT-85		(Interreg VI-A) France-GermanySwitzerland (Upper Rhine)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		Standard calculation method for hourly rate of staff				all types				declared amount of hours worked for the project (+timesheets in project administration)						Programme historical data - only to have data about staff costs incurred and types of positions in projects, because no unit costs for staff costs yet -		yes		Staff costs

		574		Interact		INT-86		(Interreg VI-A) France-GermanySwitzerland (Upper Rhine)						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.2				all types

		575		Interact		INT-87		(Interreg VI-A) France-GermanySwitzerland (Upper Rhine)						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				all types

		576		Interact		INT-88		(Interreg VI-A) France-GermanySwitzerland (Upper Rhine)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		€32.800 lump sum for preparation costs				regular projects				agreement signed						Survey among Interreg V beneficiaries				Preparation costs						yes, opinion

		577		Interact		INT-89		(Interreg VI-A) France-GermanySwitzerland (Upper Rhine)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR																Survey among Interreg V beneficiaries				Closure costs						not yet

		578		Interact		INT-90		(Interreg VI-A) France-GermanySwitzerland (Upper Rhine)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types														Office and administration costs

		579		Interact		INT-91		(Interreg VI-A) France-GermanySwitzerland (Upper Rhine)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types														Travel and accomodation costs

		580		Interact		INT-92		(Interreg VI-A) IPA Romania-Serbia

		581		Interact		INT-93		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Croatia						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.15				regular projects

		582		Interact		INT-94		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Croatia						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				regular projects

		583		Interact		INT-95		(Interreg VI-B) Baltic Sea Region						Unit cost - hourly rate for staff costs, Article 55(2)(b) CPR (OTS)		hourly rates defined per country (one rate per country)				all types				report of hours (=timesheet)						historical data, indexed by Labour Cost Index				Staff costs						yes. AA issued an audit report - Assessment of the methodology under Art. 46 CPR (positive conclusion)

		584		Interact		INT-96		(Interreg VI-B) Baltic Sea Region						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.15				regular projects														Travel costs

		585		Interact		INT-97		(Interreg VI-B) Baltic Sea Region						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				regular projects														Office & administration

		586		Interact		INT-98		(Interreg VI-B) Baltic Sea Region						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		40% for small projects (budget 0.5 million €) and EUSBSR support projects				other														Other costs

		587		Interact		INT-99		(Interreg VI-B) Baltic Sea Region						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		10,000 € resp. 24,000 € lump sum for preparation costs (small resp. regular projects)				regular projects				signature of the subsidy contract						historical data				preparation costs

		588		Interact		INT-100		(Interreg VI-B) Baltic Sea Region						SCOs established based on draft budget method, Article 25(6) IR		up to 200,000 € for Annual Strategy Forum				other				checklist filled in during the event						draft budget				all costs of the Annual Forum project

		589		Interact		INT-101		(Interreg VI-A) France-Italy (ALCOTRA)						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.2				regular projects

		590		Interact		INT-102		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Austria

		591		Interact		INT-103		(Interreg VI-A) France-BelgiumGermany-Luxembourg (Grande Région/ Großregion)						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR						small-scale projects (regular but smaller size)										statistical data				preparation and closure costs, external experts and services costs

		592		Interact		INT-104		(Interreg VI-A) France-Italy (ALCOTRA)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				regular projects

		593		Interact		INT-105		(Interreg VI-A) France-Italy (ALCOTRA)						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.1				regular projects

		594		Interact		INT-106		(Interreg VI-A) France-Italy (ALCOTRA)						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				regular projects

		595		Interact		INT-107		(Interreg VI-B) Euro Mediterranean (EURO MED)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		Flat Rate:
Travel and Accommodation
15% for EU partner countries
22% for Non EU partner countries

Lump Sum (37 000 €) Preparation Costs				all types				Lump Sum: signature of the Subsidy contract
Flat rates: Eligible staff costs						Historical data Interreg MED
Historical data Interreg Europe
Historical data Interreg ADRION

from the beginning of the programming period unti 30/06/2020		Lump sum, indexed amount using art 109		Office and administration
Travel and Accommodation
Preparation costs						Positive - Ex ante assessment 

		596		Interact		INT-108		(Interreg VI-B) Northern Periphery and Arctic						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		597		Interact		INT-109		(Interreg VI-B) Northern Periphery and Arctic						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				all types

		598		Interact		INT-110		(Interreg VI-B) Northern Periphery and Arctic						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		599		Interact		INT-111		(Interreg VI-A) Maas-Rijn/Meuse-Rhin/ Maas-Rhein (NL-BE-DE)

		600		Interact		INT-112		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Hungary						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.2				regular projects

		601		Interact		INT-113		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Hungary						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				regular projects

		602		Interact		INT-114		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Hungary						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				regular projects

		603		Interact		INT-115		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Hungary						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.05				regular projects

		604		Interact		INT-116		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Hungary						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		125 EUR unit cost (Type I project)
31,250 EUR lump sum (Type II project)
31,250 EUR lump sum (Type III project)				small-scale projects				Unit cost and Lump sum (Type I and Type II projects) - completed event

Lump sum (Type III project) - Employment of 1 Full time equivalent (FTE) for 1 year						Programme historical data, Statistical data

from the beginning of the programming period unti 31/08/2021		No		All categories (Type I and Type II projects)

Preparation costs, Staff costs and Administrative costs (Type III project) 						Positive overall assessment on all 3 types of SCOs by the AA

		605		Interact		INT-117		(Interreg VI-A) Slovenia-Hungary						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		2,000 EUR lump sum for preparation costs				regular projects				Signed subsidy contract						Already used in the 2014-2020 programming period		No		Preparation costs						(not yet)

		606		Interact		INT-118		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Hungary						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		0.2				all types

		607		Interact		INT-119		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Hungary						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		unit costs for staff based on functional groups				all types				declared amount of hours worked for the project (+timesheets)						historical data, staff costs period 2014-2020		in discussion		staff costs						not yet

		608		Interact		INT-120		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Hungary						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		609		Interact		INT-121		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Hungary						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		0.15				all types

		610		Interact		INT-122		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Hungary						Flat rate - up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1) CPR (OTS)		0.4				all types

		611		Interact		INT-123		(Interreg VI-A) Austria-Hungary						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		lump sum preparation costs				regular projects				Signed subsidy contract						Already used in the 2014-2020 programming period		in discussion		preparation costs						(not yet)

		612		Interact		INT-124		(Interreg VI-D) Mozambique Channel												all types												in discussion		preparation costs

		613		Interact		INT-125		(Interreg VI-A) NEXT Poland-Belarus-Ukraine (suspended)						Flat rate for staff costs - up to 20 % of the direct costs other than the direct staff costs, Article 39(3)(c) IR (OTS)		3% of the amount of eligible direct costs of the project partner in case of the Large Infrastructure Projects.				other										historical data, staff costs period 2014-2020				staff costs						not

		614		Interact		INT-126		(Interreg VI-A) NEXT Poland-Belarus-Ukraine (suspended)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		The flat rate for office and administrative costs equals to 15% of the project partner’s staff costs.				regular projects										historical data, staff costs period 2014-2020				office and administrative costs						not

		615		Interact		INT-127		(Interreg VI-A) NEXT Poland-Belarus-Ukraine (suspended)						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		The flat rate for travel and accommodation costs equals to 7 % of the project partner’s staff costs in case of the Large Infrastructure Projects.				regular projects										historical data, staff costs period 2014-2020				travel and accommodation costs						not

		616		Interact		INT-128		(Interreg VI-C) lnterreg Europe						Flat rate travel and accommodation - up to 15 % of the direct staff costs, Article 41(5) IR (OTS)		The flat rate for travel and accomodation costs equals to 15% of the project partner's staff costs. 				regular projects				flat rate on staff costs						historical data, travel and accomodation costs period 2014-2020 (excluded Covid period)				travel and accomodation

		617		Interact		INT-129		(Interreg VI-C) lnterreg Europe						Flat rate indirect costs - up to 15 % of eligible direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR (OTS)		The flat rate for office and administrative costs equals to 15% of the project partner’s staff costs.				regular projects				flat rate on staff costs										office and administrative costs

		618		Interact		INT-130		(Interreg VI-C) lnterreg Europe						Programme-specific SCO based on fair, equitable and verifiable method, Article 53(3)(a) CPR		lump sum preparation costs EUR 17,500 per project				regular projects				signature of subsidy contract. 1st PR submitted						Indexation on 2014-2020 period				preparation costs

		619		Interact		INT-131		(Interreg VI-C) lnterreg Europe						Other SCOs		Lump sum for programme activities organized at national level (ex-NCP) in each member state. 3 categories, amount depends on the number of inhabitants in the country				other				list of outputs to deliver per member state						historical data, staff costs period 2014-2020





								(1) Sub-types of SCOs 



								A = Unit costs, Article 53 (1)(b) CPR

								B = Lump sums, Article 53 (1)(c) CPR

								C = Flat rate, Article 53 (1)(d) CPR

								D = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 7% of direct costs, Article 54(a) CPR

								E = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 15% of direct staff costs, Article 54(b) CPR

								F = Flat rate for indirect costs up to 25% of direct costs, Article 54(c) CPR

								G = Flat rate for direct staff costs up to 20% of direct costs other than direct staff costs, Article 55(1) CPR

								H = Hourly rate determined by dividing annual gross employment costs by 1720 hours or corresponding pro-rata , Article 55(2)(a) CPR

								I = Hourly rate determined by dividing monthly gross employment costs by the average monthly working time of the person concerned, Article 55(2)(b) CPR

								J = Flat rate of up to 40% of direct staff costs to cover the remaining eligible costs, Article 56(1)

								K = Other (please specify)
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Abstract of study results in the areas of Research and Innovation activities and SME Growth and Competitiveness

This study was launched with a purpose of developing EU level Simplified Cost Options (SCOs) and other EU level results-based tools in multiple areas supported by the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) and Cohesion Fund (CF) in the programming period 2021-2027. The methodology employed in this study is aligned with the provisions of Article 94 of the Common Provisions Regulation.[footnoteRef:2] More specifically, it builds on the analysis of verified historical data collected at national and/or regional levels and statistical inference where historical data is insufficient or unavailable.   [2:  OJ L 231/159 30.6.2021, p. 159. ] 


The study elaborates on potential (for) EU level SCOs in the following areas:

· Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy (Area 1), focusing on small or medium enterprises (SMEs) (sub-area 1A), housing sector (sub-area 1B.1) and non-residential (public) sector (sub-area 1B.2);

· Research and Innovation activities (Area 2), in particular knowledge/technology transfer activities of SMEs (sub-area 2A), innovation vouchers for SMEs for R&D implementation (sub-area 2B) and Research Development & Innovation research projects (sub-area 2C).

· SME Growth & Competitiveness (Area 3), in particular networking activities of SMEs (sub-area 3A) and consultancy/advisory services to SMEs for digital & green transformation (sub-area 3B).

This abstract briefly explains the process behind SCO development in Areas 2 and 3 and introduces its respective outcomes.

SCO development process

The underlying process consisted of the following steps:
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1. Undertaking preparatory activities, such as exploratory research on the relevant measures; developing structured data collection forms; organising stakeholder consultations to test data collection forms; selecting a sample of Operational Programmes (OP) to source data from.

2. Collecting historical data on relevant interventions at national and regional levels;

3. Collecting (proxy) data from alternative sources that could be used to triangulate, complement or replace the historical data where it is lacking;

4. Interpreting, cleaning and analysing the collected historical data to identify any gaps, discrepancies and/or outlier cases and re-engaging the national experts in resolving the data shortcomings;

5. Elaborating and applying methodologies for assessing the feasibility of EU level SCO development, including methods and techniques for determining the SCO rates/amounts for the Member States not covered/insufficiently covered by historical data;

6. Defining the audit trail for the most promising (data-wise) EU level SCO in each considered sub-area;

7. Consulting with stakeholders about the proposed EU-level SCOs and their audit trail within dedicated focus group discussions, also during presentations to members of the network of ERDF/CF SCO practitioners and meetings with other European Commission stakeholders.

Although presented as a linear process, the execution of these methodological steps required some reiteration. For example, as we started analysing the data, in some instances we had to go back to some data providers and ask for clarifications and/or for additional data. Also, at some point we had to take a step back and consider if it makes sense to redefine the original distinction of analysed operations/ sub-areas to increase the size of the sample used for SCO development. Finally, certain design elements of considered EU-level SCOs have also been subject to corrective actions because of the feedback loops involving DG REGIO, Transnational Network of ERDF/CF SCO practitioners, MAs and IBs from different Member States and other stakeholders. 

Overall, reiteration was pivotal for adjusting the final methodological approach and accommodating any underlying issues which might stem from the data collection process or the design of the proposed SCOs. 

Outcomes of the data collection process

The process of data collection for Areas 2 and 3 was launched in July 2022, with our national experts reaching out to authorities responsible for 74 sampled OPs. The outcomes of this process were as follows:

· Sub-area 2A (Knowledge transfer of SMEs): data on 18 OPs from 13 Member States have been made available to the study team, which amounts to 133 records on specific projects or calls for proposals.

· Sub-area 2B (Innovation vouchers for SMEs): data on 17 OPs from 12 Member States was collected, which amounts to 2252 records referring to either specific projects or calls for proposals.

· Sub-area 2C (RDI research projects): data on 50 OPs from 25 Member States was collected, which amounts to 3815 records on specific projects or calls for proposals.

· Sub-area 3A (Networking activities of SMEs): data on 31 OPs from 19 Member States have been made available to the study team, with over 7700 records on specific projects or calls for proposals.

· Sub-area 3B (Consultancy/advisory services to elaborate an internationalisation strategy): data on 23 OPs from 14 Member States was provided, with over 1300 records on specific projects or calls for proposals.

Notably, the requested historical data was often unavailable from central management systems and had to be collected at the level of IBs, in some cases directly from project documentation. To this end, a pool of experienced national experts had been engaged to ensure that relevant authorities are supported throughout the data collection process. These experts were responsible for disseminating the data collection forms to representatives of the MAs and IBs in each Member State, aiding them in the process of the data collection form population, and maintaining a constant communication throughout.

Three types of data were collected on interventions supported under pre-selected OPs:

· general information on relevant projects or calls, such as existence of any national or regional SCOs for concerned operations; number, title, reference period of projects/calls for which the historical data is being provided; activities supported in identified relevant projects;

· detailed information on all direct and indirect costs covered in projects/calls for which the historical data is being provided, i.e. a breakdown of incurred expenses by activity and by category/type of eligible costs;

· information on the results achieved and/or outputs produced in projects/calls for which the historical data is being provided, focusing primarily on results or outputs measured by common ERDF/CF indicators.

We used the following typologies of activities in our definition of operations for which historical data were collected in each of the analysed sub-areas.

[bookmark: _Ref134786389][bookmark: _Toc135138443]Table 1. Typologies of activities for the analysed sub-areas 

		sub-area 

		typologies



		Knowledge/technology transfer activities of SMEs (2A)

		· Intersectoral mobility activities

· Support measures for creating spin-offs to increase the entrepreneurial capacity of research organisations and promote the translation of research results into economic value

· Post-doctoral researcher placements in the private sector, including SMEs

· Support for industrial PhDs and traineeships



		Innovation vouchers for SMEs for R&D implementation (2B)

		· Consultancy services provided to SMEs by universities, research centres or knowledge-intensive companies

· Access to research centres and facilities

· Establishing and sustaining contacts between SMEs and research facilities, nationally or internationally

· Education and training activities

· Development of digital capabilities

· Investment in Information and Communications Technology (ICT) instruments



		Networking activities of SMEs (3A)

		· Participation in trade fair

· Partnership exchange

· Participation in international scientific conferences



		Consultancy/advisory services to SMEs for digital & green transformation (3B)

		· Market research

· Export strategy

· Capacity building actions





Source: prepared by the study team.

The study team did not pre-fill activities for sub-area 2C (Research Development & Innovation research projects) because desk research and piloting demonstrated that the activities in this sub-area are very heterogenous across the Member States and selected OPs. Historical data collection confirmed this assumption since activities varied significantly under this sub-area. Some of the most common examples of activities in this area include industrial research and experimental development, feasibility studies, project management and consulting. For sub-area 3B, information on activities supported in projects, including their type, number and duration.

The level of detail and completeness of collected historical data varied significantly. The most prominent shortcoming being its insufficient granularity, especially in the case of data on incurred costs: (a) only total costs were indicated; (b) their breakdown by activity and by category/type of costs was lacking; (c) only partial data on costs per activity was included (e.g., specified only for some types of activities). Another challenge came from inconsistencies in the data on results and/or outputs of supported operations, i.e., different countries used different indicators and accordingly reported on different types of results/ outputs produced in their projects. Lastly, the incongruent typology of activities in operations supported by different Member States made the cross-country comparison difficult. This in turn complicated a common definition of the operation for the proposed SCO.

Data from alternative sources was used sparsely in this study mainly due to insufficient level of granularity and detail.

Solution(s) to overcome data issues

[bookmark: _Hlk122199163]For those Member States that did not provide us with (sufficient) data, a method of statistical inference (extrapolation) was used to establish the rates/amounts for each proposed EU-level SCO. In a nutshell, we took the unit cost rates and/or lump sum amounts calculated for those Member States that provided the study with relevant historical data and used it to predict the missing rates/amounts for all remaining Member States. 

The extrapolation is based on a linear regression model drawing on (i) proxy rates established for each considered operation’s activity, and (ii) selected statistical indicators (explanatory variables). Table 2 below specifies which statistical indicators were used as explanatory variables in each Area.

[bookmark: _Ref128137812][bookmark: _Toc135138444]Table 2. Proposed explanatory indicators for Areas 2 and 3 of the study

		Area 

		STATISTICAL INDICATOR

		rationale



		Research and Innovation activities

		· Labour cost for LCI (compensation of employees plus taxes minus subsidies) in professional, scientific and technical activities (EU27_2020 = 100) (Eurostat, LC_LCI_LEV). 

· Price level index for communication, machinery and equipment, and software (EU27_2020 = 1) (Eurostat, PRC_PPP_IND).



		The two indicators are deemed a relevant predictor of missing values for Member States not covered/partially covered by historical data as they consider the extent to which labour costs and price levels in the selected economic activities differ across Member States. 



		SME Growth and Competitiveness 

		· Labour cost for LCI (compensation of employees plus taxes minus subsidies) in business economy (EU27_2020 = 100) (Eurostat, LC_LCI_LEV). 



		This indicator best reflects the differences between Member States in a key cost item within the area, staff costs which is prone to significant variation. The economic activity ‘business economy’ most closely reflects the operations within this area.





Source: prepared by the study team.



Adjustment method for the proposed unit cost rates

To ensure that the rates/amounts of developed EU-level SCOs retain their relevance in the future, the study team also proposed how these rates/amounts should be adjusted. To this end, we identified a set of annually updated statistical indicators tracked by Eurostat (see Table 3). These indicators are considered to best reflect the inflation affecting operations in Areas 2 and 3.

[bookmark: _Ref134624978][bookmark: _Ref134624965][bookmark: _Toc135138445]Table 3. Proposed inflation indicators for areas of the study

		Area 

		STATISTICAL INDICATOR

		rationale



		Research and Innovation activities

		Labour cost index in professional, scientific and technical activities (Eurostat, LC_LCI_R2_A). Percentage change compared to previous year.

Harmonised Index of Consumer Prices (HICP) in industrial goods, services and communication (Eurostat, PRC_HICP_AIND). Annual average rate of change.

		The proposed indicators are relevant for adjusting the SCO values in both sub-areas as they consider price developments of labour in selected sectors for each country compared to the previous period, as well as consumer price inflation in the euro area.





		SME Growth and Competitiveness 

		Harmonised Index of Consumer Prices. Percentage change compared to previous year.

		The proposed indicator is relevant for adjusting the SCO values in both sub-areas as it considers consumer price inflation in the euro area. We utilise the general index because given the nature of 3A and 3B operations, none of the specific items of the provided index contain additional information which would help explain the variation of prices for this operation.





Source: prepared by the study team.

Results: EU-level unit cost and lump sums

The results of the study in the case of Areas 2 and 3 are a mixture of EU-level solutions in the form of unit costs and lump sums (see Table 4). For sub-area 2C, however, no SCO could be developed, since the collected data was too heterogeneous in terms of supported activities, cost categories and outputs.

[bookmark: _Ref136435536]Table 4 Outcomes of SCO development for Areas 2 and 3

		Area

		Sub-area

		Data availability

		Type 

		Indicator



		Research and Innovation activities 

		Knowledge/technology transfer activities of SMEs (2A)

		9 Member States (BE, HR, HU, FR, IT, PL, PT, LU, SI)

		Unit cost

		Full-time equivalent (FTE) gross new working positions (that did not exist before) to directly perform R&D activities in the SME, by monthly FTEs



		

		Innovation vouchers for SMEs for R&D implementation (2B)

		11 Member States (CY, CZ, EE, FR, IT, LV, PL, PT, HR, HU, MT)

		Lump sum

		Innovation vouchers issued to an SME for completing innovation/digitisation activities, by units 



		SME Growth & Competitiveness 

		Networking activities of SMEs (3A)

		8 Member States (CZ, ES, FR, HR, IT, PL, PT, SI)

		Lump sum

		SMEs attending international event, by units



		

		Consultancy/advisory services to SMEs for digital & green transformation (3B)

		9 Member States (BE, CZ, ES, HU, IT, PL, PT, SE, SI)

		Lump sum

		SMEs having elaborated an internationalisation strategy, by units





Source: compiled by the study team.

For what concerns sub-area 2A, the selection of options was heavily influenced both by the availability of sufficient quality data and the possibility to establish tangible definitions for SCOs in order for them to be achievable. The EU level SCOs proposed in this sub-area is a unit cost for one month of gross new working position (that did not exist before) to directly perform R&D activities in the SME. From the policy perspective, the proposed option should help fulfil objectives set out by ‘Smarter Europe’ such as increasing partnership between private/public research institutions and SMEs. Another added value proposition of this SCO is that it utilises a direct result indicator i.e., job creation as the result of knowledge exchange projects between SMEs and research institutions. The SCO also utilises a common ERDF/CF output indicator – this should enable easier monitoring of achieved outcomes and thus allow for the SCO to be more widely used.

In sub-area 2B, the proposed EU-level SCO considers a lump sum to cover the cost of one innovation voucher issued to an SME for completing innovation/digitisation activities. The collected sample of projects supporting innovative start-ups in environmental technology or digital products was very small. Therefore, we also took into account data on vouchers for creation and improvement of any kind of innovative products in supported projects. In the case of innovation vouchers, however, there are underlying differences in how the Member States perceive and approach actual R&I activities. Accordingly, the cost of similar services (in terms of activities carried out) may differ significantly across the Member States. To that end, an outlier analysis was carried out to avoid setting rates which do not comply with the socioeconomic logic in terms of the overall economic development and price level differences. A standardised lump sum should be significant boost to promoting further SME growth in the area of innovation. Furthermore, a lump sum offers maximum simplification in that all costs of the operation are covered. The proposed SCO option also leaves the possibility for private co-funding by the SME. 

For sub-area 2C, the study team proposes not developing a SCO based on either historical data and/or alternative sources. While most Member States have provided historical data for this sub-area, the data collected was very heterogeneous in terms of supported activities, cost categories and outputs. As such, the data was not comparable across the Member States. ​An EU-level SCO merged with other sub-areas was considered. The study team explored the possibility of utilising the collected historical data by merging it with historical data from sub-areas 2A and 2B. Upon reviewing the available data, the study team discovered that merging data with other sub-areas was largely not feasible. The data provided in 2C covered a very large number of activities and outputs but did not have many overlaps with other sub-areas. However, this yielded limited results. In addition to that, merging such data on a larger scale would have increased the risk of inaccurate values since Member States implemented different activities and incurred different costs in these sub-areas. 

In sub-area 3A, the proposed EU-Level SCOs considers a lump sum to cover the cost of one SME attending a single international event (such as a trade fair, international conference, or partnership exchange). Although limited possibilities were foreseen by the study team to develop alternative calculation options, efforts were made to develop separate lump-sums for EU and EXTRA-EU events. However, due to the restricted availability of event-specific information on the location and the results of the statistical analysis, this option had to be excluded. This standardized lump sum has the potential to significantly increase SME participation in fairs since it offers maximum simplification, covering all costs of the operation and allowing for an easy audit trail to be adopted.

For the sub-area 3B, the study team proposes a lump sum to cover the costs of an SME seeking consultancy or advisory services to develop an internationalisation strategy. Since this refers to projects characterized by a limited budget, the proposed EU-level SCOs have the potential to significantly reduce administrative burden for both SMEs and MA, thereby facilitating and encouraging the implementation of the operation. It is worth highlighting that the minimal requirements provided in the audit trail allow greater flexibility and optimize the adoption of the scheme. To ensure the achievement of high-quality results, it is important to carefully select valuable projects and provide detailed information in the call for proposals about the expected results. Also, in this case the SCO cover all the eligible cost of the operation offering maximum simplification.
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Study to develop SCOs in the sectors of Health, ICT and Environment 



Study to develop EU level SCOs –Background note -Page 2

This study is the second study launched in order to develop EU level Simplified Cost Options (SCOs) and other EU level results-based tools in the programming period 2021-2027 for measures relevant to the European Regional Development Fund (ERDF) and Cohesion Fund (CF). 



The study was set out to develop EU level SCOs in the following areas relevant to ERDF/CF:  

		Thematic Area

		Sub-area



		Health

(Area 1)

		1.1. Development and use of a uniform electronic health care information system (unified electronic patient records and exchange of health information).



		

		1.2. New digital primary care services to improve patient access to health care. This includes the development of an on-line model for digital consultation of patients.



		

		1.3. Purchase of personal protective equipment necessary to address emergency situations



		ICT

(Area 2)

		2.1. Promoting e-services solutions for SMEs intended to improve business processes: (e-commerce, development and / or improvement of a web shop, digital marketing).



		

		2.2. Raising the digital security profile of SMEs, through investing in digital security measures



		

		2.3. Developing the inter-connection of registers with a view to implementing the once – only principle in order for the users to not have to resubmit the same data to the public administration (use of pre-filled forms) given that such data are already known to the public administrations



		

		2.4. Developing services to fulfil the essential requirements of a life event through online interaction for major life events (e.g. birth of a child, new residence, etc.)



		

		2.5. Development of e-service application



		Environment

(Area 3)

		3.1. Developing digital solutions/applications to improve monitoring & management of drinking water sources



		

		3.2. Constructing/modernising drinking water infrastructure



		

		3.3. Installing green roofs





Source: prepared by the study team.

















Outcomes of the data collection process



Overview of the data received

As for the first study, the methodology to develop EU level SCO is primarly based on verified historical data collected at national and/or regional levels.

The table below summarises the outcomes of the data collection process; more precisely, it presents, for each sub-area the number of records received on (i) relevant, (ii) completed projects with (iii) data on verified costs and (iv) with achieved values for at least one indicator. 



		Member State

		Health

		ICT

		ENVIRONMENT



		

		1.1 + 1.2

		1.3

		2.1

		2.2

		2.3 +2.4 +2.5

		3.1

		3.2

		3.3



		BE

		2

		-

		1

		-

		14

		-

		-

		-



		BG

		-

		-

		3

		1

		-

		-

		-

		-



		CY

		-

		-

		1

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-



		CZ

		2

		-

		11

		2

		5

		1

		-

		-



		DE

		10

		1

		4357

		67

		-

		-

		-

		-



		EE

		-

		1

		-

		-

		3

		-

		-

		-



		EL

		2

		-

		1

		-

		11

		30

		13

		7



		ES

		9

		22

		3342

		390

		44

		-

		1

		-



		FI

		7

		-

		25

		6

		4

		-

		-

		1



		FR

		12

		3

		11

		-

		45

		-

		-

		-



		HR

		-

		1

		376

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-



		HU

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-



		IE

		-

		1

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-



		IT

		3

		8

		220

		8

		22

		-

		-

		-



		LT

		2

		8

		-

		-

		24

		-

		1

		-



		MT

		4

		1

		65

		-

		19

		-

		2

		-



		NL

		3

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-



		PL

		138

		90

		49

		1

		230

		-

		72

		-



		PT

		12

		1

		60

		5

		32

		2

		10

		-



		RO

		-

		291

		1

		138

		117

		-

		-

		-



		SI

		1

		1

		1

		-

		1

		-

		1

		-



		SK

		-

		3

		-

		-

		-

		-

		-

		1



		TOT

		207

		432

		8524

		618

		571

		33

		100

		9





Source: prepared by the study team.







Typologies of costs/activities and indicators

The table below illustrates most recurrent typologies of costs/activities covered and indicators used within the operations of analysed sub-areas.



		Sub-area

		Costs/activities

		Indicators



		1.1 + 1.2

		- Purchase, installation, modernisation and maintenance of IT equipment;

- Purchase, installation, update and upsize of software;

- Trainings;

- Staff costs;

- Promotion costs.

		- Population covered by improved health services (CO36);

- No. of people benefitting from the new information system/digital service;

- Total information systems created;

- No. of e-services created



		1.3

		- Face shields;

- Gloves;

- Protective glasses;

- Protective coveralls;

- Shoe protective covers/overboots/overshoes

		- No. of PPE purchased

- No. of medical devices purchased



		2.1

		- Hardware/software purchase and licensing; 

- Set up and maintenance of applications;

- Training;

- Consulting;

- Server and/or cloud services for the implementation of activities;

-  Costs of domain.

		- Number of firms receiving grants

- Total number of e-services created



		2.2

		- Hardware/software purchase and licensing;

- Consulting;

- Training;

- Staff

		- Number of firms receiving grants

- Number of new digital security solutions adopted by the SMEs



		2.3 + 2.4 + 2.5

		- Purchase, installation, update and upsize of software

-  Purchase, installation, modernisation and maintenance of IT equipment

-  Promotion costs

- Setting up and maintaining application

		- Total number of users (citizens using the service)

- Total population covered by the e-service/register

- Number of services/registered created



		3.1

		- Purchase, installation, modernisation and maintenance of IT equipment

- Project management costs

- Staff costs

- Publicity Costs

		- Number of solutions created



		3.2

		- Construction of the water infrastructure

- Project management

- Repair and rehabilitation costs

- Overheads

		- CO18_Additional population served by improved water supply

- Lenght of the drinking water infrastructure



		3.3

		- Construction costs (including preparation plans, implementation, other than materials, project management);

- Equipment/material (including plants/seeds and freight of materials)

		- surface of the green roof installed in m2





Source: prepared by the study team.



Typologies of activities/costs covered and indicators used varied significantly across the Member States. In particular, the most prominent shortcomings of the collected historical data is that the approach to monitoring ouputs and results is extremely heterogeneous, which is a factor that complicates the definition of SCOs.



Possible approaches for defining SCO

The table below presents the possible approaches for defining SCOs. It is important to underline that for some sub-areas additional checks of the data provided are needed to ensure consistency and reliability of the approach. For this purpose the study teams envisages to further contacts the Member States during June and July 2023.

		Sub-area

		Possible approaches

		Remarks



		1.1 + 1.2

		Unit cost per no. of users of new health information system/digital service

		- The option of setting a lump sum covering the costs of one health information system/digital service created is discarded due to the impossibility of identifying the technical requirements of a standard type of health information system/ e-service.

- This unit cost is based on programmes’ specific indicators measuring the number of users of the new health ICT system/service. It is an indicator that does not refer to methodological guidelines defined by EC. The risk of inconsistent use by Member States and programme authorities is therefore higher.

- Member States using this indicator (or similars) will be contacted to verify their approach to monitoring. 

- All other Member States having provided data on completed and relevant projects will be contacted to verify the possibility to provide estimate on the number of users of the new health ICT system/service created.



		1.3

		Unit cost to cover the costs of PPE per day per patient

		- The unit cost is based on the standard set of PPE to manage suspected case of 2019-nCov defined by the European Centre for Disease Prevention and Control (ECDC) technical report[footnoteRef:2]; [2:  Personal protective equipment (PPE) needs in healthcare settings for the care of patients with suspected or confirmed novel coronavirus (2019-nCoV)] 


-  Unit cost will only cover costs on four categories of PPE: respiratory protection (FFP2 or FFP3 respirator), eye protection (goggles or face shield), body protection (gowns), hand protection (gloves). 

- Historical data provided by Member States on these four categories of PPE will be used as a reference to calculate the unit costs.

- Statistical inference will allow to establish lump sum values for all Member States based on statistical indices.



		2.1 + 2.2

		Lump sum for one firm receiving grant to perform SME digital transformation activities

		- The measurement unit of the indicator triggering the payment is ‘Number of enterprises receiving monetary support in the form of grants’. The measurement of this indicator should closely follow the definition of the SCO and the monitoring framework of the common ERDF/CF indicator ‘Enterprises supported by grants’ (CO02)

- SCO estimates are feasible only to Member States that provided the study with appropriate and sufficient historical data at cost item level.

- Statistical inference will allow to establish lump sum values for all Member States based on statistical indices.



		2.3 + 2.4 + 2.5

		Unit cost per no. of users of new e-governance information system/ service

		- The option of setting a lump sum covering the costs of one e-governance system/service is discarded due to the impossibility of identifying the technical requirements of a standard type of e-governance system/service.

- This unit cost is based on programmes’ specific indicators measuring the number of users of the new health ICT system/service. It is an indicator that does not refer to methodological guidelines defined by EC. Therefore, the risk of inconsistent use by member states and programme authorities is higher.

- Member States using this indicator (or similars) will be contacted to verify their approach to monitoring. 

- All other Member States having provided data on completed and relevant projects will be contacted to verify the possibility to provide estimate on the number of users of the new health ICT system/service created.



		3.1

		There are no options available

		- Historical data from Member States is too limited

- No relevant external data sources was identified



		3.2

		Unit cost per additional population served by improved water supply

		- This unit cost is based on the common output indicator CO18 ‘additional population served by improved water supply’.

- Member States having provided data on this indicators will be recontacted to further checks values on total costs of the operations and on the achieved values.

- SCO estimates will be feasible only to Member States that provided the study with appropriate and sufficient historical data.

- Statistical inference will allow to establish lump sum values for all Member States based on statistical indices.



		3.3

		Unit cost per surface of green roof installed (in m2)

		- The output-based SCO would reflect the average cost of green roof installed in one m2. This SCO covers the cost of green roof construction and equipment/material when installing each of 3 separate types of green roofs that are based on:

· innovative model (with innovative and experimental elements used) from Finland;

· intensive model from Greece;

· extensive model from Slovakia.

- Study team calculated the cost rates per distinct green roof model (Finnish, Greek and Slovakian) for all the Member States by utilising indexation.

Member States are open to select which model they intend to implement for their projects.
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[bookmark: _Toc136328492]Introduction

At the 14th meeting of DG REGIO Transnational Network on Simplification (TN), that will be held in Santiago de Compostela on 8 and 9 June 2023, seven sessions will be dedicated to Simplified Cost Options (SCOs):

· Session I.1 – Introduction and updates on SCOs. Representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’ will present updates on the state of play of SCOs and on frequently asked questions around SCOs. 

· Session I.2 – Audit of SCOs. Representatives of REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion will present examples of audit findings. 

· Session I.3 – SCOs in practice. Presenting the key outcomes of the multi-country workshop on SCOs that will be held on 7 June and that will focus on: (i) finalising and assessing SCO proposals under article 94 of the Common Provisions Regulation (CPR) and (ii) coordinating SCOs at national level. 

· Session I.4 – EU Level SCOs – first study. The purpose of this session is to present and discuss the preliminary results of the first study launched by DG REGIO to develop EU level SCOs and other EU level results-based tools in the programming period 2021-2027 for: (i) Research & Innovation activities and (ii) SME Growth & Competitiveness. 

· Session I.5 – EU Level SCOs – second study. Presenting and discussing the state of play and next steps of the second study launched by DG REGIO to develop EU level SCOs for: (i) Health, (ii) ICT and (iii) Environment.

· Session I.6 – Group discussions on SCOs and EU Level SCOs. Based on the information shared in previous sessions and on the background documents circulated before the meeting, a group session will be carried out to identify key issues on SCOs and EU Level SCOs to be addressed by representatives of the European Commission and the study teams.

· Session I.7 – Panel discussion on SCOs and EU Level SCOs. Outcomes of group discussions are addressed in plenary, within a panel discussion with representatives of the European Commission and members of the study teams.

This note presents the instructions for the group and panel discussions as well as the points that will be addressed by the groups and the panelists. 

In preparation for the meeting, TN members are kindly invited to consult:

· The updated maps of SCO practices under article 53 CPR.

· For the first study on EU Level SCOs (session I.4), the abstract of the final report of the study, presenting proposals for EU Level SCOs covering Research & Innovation activities and SME Growth & Competitiveness.

· For the second study on EU Level SCOs (session I.5), the background note presenting options for EU Level SCOs covering Health, ICT and Environment. 

· For the groups and panel discussions (sessions I.6 and I.7), the instructions and questions presented in this note. 



[bookmark: _Toc85712710]
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[bookmark: _Annex_1_–][bookmark: _Toc97303925][bookmark: _Toc136328493]Instructions and template for group and panel discussions

At the 14th meeting of the TN, following the presentations by representatives of the European Commission, TN members and of the study teams involved in developing EU Level SCOs, participants will be invited to discuss in groups (session I.6 of the meeting agenda) to identify key issues around SCOs and EU Level SCOs.

In the subsequent session I.7, the outcomes of the group discussions will be addressed, in plenary, within a panel discussion with representatives of the European Commission and the study teams.

Rationale and functioning of group discussions (session I.6)

The rationale of the session is to:

1. Pave the way for the implementation of EU Level SCOs for the policy areas covered by the two studies launched by DG REGIO, identifying key issues to be addressed by the study teams.

2. Identify key questions on SCO design and audit, to be addressed by representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’ and of REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion.

Group discussions in session I.6, on 8 June, will be organised as follows: 

I. Starting group discussions - at 12:00 participants will be invited to start discussing in groups. The composition of the groups will be provided before the meeting.

II. Appointing the group rapporteur – the first task for the group would be to appoint one rapporteur who will be invited to collect and report back the key outcomes of the discussion.

III. Carrying out discussions and prioritising questions:  

· Based on the contents shared in sessions I.1 - I.2 on SCOs (presentations by the European Commission) and I.4 – I.5 on EU Level SCOs (by the study teams), TN members are invited by the rapporteur to share their questions on SCOs and EU Level SCOs. 

· The rapporteur takes note of questions and feedback from group members using the template for reporting back on outcomes of session I.6 (see Annex 1 ). 

IV. Returning the template to the TN coordinator – at 12:45, group rapporteurs will be invited to return the templates by e-mail to:  lucasantin.eu@gmail.com.   

Follow-up: reporting back and panel discussion (session I.7)

Based on the information provided in the templates, in session I.7 (from 14:00 to 14:35 on 8 June) the outcomes of group discussions will be addressed within a panel discussion with representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’, REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion and the study teams.
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[bookmark: _Annex_1_–_1][bookmark: _Toc85712711][bookmark: _Toc97132572][bookmark: _Toc136328494][bookmark: _Toc47440330]Annex 1 – Template to report back the outcomes of session I.6

14th meeting of the TN - Session I.6 – Group discussions on SCOs and EU Level SCOs





Group N. _ (please indicate the number of your group) _

Based on the background documents circulated before the meeting and on the information shared by representatives of the European Commission (in sessions I.1 and I.2) and by the EU Level SCOs study teams (in sessions I.3 and I.4) and taking into account the key issues that should be addressed to pave the way for the use of SCOs and EU Level SCOs in ERDF/CF/JTF programmes, please address the points below.





Q.1 Questions on EU Level SCOs – first study

What questions, relevant for the implementation of EU Level SCOs for Research & Innovation activities and SME Growth & Competitiveness would you like to address to the study team? Please indicate your questions in the table below (in order of priority). When formulating the question, please specify to which policy area it refers (i.e. to EU Level SCOs for Research & Innovation activities or for SME Growth & Competitiveness).

		Questions for the study team regarding the first study (Research & Innovation activities and SME Growth & Competitiveness)



		First question: (please enter your question specifying to which policy area(s) it refers) 



		Second question: (please enter your question specifying to which policy area(s) it refers)



		Third question: (please enter your question specifying to which policy area(s) it refers)



		……………….



		……………….

























Q.2 Questions on EU Level SCOs – second study

What questions, relevant for the implementation of EU Level SCOs for Health, ICT and Environment would you like to address to the study team? Please indicate your questions in the table below (in order of priority). When formulating the question, please specify to which policy area it refers (i.e. to EU Level SCOs for Health, for ICT or for Environment).

		Questions for the study team regarding the second study (Health, ICT and Environment)



		First question: (please enter your question specifying to which policy area(s) it refers) 



		Second question: (please enter your question specifying to which policy area(s) it refers)



		Third question: (please enter your question specifying to which policy area(s) it refers)



		……………….



		……………….









Q.3 Questions for representatives of the European Commission

Taking into account the contents presented by representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’ (updates and Frequently Asked Questions on SCOs) and of REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion (examples of audit findings), what questions on SCO design and audit  would you like to address to representatives of the European Commission? Please indicate your questions in the table below (in order of priority)

		Questions for the European Commission, on SCOs design and audit



		First question: 



		Second question: 



		Third question: 



		……………….



		……………….
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[bookmark: _Ref133567057][bookmark: _Ref133567077][bookmark: _Ref133567084][bookmark: _Ref134688500][bookmark: _Toc135138225]Approach to feasibility checks 

Simplification measures under EU cohesion policy 2021-2027 include a ‘Financing Not Linked to Costs’ (FNLC) option. This is a continuation of the ‘payments based on conditions’ option introduced in the Omnibus Regulation. FNLC is based on the fulfilment of conditions relating to the realisation of progress in the implementation of programmes or the achievement of their objectives. It represents a radical simplification in implementation as it changes the focus from costs, reimbursement and checks linked to individual projects to tracking deliverables and results for a project, group of projects or scheme. Audits of the FNLC aim exclusively to verify that the conditions for reimbursement have been fulfilled.

As part of the study to develop EU-level Simplified Cost Options and other EU-level results-based tools in the programming period 2021-2027 (ERDF/CF SCOs 1), the study team conducted three feasibility checks for the development of EU-level Financing Not Linked to Costs solutions, focusing on areas that would be potentially feasible and relevant for Member States and the EU as a whole.

In our experience with feasibility checks, this exercise can take many different forms depending on the area covered by the analysis and the way the analysis object is defined. In this section, the study team proposed a flexible but comprehensive approach towards this exercise. The section elaborates upon our approach, elaborating on the steps taken to define the selected investment area, as well as the validation of our main findings and suggestions.

Preparatory desk research

As the first step, our team conducted preparatory desk research in all areas considered for the FNLC development. The main goal of this preparatory step was to identify and get familiar with the sources important for reconstructing the intervention logic of actions/priorities/projects supported in the analysed area. To this end, the study team revised all Policy Objectives for the ERDF/CF funds in the programming period 2021-2027 according to Article 5(1) of Regulation (EU) 2021/1060, namely PO1 (Smarter Europe); PO2 (Greener Europe); PO3 (Connected Europe); PO4 (Social Europe); and PO5 (Europe closer to citizens). 

After preliminary desk research, the team was able to identify the following five investment areas with potential for an EU-level FNLC solution:

· Skills for smart specialisation and transition (RSO1.4 - "Developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition, and entrepreneurship")

· Digital connectivity (RSO1.5 - "Enhancing digital connectivity")

· Climate change adaptation (RSO2.4 - "Promoting climate change adaptation and disaster risk prevention and resilience, taking into account eco-system based approaches")

· Sustainable urban mobility (RSO2.8 - "Promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility, as part of the transition to a net zero carbon economy")

· Sustainable transport (RSO3.2 - "Developing and enhancing sustainable, climate resilient, intelligent and intermodal national, regional and local mobility, including improved access to TEN-T and cross-border mobility")

[bookmark: _Ref133395995]The shortlisted areas were selected based on the following criteria: 1) investment areas covered by Policy Objectives that are considered as main priorities for the ERDF and the CF (i.e., PO1 and PO2 in the case of the ERDF and PO2 and PO3 in the case of the CF);[footnoteRef:1] 2) areas with extensive Member State coverage, meaning that there are projects being implemented in multiple countries; 3) areas with higher availability of results indicators and financial data; 4) areas where EU-level simplification mechanisms have not yet been implemented under ERDF/CF. [1:  According to the EU cohesion policy priorities, available at: https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/policy/how/priorities_en.. Last access: 18 Apr 2023.] 


Member States consultation

After pre-selecting the most promising investment areas for developing FNLC solutions, the study team consulted the Member States about the areas where EU-level result-based tools may be used. More specifically, we consulted the members of the Transnational Network (TN) on simplification. The consultation was carried out to further narrow down the list of investment areas pre-selected for the feasibility checks. Member States were requested to rank the pre-selected areas on a scale of 1 (highest priority) to 5 (lowest priority). The final ranking, based on replies from 20 Member States (of which 18 provided information on their preferred order) up to April 19th, is presented in Table 1.

[bookmark: _Ref131774163][bookmark: _Toc135138446]Table 1. The ranking order of pre-selected investment areas

		Rank

		Area



		Highest priority

		Skills for smart specialisation and transition (RSO1.4)



		Medium priority

		Digital connectivity (RSO1.5)

Climate change adaptation (RSO2.4)

Sustainable urban mobility (RSO2.8)



		Lowest priority

		Sustainable transport (RSO3.2)





Source: prepared by the study team based on Member State consultation.

Note: Final ranking was estimated by taking the median value attributed to each area and ranking them from the smallest to the highest value. The highest priority corresponds to areas where the median was ranked 1 or 2. Medium priority corresponds to a median of 3. The lowest priority areas are those in which the median was either 4 or 5.

The outcomes of this prompt consultation were used for further discussions with the Commission and informed the final selection of investment areas for the feasibility analysis. The selected areas for the feasibility checks were the following: skills for smart specialisation and transition (RSO1.4); climate change adaptation (RSO2.4); sustainable urban mobility (RSO2.8).

Second round of desk research

After the shortlisted areas had been selected, the study team continued with data collection activities by carrying out additional (more in-depth and better-focused) desk research. The intended purpose of these research activities was (i) to elaborate further on the result indicators identified in previous steps, (ii) explore in greater detail the potential sources of data for estimations of costs/establishment of amounts, and (iii) assess the adequacy and sufficiency of these sources for the practical development of FNLC solutions (feasibility assessment).




[bookmark: _Toc135138238]Drafts of the feasibility checks

Promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility

In accordance with the policy objectives set out in Article 5(1) of Regulation (EU) 2021/1060, the ERDF/CF shall support, among others, the objective of contributing to “a greener, low-carbon transitioning towards a net zero carbon economy and resilient Europe by promoting clean and fair energy transition, green and blue investment, the circular economy, climate change mitigation and adaptation, risk prevention and management, and sustainable urban mobility“ (Policy Objective 2).  

In this feasibility check, we focus on one of the eight specific objectives of Policy Objective 2, which is promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility, as part of transition to a net zero carbon economy (RSO2.8). 

The section is structured as follows. First, we present the main findings, detailing the operations considered for the result-based tools, as well as potential indicators and data sources that could be used for establishing the amounts linked to the achievement of results. Second, we present an overview of the potential FNLC in the selected area, showing the most promising alternatives.

Operations considered for result-based tools

The first step of the analysis conducted by the research team was to review, classify and define operations considered for result-based tools. By examining the available information on 109 programmes planned for the period of 2021-2027 across 21 Member States, funded by either the ERDF or the CF (according to the Dataset “2021-2027 Finances details” of the European Commission Cohesion Open Data Platform),[footnoteRef:2] we observed that programmes categorised under the sustainable urban mobility sub-area encompass a total of 24 intervention fields. Below we list the most common ones, i.e., fields covered by programmes in three or more Member States: [2:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Categorisation/2021-2027-Finances-details-categorisation-multi-fu/hgyj-gyin. Last access: 6 Apr 2023.] 


· clean urban transport infrastructure, present in 21 Member States;

· cycling infrastructure, present in 19 Member States;

· clean urban transport rolling stock, present in 15 Member States;

· alternative fuels infrastructure, present in 15 Member States;

· digitalisation of transport when dedicated in part to greenhouse gas emissions reduction: urban transport, present in 12 Member States;

· digitalisation of urban transport, present in 12 Member States;

· air quality and noise reduction measures, present in 8 Member States.

[bookmark: _Ref132121429]In Table 2, we illustrate potential interventions in the area by presenting three examples of programmes related to the sub-area of sustainable urban mobility from three different countries (Spain, Portugal, and Belgium). 

[bookmark: _Ref134791066][bookmark: _Toc135138459]Table 2. Examples of supported operations/projects in the area of sustainable urban mobility

		Programme

		supported operations/projects

		Intervention fields



		Canarias (Spain)

		· Facilitating internal and external access to collective transport stations, improving the possibilities of transporting bicycles on urban and interurban public transport, installing bicycle rental or public bicycle services, and launching campaigns to promote the combined use of bicycles and public transport.

· Conserving and improving existing public transport infrastructure to efficiently meet mobility demand, as well as optimizing the use of the infrastructure through demand management measures.

· Promoting energy efficiency in public transport infrastructure and facilities.

· Developing pilot programs for the study and implementation of demand management measures, the development of an integrated information and management system for urban/interurban public transport, improving its connectivity with other modes of transport and adopting homogeneous ticket systems between different urban areas, standardizing the collection and treatment of basic transport data, or developing urban transport systems with reserved platforms, among others.

		· Air quality and noise reduction measures

· Clean urban transport infrastructure

· Clean urban transport rolling stock

· Cycling infrastructure

· Digitalisation of urban transport

· Digitalisation of urban transport - GHG emission reduction

· Alternative fuels infrastructure



		Algarve Regional Programme (Portugal)

		· Connection in a dedicated public transport system between Faro-Aeroporto-Universidade do Algarve-Parque das Cidade-Loulé-Olhão, supporting the largest population concentration in the South of the country.

· Sustainable Urban Logistics Plans and other studies supporting the planned interventions.

· Creation of logistics spaces and systems for restriction and control of loading and unloading.

· Promotion of multimodal logistics interfaces.

· Creation/requalification of regional cycling structure and isolated pedestrian and cycling areas in each urban centre.

· Management systems for circulation and parking that prioritize soft modes and public transport.

· Development of smart mobility solutions and integrated information platforms.

· Flexibilization of transport systems by adapting services to less densely populated areas.

		· Clean urban transport infrastructure

· Clean urban transport rolling stock

· Cycling infrastructure

· Digitalisation of urban transport

· Digitalisation of urban transport - GHG emission reduction



		Flanders (Belgium)

		· Further roll-out of mobi points as a contribution to the modal shift and development of alternative / sustainable modes of mobility, e.g., by providing adapted transfer infrastructure, bicycle parking facilities, charging stations, among others.

· Pilot and demo projects that promote multimodality.

· Further roll-out of bicycle highways.

· Pilot projects on Intelligent Transport Systems: Integrating information and communication technologies in road transport with other modes of transport (smart data-driven traffic management).

· Multimodal infrastructure projects specifically aimed at the transition from trucks to more sustainable infrastructure such as rail and inland shipping.

· Local distribution projects such as delivery with smaller, electric vehicles; more efficient loading and unloading, delivery by water, among others.

· Projects that improve the preconditions for green mobility (e.g., electric, hydrogen-based on renewable energy), aimed at making public transport more accessible.

· Removing the barriers that stand in the way of the transition to sustainable modes of transport.

· Pilot projects on the Internet of Things, e.g., devices/sensors to improve route planning in the context of mobility, increase the efficiency of public transport, optimize traffic light schedules, variable speed limits, etc.

· Innovative projects that convert big data into tailor-made smart data.

· Projects that improve both the connection between the mobility networks and modes internally in Flanders and the connection of the Flemish mobility networks with those in the neighbouring regions at home and abroad.

		· Clean urban transport infrastructure

· Cycling infrastructure

· Digitalisation of urban transport - GHG emission reduction





Source: Dataset “2021-2027 Finances details”, complemented by official programme documentation.

[bookmark: _Ref132123044]After reviewing the programmes listed in the table above, it becomes evident that projects in this area may have a broad scope, including operations in multiple fields of intervention simultaneously. However, despite the heterogeneity of intervention fields within the selected sub-area, we also see a significant overlap between the operations supported in the analysed programmes. For example, when looking at the list of 109 current programmes under ERDF/CF funds, we observe that almost half of them cover, at the same time, projects related to the three main intervention fields listed previously, i.e., clean urban transport infrastructure (present in 73% of programmes in this area), cycling infrastructure (82% of programmes) and urban transport rolling stock (65% of programmes) (see Figure 1).

[bookmark: _Ref136494552]Figure 1 Overlap of intervention fields in the sub-area of sustainable urban mobility

[image: ]

Source: Prepared by the study team, based on the dataset “2021-2027 Finances details”.

Considering the weight of these three intervention fields, the next sections of the present feasibility check will focus on potential FNLC(s) for investment in cycling infrastructure, clean urban transport rolling stock and clean urban transport infrastructure. 

Result indicators considered for result-based tools

[bookmark: _Ref132289489]In this section, we elaborate on potential result indicators considered for the development of FNLC solutions. Figure 2 illustrates the intervention logic for the urban mobility field, showcasing the expected outcomes and results of funded operations in the investment area under examination and focusing on operations related to clean urban transport infrastructure (including rolling stock), as well as cycling infrastructure. The elaboration of outputs, results, and impacts listed in the figure is inspired by the European Parliament and Council's Regulation (EU) 2021/1058, which defines common indicators to assess each specific objective for the ERDF and the CF.[footnoteRef:3] [3:  Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:02021R1058-20210630&qid=1681300139712&from=en. Last access: 13 Apr 2023.] 


[bookmark: _Ref136494575]Figure 2 Sustainable urban mobility intervention logic

[image: ]

Source: Prepared by the study team based on Regulation (EU) 2021/1058.

When identifying indicators to serve as a base for developing FNLC solutions, a valuable resource is the set of common indicators used by the European Regional Development Fund and the Cohesion Fund. These indicators are deemed relevant as they are grounded in the primary strategies of the European Union, also allowing for comparisons across different programmes and Member States. 

The main source of the most recent information on common ERDF/CF result indicators is national agents, such as programme managing authorities. However, initial information about the indicators that are being tracked in the current period can be found in the dataset "2021-2027 Achievement Details". The latter is available on the European Commission Cohesion Open Data Platform.[footnoteRef:4] The dataset contains data on the indicators for measuring the performance of adopted 2021-2027 programmes, including information on both common and specific output and result measures. At the present moment, it provides information on the initially planned indicator values. However, from 2023 onwards, it is intended to also incorporate time-series information on targets, as well as cumulative amounts reported for decided and implemented values. [4:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Indicators/2021-2027-Achievement-Details-multi-funds-/xi3a-zddk. Last access: 12 Apr 2023.] 


Based on the above-mentioned dataset, we identified the following result-based indicators being tracked during the 2021-2027 period by projects funded by ERDF/CF in sustainable urban mobility:

· annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure (RCR64)

· annual users of new or modernised public transport (RCR62)

· annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines (RCR63)

· estimated greenhouse emissions (RCR29)

· jobs created in supported entities (RCR01)

· population benefiting from measures for air quality (RCR50)

· private investments matching public support (of which: grants, financial instruments) (RCR02)

· small and medium-sized enterprises introducing product or process innovation (RCR03)

· users of new and upgraded public digital services, products and processes (RCR11)

Table 3 details the number of Member States tracking each indicator mentioned above. We can observe that the most used common ERDF/CF indicators in the current period for programmes on sustainable urban mobility are: annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure (RCR64), which is being tracked by 17 Member States; annual users of new or modernised public transport (RCR62), which is tracked by 15 Member States; annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines (RCR63), tracked by 10 Member States; and estimated greenhouse emissions (RCR29), tracked by 13 Member States. 

[bookmark: _Hlt133564375]Three of these indicators (see Table 4 for further details) are directly related to operations discussed in the previous section, i.e., clean urban transport infrastructure (related to indicator RCR62), clean urban transport rolling stock (related to RCR63) and cycling infrastructure (related to RCR64).

[bookmark: _Ref132274636][bookmark: _Toc135138460]Table 3. Common ERDF/CF indicators in the area of sustainable urban mobility
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Source: Prepared by the study team, using the dataset "2021-2027 Achievement Details".

[bookmark: _Ref132294255]

[bookmark: _Ref133564456][bookmark: _Toc135138461]Table 4. Overview of selected indicators in the area of sustainable urban mobility

		INDICATOR CODE

		INDICATOR NAME

		MEASUREMENT UNIT

		DEFINITION AND CONCEPTS

		TIME MEASUREMENT ACHIEVED



		RCR62

		Annual users of new or modernised public transport

		users/year

		Annual users of new or modernised public transport financed by supported projects. Public transport covers urban and suburban, such as bus, trolley bus, water bus lines (which are not tram, metro – see RCR63). Modernisation of public transport refers to significant improvements in terms of infrastructure, and access and quality of service.

		One year after the completion of output in the supported project.



		RCR63

		Annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines

		users/year

		Annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines financed by supported projects. The indicator covers also urban and suburban rail lines. Modernisation of these transport services refers to significant improvements in terms of infrastructure, and access and quality of service. Urban and suburban rail lines refer to networks that are functionally separate from the rest of the railway system and intended only for the operation of local, urban or suburban passenger services.

		One year after the completion of output in the supported project.



		RCR64

		Annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure

		users/year

		Annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure financed by supported projects. Dedicated cycling infrastructure includes cycling facilities separated from roads for vehicular traffic or other parts of the same road by structural means (kerbs, barriers), cycling streets, cycling tunnels, etc.

		One year after the completion of output in the supported project.





Source: Metadata of common ERDF/CF/JTF indicators.[footnoteRef:5] [5:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Indicators/2021-2027-ERDF-CF-JTF-Common-Indicators/4t73-mihb. Last access: 13 Apr 2023.] 


[bookmark: _Ref61281256][bookmark: _Toc61284475]Based on performed desk research, we provide our assessment of each of the selected result-based indicators based on the criteria detailed in Table 5. Our assessment is presented in Table 6.

[bookmark: _Ref132274854][bookmark: _Toc135138462]Table 5. Criteria for feasibility assessment

		Criteria

		Description



		Relevance 

		Relevance of the results indicator towards main EU strategies, based on desk research and/or consultation with Member States. 



		Robustness



		Relates to the available data, its completeness and comprehensiveness. This presumes that all data points needed for calculations and establishment of a particular FNLC are sufficiently covered in the data sample, whereas the latter provides a reasonable coverage of Member States. Incomplete data (i.e., provisional/ estimated data or data gaps) is as dangerous as inaccurate data. Gaps in data lead to a partial view of the overall picture. Without a complete picture, FNLC may be calculated through uninformed actions.



		Practicality & perversity

		Relates to the administrative burden of the prospective arrangements for the audit trail and the documentation required to verify that results have been achieved and/or conditions were met. Administrative burden level depends on the scope, detail and accessibility of evidence required to validate or invalidate the achievement of results. It also relates to the possibility of undesirable effects of the FNLC, risks of perverse incentives or unintended negative effects of applying the proposed FNLC solution (such as creaming/cherry-picking in the selection of participants[footnoteRef:6] or parking[footnoteRef:7]). [6:  The act of creaming and cherry-picking involves choosing participants who are the easiest to help, to ensure that providers can meet the desired outcomes.]  [7:  Parking is a practice where providers attempt to minimise costs by providing minimal assistance to those with the lowest anticipated outcomes, while concentrating their resources on clients who have better prospects.] 






Source: Prepared by the study team.

[bookmark: _Ref133236268][bookmark: _Toc135138463]Table 6. Assessment of selected indicators in the area of sustainable urban mobility

		Criteria

		Description



		Relevance

		These common ERDF/CF indicators are overall relevant, as they are rooted in the main EU strategies, being directly related to the area of sustainable urban mobility. More precisely:

· annual users of new or modernised public transport is related to the intervention field of clean urban transport infrastructure.

· annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines is related to the intervention field of clean urban transport rolling stock.

· annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure is related to the intervention field of cycling infrastructure. 



		Robustness

		Based on desk research and information available on programmes being implemented in the 2021-27 period considering 20 Member States providing information on indicators in the area of sustainable urban mobility, the result-based indicators on:

· annual users of new or modernised public transport is tracked by 15 Member States in the current period, indicating high comprehensiveness of the indicator.  

· annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines is tracked by 10 Member States in the current period, indicating moderate comprehensiveness of the indicator.

· annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure is tracked by 17 Member States in the current period, indicating high comprehensiveness of the indicator.

At the moment, the study team does not have access to the collected data from countries in order to verify its completeness/quality. The information will be fact-checked after further consultations with the Member States.



		Practicality & perversity

		An FNLC based on annual users of new or modernised public transport or annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines should not be administratively burdensome, as access to information regarding the number of users should be readily available upon request from institutions responsible for ticket sales and access control, such as data on purchases and use of gates/turnstiles. 

However, in the case of the annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure, there is a challenge associated with accurately monitoring the number of new users of cycling infrastructure in a way that is audit-friendly. This challenge can be mitigated if the project is accompanied by implementing an automated way to count cyclists (such as by implementing radars). This solution, however, may increase the cost of interventions in this area.

Perverse incentives such as creaming and cherry-picking are reduced for the three indicators, but still present. Beneficiaries might, for instance, choose to implement projects in more populated areas where there are already other types of sustainable transport available, in order to receive a larger outcome-based payment, therefore neglecting certain areas. For instance, in the case of cycling infrastructure, beneficiaries may focus on areas where there are already a high number of cyclists, only to receive a larger outcome-based payment, therefore neglecting areas where cycling infrastructure could be more needed (e.g., areas with low coverage of buses and trains). In the case of public transport, beneficiaries may also offer services at lower fares only to increase temporally the number of users. Requesting information on available modes of sustainable transport in the area, as well as their prices, can help reduce this type of perverse incentive. Additionally, there is also a risk that beneficiaries focus more on increasing the number of users than the quality of the service provided. In that regard, the implementation of satisfaction surveys can help monitor the quality of the service and decrease the risk. 

Although all the three indicators measure overall usage without considering differences in transport mode users, the risk of parking is still present if infrastructure construction regulations do not require accommodations for individuals with disabilities. To mitigate this risk, a reimbursement condition based on infrastructure adaptations for individuals with disabilities could be added.

It is important to note that the mitigation measures mentioned above are merely advisory and thus does not require inclusion in the audit trail within a potential EU-Level FNLC scheme. However, these measures could potentially be implemented at the program level in due course.





Source: Prepared by the study team.

Amounts linked to achievement of results

Concerning establishing financial amounts for the selected indicators, the study team revised four potential data sources.

The first (and the most feasible) is the publication “Handbook on the external costs of transport”,[footnoteRef:8] the result of a study commissioned by the European Commission. It provides an overview of the methodologies and input values which can be used to estimate all main external costs of transport. External costs (or externalities), in this report, are understood as the result of actions of one individual or group on another individual or group that generate an impact that is not accounted for or compensated by the responsible party. The external transport costs reflect the difference between social costs, which include all expenses related to the provision and use of transport infrastructure, and the private costs directly incurred by the transport user. [8:  Available at: https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/9781f65f-8448-11ea-bf12-01aa75ed71a1. Last access: 14 Apr 2023.] 


The study provides figures for total, average and marginal external transport costs in all EU countries. Financial figures are expressed in Euro price levels of 2016, with average and marginal amounts expressed in Euro-cent per PKM (Passengers-Kilometres).[footnoteRef:9] Calculations of external costs consider all main externalities of transport: accidents; air pollution; climate change; noise; congestion; well-to-tank emissions; habitat damage; other external cost categories (e.g., soil and water pollution). In this handbook, transport infrastructure costs are not considered, as they are part of another study (which will also be discussed below).  [9:  PKM is a unit of measurement representing the transport of one passenger over one kilometre.] 


Among other modes, the study considers road (passenger car, motorcycle, bus, coach, light commercial vehicles and heavy goods vehicles) and rail transport (high-speed passenger train, passenger train electric, passenger train diesel, freight train electric and freight train diesel). Thus, values in this report can be a potential source of financial information related to indicators: Annual users of new or modernised public transport and Annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines.

One advantage of this study is that, while the first Handbook was published in 2008, it has been updated twice ever since (once in 2014 and 2019). However, it is not clear if there will be new versions of the report published in the upcoming years. Another advantage is its level of detail. The handbook has a detailed explanation of the methodology used for each cost category, as well as a provision of an Excel Annex with all values used for the calculations included in the report. The high level of detail makes reproducibility easier in case the study is not updated. The main disadvantage of this study, however, is that values for different modes of public transport are not divided into those with lower or higher emissions. For instance, even though they differentiate between electric and diesel passenger trains, the same differentiation does not happen with buses and coaches. Thus, final calculations may overestimate the external costs if we are interested only on more sustainable types of passenger mobility. Still, from all the data sources evaluated by the study team, this study was identified as the one with the most potential to be used for estimating financial values for indicators related to public transport.

A complementary source to the study above is the publication "Overview of transport infrastructure expenditures and costs",[footnoteRef:10] also commissioned by the EC. The study presents the estimates of total, average and marginal infrastructure costs for several modes of transport, including road (passenger car, motorcycle, bus, coach, van and heavy goods vehicle) and rail (high-speed passenger train, passenger train electric, passenger train diesel, freight train electric and freight train diesel), in all EU countries.  [10:  Available at: https://op.europa.eu/en/publication-detail/-/publication/7ab899d1-a45e-11e9-9d01-01aa75ed71a1. Last access: 14 Apr 2023.] 


In the study, transport infrastructure is understood as the physical and organisational network which allows movements between different locations. Road transport infrastructure considers costs such as land, roadworks prior to paving, pavement and ancillary works, engineering structures, traffic signs and signalling and telecommunications installations, lighting installations, toll collection installations, buildings, energy, vehicles, etc., used by the infrastructure department, traffic management and cleaning icy/snowy roads. Rail transport infrastructure considers costs such as ground area, track and track bed, platforms, engineering structures, level crossings, superstructure, access ways, safety, signalling and telecommunications and lighting installations. Average costs are expressed as the costs per transport performance unit (e.g., Euro per PKM) based on total annualised costs (considering both depreciation and financing costs).

Although valuable, it is important to point out some limitations of using the latter study. The first drawback is that there may be country differences in the values used to calculate costs, explained by potential differences in the scope of the data for each country. For instance, expenditures on a certain category may not (or only partly) be included in the available data, reducing the comparability of these data between countries. The other limitation is the lack of frequent updates to the report. In addition, the study uses several statistical techniques to estimate missing data (such as extrapolation and interpolation), so final values may not be completely accurate. Last, it is important to note that the study focuses only on expenditures and costs, using information not only from international aggregated sources, such as the Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development (OECD) and Eurostat, but also using historical data on expenditures collected from national sources. Therefore, although it can be used as a potential source of data for triangulation, it is not recommended as a unique reference for the development of a FNLC solution.

We also considered the guidebook "Transportation Cost and Benefit Analysis: Techniques, Estimates and Implications",[footnoteRef:11] developed by the Victoria Transport Policy Institute, which provides detailed information on transportation economic impacts (such as benefits and costs), analysing how costs and benefits vary for different transportation modes and conditions. Besides the monetised estimates for each type of cost (e.g.: travel time, parking, congestion, safety/health, air pollution, noise etc), in US$ per passenger-mile, for 11 travel modes, it has an estimation of the average external cost savings (reductions in vehicle costs, congestion, parking, roadway costs, etc.) due to a shift from the use of an average car travel to another mode (such as compact fuel-efficient car, electric car, bicycle, electric bus/trolley etc). However, after further analysis, the study team considered this data source unsuitable due to its severe limitations, listed below. [11:  Available at: https://www.vtpi.org/tca. Last access: 14 Apr 2023. ] 


First, even though it provides figures more related to sustainable mobility than the other studies identified by the study team (disaggregating the costs of 11 different modes of transport and covering 23 cost categories), the values currently provided in this report are outdated, with the last update of final calculations dating 2009. Second, cost categories are estimated based on data not only from European countries but also those from other regions of the world, such as North America and Oceania, with final values being provided at the aggregate level based not always on the same list of countries. The study team believes that if this study is not updated with more recent figures, taking into account the technological changes that happened in the previous decade and providing more disaggregation for European countries, using this data source would be unfeasible.

Last, another potential source of financial information is the report “The EU cycling economy”,[footnoteRef:12] produced by the European Cyclists’ Federation and published in 2016. The report is an update of its first version published in 2013, and it estimates the economic benefits of cycling in European countries. The report calculates benefits based on an extensive list of factors, such as climate, environment, environmental asset development, energy, resources, direct health benefits, road safety/reduced accidents, health economic benefits, EU bike industry, bicycle and parts sales and repairs, bicycle tourism, road safety, urban design, smarter cycling, quality of time spent cycling, shopping by bike, child welfare, quality of space, social affairs, mobility, road infrastructure and diversity of (cycling-) cultures. Estimated benefits of cycling are given in billion euros based on a value of 134 billion kilometres cycled per year for the EU-28. One advantage is that the report specifies the data sources for estimating each factor, which facilitates reproducibility. It also specifies which values are calculated based on concrete evidence, which are based on the best available data and which are based on estimations using the best available indicators. [12:  Available at: https://www.ecf.com/system/files/THE_EU_CYCLING_ECONOMY.pdf. Last access: 18 Apr 2023.] 


Although valuable, this study has some significant limitations. One is that calculations are based on the latest available data, which can be from different years, so techniques to harmonise the data are required. Second, values are presented only at the aggregated level, so statistical techniques to estimate data points for each Member State are also needed. Third, values are presented in total euros, so information on the number of cyclists will be necessary in order to estimate unit values based on this report. Given the amount of statistical techniques necessary to determine different amounts for each Member State based on this study, we believe using this data source as the main source of financial values would significantly reduce the accuracy of the results, making its use less viable. Table 7 provides an overview of the potential data sources discussed in this section.

[bookmark: _Ref132627380]

[bookmark: _Ref133565923][bookmark: _Toc135138464]Table 7. Overview of potential data sources to establish financial amounts in the area of sustainable urban mobility

		potential Data source(s)

		related indicator(s)

		advantages

		limitations

		methods to adjust the amounts



		“Handbook on the external costs of transport”

		Annual users of new or modernised public transport

Annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines

		Presents external costs in euro-PKM for several modes of transport, including road and rail

Provides estimates for all EU countries 

Consider all main externalities of transport

Highly detailed 

		No disaggregation between modes of transport with lower or higher emissions 

It is unclear if there will be more updates to the reports

		Figures in those reports are presented in Euro. In case there is no recent update, values from the latest reports can be updated using relevant price index figures from Eurostat (unit value for Member State X * index for Member State X), such as the Harmonised Index of Consumer Prices (annual average rate of change) and/or the Labour Cost Index (percentage change compared to previous year) in the relevant areas used to estimate transport costs in each data source (such as transport, health, and electricity/gas/fuels).





		“Overview of transport infrastructure expenditures and costs”

		Annual users of new or modernised public transport

Annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines

		Presents infrastructure costs in euro-PKM for several modes of transport, including road and rail

Provides estimates for all EU countries 

Potential source for triangulation

		Lack of frequent updates 

No disaggregation between modes of transport with lower or higher emissions

Potential country differences in the values used to calculate costs

Potential inaccuracy of values, due to the extensive use of statistical techniques to estimate missing data

Focus only on expenditures and costs

		



		“The EU cycling economy”

		Annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure

		Estimates the economic benefits of cycling in European countries in billion euros based on a value of 134 billion kilometres cycled per year for the EU-28.

Calculations are based on an extensive list of factors 

Specifies the data sources for estimating each factor, which facilitates reproducibility

		Unclear if there will be more updates to the report

Values used in this report are not necessarily from the same year

Values are presented only at the aggregated level

Statistical techniques and additional data search will be required in order to estimate values for each cyclist based on this report

		



		“Transportation Cost and Benefit Analysis: Techniques, Estimates and Implications”

		Annual users of new or modernised public transport

Annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines 

Annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure

		Presents monetised estimates in dollar-passenger-mile for each type of transportation cost

High number of cost categories covered

Easier disaggregation between modes of transport with lower or higher emissions

		Outdated values

Final values presented in the aggregate level, covering also countries outside the EU

		Figures in this report are presented in US dollars, so final values should be adjusted to Euros using exchange rates. Although values in Euro can be updated to present values using relevant price index figures from Eurostat (as detailed above), it is possible that these price indices may not fully capture the impact of recent technology developments on prices, as these developments may have occurred after the last report was published.





Source: Prepared by the study team.

Feasibility assessment

As established in earlier sections, the potential to develop a FNLC solution(s) was assessed in three intervention fields related to sustainable urban mobility sub-area: clean urban transport infrastructure, cycling infrastructure and clean urban transport rolling stock. 15 or more Member States support operations in at least one of these three fields, covering 98% of programmes in the examined area with available information. 

We evaluated several potential result-based indicators being tracked by Member States under these interventions, with the most relevant ones being annual users of dedicated cycling infrastructure (RCR64), annual users of new or modernised public transport (RCR62), and annual users of new or modernised tram and metro lines (RCR63). Table 8 summarises the potential FNLC solutions identified by the research team for these indicators. For each solution, we also provide a description of operation types, results to be achieved, indicator name, measurement unit, verification mechanism, key risks and potential data sources to establish financial amounts.

[bookmark: _Ref132722874][bookmark: _Toc135138465]Table 8. Summary of potential FNLC solutions in the area of sustainable urban mobility

		Component

		Description



		

		clean urban transport infrastructure

		Clean urban transport rolling stock

		cycling infrastructure



		Potential FNLC approach



		Target-based approach based on the number of new users of new or modernised public transport

		Target-based approach based on the number of new users of new or modernised tram and metro lines

		Target-based approach based on the number of new users of dedicated cycling infrastructure



		Description of the operation type

		Operations targeting the creation or modernisation of public transport, i.e., bus, trolley bus, water bus lines but NOT tram and metro. Modernisation refers to significant improvements in infrastructure, access and quality of service.

		Operations targeting the creation or modernisation of tram and metro lines, including urban and suburban rail lines (i.e., networks that are functionally separate from the rest of the railway system and intended only for the operation of local, urban or suburban passenger services). Modernisation refers to significant improvements in infrastructure, access and quality of service. 

		Operations targeting the creation of dedicated cycling infrastructure, i.e., cycling facilities separated from roads for vehicular traffic or other parts of the same road by structural means (kerbs, barriers), cycling streets, cycling tunnels, etc.



		Description of results to be achieved with a timeline

		The release of funds is linked to the achievement of the following outcome: verified number of new users of [new or modernised public transport/new or modernised tram and metro lines/dedicated cycling infrastructure] as a result of supported projects. As an example, the release of funds could be contingent upon reaching a specific number of users within a designated timeframe. For instance, achieving an increase of X users by 2025 and Y users by 2028. Alternatively, targets can be also set as percentages, e.g., increase in X% in the number of users (compared to the baseline values) by 2025 and in Y% by 2028.

It is worth noting that although certain milestones could be established, the study team currently does not have any specific recommendations regarding the most optimum milestones and timeframe that would balance the simplification and financial sustainability aspects of the proposed FNLC solution. 



		Indicator name

		Number of new users of new or modernised public transport

If measured as percentage: Increase of users of new or modernised public transport

		Number of new users of new or modernised tram and metro lines

If measured as percentage: Increase of users of new or modernised tram and metro lines

		Number of new users of dedicated cycling infrastructure

If measured as percentage: Increase of users of dedicated cycling infrastructure



		Measurement unit

		Number of new users = Number of users (current) – Number of users (baseline)

Increase of new users (%) = [Number of new users/ Number of users (baseline)] * 100



		Verification mechanism

		Document justifying how the target(s) was satisfactorily fulfilled. E.g., proof of transport use, such as data on ticket purchases, and/or use of gates/turnstiles.

		Document justifying how the target(s) was satisfactorily fulfilled. E.g., proof of transport use, such as data from bicycle radars.



		Key risks and measures to prevent them

		Beneficiaries may opt to execute projects in densely populated regions where other sustainable transportation options are already available, to receive a higher outcome-based payment, potentially disregarding other areas. They may also offer services at lower fares with the intention of temporarily increasing the number of users. To counteract such unintended consequences, requesting information regarding available modes of sustainable transport and their respective prices in the area can be useful.

Another possible concern is that beneficiaries may prioritise increasing the number of users over providing high-quality services. To address this, satisfaction surveys can be implemented to monitor service quality and minimise such risks.

The risk of parking is present if infrastructure construction regulations do not require accommodations for individuals with disabilities. To alleviate this, a condition that offers reimbursement based on infrastructure adaptations for individuals with disabilities can be added.

The aforementioned mitigation measures serve as advisory recommendations and, as such, may not necessarily need to be documented in the audit trail for a potential EU-Level FNLC scheme. However, they could potentially be implemented at the program level in due course.



		Potential data sources to establish financial amounts

		From all the data sources evaluated by the study team, the study “Handbook on the external costs of transport” was identified as the one with the most potential to be used for estimating financial values for indicators related to urban transport, as it provides figures for external transport costs in all EU countries, expressed in Euro-pkm. A complementary source that can potentially be used for triangulation is the study "Overview of transport infrastructure expenditures and costs", which presents estimation on infrastructure costs and expenditures for all European countries. We also considered the guidebook "Transportation Cost and Benefit Analysis: Techniques, Estimates and Implications". However, after further assessment, its use was deemed less feasible, given the amount of statistical techniques necessary to determine different amounts for each Member State.

		The report “The EU cycling economy” estimates the economic benefits of cycling in European countries. Using this source, however, has several limitations, such as requiring extensive use of statistical techniques to estimate data points for each Member State (reducing the accuracy of the estimated values) and requiring additional data sources, making its use less viable.





Source: Prepared by the study team.

[bookmark: _Toc135138239]


Skills for smart specialisation and transition

[bookmark: _Toc135138240]Operations considered for result-based tools

In accordance with the policy objectives set out in Article 5(1) of Regulation (EU) 2021/1060, the ERDF/CF shall support, among others, the objective of contributing to ‘a more competitive and smarter Europe by promoting innovative and smart economic transformation and regional ICT connectivity’ (Policy Objective 1).  

In this feasibility check, we focus on one of the five specific objectives of Policy Objective 1, which is Skills for smart specialisation and transition (RSO1.4). From this point onwards, our assessment is limited to this investment area.

The first step of the analysis conducted by the research team was to review, classify and define operations considered for result-based tools. By examining the available information on 109 programmes planned for the period of 2021-2027 across 21 Member States, funded by either the ERDF or the CF (according to the Dataset ‘2021-2027 Finances details’ of the European Commission Cohesion Open Data Platform),[footnoteRef:13] we observed that programmes categorised skills for smart specialisation and transition sub-area encompass a total of 16 intervention fields. The most frequently encountered intervention field is 'Skills development for smart specialization, industrial transition, entrepreneurship, and adaptability of enterprises to change'. This field is addressed by programs in 20 Member States. The remaining intervention fields have been adopted by three or fewer Member States and are therefore not covered by this feasibility check. [13:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Categorisation/2021-2027-Finances-details-categorisation-multi-fu/hgyj-gyin. Last access: 16 May 2023.] 




Table 9. Examples of supported operations/projects in the area of skills for smart specialisation and transition

		Programme

		supported operations/ projects

		Intervention fields



		Programme for the European Union funds’ investments in 2021–2027 (Lithuania)

		· To develop the skills of employees needed by SMEs, allowing them to adapt to technological changes in the economy and industrial transformation.

· To drive the transition to a knowledge-based and higher value-added economy and address the challenges of industrial transformation planned investments in human resources focused on specific training of various forms and levels (upgrading and retraining), special attention for the development and improvement of digital skills of SME employees.

· Strengthening scientific management and knowledge commercialization capacities in research and study institutions: implementation of scientific management and knowledge commercialization capacities.

		· Skills development for smart specialisation, industrial transition, entrepreneurship and adaptability of enterprises to change

· Research and innovation processes, technology transfer and cooperation between enterprises, research centres and universities, focusing on the low carbon economy, resilience and adaptation to climate change



		NP Research, innovation and competitiveness for green and digital transition 2021-2027 (Italy)

		· Development of a skilled workforce that is able to seize the opportunities arising from the dual green and digital transition within companies

· Development of skills in applied research with industrial characterization

· Strengthening of skills for the active functioning of the innovation ecosystem

		· Skills development for smart specialisation, industrial transition, entrepreneurship and adaptability of enterprises to change 

· Digitising SMEs or large enterprises (including e-Commerce, e-Business and networked business processes, digital innovation hubs, living labs, web entrepreneurs and ICT start-ups, B2B) compliant with greenhouse gas emission reduction or energy efficiency criteria 





		Lisbon Regional Program (Portugal)

		· Develop the regional innovation ecosystem implement strategies, programs, and initiatives to foster innovation, creating an ecosystem that supports collaboration, knowledge exchange, and the development of new ideas and technologies. 

· Strengthen the linkages between higher education institutions and industry to ensure that education programs align with the needs of the digital economy. Promote the integration of digital technologies into various sectors, including education, healthcare, manufacturing, and services, by providing training programs, incentives, and infrastructure support.

· Assist industries in transitioning towards more advanced and sustainable models by providing resources, expertise, and incentives. Encourage the adoption of technologies that improve productivity, reduce environmental impact, and foster innovation. Facilitate the development of industry clusters and networks to encourage collaboration and knowledge sharing among businesses.

· Establish platforms and mechanisms to facilitate collaboration between businesses, academia, research institutions, and government entities. Encourage the sharing of knowledge, expertise, and resources to foster innovation and drive economic growth.

		· Development of skills for smart specialization, industrial transition, entrepreneurship and the ability of companies to adapt to change

· Technology transfer and cooperation between enterprises, research centres and higher education sector 

· SME business development and internationalisation, including productive investments 









Source: Dataset “2021-2027 Finances details”, complemented by official programme documentation.



Result indicators considered for result-based tools

In this section, we discuss the potential result indicators considered for the development of FNLC solutions. After analysing the programs within the specific intervention field and taking into account the European Parliament and Council's Regulation (EU) 2021/1060, it becomes evident that the activities conducted in this context primarily focus on training and apprenticeships. These activities aim to enhance the competencies of workers in various fields, such as smart specialization, green transition, industrial transition, digital transition, upskilling, reskilling, collaboration and networking, and technology transfer. The objective is to cultivate a skilled workforce capable of capitalising on the opportunities arising from the dual green and digital transition within companies.

Figure 3 illustrates the intervention logic for the smart specialisation field, showcasing the expected outcomes and results of funded operations in the investment area under examination and focusing on operations related to skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition, entrepreneurship and adaptability of enterprises to change. The elaboration of outputs, results, and impacts listed in the figure is inspired by the European Parliament and Council's Regulation (EU) 2021/1058, which defines common indicators to assess each specific objective for the ERDF and the CF.[footnoteRef:14] [14:  Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:02021R1058-20210630&qid=1681300139712&from=en. Last access: 13 Apr 2023.] 


[bookmark: _Ref136494585]Figure 3 Skills development for smart specialization, industrial transition, entrepreneurship, and adaptability of enterprises to change intervention logic
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Source: Prepared by the study team based on Regulation (EU) 2021/1058.

When identifying indicators to serve as a possible basis for developing FNLC solutions, a valuable resource is the set of common indicators used by the European Regional Development Fund and the Cohesion Fund. These indicators are deemed relevant as they are grounded in the primary strategies of the European Union, also allowing for comparisons across different programmes and Member States. 

The main source of the most recent information on common ERDF/CF result indicators is national agents, such as programme managing authorities. However, initial information about the indicators that are being tracked in the current period can be found in the dataset ‘2021-2027 Achievement Details’. The latter is available on the European Commission Cohesion Open Data Platform.[footnoteRef:15] The dataset contains data on the indicators for measuring the performance of adopted 2021-2027 programmes, including information on both common and specific output and result measures. At the present moment, it provides information on the initially planned indicator values. However, from 2023 onwards, it is intended to also incorporate time-series information on targets, as well as cumulative amounts reported for decided and implemented values. [15:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Indicators/2021-2027-Achievement-Details-multi-funds-/xi3a-zddk. Last access: 12 Apr 2023.] 


Based on the dataset mentioned above, we have identified the following result-based indicators that are being tracked by projects funded by ERDF/CF during the period of 2021-2027. These indicators were identified by filtering for programs that financed projects under the specific objective RSO1.4, which focuses on skills for smart specialization and transition.

· Jobs created in supported entities (RCR 01)

· Private investments matching public support (RCR 02)

· Small and medium-sized enterprises (SMEs) introducing product or process innovation (RCR 03)

· SMEs introducing marketing or organisational innovation (RCR 04)

· Patent applications submitted (RCR 06)

· New enterprises surviving in the market (RCR 17)

· SMEs using incubator services after incubator creation (RCR 18)

· Apprenticeships supported in SMEs (RCR 97)

· SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship (RCR 98)



These nine indicators were assessed based on the following criteria:

Table 10: Criteria for feasibility assessment

		Criteria

		Description



		Relevance 

		Relevance of the results indicator towards main EU strategies, based on desk research and consultation with Member States. 



		Robustness



		Relates to the available data, its completeness and comprehensiveness. This presumes that all data points needed for calculations and establishment of a particular FNLC are sufficiently covered in the data sample, whereas the latter provides a reasonable coverage of Member States. Incomplete data (i.e., provisional/ estimated data or data gaps) is as dangerous as inaccurate data. Gaps in data lead to a partial view of the overall picture. Without a complete picture, FNLC may be calculated through uninformed actions.



		Practicality & perversity

		Relates to the administrative burden of the prospective arrangements for the audit trail and the documentation required to verify that results have been achieved and/or conditions were met. Administrative burden level depends on the scope, detail and accessibility of evidence required to validate or invalidate the achievement of results. It also relates to the possibility of undesirable effects of the FNLC, risks of perverse incentives or unintended negative effects of applying the proposed FNLC solution (such as creaming/cherry-picking in the selection of participants[footnoteRef:16] or parking[footnoteRef:17]). [16:  The act of creaming and cherry-picking involves choosing participants who are the easiest to help, to ensure that providers can meet the desired outcomes.]  [17:  Parking is a practice where providers attempt to minimise costs by providing minimal assistance to those with the lowest anticipated outcomes, while concentrating their resources on clients who have better prospects.] 






Source: prepared by the study team.

Regarding relevance, the two indicators that are most pertinent to operations typically funded in the field of "skills for smart specialization and transition" are:

· Apprenticeships supported in SMEs (RCR 97)

· SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship (RCR 98)



Regarding robustness, we analysed the use of the nine indicators at the individual Member State level. As evident from the following table, he two indicators that are most commonly employed are: 

· SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship (RCR 98), which is being used by 14 Member States; 

· Private investments matching public support (RCR 02) which is used by 7 Member States.

Table 11. Common ERDF/CF indicators in the area of skills for smart specialisation and transition
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Source: Prepared by the study team, using the dataset "2021-2027 Achievement Details".

Based on the analysis of the relevance and robustness, the indicator SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship (RCR 98) appears to be the most suitable to represent a possible basis for developing FNLC. The following table summarizes the key characteristics of this indicator.



Table 12. Overview of selected indicator in the area of skills for smart specialisation and transition

		INDICATOR CODE

		INDICATOR NAME

		MEASUREMENT UNIT

		DEFINITION AND CONCEPTS

		TIME MEASUREMENT ACHIEVED



		RCR98

		SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship (by type of skill: technical, management, entrepreneurship, green, other)

		participants

		Number of participants from SMEs (including micro enterprises) who complete training/ activity for skills development for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship. The types of skills include the following categories: 

- Technical skills: skills required for problem solving, design, operation, rethinking and maintenance of machinery or technological structures, IT professional skills; 

- Management skills: skills relating to business planning, complying with regulations and quality control, human resources planning, and allocation of resources; 

- Entrepreneurial skills: specific skills for start-up companies such as risk acceptance/ management, strategic thinking and confidence, the ability to make personal networks, and the ability to deal with challenges and requirements of different nature; 

- Green skills: specific skills to modify products, services or operations due to climate change adjustments, environmental protection, circular economy, resource efficiency and requirements or regulations; 

- Other skills: skills other than the four types described above.

		Upon completion of activity for skills development





Source: Metadata of common ERDF/CF/JTF indicators.[footnoteRef:18] [18:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Indicators/2021-2027-ERDF-CF-JTF-Common-Indicators/4t73-mihb. Last access: 16 May 2023.] 






With regard to the third criterion, namely practicality & perversity it is important to underline that an FNLC based SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship (RCR 98) should not be administratively burdensome, as access to information regarding the number of participants should be readily available upon request from managing authorities.  

Perverse incentives such as creaming and cherry-picking should not be applicable to this indicator, as the achievement of the target is solely determined by the completion of activities for skills development. Nevertheless, there is a possibility that firms may be motivated to rapidly train a large number of employees, neglecting the effectiveness and relevance of the training. This can result in hastily executed or superficial training programs that fail to adequately address the specific needs of the employees or equip them with the essential skills for improved job performance. The emphasis on quantity may overshadow the significance of delivering high-quality and impactful training.

Amounts linked to achievement of results 

To establish financial amounts for the selected indicator, ‘RCR98 - SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship’ the ‘Continuing Vocational Training Survey (CVTS)’ carried out by Eurostat in a co-ordinated form in all the EU Member States was identified as potential suitable source of data. 

The CVTS provides comparable data on ‘vocational training within EU enterprises that have at least 10 or more employees and belong to specific economic activity groups’1. So far, six waves of the CVTS have been conducted in the following years: 1993, 1999, 2005, 2010, 2015, and 2020.  

It is worth noting that the expression ‘Continuing Vocational Training’ (CVT) refers to training initiatives or actions that aim primarily to acquire new skills or enhance existing ones. These activities require financial contribution from the enterprises, covering at least a portion of the expenses, for their employed individuals. Individuals who hold apprenticeship or training contracts should not be considered for Continuing Vocational Training and  it is crucial that the training initiatives or activities in question are pre-planned, organised, or supported with the specific objective of learning. Microenterprises were not included in the survey.

The survey covers various topics on the matter, including the provision of CVT courses and other forms of CVT (training/non-training enterprises), CVT strategies, participants in CVT courses, costs of CVT courses, time spent in CVT courses, characteristics of CVT courses, and assessment of CVT activities.  

Based on the data collected through the survey, two databases were created, which could be used as reliable proxies for estimating the cost incurred by enterprises for training an individual: 

· 'Cost of CVT courses by type and size class -cost per participant'[footnoteRef:19]  [19:  Database TRNG_CVT_19S, https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/TRNG_CVT_19S/default/table?lang=en&category=educ.educ_part.trng_cvt.trng_cvt_03 ] 


· 'Cost of CVT courses by type and size class - cost per person employed in enterprises providing CVT courses’[footnoteRef:20] [20:  Database TRNG_CVT_18S, https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/product/view/TRNG_CVT_18S?lang=en&category=educ.educ_part.trng_cvt.trng_cvt_03 ] 


The first database is the 'Cost of CVT courses by type and size class - cost per participant'. This database provides an annual average cost per MS per participant for continued vocational training. It  employs the same unit of measurement as the common result indicator, specifically the number of training participants. As a result, it can serve as a reliable proxy for the development of a scheme based on the RCR98 indicator. 

The second database is the 'Cost of CVT courses by type and size class - cost per person employed in all enterprises. It is worth noting that this database is not fully consistent with the definition of the indicator RCR98. It indeed presents data on the number of employees receiving training over a year, while RCR98 is based on the number of participants receiving training. In the indicator's logic, if a person participates in multiple training sessions, each participation is counted separately, while in the database an employee participating in one or more training sessions is always counted as one. Therefore, this database can be used for the development of a different scheme based on the number of employees receiving trainings annually.

Box 1. Participant vs Employed

		Participant

It refers to a unique instance of an individual worker's participation in a training course. If a worker participates in multiple courses, each instance of his/her participation is counted separately. This means that the participant count includes multiple entries for the same worker if they engage in multiple courses throughout the specified period (e.g., a year). Therefore, the participant count reflects the total number of participations by workers, including multiple instances by the same individuals.

Employed

Number of employees of a company who can have participated to one or more CVTs. According this definition, if the same worker participates in multiple courses within a specified period, his/her are counted as one participant rather than being counted multiple times. This approach ensures that each employee is only counted once, regardless of the number of CVT courses they attend during the designated period.







Both databases cover the years 2005, 2010, 2015, and 2020, and the enterprises are categorised according to their size: 

· From 10 to 49 persons employed 

· From 50 to 249 persons employed 

· 250 persons employed or more 

However, the data lack specific information regarding the types of courses and trainings included. Consequently, it is challenging to determine if all the training activities recorded in the data align with the activities covered by the desired result indicator. Access to microdata collected through the survey, which could be made available upon request, has the potential to address this limitation by providing more comprehensive details. In fact, the survey asked enterprises to identify the three most significant skills covered by the funded courses, including general IT skills, IT professional skills, management skills, team working skills, customer handling skills, problem-solving skills, office administration skills, foreign language skills, technical or job-specific skills, oral or written communication skills, numeracy or literacy skills, and other skills. If the data is available a selection can be made by focusing on IT and management skills  to identify the training programs that contributed the most to smart specialization, industrial transition, and entrepreneurship. 

It is worth mentioning that the databases offer information on various aspects related to the cost of CVT courses, including total course cost, direct costs, labour costs of participants, and net contributions to training funds. 

Finally, both databases have two complementary databases available for consultation, which can provide additional details.[footnoteRef:21]The data covers the years 2010, 2015, and 2020, and the enterprises providing CVT were classified using aggregation of NACE codes. In particular the enterprises are classified according to the following categories:  [21:  Database TRNG_CVT_19N2, https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/TRNG_CVT_19N2/default/table?lang=en&category=educ.educ_part.trng_cvt.trng_cvt_03v 
Database TRNG_CVT_18N2,
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/TRNG_CVT_18N2/default/table?lang=en&category=educ.educ_part.trng_cvt.trng_cvt_03 ] 


· Industry, excluding construction (NACE sections: B-E)

· Construction (NACE section F)

· Wholesale and retail trade, transport, accommodation, and food service activities (NACE sections: G-I)

· Information and communication; financial and insurance activities (NACE sections  J and K)

· Real estate activities; professional, scientific and technical activities; administrative and support service activities; arts, entertainment and recreation; other service activities. (NACE sections  L-N, R and S)

However, the two databases do not provide classifications based on the size of the enterprises, which means that it is not feasible to determine the specific costs associated with SMEs. Instead, these databases can be used as an approximation or proxy to gain insights into the variations in training costs across different industries. This enables a more comprehensive analysis at the sector level, providing a broader understanding of the trends and patterns related to training expenses.



Table 13. Overview of potential data sources to establish financial amounts in the area of skills for smart specialisation and transition

		potential Data source(s)

		related indicator(s)

		advantages

		limitations



		Cost of CVT courses by type and size class -cost per participant'4

		SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship (RCR98)

		Provide the average cost of a  SME employee attending a training.

Provides estimates for all EU countries.

Possible to have access to microdata for further details

Detailed information on the costs are provided (e.g., direct cost, labour cost…)

		No microenterprises included in the data

Do not allow to get access to info on the typology of training funded.

Data are based on a survey carried out on a 5 year basis and therefore not punctually updated.



		Cost of CVT courses by type and NACE Rev. 2 activity - cost per person employed in all enterprises



		n. of employees being trained over a year

		Provide the average annual cost for an enterprise to train an employee.

Provides estimates for all EU countries.

Possible to have access to microdata for further details.

Detailed information on the costs is provided (e.g., direct cost, labour cost…)

Information on the industries in which the enterprise operates in.

		No microenterprises included in the data

Do not allow to get access to info on the typology of training funded.

Data are based on a survey carried out on a 5 year basis and therefore not punctually updated.

It adopts a different unit of measurement than the common indicator RCR98





Feasibility assessment

As established in earlier sections, the potential to develop a FNLC solution(s) was assessed in one intervention field related to sustainable smart specialisation sub-area: developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship. 14 Member States support operations in the field, covering 98% of programmes in the examined area. 

Based on a preliminary analysis of the most frequently adopted indicators by the OPs under the sub-area of skills for smart specialization and transition, along with the results of the desk research to identify potential data sources, two main options were identified.

The first option relies on the common result indicator RCR98 - SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship’ focusing on the expenses associated with an employee's participation to a training activity.

The second option relies instead on data provided by the database Cost of CVT courses by type and size class cost per person employed in all enterprises . Specifically, this option examines the average cost incurred by an SME to train an employee within a year of time. Based on this data, a scheme reimbursing on the basis of each employee trained in the given period of time could be potentially built. In this approach, the average cost incurred by an SME to train an employee within a one-year period is examined. By analysing this data, it becomes possible to establish a scheme that offers reimbursement based on the number of employees trained during a specific timeframe. 

These approaches allow for a potential incentivization mechanism, where SMEs are encouraged to invest in training their workforce by offering them financial support proportional to the number of employees they train.

The table below summarises the potential FNLC solutions identified by the research team for the development of skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition. For each solution, we provide the results to be achieved, indicator name, measurement unit, verification mechanism, key risks and potential data sources to establish financial amounts. 

Table 14. Summary of potential FNLC solutions in the area of skills for smart specialisation and transition

		Component

		option 1

		option 2



		

		Developing skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition and entrepreneurship



		Potential data sources

		EUROSTAT database ‘Cost of CVT courses by type and size class - cost per participant’

		EUROSTAT database 'Cost of CVT courses by type and size class - cost per person employed in all enterprises’



		Potential FNLC approach 

 

		Target-based approach based on the number of participants completing training.

		Target-based approach based on the number of employees completing one or more trainings in one year



		Description of the operation type 

		Operation targeting the development of skills for smart specialisation, industrial transition, and entrepreneurship through the provision of training. It focuses on creating a skilled workforce that can seize opportunities from the green and digital transitions within businesses.



		Description of results to be achieved with a timeline 

		The release of funds is based on numbers of participants in training courses (for skills for smart specialization, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship). 

		The release of funds is based on numbers of employees in training courses (for skills for smart specialization, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship).



		Indicator name 

		SMEs staff completing training for skills for smart specialisation, for industrial transition and entrepreneurship (RCR98).

		N. of employees trained



		Measurement unit 

		The measurement unit is ‘participant’. 

		The measurement unit is ‘employee’.



		Verification mechanism 

		Documentation providing evidence of the number of participants, such as proof of course attendance.

		Documentation providing evidence of the number of employees trained, such as proof of course attendance.



		Key risks and measures to prevent them 

		Beneficiaries may choose to offer training courses of low quality or courses that are not entirely relevant to the scope of the intervention field, with the intention of increasing the number of participations rather than the quality of the training. To mitigate such unintended consequences, it is beneficial to request information on the topics covered in the training. This helps in assessing the relevance and alignment of the training with the intervention field. By obtaining information about the training topics, it becomes possible to evaluate whether the courses align with the intended objectives and are in accordance with the desired outcomes of the intervention.

		In the case under analysis, the main concern is the potential perverse incentive of providing a smaller number of trainings than what could be provided with the sum received from the programme. This incentive may arise when organizations choose to offer fewer training opportunities than their allocated budget allows, potentially limiting the reach and impact of the programme. To mitigate such unintended consequences, it is beneficial to request information on the number and duration of trainings. This helps in assessing the relevance and alignment of the training with the intervention field. By obtaining information about the training topics, it becomes possible to evaluate whether the courses align with the intended objectives and are in accordance with the desired outcomes of the intervention










Climate change adaptation and risk prevention

In line with Article 5(1) of Regulation (EU) 2021/1060, the ERDF/CF will provide support for various objectives, including the aim to contribute to “a greener, low-carbon transitioning towards a net zero carbon economy and resilient Europe by promoting clean and fair energy transition, green and blue investment, the circular economy, climate change mitigation and adaptation, risk prevention and management, and sustainable urban mobility“ (Policy Objective 2).

This feasibility assessment focuses on one specific objective within Policy Objective 2, which is promoting climate change adaptation, disaster risk prevention and resilience, taking into account ecosystem-based approaches (RSO2.4). 

The section is organised as follows. Firstly, we present the primary findings, providing detailed information on the operations under consideration for the result-based tools, along with potential indicators and data sources that could be utilised to determine the funding associated with achieving the desired results. Secondly, we provide an overview of the potential alternatives for the selected area, highlighting the most promising options.

Operations considered for result-based tools

The initial stage of the analysis carried out by the research team involved reviewing, classifying, and defining operations that were considered for result-based tools. To accomplish this, we examined the available information on 119 programs scheduled for the period of 2021-2027, spanning 21 Member States, funded by either the ERDF or the CF (according to the Dataset “2021-2027 Finances details” of the European Commission Cohesion Open Data Platform).[footnoteRef:22] Upon conducting this review, it was observed that programs falling under the sub-area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention were classified into 22 different intervention fields. Table 15 shows a list of the most common ones. [22:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Categorisation/2021-2027-Finances-details-categorisation-multi-fu/hgyj-gyin. Last access: 6 Apr 2023.] 


[bookmark: _Ref134433985]Table 15. Intervention fields in the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention

		

		Adaptation to climate change measures and prevention and management of climate related risks: floods and landslides

		Adaptation to climate change measures and prevention and management of climate related risks: fires

		Adaptation to climate change measures and prevention and management of climate related risks: others, e.g., storms and drought

		Risk prevention and management of non climate related natural risks and risks linked to human activities

		Water management and water resource conservation

		Nature and biodiversity protection, natural heritage and resources, green and blue infrastructure

		Support to entities that provide services contributing to the low carbon economy and to resilience to climate change, including awareness‑raising measures

		Other measures to reduce greenhouse gas emissions in the area of preservation and restoration of natural areas with high potential for carbon absorption and storage
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		20
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		13
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		6

		5

		3





Source: Prepared by the study team, based on the dataset “2021-2027 Finances details”.

Note: Only fields covered by programs in three or more Member States are included in the table.

[bookmark: _Hlt133563206]In Box 2, we illustrate a potential intervention in climate change adaptation and risk prevention by presenting an example of a regional programme in Spain that covers projects on five different intervention fields. 

[bookmark: _Ref134438262]Box 2. Programme Galicia ERDF 2021-2027 (Spain)

The ERDF funds support investments in priority areas through regional and interregional programs, which include investments in various areas, such as business competitiveness, sustainability, connectivity and social inclusion. Among these areas, one topic is the funding of initiatives aimed at adapting to climate change and implementing measures to enhance preparedness and response to manage high-priority risks such as floods, droughts, and fires. Presented below are some examples of operations covered within this domain in the programme Galicia:

· Actions to preserve water resources, their ecosystems and preparation, protection and response to floods, such as actions against the deterioration of the riverbanks and their ecosystems, actions to prepare, protect and respond to floods, protection and prevention of deterioration of wetlands and flood plains and restoration of fluvial continuity;

· Actions that contribute to mitigating this risk of more intense rainfall through the execution of works guaranteeing the safety of slopes and walls that prevent landslides;

· Preventive actions to reduce the risk derived from extreme weather events associated with climate change, reinforcing the preparation and response actions necessary to address the management of these risks comprehensively, such as providing the operational and technological equipment, facilities and infrastructures destined for the anticipation, prevention, planning and immediate response to natural risks, climatic phenomena and derived from human action;

· Measures aimed at increasing resilience to climate change, such as improving the early warning tools that currently exist for risks derived from climate change (e.g., climate observation systems and their effects, improvements in numerical models and data processing systems), development of sectoral risk assessment tools, collaboration with the local administration in the development and implementation of the adaptation measures, encouraging the dissemination of knowledge by promoting synergies of actions as well as promoting the training and awareness of Galician society in the face of the challenges of climate change through training and other types of initiatives;

· Acquisition of different integrated vehicles equipped with the necessary elements to carry out prevention actions against forest fires, as well as their employment as support vehicles for defence/extinction efforts.

Intervention fields covered by projects within the programme: 

1. Adaptation to climate change measures and prevention and management of climate related risks: fires;

2. Adaptation to climate change measures and prevention and management of climate related risks: floods and landslides;

3. Adaptation to climate change measures and prevention and management of climate related risks: others, e.g. storms and drought;

4. Risk prevention and management of non climate related natural risks and risks linked to human activities;

5. Support to entities that provide services contributing to the low carbon economy and to resilience to climate change, including awareness‑raising measures.



Source: Dataset “2021-2027 Finances details”, complemented by official programme documentation.[footnoteRef:23] [23:  Available at: https://www.fondoseuropeos.hacienda.gob.es/sitios/dgfc/es-ES/ipr/fcp2020/P2127/PF/Documents/Programa_de_Galicia_FEDER_2021-2027.pdf and https://ec.europa.eu/regional_policy/in-your-country/programmes/2021-2027/es/2021es16rfpr014_en. Last access: 8 May 2023.] 


[bookmark: _Toc133484709]Upon reviewing the compilation of intervention fields found in the aforementioned list of 119 ongoing programs funded by the ERDF/CF, it becomes clear that projects in this domain can have a wide-ranging scope, encompassing operations across multiple fields of intervention simultaneously (as can be observed in the Spanish example). However, despite the diversity of intervention fields within the selected sub-area, there is also a notable degree of overlap observed among the supported operations in the analysed programs.

For example, when examining the overlap of the top intervention fields within the realm of climate change adaptation and risk prevention As per Figure 4 it becomes evident that the most prevalent one is the prevention and management of floods and landslides, featured in 90% of the programmes. Following closely, the second most prominent field is the prevention and management of other climate-related risks, such as storms and droughts, encompassing 71% of the programmes. Ranking third, projects associated with the prevention or management of fires are included in 55% of the programmes. Finally, the prevention or management of non-climate and human-induced risks is present in approximately one-third of the programmes.

[bookmark: _Ref136494601]Figure 4 Overlap of intervention fields in the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention (Venn diagram)

[image: ]

Source: Prepared by the study team, based on the dataset “2021-2027 Finances details”.

Considering the weight of these four intervention fields, the next sections of the present feasibility check will focus on potential FNLC(s) for investment in the prevention or management of floods and landslides, fires, other climate-related risks and non-climate and human-induced risk.

Result indicators considered for result-based tools

In this section, we provide a detailed explanation of the potential indicators that have been taken into account for the development of FNLC solutions. To illustrate the intervention logic for climate change adaptation and risk prevention, Figure 5 presents the outcomes and results of funded operations within the specific area of investment under examination. The focus is primarily on operations relating to the prevention or management of floods, landslides, fires, and other climate-related risks, as well as non-climate and human-induced risks. The outputs, results, and impacts depicted in the figure draw inspiration from Regulation (EU) 2021/1058 of the European Parliament and Council, which establishes common indicators for assessing each specific objective for the ERDF and the CF.[footnoteRef:24] [24:  Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/HTML/?uri=CELEX:02021R1058-20210630&qid=1681300139712&from=en. Last access: 13 Apr 2023.] 


[bookmark: _Ref136494517]Figure 5 Climate change adaptation and risk prevention intervention logic

[image: ]

Source: Prepared by the study team based on Regulation (EU) 2021/1058.

The common indicators utilised by ERDF and the CF serve as valuable resource when selecting indicators for the development of FNLC solutions. These indicators are particularly useful because they are aligned with the core strategies of the European Union, enabling comparisons across various programs and Member States. By relying on these indicators, a consistent and standardised approach can be taken.

The primary source of up-to-date information regarding the common ERDF/CF result indicators is national agents, such as programme managing authorities. However, an initial glance into the indicators being tracked in the current period can be obtained from the dataset "2021-2027 Achievement Details", available on the European Commission Cohesion Open Data Platform.[footnoteRef:25] This dataset contains information on the indicators used to measure the performance of adopted programmes for the period 2021-2027, such as common and specific output and result measures. Currently, the dataset provides information on the planned indicator values. However, starting from 2023, it is planned to incorporate time-series information on targets, as well as cumulative amounts reported for decided and implemented values. [25:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Indicators/2021-2027-Achievement-Details-multi-funds-/xi3a-zddk. Last access: 12 Apr 2023.] 


Based on the above-mentioned dataset, we identified the following result-based indicators being tracked during the 2021-2027 period by projects funded by ERDF/CF in climate change adaptation and risk prevention:

· Estimated greenhouse emissions (RCR29)

· Jobs created in supported entities (RCR01)

· Population benefiting from flood protection measures (RCR35)

· Population benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires) (RCR37)

· Population benefiting from protection measures against non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities (RCR96)

· Population benefiting from wildfire protection measures (RCR36)

· Population having access to new or improved green infrastructure (RCR95)

· Users of new and upgraded public digital services, products and processes (RCR11)

· Visitors of cultural and tourism sites supported (RCR77)

Table 16 shows the number of Member States tracking each indicator mentioned above. We can notice that the most used common indicators in the current period for programmes related to climate change adaptation and risk prevention are: population benefiting from flood protection measures (RCR35), which is being tracked by 20 Member States; population benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires) (RCR37), which is tracked by 16 Member States; population benefiting from wildfire protection measures (RCR36), tracked by 14 Member States; and population benefiting from protection measures against non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities (RCR96), tracked by 9 Member States. Table 17 shows an overview of these indicators.

[bookmark: _Ref136435820]Table 16. Common ERDF/CF indicators in the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention
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Source: Prepared by the study team, using the dataset "2021-2027 Achievement Details".



[bookmark: _Ref136436134]Table 17. Overview of most common indicators in the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention

		CODE

		INDICATOR NAME

		MEASUREMENT UNIT

		DEFINITION AND CONCEPTS

		TIME MEASUREMENT ACHIEVED



		RCR35

		Population benefiting from flood protection measures

		persons

		Population living in areas where protection infrastructure (including also green infrastructure for adaptation to climate change) is built or significantly upgraded in order to reduce vulnerability to flood risks. The indicator counts the resident population at risk of flooding.

		Upon completion of output in the supported project



		RCR36

		Population benefiting from wildfire protection measures

		persons

		Population living in areas exposed to widlfire risks and where vulnerability to wildfires decreases as a result of the supported projects. The indicator covers protection measures which are clearly localised in high-risk areas and which address directly wildfires risks, as opposed to more general measures implemented at national or regional level.

		Upon completion of output in the supported project



		RCR37

		Population benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires)

		persons

		Population living in areas exposed to climate related natural risks, other than floods and wildfires (storms, droughts, heatwaves), and where vulnerability to such risks decreases as a result of the supported projects. The indicator covers protection measures, areas at risk and which address directly the specific risks, as opposed to more general measures implemented at national or regional level.

		Upon completion of output in the supported project



		RCR96

		Population benefiting from protection measures against non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities

		persons

		Population living in areas exposed to non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities, and where vulnerability to such risks decreases as a result of the supported projects. The indicator covers protection measures which are clearly localised in high-risk areas and which address directly the specific risks, as opposed to more general measures implemented at national or regional level.

		Upon completion of output in the supported project





Source: Metadata of common ERDF/CF/JTF indicators.[footnoteRef:26] [26:  Available at: https://cohesiondata.ec.europa.eu/2021-2027-Indicators/2021-2027-ERDF-CF-JTF-Common-Indicators/4t73-mihb. Last access: 13 Apr 2023.] 




After conducting desk research, we evaluated each of the chosen result-based indicators according to the criteria outlined in Table 18. Our assessment of these indicators can be found in Table 19.

[bookmark: _Ref136436162]Table 18: Criteria for feasibility assessment

		Criteria

		Description



		Relevance 

		Relevance of the results indicator towards main EU strategies, based on desk research and/or consultation with Member States. 



		Robustness



		Relates to the available data, its completeness and comprehensiveness. This presumes that all data points needed for calculations and establishment of a particular FNLC are sufficiently covered in the data sample, whereas the latter provides a reasonable coverage of Member States. Incomplete data (i.e., provisional/ estimated data or data gaps) is as dangerous as inaccurate data. Gaps in data lead to a partial view of the overall picture. Without a complete picture, FNLC may be calculated through uninformed actions.



		Practicality & perversity

		Relates to the administrative burden of the prospective arrangements for the audit trail and the documentation required to verify that results have been achieved and/or conditions were met. Administrative burden level depends on the scope, detail and accessibility of evidence required to validate or invalidate the achievement of results. It also relates to the possibility of undesirable effects of the FNLC, risks of perverse incentives or unintended negative effects of applying the proposed FNLC solution (such as creaming/cherry-picking in the selection of participants[footnoteRef:27] or parking[footnoteRef:28]). [27:  The act of creaming and cherry-picking involves choosing participants who are the easiest to help, to ensure that providers can meet the desired outcomes.]  [28:  Parking is a practice where providers attempt to minimise costs by providing minimal assistance to those with the lowest anticipated outcomes, while concentrating their resources on clients who have better prospects.] 






Source: Prepared by the study team.

[bookmark: _Ref136436176]Table 19. Assessment of selected indicators in the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention

		Criteria

		Description



		Relevance

		These common ERDF/CF indicators are overall relevant, as they are rooted in the main EU strategies, being directly related to the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention. More precisely:

· population benefiting from flood protection measures is related to the intervention field of prevention and management of floods and landslides

· population benefiting from wildfire protection measures is related to the intervention field of prevention or management of fires

· population benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires) is related to the intervention field of prevention and management of other climate-related risks

· population benefiting from protection measures against non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities is related to the intervention field of prevention or management of non-climate and human-induced risks 



		Robustness

		Based on desk research and information available on programmes being implemented in the 2021-27 period considering 21 Member States providing information on indicators in the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention, the result-based indicators on:

· population benefiting from flood protection measures is tracked by 20 Member States in the current period, indicating high comprehensiveness of the indicator;

· population benefiting from wildfire protection measures is tracked by 14 Member States in the current period, indicating high comprehensiveness of the indicator;

· population benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires) is tracked by 16 Member States in the current period, indicating high comprehensiveness of the indicator;

· population benefiting from protection measures against non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities is tracked by 9 Member States in the current period, indicating moderate comprehensiveness of the indicator.

At the moment, the study team does not have access to the collected data from countries in order to verify its completeness/quality. The information will be fact-checked after further consultations with the Member States.



		Practicality & perversity

		An FNLC based on population benefiting from protection measures should not be administratively burdensome, as data on population living in areas benefited by the projects should be easily accessible through statistical agencies and/or local authorities.

Perverse incentives such as creaming and cherry-picking are reduced for the four indicators, but still present. Beneficiaries might, for instance, choose to implement projects in more populated areas to receive a larger outcome-based payment, therefore neglecting less populated areas that could potentially be more prone to disasters. There is also a risk that beneficiaries focus more on increasing the coverage of the project (i.e., increasing population covered) than the quality of the service provided. Additionally, the pressure to deliver results may also cause the beneficiaries to downplay certain risks or exclude them from the project scope, potentially leaving gaps in the effectiveness of the operations. To address these aforementioned perverse incentives, conducting a thorough evaluation of potential risks and establishing quality assurance mechanisms can be useful.  These measures are, however, advisory and thus does not require inclusion in the audit trail within a potential EU-Level FNLC scheme but could be potentially implemented at the program level in due course.





Source: Prepared by the study team.

Amounts linked to achievement of results

Concerning establishing financial amounts for the selected indicators, the study team revised three potential data sources.

One possible way to assign financial values to the indicators presented earlier is by using a disaster damage database. Using these databases allows us to estimate the economic viability of investments made to reduce losses (Mazhin et al., 2021).[footnoteRef:29] One example of such data source is the Emergency Events Database (EM-DAT),[footnoteRef:30] a global source of information on natural and technological disasters, which covers over 20 thousand disasters worldwide that occurred since 1900. The dataset is maintained by the Centre for Research on the Epidemiology of Disasters at the School of Public Health of the Université Catholique de Louvain in Belgium. It is considered the primary source of epidemiological information about disasters, combining, in a uniform format, information from various sources, including UN agencies, non-governmental organisations, insurance companies, research institutes, and press agencies (Mazhin et al., 2021). [29:  Mazhin, S. A., Farrokhi, M., Noroozi, M., Roudini, J., Hosseini, S. A., Motlagh, M. E., ... & Khankeh, H. (2021). Worldwide disaster loss and damage databases: A systematic review. Journal of education and health promotion, 10. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC8552254/pdf/JEHP-10-329.pdf ]  [30:  Available at: https://public.emdat.be. Last access: 3 Mai 2023.] 


The EM-DAT can be useful in assigning financial values to the indicators discussed previously as it provides geographical, temporal, human and economic information on disasters at the country level. Among other variables, it records data on the date of the disaster, the number of deaths and people affected by the disaster, as well as the estimated economic impacts, e.g., the value of all damages and economic losses directly or indirectly related to the disaster (in US dollars). It also distinguishes between disaster groups (natural and technological) and disaster types, such as drought, earthquake, epidemic, extreme temperature, flood, glacial lake outburst, industrial accident, landslide, miscellaneous accident, storm, transport accident, volcanic activity and wildfire. 

The dataset is frequently referenced, as it is an active and well-known data source for the assessment of disaster management (Mazhin et al., 2021), being also the only disaster database with global coverage that is publicly accessible (Jones et al., 2022).[footnoteRef:31] One of its main advantages is that it is internally updated daily, with publicly accessible information updated every 3 months (after validation and cross-checking of the data).  [31:  Jones, R. L., Guha-Sapir, D., & Tubeuf, S. (2022). Human and economic impacts of natural disasters: can we trust the global data?. Scientific data, 9(1), 572. https://www.nature.com/articles/s41597-022-01667-x ] 


However, despite having information on recorded disasters in most EU countries, it has a significant limitation, which is the data gaps, requiring the use of statistical techniques to manage the missing data and avoid biases in estimations (Jones et al., 2022). Another disadvantage is that the disaster threshold imposed by the dataset ignores the potential effects of high-frequency and low-intensity types of disasters (Mazhin et al., 2021). That is because in order to be recorded, disasters must meet at least one of the following criteria: 1) at least 10 fatalities; 2) at least 100 affected individuals; 3) a declaration of a state of emergency; or 4) a request for international assistance. Additionally, a downside of utilising a disaster damage database to determine financial values based on avoidance costs is the random occurrence of disasters, which necessitates the selection of equivalent events for the purpose of comparison between countries. Even considering its limitations, this dataset has the potential to be used as a source to establish financial amounts, especially if it is used in combination with other sources of data on natural disasters.[footnoteRef:32] [32:  Alternative databases that could be considered as sources to complement the data from the EM-DAT are the Natural Catastrophe Services (NatCatSERVICE) and the SIGMA (Swiss Re). However, given that these databases are not publicly available, the study team did not have access to the data in order to evaluate its quality.] 


Another potential source to establish financial amounts identified by the study team is the indicator “climate related economic losses by type of event” (cli_iad_loss),[footnoteRef:33] disseminated by the Eurostat using information from the European Environment Agency (EEA). It measures the economic losses from weather and climate-related events, such as meteorological (storms), hydrological (floods, mass movements) and climatological (heatwaves, cold waves, droughts, forest fires). Total losses are shown as million euros and in euros per inhabitant, while losses by type of hazard (i.e., meteorological, hydrological, and climatological) are displayed as million euros for the EU-27. In addition to the annual figures, a time-series based on 30-year moving average is also presented. The indicator is based on data from CATDAT of RiskLayer, a proprietary historical catastrophe loss database, which is not publicly accessible and was provided to the EEA under an institutional agreement. [33:  Available at: https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/databrowser/view/CLI_IAD_LOSS__custom_6201561/default/table?lang=en. Last access: 15 Mai 2023.] 


An advantage of this dataset is that data is updated every year and is adjusted to account for inflation (currently, values are presented in 2020 constant prices). In addition, the dataset is very comprehensive, with information on most EU countries. However, the drawback of utilising this dataset remains the same as previously mentioned regarding the EM-DAT. It is challenging to establish a direct correlation between the interventions carried out within the ERDF/CF projects and the seemingly random occurrence of disasters. Additionally, the Eurostat dataset lacks comprehensive information on events that would facilitate the identification of comparable disasters and the ability to analyse events of the same type separately and by different countries. Consequently, while we consider this dataset useful as a supplementary source for weather and climate-related indicators, without having access to their source data (i.e., the CATDAT by RiskLayer) we cannot rely on it as the only information source for determining financial amounts associated with the indicators outlined in the previous section.

As an alternative to financial data retrieved from disaster databases, financial amounts could also be established by either extrapolating data from specific Member States to other countries or using their strategy as inspiration. In that regard, one experience from Croatia can be cited, detailed in Box 3. The experience from Croatia is selected as it is related to the most prevalent intervention field within the realm of climate change adaptation and risk prevention for ERDF/CF funds, i.e., prevention and management of floods and landslides, featured in 90% of the analysed programmes. It also relates to the most common indicator being tracked in the area under examination, i.e., population benefiting from flood protection measures (RCR35), which is being tracked by 20 Member States.






[bookmark: _Ref135124755]Box 3. Croatia's National Recovery and Resilience Plan

Croatia's National Recovery and Resilience Plan (NRRP) was submitted to the European Commission on May 2021 under the Recovery and Resilience Facility (RRF) funds. The plan, estimated to cost more than 6000 million euros, has two main objectives: 1) reflect the need to ensure Croatia's socio-economic recovery and long-term development post-Covid-19; 2) rebuild the areas damaged by the two earthquakes that happened in 2020. The plan's overall structure consists of five components and one initiative, each to be executed through a mix of 222 measures expected to be implemented through the successful completion of 166 milestones and 206 targets.[footnoteRef:34],[footnoteRef:35]  [34:  Available at: https://www.europarl.europa.eu/RegData/etudes/BRIE/2022/733580/EPRS_BRI(2022)733580_EN.pdf. Last access: 15 Mai 2023.]  [35:  Available at: https://eur-lex.europa.eu/legal-content/EN/TXT/PDF/?uri=CELEX:52021SC0197&from=EN. Last access: 15 Mai 2023.] 


Within its investments, the plan covers a Disaster Risk Reduction Programme that aims to enhance measures for protecting against floods, specifically focusing on nature-based solutions. This involves revitalising watercourses, connecting abandoned sleeves and creating secondary wetland habitats, as well as removing invasive species. The programme comprises two main sub-measures. The first is a flood risk reduction programme, which concentrates on mitigating flood risks in the largest Croatian rivers of the Danube River basin. It involves constructing defensive embankments incorporating broad inundation areas along watercourses, aligning with nature-based solutions and the principle of ‘give space to rivers’. The second component focuses on revitalising freshwater systems, including the restoration and preservation of the Mirna River area, Vransko Lake, and Trakoscan Lake. Additionally, it aims to remove invasive species within the protected Neretva Delta region.[footnoteRef:36]  [36:  Available at: https://commission.europa.eu/system/files/2021-07/com-2021-401_annexe_en.pdf.  Last access: 15 Mai 2023.] 


The Disaster Risk Reduction Programme has a budget of 157.7 million euros and, among its targets, aims to have at least 20 thousand residents benefiting from improved flood protection measures by 2026, i.e., a budget of 7885 euros per benefited resident.[footnoteRef:37]  [37:  The value of euros per benefited resident is calculated by dividing the total budget for the Disaster Risk Reduction Programme (157.7 million euros) by the selected target (20 thousand benefited residents). However, it is important to note that, to receive the total amount in the Croatian case, other targets should also be met in addition to the number of residents benefiting from improved flood protection measures. They are: achieving at least 20 works contracts concluded for projects in the flood protection sector; at least 13 km of flood protective structures built in order to protect against the harmful effects of water; at least 2 km of restored watercourses including revitalisation of abandoned sleeves, permanent river and sleeve contact and investment in related infrastructure; at least 65 km of flood protective structures built in order to protect against the harmful effects of water; at least 16 km of restored watercourses including revitalisation of abandoned sleeves, permanent river and sleeve contact and investment in related infrastructure; and at least 77 km of flood protective structures built in order to protect against the harmful effects of water.] 


Table 20 provides an overview of the potential data sources discussed in this section.



[bookmark: _Ref136436231]Table 20. Overview of potential data sources to establish financial amounts in the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention

		potential Data source(s)

		related indicator(s)

		advantages

		limitations

		methods to adjust the amounts



		Emergency Events Database (EM-DAT)

		Population benefiting from flood protection measures

Population benefiting from wildfire protection measures

Population benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires)

Population benefiting from protection measures against non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities

		Very frequent updates

Information at the country level

Uniform and comparable data

Publicly available

		Data gaps

Necessity to select comparable events in order to account for the seemingly random occurrence of disasters

		For each disaster, the registered figure corresponds to the damage value at the moment of the event. The database, however, also presents values adjusted to current values in US dollars (in thousands) calculated using a consumer price index. These values should be converted to euros by applying the prevailing exchange rates.



		Climate related economic losses by type of event (Eurostat, cli_iad_loss)

		Population benefiting from flood protection measures

Population benefiting from wildfire protection measures

Population benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires)

		Yearly updates

Information at the country level



		Disaggregation at the country level is only possible when looking at total economic losses caused by all types of disasters (meteorological + hydrological, + climatological)

Lack of information that would allow selecting comparable events to account for the seemingly random occurrence of disasters

		Data is updated every year and is adjusted to account for inflation (currently, values are presented in 2020 constant prices). All monetary figures are presented in Euros.



		Croatia's National Recovery and Resilience Plan

		Population benefiting from flood protection measures



		Financial values are calculated based on concrete experience with result-based financing

		Only one data point

Necessity to extrapolate data for all Member States based on information from one country

		After extrapolation of values to other Member States, they can be updated using relevant price index figures from Eurostat (unit value for Member State X * index for Member State X), such as the Harmonised Index of Consumer Prices (annual average rate of change) and/or the Labour Cost Index (percentage change compared to previous year) in the relevant areas.







Source: Prepared by the study team.





Feasibility assessment

As established in earlier sections, the potential to develop a FNLC solution(s) was assessed in the intervention fields related to prevention and management of climate and non-climate related risks, such as floods and landslides, fires, storms and droughts, as well as human-induced risks. Together, these four intervention fields are present in all projects related to climate change adaptation and risk prevention, with the prevention and management of floods and landslides the most common, present in 90% of the programmes evaluated by the study team.

Table 21 summarises the potential FNLC solutions identified by the research team for the area under examination. For each solution, we also provide a description of operation types, results to be achieved, indicator name, measurement unit, verification mechanism, key risks and potential data sources to establish financial amounts.

[bookmark: _Ref135125632]Table 21. Summary of potential FNLC solutions in the area of climate change adaptation and risk prevention

		Component

		Description



		

		Prevention/ management of floods and landslides

		Prevention/ management of fires

		Prevention/ management of other climate-related risks

		Prevention/ management of non-climate and human-induced risks



		Potential FNLC approach



		Target-based approach based on the number of people benefiting from flood protection measures

		Target-based approach based on the number of people benefiting from wildfire protection measures



		Target-based approach based on the number of people benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires)



		Target-based approach based on the number of people benefiting from protection measures against non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities



		Description of the operation type

		Operations targeting areas where protection infrastructure (including also green infrastructure for adaptation to climate change) is built or significantly upgraded in order to reduce vulnerability to flood risks as a result of the supported projects.

		Operations targeting areas exposed to widlfire risks and where vulnerability to wildfires decreases as a result of the supported projects.

		Operations targeting areas exposed to climate related natural risks, other than floods and wildfires (storms, droughts, heatwaves), and where vulnerability to such risks decreases as a result of the supported projects.

		Operations targeting areas exposed to non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities, and where vulnerability to such risks decreases as a result of the supported projects. 



		Description of results to be achieved with a timeline

		The release of funds is linked to the achievement of the following outcome: verified number of people benefiting from the specific protection measures (i.e., flood, wildfire, non-climate etc) as a result of supported projects. As an example, the release of funds could be contingent upon reaching a specific number of people within a designated timeframe, such as in the example of Croatia’s National Recovery and Resilience Plan, which had a programme focused on measures for protecting against floods that aimed to have 20 thousand residents benefiting from improved flood protection measures by 2026. 

It is worth noting that although certain milestones could be established, the study team currently does not have any specific recommendations regarding the most optimum milestones and timeframe that would balance the simplification and financial sustainability aspects of the proposed FNLC solution. 



		Indicator name

		Number of people benefiting from flood protection measures as a result of the supported projects



		Number of people benefiting from wildfire protection measures as a result of the supported projects



		Number of people benefiting from protection measures against climate related natural disaster (other than flood and wildfires) as a result of the supported projects



		Number of people benefiting from protection measures against non-climate related natural risks and risks related to human activities as a result of the supported projects



		Measurement unit

		Number of persons



		Verification mechanism

		Document justifying how the target(s) was satisfactorily fulfilled, with appropriate links to the evidence, such as the list of protection measures undertaken and a documentary evidence that verifies the population for which the service is provided.



		Key risks and measures to prevent them

		Perverse incentives such as creaming and cherry-picking are reduced, but still present as beneficiaries might, for instance, choose to implement projects in more populated areas to receive a larger outcome-based payment, neglecting less populated areas that could potentially be more prone to disasters. There is also a risk that beneficiaries focus more on increasing the coverage of the project than the quality of the service provided. Additionally, the pressure to deliver results may also cause the beneficiary to downplay certain risks or exclude them from the project scope, potentially leaving gaps in the effectiveness of the operations. To address these perverse incentives, conducting a thorough evaluation of potential risks and establishing quality assurance mechanisms can be useful.  These measures are, however, advisory and thus does not require inclusion in the audit trail within a potential EU-Level FNLC scheme but could be potentially implemented at the program level in due course.



		Potential data sources to establish financial amounts

		Emergency events databases, such as the EM-DAT, can be useful in assigning financial values to the indicators discussed previously, as they provide economic information on disasters at the country level. Among other variables, it records data on the value of all damages and economic losses directly or indirectly related to the disaster, which can be useful for a FNLC based on avoidance costs. Supplementary information can come from the Eurostat through the indicator "climate related economic losses by type of event". To reduce the data gaps and triangulate with the available data, it would be beneficial to get access to other similar databases, such as the CATDAT, the NatCatSERVICE and the SIGMA. However, given that these last proprietary databases are not available for public consultation, the study team did not have access to the data in order to evaluate its quality.

Alternatively, amounts could be assigned based on country examples, such as the case of Croatia's National Recovery and Resilience Plan, which had its budget released upon the completion of a set of pre-defined targets (among them achieving a specific number of people benefiting from flood protection measures).





Source: prepared by the study team.
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[bookmark: _Toc136333527]Introduction

At the 14th meeting of DG REGIO Transnational Network on Simplification (TN), that will be held in Santiago de Compostela on 8 and 9 June 2023, four sessions will be dedicated to Financing Not Linked to Costs (FNLC):

· Session II.1 – Introduction on FNLC. Representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’ and of REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion will present updates on the state of play FNLC proposals under article 95 of the Common Provisions Regulation (CPR) and on how assurance is provided when implementing FNLC. 

· Session II.2 – Feasibility checks on FNLC. The purpose of this session is to present and discuss the preliminary results of the feasibility checks for the use of FNLC in ERDF/CF programmes, developed under the first study launched by DG REGIO to develop EU level SCOs and other EU level results-based tools in the programming period 2021-2027.

· Session II.3 – Group discussions on FNLC. Based on the information shared in previous sessions, the purpose of this session is to identify key issues on FNLC to be addressed by the Commission and the study team.

· Session II.4 – Panel discussion on FNLC. Outcomes of group discussions are addressed in plenary, within a panel discussion with representatives of the European Commission and members of the study team.

This note presents the instructions for the group and panel discussions as well as the points that will be addressed by the groups and the panelists. 

In preparation for the meeting, TN members are kindly invited to consult:

· The (3) feasibility checks for FNLC, covering the following areas: 

· Promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility.

· Skills for smart specialisation and transition.

· Climate change adaptation and risk prevention.

· For the groups and panel discussions (sessions II.3 and II.4), the instructions and questions presented in this note. 



[bookmark: _Toc85712710]
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[bookmark: _Annex_1_–][bookmark: _Toc97303925][bookmark: _Toc136333528]Instructions and template for group and panel discussions

At the 14th meeting of the TN, following the presentations by representatives of the European Commission and of the study team which developed the feasibility checks on FNLC, participants will be invited to discuss in groups (session II.3 of the meeting agenda) to identify key issues around FNLC.

In the subsequent session II.4, the outcomes of the group discussions will be addressed, in plenary, within a panel discussion with representatives of the European Commission and the study team.

Rationale and functioning of group discussions (session II.3)

The rationale of the session is to:

1. Identifying key questions on the (3) feasibility checks on FNLC to be addressed by the study team, as well as proposals for possible follow-ups on FNLC.

2. Identify key questions on FNLC proposals and on assurance, to be addressed by representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’ and of REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion.

Group discussions in session II.3, on 8 June, will be organised as follows: 

I. Starting group discussions - at 15:40 participants will be invited to start discussing in groups. The composition of the groups will be provided before the meeting.

II. Appointing the group rapporteur – the first task for the group would be to appoint one rapporteur who will be invited to collect and report back the key outcomes of the discussion.

III. Carrying out discussions and prioritising questions:  

· Based on the contents shared in sessions II.1 and II.2, TN members are invited by the rapporteur to share their questions and proposals on FNLC. 

· The rapporteur takes note of questions and feedback from group members using the template for reporting back on outcomes of session II.3 (see Annex 1 ). 

IV. Returning the template to the TN coordinator – at 16:25, group rapporteurs will be invited to return the templates by e-mail to:  lucasantin.eu@gmail.com.   

Follow-up: reporting back and panel discussion (session II.4)

Based on the information provided in the templates, in session II.4 (from 9:15 to 9:50 on 9 June) the outcomes of group discussions will be addressed within a panel discussion with representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’, REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion and the study team.
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14th meeting of the TN - Session II.3 – Group discussions on FNLC





Group N. _ (please indicate the number of your group) _

Based on the background documents circulated before the meeting and on the information shared by representatives of the European Commission (in session II.1) and by the study team (in session II.2) and taking into account the key issues that should be addressed to pave the way for the use of FNLC in ERDF/CF/JTF programmes, please address the points below.





Q.1 Questions on the feasibility check for FNLC and proposals for follow-ups. 

		Policy areas covered by the feasibility checks

		Questions for the study team

(Please enter your questions in order of priority)

		Follow-ups

(Please provide a brief description of possible actions that could be taken by the Member States to support the development of EU Level FNLC schemes based on the feasibility checks. In particular, if additional data are available in your Member State, please specify the type of data and source). 



		Promoting sustainable multimodal urban mobility

		First question: __________

Second question: ________

Third question: ___________

		



		Skills for smart specialisation and transition.

		First question: __________

Second question: ________

Third question: __________

		



		Climate change adaptation and risk prevention.

		First question: __________

Second question: ________

Third question: ___________

		



















Q.2 Questions for representatives of the European Commission

Taking into account the contents presented by representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’ and of REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion, what questions on FNLC proposals and on assurance would you like to address to representatives of the European Commission? Please indicate your questions in the table below (in order of priority)

		Questions for the European Commission, on FNLC proposals and on assurance



		First question: 



		Second question: 



		Third question: 



		……………….



		……………….
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Abbreviations

AA Audit Authority

AMIF Asylum, Migration and Integration Fund
BMVI Border Management and Visa Instrument
CPR Common Provisions Regulation

EC European Commission

ECA European Court of Auditors

EMFAF European Maritime, Fisheries and Aquaculture Fund
ERDF European Regional Development Fund
ESF+ European Social Fund+

Fl Financial Instruments

FNLC financing not linked to costs

IB Intermediate Body

ISF Internal Security Fund

KR Key Requirement

MA Managing Authority

MCS Management and Control system

SCO Simplified Cost Options

TER/RER  Total Error Rate / Residual Error Rate
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1 Legal Basis

Recital 62

To ensure an appropriate balance between the effective and efficient implementation of the
Funds and the related administrative costs and burdens, the frequency, scope and coverage of
management verifications should be based on a risk assessment that takes into account factors
such as the number, type, size and content of operations implemented, the beneficiaries as well
as the level of the risk identified by previous management verifications and audits. Management
verifications should be proportionate to the risks resulting from that risk assessment and audits
should be proportionate to the level of risk to the budget of the Union.

Management Verifications (Article 74(1) Common Provisions Regulation ‘CPR’)?
Programme management by the managing authority
1. The managing authority shall:

(a) carry out management verifications to verify that the co-financed products and services
have been delivered, that the operation complies with applicable law, the programme and the
conditions for support of the operation, and:

[..]

Management Verifications (Article 74(2) CPR)

Management verifications referred to in point (a) of the first subparagraph of paragraph 1 shall
be risk-based and proportionate to the risks identified ex-ante and in writing.

Management verifications shall include administrative verifications in respect of payment claims
made by beneficiaries and on-the-spot verifications of operations. Those verifications shall be
carried out before submission of the accounts in accordance with Article 98.

2 Interreg Programmes may decide that management verifications are not carried by the MA (Article 46(3) of
Regulation (EU) 1059/2021 (Interreg Regulation)): “By way of derogation to point (a) of Article 74(1) of
Regulation (EU) 2021/1060 and without prejudice to Article 45(5) of this Regulation, the Member States, and
where applicable, the third country, partner country or OCT, participating in the Interreg programme, may decide
that management verifications referred to in point (a) of Article 74(1) of Regulation (EU) 2021/1060 are to be
done through the identification by each Member State of a body or person responsible for this verification on its
territory (the ‘controller’).”
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2 General principles — new elements

The new approach of risk-based management verifications is key to strike a balance between the
protection of the EU budget and the most required simplification in the 2021-2027 programming
period.

This approach will:

» significantly reduce the administrative burden for beneficiaries (as the number of controls
will be reduced) as well as for MAs and their IBs;

> improve the effectiveness of management and control systems by allowing to focus
management verifications on problematic areas instead of spending time and resources on
verifications of every single euro declared.

The present document is designed for EC staff (both desk officers and auditors), to be used in
carrying out their tasks. It may as well be used by MAs and AAs in their activities. It aims to
offer a better understanding of the new approach in risk-based management verifications by
providing examples and best practices. The document does not provide support tools (e.g.
formats for a risk assessment strategy, templates, risk assessment grids etc.). MAs remain
responsible for developing and implementing the risk-based management verifications.

MAs and IBs carry out risk-based management verifications® in accordance with Articles 74
(1)(a) and (2) CPR, to verify the delivery of the co-financed products and services, the reality of
expenditure claimed for reimbursement, the compliance with the terms of the relevant
Commission Decision approving the programme and applicable Union and national law, as well
as the conditions for support of the operations.

The risks and examples (in Annex 1 — Examples) in this paper are for reflection and illustrative
purposes and should always be considered in the context of a specific programme and the related
management and control system.

Management verifications include administrative verifications in respect of payment claims by
beneficiaries and on-the-spot verifications of operations.

In accordance with Article 74(2) CPR, the new elements (in comparison to the 2014-2020 CPR
legal framework) are:

3 Article 46(3) of the Interreg Regulation sets out that management verifications in Interreg programmes, by way of
derogation, can be carried out by controllers appointed by each Member State (MS). Under Article 74 (paragraph
2) CPR risk assessment are to be carried out by the MA. In Interreg, when the Article 46(3) Interreg derogation to
point (a) of paragraph 1 of Article 74 CPR is used, controllers (or the MS) may prepare the initial risk assessments,
but in this case it is recommended that the risk assessments are reviewed by MA in order to ensure equal treatment
and considering the cooperation goal of these programmes. Any difference in approach between MS should be
duly justified.
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— Both administrative and on-the spot management verifications are risk-based and
proportionate to the identified risks,

— The MA prepares ex-ante and in writing a risk assessment, which should also address
how proportionality will be put into practice (e.g., criteria for having verifications that are
proportionate to the types and levels of risks),

— Management verifications (administrative and on the spot) are to be carried out before
submission of the accounts.

Consequently, for both administrative and on the spot verifications:

The ex-ante risk assessment prepared by the MA/its IBs should define the risk
factors/criteria (e.g., number, type, size and content of the operation, type of beneficiary,
experience, complexity of the operation, results of past audits/verifications, value of
items, etc.) for the selection of operations and payment claims that may be subject to
verifications. The MA may also define a certain coverage to be reached by management
verifications;

The rationale of performing an ex-ante risk assessment is to ensure an appropriate
balance between the effective and efficient implementation of the Funds and the related
administrative costs and burdens. This means that not all payment claims from
beneficiaries and not all operations have to be subject to management verifications;
While a 100% verification of the expenditure remains theoretically possible, this can
only be carried out in cases when the level of risk to the budget of the Union was so
severe that it would impose such an approach;

Within a payment claim or operation selected for verification, not all expenditure items
and supporting documents (invoices, related contracts, etc.) need to be verified.
MASs/IBs can focus verifications on areas where, according to their assessment, the risk
of error is higher;

The risk assessment (to identify the operations, payment claims and expenditure items
to be verified) is established ex-ante and in writing by the MA/IBs.

The risk assessment involves two steps:

The first step is establishing (or updating) the risk assessment. This involves the
identification, definition and analysis of the risk factors (see further below). The
assessment should be regularly reviewed. In particular, the revision should take into
account the results of administrative and on-the-spot verifications performed, findings
arising from work of other control/audit bodies (AA, Commission auditors and the
European Court of Auditors-ECA) as well as horizontal implications of suspected fraud
cases for the management and control systems and external factors which could have an
impact on the implementation of operations (e.g., potential conflicts of interest and
issues reported in media). In this regard an annual reflection, for example after the
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results of the audit work become available for the Programme authorities, is expected,
which, if necessary, should further on trigger a revision of the risk assessment (please
also refer to Chapter 8 of the present paper);

e The second step is the application of the risks identified to the operations generating
expenditure or payment claims and further on carrying out the required management
verifications.

The MA is responsible for organising its capacities and resources (as well as those of its IBs) to
ensure that management verifications (both administrative and on-the-spot) cover the risks
identified and are timely carried out at the latest before submission of the accounts.

Good communication between the MA and AA is important. As a good practice, the MA should
inform the AA about their risk assessment in order to have a mutual understanding and enhance
the quality of the MA’s risk-based approach. The AA can provide comments about the MA’s risk
assessment and methodology but it is up to the MA whether to take these into account.

The risk assessment should improve the MA’s/IB’s understanding of relevant aspects and risks
and this in turn enhances the quality and effectiveness of management verifications. For these
reasons the full outsourcing of the risk assessment is not recommended. The responsibility for
the risk assessment methodology remains with the MA.

Taking into account the proportionality of the coverage and frequency of management
verifications, as well as Article 80(1) first subparagraph second sentence of the CPR, a
multiplication of controls at beneficiary level should be avoided unless needed in line with the
risk assessment of the MA.

Training and capacity building

MAs may refer to AAs for advice and support with regard to the development, organisation, and
delivery of training on risk assessment and verification techniques.

Peer-to-peer training delivered by MAs of other Member States and information sessions (for
example by Commission services) may also be useful to build capacity.

3 Risk assessment timing and elements

MAs need to carry out the risk assessment ex-ante, before they start to carry out management
verification. The risk assessment is carried out globally, for the totality of operations, payment
claims and beneficiaries, but by taking in due account the risk elements. The risk assessment
could be carried out already at the very beginning of the programme (by considering the
experience in 2014-2020 or, for example, the type of operations/beneficiaries/categories of
expenditure expected).
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Alternatively, the MA may decide to wait for the selection and appraisal of operations as at this
moment in time they collect important information about the risks related to the operations and
beneficiaries which can be used in the risk assessment for management verifications. At selection
stage, cconditions related to the operational, technical, financial and administrative capacity of
the applicants and the type of operations to be implemented become available and therefore they
may be taken into account for the risk assessment related to management verifications (e.g. the
complexity of the operation which can be established at the moment of selection). In practice the
MA usually considers and assesses (levels of) risks, already at the stage of selection of
operations, and this is often recorded in checklists/project evaluation forms. MAs are
recommended to document this work (in the electronic system) so the results can be taken into
account when the risk assessment for management verifications is performed. In this manner,
when the MA is developing the risk assessment for management verifications it can build on this
pre-existing work.

The MA/IB may consider the following potential risk elements at operation and beneficiary level
during the risk assessment (non-exhaustive list):

At the level of operations

v" Operations with a significant budget

v Nature and complexity of the operation, type(s) of expenditure, legal requirements
applicable (e.g., public procurement, State aid, Financial Instruments (‘FIs’)* etc.).
Example 1.1 - Complex operations.

v" Operations which had already started before selection, or which are close to completion
when being selected

v Operations with few tangible outputs for which, because of their nature, little or
insufficient evidence is expected to be available after they have been completed.
Example 1.3 - Tangible and intangible outputs

v On-the-spot (‘OTS’) visit not possible or delayed (e.g., COVID pandemic, delays in
implementation, other reasons)®

v’ Operations approved and started near the end of the programming period
v/ Operations implemented in different locations®.

v Operations formed by multiple projects (all sub projects selected by the MA/IB and
forming part of an operation) or operations where there is a cascade of support).

* For example: FIs’ expenditure does not, in general, necessarily involve higher risks. However, in some cases they
tend to have complex set-up and various actors and organisations involved in the implementation, in which case the
risk increases significantly.

5> Applicable for the review of the risk assessment.

6 Such cases are essentially normal in Interreg; however if, for example, a beneficiary implements the operation in 5
different locations in a region, then this can still be considered as a potential risk.
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v

v
v
v

ASERN

Phased operations from 2014-2020
Duration of the operation (multi-annual)
Number and types of different cost categories

Number of modifications of the operations (changes compared to the initial grant
agreement)

Operations receiving financing from different sources

Operations which use for a first-time new approaches (e.g. FNLC, a new type of SCO for
the respective programme). Example 1.2 - Simplified Cost Options (‘SCOs’)

Operations with a risk of double financing
Operations with risks related to limited access to documents, e.g. classified documents
(specific in case of HOME operations).

At the level of beneficiaries

v
v
v

(\

AR NN

(Lack of) experience of the beneficiary in implementing (similar) EU funded projects
Type, legal status and ownership structure of the beneficiary

Level of risk of potential conflicts of interest related to a certain type of beneficiary and
the type of operation the beneficiary is implementing

Number of operations implemented by the same beneficiary. Example 1.4 - Number of
operations implemented by a beneficiary

Number of partners in the operation’. Example 1.5 - Multi-partner projects
Beneficiary’s capacity to implement the operation
Change of beneficiary during implementation

Involvement of International organization on project implementation (specific approach
for HOME funds)

For the purpose of identifying risks at beneficiary level the MA may refer to IT tools such as
national electronic data exchange systems (Article 69(8) and Annex XIV CPR), data-mining/risk
scoring tools (e.g., Arachne) as these may provide useful information on risks of fraud, of
possible irregularities, of concentration of funding or of possible double-funding. In this context,
such data-mining/risk scoring tools primarily serve as a risk assessment support tool.

To ensure that management verifications are timely carried out (before submission of the
accounts in which the expenditure is declared), the MA?2 is encouraged to draw up an indicative

7 Such cases are essentially normal in Interreg; however, if, for example, a cross border project is implemented by a
high number of partners, this can be considered as a potential risk.
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“Management verifications Plan (for both administrative and on-the-spot verifications)” for each
accounting year. When establishing the plan, the MA can take into account:

- The risks identified during the risk assessment;

- The estimated timing of the submission of the payment claims based on the (indicative)
timetables for the implementation of the operation phases and the related financial forecasts
in the approved operation applications/grant agreements;

- The envisaged timeframe (number of days) by which administrative verifications should be
performed (considering also the deadlines set for payments to beneficiaries)

- The planning of the respective operation (e.g. in order to perform an on-the-spot visit, if
required, in relevant moments of the project life cycle).

The administrative verifications and on-the-spot verifications may have different schedules and
frequency.

The management verifications plan may be reviewed in line with the changes encountered during
implementation.

4 Administrative verifications of beneficiaries’ payment claims

The administrative verifications of beneficiaries’ payment claims are performed taking into
account the financial progress of operations.

It is advisable that administrative verifications are carried out within a reasonable time frame
after a payment claim is submitted by the beneficiary, before the expenditures are included in
payment applications to the Commission. In line with Article 91(1)/CPR, every year, one
payment application may be submitted at any time in each time period between the following
dates: 28 February, 31 May, 31 July, 31 October, 30 November and 31 December?.

Moreover, early detection of errors by the MA is important, as detection before inclusion in an
application for payment to the Commission reduces the frequency and impact of irregularities in
the accounts. Consequently, early management verifications (before the MA submits the
expenditure to the Commission) are strongly encouraged.

In this respect it is important to stress that, as for the treatment/impact of detected irregularities,
the MA’s risk-based management verifications differ fundamentally from the AA’s audits of
operations. Irregularities found by the AA during the audit work are projected to the total
population of beneficiaries and payment claims (in order to establish the error rate for the
accounting year), since the AA’s work is normally based on a statistical sample®. It is not

8 In the case of Interreg Programmes, the controllers (or the MS) may draw up the verifications plans but it is
recommended that the MA reviews them.

° Not applicable for Interreg Programmes

10 Even in case conditions for the use of a non statistical sample are fulfilled, results are still projected to the entire
population.
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foreseen for MA/IBs to perform statistical sampling for management verifications. Hence, errors
discovered by the MA/IBs during their management verifications are not projected to the
population. However, the MA/IBs should not only correct individual errors that are identified by
management verifications, they should also assess any systemic impact of the errors they detect,
at the level(s) of operations/beneficiaries, measure or programme, and address such issues (e.g.
by extending the level of verifications in those specific areas / expenditure / beneficiaries and
also by revising the risk assessment).

The MA/IBs may therefore reduce risks upstream and prevent irregularities from occurring.
MAs/IBs may also consider further capacity building at the level of beneficiaries e.g., by
providing targeted training and information sessions, in particular by drawing the lessons from
past errors or difficulties encountered by similar beneficiaries.

4.1 Selection of payment claims for administrative verifications

The selection of payment claims and supporting documents will be performed on the basis of the
risk criteria and elements established ex ante by the MA/IBs.

The following types of payment claims could be considered in order to avoid irregularities being
identified in a subsequent payment claim which would also affect previous payment claims:

v" First payment claim of the beneficiary, so that the MA can assess any risks associated
with the specific operation and/or beneficiary and take them into account for further
verifications and a related review of the risk assessment,

v" First payment claim(s) with expenditure including types of costs identified as risky,
v" First payment claim(s) containing expenditure for procurement contracts,

v' Payment claims for operations for which risks were identified during the selection
stage®®.

v Payments claims including for the first time expenditure from phased operations.

The results from any previous verifications and audits should be taken into account.

4.2 Selection of items to be verified inside payment claims selected for
administrative verification
The MAV/IB is recommended to review the expenditure submitted by the beneficiary (with details

of all items claimed) to obtain an understanding of the type and nature of the expenditure
(categories) claimed.

For cases where the MA decides not to verify fully the selected payment claim(s), the selection
of expenditure types in the payment claim (e.g., staff costs, procured items, etc.) is to be

1 Provided the risk assessment is carried after the selection stage.
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performed on the basis of the risk assessment of the MA/IB. Expenditure types that, in the
opinion of the MA/IB, have a higher risk, are unusual or give rise to suspicion of fraud or exceed
a certain amount or percentage of the total costs declared in payment claim, could be considered
for verification. The criteria for this risk assessment should be clearly set out in the MA’s ex-ante
risk assessment.

The selection of items for verification can be done for budget lines / types of expenditure in the
payment claim. The MA may decide to establish a minimum number of items to be verified or a
minimum percentage of the expenditure included in the payment claim.

Example 1.6 - Minimum coverage

In case a high number of expenditure items with the same level of risk are present within a
budget line/type of expenditure selected for verification, the MA may verify only some of these
items. The MA’s risk assessment and relevant management verification procedures should
specify how these items will be selected and the approach to be taken when irregularities are
identified in verified items. For example, the verification may be extended to other items, if
necessary, for example if a high number of errors is identified, up to a full verification of all such
expenditure.

This paper does not provide a sampling methodology. Sampling and rules for extension of
samples (depending on the results of verifications carried out), if applied, should be addressed in
the MA’s risk assessment paper.

A risk-based approach can also be applied for the verification of public procurements (in case
this is done with the administrative verification of payment claims). Such a verification does not
necessarily need to cover all public procurement procedures in an operation and the MA/IB may
select only some of procurement expenditure items for verification. When assessing the risks, it
is recommended to consider the value of the contracts (e.g. with regards to the thresholds for the
application of the public procurement Directive) and to consider, in particular, the expertise of
the contracting authority and the existence of past irregularities detected by EU or national
bodies for the same contracting authority.

The MA/IBs may discuss with the AA on the above mentioned.

4.3 Coverage of administrative verification

While a 100% verification of a population of payment claims and of the expenditure within
payment claims remains theoretically possible, this can only be carried out in cases when the
level of risk to the budget of the Union was so severe that it would impose such an approach.

The purpose of risk-based management verifications is to rationalise these verifications and to
have an appropriate balance between the effective and efficient implementation of funds and
related administrative costs and burdens (as per Recital 62 of the CPR).

11
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For the MA, bearing responsibility for the programme, the objective is to be able to draw a
conclusion from the management verifications performed when these do not cover all
expenditures (to be) declared to the Commission. The MA must be in a position to confirm that
the expenditure included in the accounts submitted to the EC is legal and regular, including the
part of the expenditure that the MA have not effectively verified.

This is possible if the risk assessment is adequately designed and carried out. The MAs should be
able to achieve a better quality of management verifications by focusing the necessary resources
on key areas.

The MA can confirm that the expenditure is legal and regular if it considers that the risk-based
verifications performed sufficiently cover the risks. Depending on the verification results, the
MA may conclude that risks are sufficiently covered or that verification work should be extended
in a certain area / for certain types of expenditure or beneficiaries. This is essentially a matter of
judgment. At a later stage, the TER established by the AA (based in principle on a statistical
basis) will confirm or put into question the MA’s conclusion. In case the AA concludes that the
level of error in the population remained material, the MA/IBs should subsequently adapt their
risk assessment methodology and verification approach.

5 On-the-spot management verifications of operations

On-the-spot management verifications cover in particular? the risks related to the delivery of the
product, work or service in compliance with the terms and conditions of the grant agreement,
physical progress, and respect of the EU rules on publicity’®>. An on-the-spot management
verification also includes checking whether the beneficiary provides accurate information on the
physical and financial implementation of the operation (including output and/or result
indicators). Consequently, on-the-spot verifications should preferably be undertaken when the
operation is well under way, both in terms of physical and financial progress.

On-the-spot verifications for financial instruments are performed on a sample (of financial
instruments) proportionate to the risks and are carried out at the level of the Holding Fund
(except for the EIB group), or Specific Fund in the absence of the Holding Fund. Checks at the
level of the bodies implementing a Specific Fund with a Holding Fund set-up could be
performed and adjusted in time depending on the risks identified (historical issues, results of
audits, functioning of the Holding Fund and Specific Fund). The MA/IBs could also participate
in the on-the-spot verifications if these are carried out by the Holding Fund. In the context of
guarantees, the MA/IBs carry out on-the-spot verifications at the level of the bodies delivering
the underlying new loans. The MA may decide to rely on on-the-spot verifications carried out by

12 The list is indicative, on-the-spot verifications can cover a variety of issues.
B3In case of a breach of EU rules on publicity (Article 50(3) CPR, this could lead to the cancellation of up to 3% of
the support from the Funds by the MA.
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external bodies, provided the necessary assurance on the competence and quality of the work of
these external bodies is obtained.

5.1 Selection of operations to be verified on-the-spot

The population subject to possible on-the-spot management verifications includes all operations
for which expenditure is expected to be included in the accounts of the accounting year
concerned (i.e. expenditure entered or to be entered in payment applications submitted to the
Commission in that accounting year), with a focus on operations which are considered risky.

The MA/IBs can plan on-the-spot verifications as soon as they have information (or at least an
estimate) on (a substantial part of) the expenditure (to be) declared by the beneficiaries and to be
included in the accounts of the accounting year concerned.

Example 1.10 - Planning of on-the-spot verifications

In some cases, it may be useful and efficient to combine an administrative and an on-the-spot
verification and to perform these either simultaneously or back to back.

Depending on the risks taken into account for administrative or on the spot verifications, some
operations/payment claims may be subject to an on-the-spot verification without a preceding
administrative verification. In such cases the MA/IB may consider to prepare the on-the-spot
verification by carrying out an administrative verification (even if not initially planned), thus
ensuring to obtain a full background and understanding of the operation in view of the on-the-
spot verification and a sufficient mitigation of risks.

The MA/IB may consider the following (risk) elements when selecting the operations for on-the
spot management verifications (non-exhaustive list):

v Operations where previous administrative management verifications or audits have
identified progress/reporting problems, irregularities, double-funding or suspicions of
fraud*

v Operations that are expected to be completed/implemented within the accounting year
and have not been verified on-the-spot before,

v Operations with advanced levels of implementation (physical/financial),

v' Operations with problems identified by the MA/IB through monitoring®®. Such problems
may relate to previous financial corrections, delays in implementation, suspicions of
fraud, complaints etc,

14 Applicable for the review of the risk assessment.
15 Applicable for the review of the risk assessment.
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5.2 Selection of expenditures within the operation

The MA/IBs can also decide to select and verify only part of an operation. This can be done at
different levels. For example:

v If a group of beneficiaries implements the operation, the MA/IBs may select only part of
the operation implemented by some of the project partners.

v If selected operations contain many payment claims and/or expenditure items/invoices
(and considering also the scope of the risk based administrative verifications), the on-the-
spot verification may cover only some of these items or aspects (for example, checking
physical existence or examining some or all of the public procurements, some physical
investments, etc.).

v If several payment claims have already been subject to administrative verifications, the
MA can select only some of them to further verify on-the-spot certain aspects of the
expenditure examined in the administrative verifications and its relation with physical
outputs. However, it may be efficient to select all the claims for an on-the-spot
verification to address issues and doubts raised in previous administrative verifications
(issues or doubts which concern all the previous payment claims).

v If risks are the same for a certain type/category of expenditure, the MA may verify only
part of this expenditure (e.g. instead of verifying a long list of staff costs containing
bonuses all of which have the same risk profile work contracts, the MA may select a
random — not predetermined or preselected- number of items.

6 Electronic systems

The introduction of e-Cohesion1¢ aimed to simplify and streamline the implementation of funds
governed by the CPR. Electronic data exchange systems allow the secure exchange of born-
digital'” documents or scanned documents from system to system via standardised interfaces
between MAS/IBs and AAs on the one hand, and the beneficiaries, on the other hand. An
effective implementation and use of e-Cohesion brings about significant benefits:

v It can significantly reduce the administrative burden both for beneficiaries and
programme authorities.

16"e-Cohesion" is one of the elements introduced in the 2014- 2020 programming period that aims to simplify and
streamline the implementation of the Funds. Member States had to establish an electronic data exchange system
which allows the secure exchange of natively digital documents or scanned documents from system to system via
standardised interfaces between the Managing, Certifying and Audit Authorities as well as Intermediate Bodies, on
the one hand, and the beneficiaries, on the other hand. For EMFAF, AMIF, ISF and BMVI the use of electronic data
exchange systems pursuant to Article 69(8) CPR 2021-2027 became mandatory as of 1 January 2023.

"Born-digital records are records that have been created in digital format (rather than digitised from paper records).
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v Data will be transferred only once, safely stored in one place and always available for all
programme authorities.

v’ Electronic submission of information will save time and resources and storage space.

v" It also helps avoiding errors resulting from encoding the same data several times, copying
of data, etc.

v It can enhance controls as IT systems can provide automatic embedded controls and
system-generated alerts.

v’ Authorised bodies can access information without the need to request (paper) documents.

The use of electronic systems also allows creating and maintaining appropriate electronic audit
trails, which comply with relevant requirements on availability of documents (Articles 69(6), 82
and Annex XIII CPR).

Consequently, electronic systems used in the context of management verifications can
significantly contribute to reducing the control burden.

7 Audit trail

Management verifications should be performed with appropriate arrangements for
documentation retention and the keeping of (electronic) audit trails'®. The use of electronic
systems enhances these arrangements. If these conditions are met, the control burden for
beneficiaries can be significantly reduced.

7.1Availability of documents

As a basic rule (Article 69(6) CPR), documents must be kept in line with the requirements of
Article 82 of the CPR. Hence, MA/IBs should ensure that all supporting documents relating to
expenditure claimed for an operation in electronic and/or paper form are kept at the appropriate
level and this for a five-year period from 31 December of the year in which the last payment by
the MA to the beneficiary was made.

In practice, beneficiaries systematically upload the documents (in electronic form) to the
dedicated IT systems managed by the MASs/IBs (Article 69(8) CPR). The systematic uploading
of supporting documents even if not all expenditure will be subject to an administrative
verification is strongly recommended as it will facilitate access for any type of future verification
or audit. Consequently, the MA, AA and other audit and control bodies can refer to these IT
systems first. This practice can significantly reduce the administrative and logistical burden for
beneficiaries.

18 Please see the requirements of Annex XIII of CPR.
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7.2 Single arrangements

The single arrangements (Article 80(1) first subparagraph second sentence CPR) remain an
important principle for avoiding multiplication of controls at beneficiary level. This principle has
been extended compared to previous programming period (Article 148 of the 2014-2020 CPR) to
relations between audits (Commission, AA) and management verifications (MAs, IBs). In
practice, the application of the single audit principle can be facilitated if supporting documents
are available in the IT systems kept by the MAS/IBs.

AAs and the Commission have to first use the information, records and documents in these IT
systems, including results of any management verifications performed, in view of their own
audits. They would only need to request and obtain additional documents and audit evidence
from the beneficiaries concerned where, based on the auditor’s professional judgement, this is
required to support robust audit conclusions and the documentation available at the MA/IBs level
is not sufficient to reach such audit conclusions. This can further reduce the administrative and
logistical burden for beneficiaries.

8 System audits and audits of operations versus management
verifications

The risk assessment established by the MA/IBs is subject to the AA’s system audits (key
requirement 4 of management and control systems - management verifications). The adequacy
and quality of management verifications can be examined by an AA’s system audit. The sample
is recommended to be selected from management verifications already carried out. Additionally,
the results of the audit of operations also need to be considered in the regular update of the risk
assessment.

There is a fundamental difference between the purpose of management verifications performed
by the MA and audits performed by the AA or EC and ECA auditors. Management verifications
of the MA/IB are part of the MA’s internal control function within the management and control
system (MCS). Their purpose is to verify that the co-financed products and services have been
delivered, that the operation complies with applicable law'®, the programme and the conditions
for support of the operation. Management verifications aim to identify and correct irregularities
or problems (detected before the inclusion in the payment application) in the expenditure
declared by beneficiaries.

Audits are ex-post engagements performed by auditors who are external to and independent from
the MA. Audits can reveal whether the management verifications are appropriate as to their
design and whether they operate effectively. Audits aim to provide independent reasonable

19 In line with the provisions of Article 63(1) of CPR, the eligibility of expenditure shall be determined on the basis
of national rules, except where specific rules are laid down in, or on the basis of, this Regulation or the Fund-
specific Regulations.

16

N\
\./





CPRE_23-0005-01
24/05/2023

assurance on the proper functioning of the MCS and on the legality and regularity of the
expenditure declared to the Commission. Control testing is usually performed through system
audits which look into the design and operating effectiveness of controls by re-performing a
number of management verifications. In line with internationally accepted auditing standards and
Article 77(1) CPR, auditors must always perform substantive tests in the context of audit of
operations, but the amount of substantive testing can be reduced if systems and procedures
(including management verifications) are found to be working properly.

The main conditions for well-functioning management verifications are that:

- The MCS is classified in category 1 or 2%°;

- There is evidence of an appropriate risk-based approach for management verifications;
- Appropriate management verification checklists are used; and

- Management verifications are properly recorded and documented.

The AAs carry out their audits of operations on the basis of a sample selected?® from all
expenditure declared to the Commission in a given accounting year, regardless of (the results of)
management verifications. Consequently, the AA’s sample may contain both (1) expenditure
subject to previous management verifications and (2) expenditure which has not (yet) been
verified by the MA/IB.

A risk-based approach to management verifications may lead to situations where the AA detects
irregularities in expenditure declared to the EC that was not verified by the MA. Depending on
the magnitude and the (potential) frequency of such irregularities, the AA may consider that this
undermines the pertinence of the risk-assessment, the effectiveness of the management
verifications as well as the effective functioning of the MCS. The AA will have to assess these
circumstances on a case-by-case basis. In any case, if audits find a high frequency of errors
and/or a high TER, the AA should advise the MA to review and amend the methodology for risk-
based management verifications and possibly increase the coverage of payment claim /
operations / beneficiaries in subsequent accounting years.

Any irregular expenditure found — no matter whether this is by the MA or AA - must be
corrected??. It is also important to examine whether an error is random or systemic.

Finally, it is important for the MA and the AA, after each audit campaign, to systematically
review and discuss errors identified by audits and management verifications. This contributes to
administrative capacity building and to a joint understanding of the remaining risks and of areas
where improvements in the risk assessment and future management verifications can be made.

20 Category 1 Works well. No or only minor improvement needed. Category 2 Works. Some improvement needed.

2L For Interreg Programmes the sample is selected by the Commission (Article 49(6) of Regulation 2021/1059).

22 Moreover, audits carried out by the AA resulting in an extrapolated total error rate above 2% may imply
extrapolated financial corrections, in particular if the correction of individual irregularities identified is not sufficient
to reduce the residual error rate to 2% or below.
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Annex 1 - EXAMPLES

1.1 - Complex projects

A project can be complex because of its highly technical aspects and/or the way it is structured and
managed.

Complex projects will typically have high technical requirements and will require input from more
partners or people. Projects can have complex management structures involving internal and external
staff, external partners and outsourcing to external contractors.

Factors that influence the complexity of projects:

- Project type. A new hospital will be intrinsically more complex than a workshop.

- Project size. Developing (constructing) a new building for example, tends to be more complex than
other smaller projects due to their planning, safety and technological requirements). Also,
larger projects will by their very nature require more people to work on them and may necessitate
more project management, more sequencing, coordination, organisation, and so on.
Larger contracts may mean that more responsibility is transferred to contractors.

- Project location. Projectsin busy city centresor in remote areas may have to overcome
intense planning, spatial and environmental constraints.

- Political / planning considerations. Highly-sensitive projects, such as high-speed rail lines, may be
opposed by third parties as the project goes through a series of public consultations and enquiries.
This may add many years to the duration of aproject, resulting in increased complexity,
controversy and spiraling costs-

- The method of procurementand financing: a public private partnership usually involves a
potentially complex collaborative arrangement between the public and private sectorsto ensure
sufficient financing and completion of  a project. ~Complexity may be  further increased
in procurement variants such as design, build, operate and maintain (DBOM) or build, own,
operate and transfer (BOOT), where the contractor or developer is to undertake the operation and
maintenance of a facility, in addition to design and construction, and transfers it back to
the client after a specified time period.

1.2 - Simplified Cost Options (‘SCOs’)

SCOs are also subject to management verifications (by dully taking into account the legal
provisions, e.g. Annex X111 or the provisions of article 94(3) CPR- in case of SCOs used in relation
with the Commission).

Methods for the use of SCOs are either pre-defined and agreed in the programme or defined in the
CPR. Therefore management verifications related to expenditure under SCOs aim at verifying that the
agreed method is correctly applied, and if linked to a number of units (SSUC), that these units are
correctly accounted for and justified.

Example:

A MA develops a methodology for a unit cost for persons trained, which is approved by the European
Commission together with the programme. The conditions for reimbursement by the Commission
detailed in Appendix 1 of Annex 5 CPR foresee the documents necessary to verify the achievement of
the units delivered (e.g. lists of presence, attendance certificates, audit trail requested in Annex XIII
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CPR). As this is the first time the programme uses simplified cost options, initially the MA foresees an
extensive verification of the expenditure covered by this SCO: the MA will verify 75% of the costs /
expenditure declared to the Commission. In the first year, the MA identifies some errors (certificates
not available for all persons). As the frequency of these errors is limited, the MA decides (when they
review their risk assessment) to reduce the frequency of the verifications to 50% in the second year. In
order to improve the system, the MA also offers trainings to the beneficiaries to avoid the more
frequent errors previously identified in payment claims. In the second year the MA staff encounters no
errors. Therefore, in the third implementation year the MA decides not to verify any longer
expenditure related to this SCO.

1.3 - Tangible and intangible outputs

Tangible outputs are physical.

Examples: Large infrastructure projects. Projects with purchase of land, vehicles, equipment,
machinery, furniture, inventory. There is a strong and direct link between input (resources,
expenditure) and output.

Intangible outputs. There are no or few physical outputs. There is little or no direct connection
between input (resources, expenditure) and output. Hence, there is usually a risk that output cannot be
directly or properly measured based on the input of resources and costs.

Examples: projects with intangible outputs often involve trainings, workshops, conferences or
publicity campaigns.

Useful output and related documents include for example training records, attendance lists, annotated
programmes, reports, meetings and leaflets, which are useful in themselves. Other examples are
projects that involve intellectual property, such as patents, trademarks, and copyrights. The output of
R&D projects is often difficult to measure as it can be highly technical and at the same time highly
intellectual with low or no visible results.

1.4 - Number of projects implemented by a beneficiary

A beneficiary may implement several projects with EU funding. Large organisations with frequent and
recurring project applications may implement projects with various sources of EU funding (e.g.,
ERDF, ESF, RRF, Horizon (Research and Innovation) etc.) and national funding. They may also have
other (commercial) activities for which they may or may not generate income.

The issue is that in such situations there is an increased risk that certain costs (or cost items) are
declared more than once (the risk of ‘double funding’ not necessarily on purpose), if project cost
accounting and cost allocation rules are not clear.

In such cases the management verification should be particularly attentive to a reliable, correct and
plausible allocation of costs to the operation, Fund and the payment claim concerned. The best practice
approach is to request the applicant to provide full insight and to disclose a cost allocation and overall
revenues (reconciled with the beneficiary’s annual accounts) which covers an overview of all costs
incurred and allocated to all relevant activities or operations, as well as the different sources of public
revenues.

N\
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1.5 - Multi-partner projects

Multi-partner projects often involve team members from several organisations (private sector
businesses, universities, research institutes etc.) each with their own project management
processes (e.g., decision making and communication processes, project management styles)

R&D projects typically involve more partners. Each of those partners carry out one or more tasks and
may provide various types of resources being experts (salaries), materials and assets such as specific
equipment or machineries or accommodation (factory or testing/laboratory space).

In such cases there is often an increased risk for ineligible costs as one or more partners may be
unfamiliar with project cost accounting and/or specific rules (procurement, state aid, eligibility of
costs, VAT rules, publicity etc.) that apply.

1.6 - Minimum coverage

As part of the risk assessment, the MA can decide to have a minimum coverage of items to be verified
for each selected payment claim, per budget line or type of expenditure. Such a minimum coverage
can be set as percentage of expenditure and/or number of items covered by the verifications.

1.7 - Planning of on-the-spot verifications

A population is composed of all payment claims from beneficiaries which are planned to be included
in the accounts of a given accounting year. The MA decides that payment claims submitted by
beneficiaries in August - October year N will be included in the payment application to the
Commission in November year N (i.e., in the accounting year N/N+1). Consequently, as soon as the
MA has the information about the operations concerned by these payment claims (to be) submitted by
the beneficiaries, the MA drafts the first phase of the plan for the accounting year N/N+1. The plan
can then be updated after 4 months with the next phase, covering the next “batch” of payment claims.
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		Map of risk-based management verification practices under ERDF/CF  (rev. 31/05/23)

								1		2		3		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		15

		Item						ERDF/CF Programme				Managing authority
/ Intermediate Body		Setting up RBMV model														Tools				Cooperation with the AA

								Title		CCI				How the risk-based model was developed		Risk factors		Main aspects of the risk-based model		Usage of risk-based model		Revision and update of the risk-based model		Good practices 		Not-so-good practices		Tools		Level of automatization		Involvement of the AA		Good practice provided by the AA

		Notes		MS		Ref		Please indicate the title (in EN) and CCI of the ERDF/CF 2021-2027 Programme under which the RBMV is used 
				Please indicate the ERDF/CF MA or IB which implements RBMV 		Please indicate briefly background for RB model - whether data from previous programming period was analysed or risk factors were proposed by MA/IB/AA; did you use AA tools for risk assessment or expert judgement? Etc.		Please indicate the risk factors included in the methodology and the reasons why they were considered.		Please provide a brief description of the main aspects of the risk-based model:
- 	Risk assessment scoring method
- 	Frequency of risk assessment
- 	Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable)
- 	Conditions for extension of the sample (if applicable)
- 	Any other information relevant for defining the model.		Please provide information on what level the RB model is used - e.g. level of payment claim, expenditure items. Are expenses under simplified cost options included?		Please briefly describe the conditions for revision and update of the methodology (e.g. assessment of previous results, audit findings etc..)		Please refer to any good practices based on your experience with setting up RBMV model so far.		Please refer to any not-so-good practices based on your experience with setting up RBMV model so far.		Please indicate the tools used for implementing RBMV (e.g. IT system - developed specifically for purpose of RBMV or integrated within IT system used in implementation of Programme? if no IT system is used, please indicate any other tool - e.g. excel sheets, specific application, etc..		Full / semi / no automatization of risk assessment
Please describe briefly what part of RB model is not automatised.		Please describe briefly involvement of the AA in the process of setting up the RB model.		Please indicate, if the AA has given any useful suggestion toward setting up RBMV or any other good practice concerning the AA involvement.

		1		Austria		AT-1		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027		2021AT16FFPR001		Managing authority
/ Intermediate Body		 - data from previous programming period was analysed: Type of projects and beneficiaries, cost categories with highest risks were taken into consideration by establishing the risk scoring/min. coverage. To set the thresholds for full MV the data from the IT-System of 2014-2020 were taken into account. 
As the data did not deliver all the desired outputs, a special working group was set up in order to determine risk factors based on previous experience. The model was prepared within the working group, then the method was circulated btw the IB´s. Consultation with the AA is foreseen for the coming semester.		 Three catogires of risk factors: 
- type of project: aid intensity, cooperation project?
 - type of beneficiary: previeous experience of the beneficiary with EU funding, records, quality of submitted documents  
 - type of costs: cost categories (staff costs, cost of materials), SCOs
The risk factors are the result of deliberations by the working group, based on their professional judgment.		  -  Risk assessment scoring method: Annex to the method (the higher the risk, the higher the points appointed to a risk factor)
 - Frequency of risk assessment: per payment claims of the beneficiary
 - 	Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable): compulsory elements  + min. nr. of items to be checked (20) + min. 30% of items claimed
 -  	Conditions for extension of the sample (if applicable): up to 10% error rate: 10 more items are checked, more than 10% error rate: 100% verification
 - 	Any other information relevant for defining the model: copulsory elements: conditions by publ. procurments, state aid, Affiliated companies etc.		payment claims/ on-the-spot checks

For simplified cost options there are too many open questions -> therefore no specific conditions. Method can be modified any time, if needed. 		every two years + if needed		Setting up a working group of experienced FLC staff from the IBs was extremely helpful in developing the method. Including the project approval side in the process proved to be helpful as well. Making the working group smaller than the big group consisting of all IBs was an asset and lead to more constructive discussions.
Structuring the group's ideas and views in a 'decision tree' was a helpful tool to visualise the status of discussions. 		The verification of individual expenditure item was carried out on a sample basis by some IB`s in  2014-20. The size of sampling was critisised by the AA. Therefore the IB carried out a full check. 

 AA indicated that SLCs will continue to do full audit which made the IBs very risk-averse which influenced the developed model.		excel		Aside from (hopefully) the documentation of some of the flc steps (based on a report from the monitoring system), the rb model has no automised steps. 		AA will be involved in the ex-ante assessment		not yet

		2		Belgium		BE-1		ERDF Flanders		2021BE16RFPR002		VLAIO (MA)		MA decided on the risk factors based on experience in previous programming periods		Beneficiary age, number of projectpartners, nature of the project (investements, …), part of a larger project or not, total cost, own financial contribution, planned public procurement, state aid regime, type of expenditure (SCO, real cost), non recoverable VAT, double financing, pos/neg experience with benefiary		° Risk assessment on project level when project is approved & with every project modification (red, orange, green)
° Risk category red/orange/green defines the level of on desk & on the spot MV for example all red projects get on the spot checks		Every payment claim is being checked but not for all expenditure items. We will work with a treshold: check everything above the treshold & check on the basis of a random sample below the treshold. Treshold & size of the random sample can vary depending on risk red/orange/green		Only when necessary (audit findings & own assessment/experience MA)		Too early to say		Too early to say		Risk analysis on project level in Excel sheet. Risk score (red/orange/green) to be imported in the IT system		Automatic selection of expenditure items to be checked (above treshold + random sample) is planned.		Consultation is ongoing		Too early to say

		3		Czech Republic		CZ-1		Interreg Programme Czechia - Poland		2021TC16RFCB024		MA - Ministry of Regional Development		We use data from previous programming period and also some risk factors from previous period and some new risk factors connected with new programming period conditions. For ex. as part of the risk analysis of payment applications, we performed an analysis of the size/value of payment applications, analysis of the reduction of expenditure types and analysis of irregularities from programming period 2014 - 2020. Analysis of public contracts (public procurement) was made etc. Everything has been and still is discussed among MA, NA, Programme controllers and AA.		The value of payment application - the higher the value of the payment application, the higher the risk of an error in it, and the higher the risk of having to cut a larger volume of funds and thus a greater impact on the recipient and, at the same time, on the error rate of the entire program. Method of reporting employee costs - employee costs reported as unit costs (no experience) are more risky than employee costs reported as flate rate, existence of irregularities in payment applications, The type of expenditure in payment applications - costs for infrastructure and works are more risky than for ex. equipment cots or external expertise and services costs because of their higher value etc. By selection of a sample of projects for on-the-spot inspections we use risk factors: legal form of the partner - controllers have experience from the past programming period that with some legal forms of beneficiaries there is worse cooperation and a higher risk of financial problems, ERDF contribution of partners - the higher the partner's ERDF contribution, the higher the financial risk in case of problems, partner experience with Interreg, Frequency and scope of change requests - the more frequent changes in the project, the higher the risk of errors and financial impact, Results of audits and controls - if a finding with a financial impact was made at a partner during administrative verifications, on-the-spot inspections and audits, such a partner is more risky etc.		the risk analysis of payment applications - Risk assessment scoring method - we have defined 3 types of payment applications - small, medium and large ones, by small ones we plan to control each 3rd payment application, by medium ones we plan to define sample by using risk factors - each risk factor has it´s weight and points (minimum is 1 point, maximum are 4 points) and level of risk = wight x number of points, large payment applications are all controlled (85% of all costs, value more than 100 000 EUR) , Frequency of risk assessment - each time a beneficiary submits payment application, scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage) - every final payment application has to be controlled, every 1st payment application with expences real paid (not expenses under simplified cost options included) has to be controlled , conditions for extension of the sample - If you find some mistake for ex. in the 3rd payment application, you have to check if the same mistake is not in the 1st or the 2nd one as well. Selection of a sample of projects for on-the-spot inspections - we plan to choose projects by using risk factors - each risk factor has it´s weight and points (minimum is 1 point, maximum are 4 points) and level of risk = wight x number of points, Frequency of risk assessment - every six months and the risk analysis applies only to partners with financial participation and only to partners who have already been reimbursed for expenses of min. in the amount of for ex. 30% of the ERDF contribution specified in the valid legal act, conditions for extension of the sample - whenever necessary, when, for example, the beneficiary does not fulfill his obligations, does not submit implementation reports on time etc.		payment application/claim - expenses under simplified cost options are included, on-the-spot inspections, controll of public procurement		The Czech controllers send the MA and the Polish inspectors controllers NA once a year by January their possible suggestions for adjusting the parameters of the risk analysis. The MA subsequently revises the parameters both on the basis of the controllers' suggestions and on the basis of the AA's own control activities and audits.		We have good experience for ex. with risk factors as legal form of the partner, partner experience with Interreg, irregularities, but we have still no experience with the risk analysis of payment applications.		risk factor - quality of payment application/ list of expences - it was very subjective and each controller had it´s own view 		IT system MS2014+ or MS2021+ serves as a source of basic information about projects - our IT expert made and makes data reports for us, but the analysis was and is and will be made in excel sheets.		assigning weights and points to risk factors is not automatised. It is automatized for another programmes but not for our programme - we need to work on project partner level, not on the project level.		AA has to approve our documents describing risk analysis.		We are still not finished with our documentation, so we still have no feedback from the audit authority.

		4		Czech Republic		CZ-2		Transport 2021 Programme
		2021CZ16FFPR002		MA - Ministry of Transport		Administrative verification of the Transport 2021+ Programme is carried out on 100% of the submitted applications due to the high amounts of funds involved. A number of these payment claims is administratively processable. Based on the experience of the previous programming period, 100% administrative checking of the payment claims has proved to eliminate errors in the submitted documents. I.e. due to the 100% control of the RARs, the risk analysis is not processed for the control

		5		Czech Republic		CZ-3		All ERDF/CF programmes				Ministry of Finance - Central Harmonization Unit (CHU), i.e. the body responsible for the central methodology in the administration verifications and on the spot conrols area		As regards the use of risk-based verifications, the national Guidelines for administrative verifications and on the spot controls, issued by the Ministry of Finance – Central Harmonization Unit (CHU), clearly favours the use of risk-based sampling, not excluding simplified cost options. In contrast, 100% verification requires justification of the scope.

The CHU issued the manual for MAs regarding the best and bad practices including also this area, which describes the basic elements of a risk management strategy and possible sampling methods, but leaves their specific use to the MAs. The CHU then analyses this area in detail and gives feedback in the context of commenting on manuals and other procedures of the MA/IB. Based on this feedback, the CHU expects to create a model risk management strategy document that could help the MAs to process this area in a comprehensive way. 

As far as the monitoring system is concerned, it contains a verification module (for procedural and record keeping of verifications) and also a tool (module) for a risk analysis as such. The use of this tool for risk analysis is voluntary; MAs can process risk analysis outside the monitoring system, but it is always necessary to comply with the provisions of the national Guidelines for administrative verification and on the spot controls, i.e. to record the relevant results of the risk analysis with a link to the verifications plan.

		6		Germany		DE-1		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia		CCI 2021DE16RFPR011		MA ERDF Thuringia / Germany		Data from the previous programming period are analyzed (funding period 2014-2020)		The risk assessment is intended to apply four risk criteria which, based on the experience from the previous funding period 2014-2020 (FP 14-20), have the greatest influence on the regularity of the expenditure to be declared to the COM from the point of view of the MA ERDF Thuringia:
1. measure and management and control system in the FP 14-20
2. Result of the system audit by the AA in the FP 14-20
3. Results of the audits of operations by the AA in the FP 14-20
4. Results of the administrative verifications by the IB or MA in FP 14-20		Four risk levels are used to perform the risk assessment. These are defined and established for each risk criterion. For the risk assessment, the risk level for each risk criterion is determined for each measure on the basis of the available data. To determine the overall risk of the respective measure, the values of the risk levels determined in this way are summed up. The lowest risk is thus a value = 4 and the highest risk a value = 16.
administrative verifications in respect of payment claims:
Measures with an identified overall risk = 4 will, in principle, be given the option of carrying out administrative verifications on a sample basis with regard to beneficiaries' payment requests. The sampling procedure must then be agreed between the managing authority and the intermediary body, taking into account the specificities of the measure in question.
In case of an identified overall risk >= 5, a 100 % verification of all beneficiaries' payment caims including all expenditure items and supporting documents must be performed.
on-the-spot verifications of operations:
On-the spot verifications can generally be carried out on a random basis. The scope of the on-the-spot verifications to be carried out depends on the overall risk determined for the respective measure as a result of the risk assessment. The higher the overall risk, the more likely it is that a risk will occur and the higher the inspection rate and thus the inspection density must be. The audit rate is staggered and amounts to at least 2.5% of the operations of a measure.
It is planned to revise the risk assessment annually from the 4th accounting year onwards.		Risk assessment is performed at the measure level and thus includes all expenditures of the respective measure.		For the time being, the risk criteria mainly refer to FP 14-20. In the course of FP 21-27, the risk criteria will be adapted or redefined accordingly and the results and experiences gained in this funding period will be included in the risk assessment. It is planned to revise the risk assessment annually from the 4th accounting year onwards. In this context, the methodology will also be reviewed.						The risk assessment uses data from the AA and data of the administrative verifications carried out by the IB or MA available in the IT system (ERDF-DATA).		The risk assessment is prepared on the basis of the data mentioned (not automated).		In line with the COM's recommendation, the MA has informally discussed the risk assessment with the AA to have a mutual unterstanding.		During the informal discussion, the AA provided the MA with notices and recommendations to the risk assessment, which the MA examined and largely took into account.

		7		Germany		DE-2		ERDF Hamburg 		2021DE16RFPR005		MA ERDF Hamburg/Germany		We asked other managing authorities about their experiences.		Experience of the beneficiary with ERDF; Amount of expenditure; previous audits of the beneficiary		The auditors decide at their own discretion on the scope of the audit. A risk-based sampling concept is also available.		level of expenditure items, expenses under sco are includet		We discuss the outcomes of the autdits with the managing authority and the intermediate body and adapt our procedures. 		The RBMV should not be complex, it should be very easy to use.		At the beginning, our sampling concept was so complicated that the auditors considered a full audit of all supporting documents to be more practicable.		excel sheets 		no automatization		We asked the AA for their approval. 		not applicable 

		8		Germany		DE-3		ERDF/JTF Saxony 		2021DE16FFPR003		MA ERDF/JTF Saxony/Germany		Data from the previous period 2014-2020 was used		New project areas/change of responsibility;  
Average volume of funds per project;
Past experience		The three risk criteria mentioned are used to carry out the risk assessment. For the risk assessment, the risk level for each risk criterion is determined for each measure based on the available data. To determine the overall risk of the respective measure, the risk levels determined in this way are summarized. The lowest overall risk is given a score of 0 to 3, the medium overall risk is given a score of 4 to 6 and the highest overall risk is given a score of 7 to 9.

Minimum quotas for management verifications and on-the-spot checks:
- Measures with an identified low overall risk of 0 to 3 -> management verifications of 20%
- Measures with a determined average overall risk of 4 to 6 -> management verifications of 25%
- Measures with an identified high overall risk of 7 to 9 -> management verifications of 50%

on-the-spot verifications are carried out at a low and medium risk of 5% and at a high risk of 10%.		Risk assessment is performed at the measure level and thus includes all expenditures of the respective measure.		For the time being, the risk criteria mainly refer to FP 14-20. In the course of FP 21-27, the risk criteria will be adapted or redefined accordingly and the results and experiences gained in this funding period will be included in the risk assessment		see column 7		-		Data from the AA and data from the administrative verifications carried out by the AA or MA are used in the risk assessment		The risk assessment is prepared on the basis of the data mentioned (not automated).		not applied		not applied

		9		Greece		EL-1		22 Greek Programmes funded by ERDF, ESF+, CF, JTF, EMFAF (single Management and Control System) 				22 MAs and the IBs of the 22 Programmes		The management and control system for the 22 Programmes is common. Thus, the model was developed by the Service responsible for the Management and Control System, namely the Special Service for Institutional Support and Information Systems (in the Ministry of Development and Investments). While drafting the methodology and thw risk factors, some MAs were being consulted. The Coordination Body cooperates closely with the Audit Authority, which made some recommendations on risk factors as well the methodology itself.

The risk factors of the previous programming period used for on-the-spot verifications, were "tested" against relevant corrections so as to conclude if their scoring was "consistent" with the corrections. Some of the "old" factors have been deleted and some new factors, arising from studying all the material available from other countries, Reflection paper etc. as well as from our experience, have been incorporated.		Factors related to the beneficiary: 
- type of beneficiary, 
- number of beneficiaries in the project, 
- whether the beneficiary has been verified or audited before, 
- financial corrections of the beneficiary, 
- compliance of the beneficiary to obligations as well as to recommendations, 
- number of projects    
Factors related to the project:
- complexity of the project
- nature of project (tangible and intangible outputs included)
- method of implementation (e.g. public contract etc.) 
- expected duration of project implementation
- project started before submission
- budget
- number of amendments made during the course of the project
- corrections from administrative verifications 
- time passed from previous verification/ audit
- financial corrections of the project		- Risk assessment scoring method - 19 factors, 18 of which automatically scored and one scored "manually". The factors are scored every month for the sampling of the payment claims and every six months for the on-the-spot verifications.
- 3 layers of risk
- Administrative verifications: 1) Payment claims: the first payment claim and as a minimum: upper layer - all payment claims are verified, medium layer - 3 payment claims are verified, lower layer - 2 payment claims are verified. 2) Sampling of expenditure: random per category of cost (20% of expenditure verified, less only if the number of expenditure items is extremely high). In addition, the payment claim with SCO expense that is submitted for the first time.  
- On-the-spot verifications: as a minimum: 15% of projects, 10% of expenses. 50% of projects to be verified from the upper layer (25% the most risky and 25% randomly), 30% of the medium layer randomly and 20% of the lower layer randomly. 
When irregularities are detected within a payment claim, the MA/IB extends the sample to other expenses of the payment claim. If similar irregularities are detected, the MA/IB may consider an on-the-spot verification and/or administrative check of previous payment claims (the expenses of which are most possibly included in a payment application to the Commission). 		The RB model is used for administrative verifications, on the level of payment claim, as well as for on-the-spot verifications. 
No special risk for SCOs. There is a provision, though, that the first time expenses within the framework of a SCO option are submitted, have to be verified, thus the payment claim including these expenses must be verified.  		The whole management verifications methodology, including the RB model, is planned to be revised annually, on the basis of verifications and audit findings, the Annual Audit Report, the TER/RTER rate, suspected fraud cases, etc. 						The RBMV is integrated within the Management Information System used in the implementation of the 22 Programmes, as well as the accounting system for the Accounting Aythority.  		18 risk factors are scored automatically, while only one risk factor (the compliance of the beneficiary to obligations and recommendations) is scored "manually", i.e. it is up to the MA/IB to score the compliance. 		The Special Service for Institutional Support and Information Systems is closely cooperating with the AA. The first draft was sent to the AA for comments, ammendment proposals etc. We are currently incorporating the recommendations to the final draft. 		-The AA suggested two risk factors  for the beneficiary (a. public expenditure declared to EC, in cumulative basis  b. participation in more than one fund : to avoid double funding)
-The AA also suggested , as good practice, apart from the basic sample based on RBMV, MAs could extend their audit work in problematic areas by selecting an additional sample of management verifications and documenting the feasibility & methodology in writing.


		10		Denmark		DK-1		National programme for the ERDF in Denmark: Strong enterprises through innovation, digitalization and green transition		2021DK16RFPR001		Danish Business Authority		The risk-based model is not finalised yet, but will be so before any verification in the 2020-2027 term is to be carried out. It is based on a system developed for the 2014-2020 term, the experince from that - including continious input from AA, external accountant and officers perfoming verification management, and suppleamented with new data, escpecially certain data from the tax authorities. The information in this mapping is thus given on the basis of the model as it is at this stage of development and the expected final model, and should be considered as a draft. In the 2014-20 term an external auditor has pefromed a thouroghly verification, and the subsequent verification by the MA has focused on a verification of the work performed by tha external auditor and a further risk based verification of the payment claim. Denmark expect to qualify for and put in place enhanced proportionate arrangements in accordance with CPR Art. 83 and 84 no later than 1 July 2023.		Relevant constituent parts of a salary. Correct application of SCO instead of salary. Employees with high salaries. Contactors with more than three deliveries to the same project. Contracts where buyer and seller are economic partners in the project or where data from company register suggest a coincedent between buyer and seller. Also focus is on same employee on different projects, and identical supplyers on different projects.		On basis of risk factors, which is evaluated once og twice a year, a oberservation list for each payment claim by a beneficiary is created on the basis of available data, identifying which samle should be looked at.		The focus is salaries, conditions for using SCOs, expenditure and the relevance of expences (including hours used) vis-a-vis the project.		The methodology is last updated in October 2022.						Data collected from projects via online reporting in dedicated IT system (PRV), data from company register and data from tax authorities.		Semi to full automated.		Dialogue on a regular basis.

		11		Estonia		EE-1		Programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021–2027, Estonia 		CCI: 2021EE16FFPR001		Managing authority
/ Intermediate Body		RB model is based on data from previous programming period  - data about irregularities.		Predefined risk categories take into account factors such as: 
- who decides the funding of the project (the experts involved, commission etc.) 
- nature and complexity of the project (infrastructures, studies, equipment, etc.)
- indicators for the action are not clearly formulated and the indicators are not ex-post verifiable (e.g. seminars, trainings); 
- length of the eligibility period for projects under the open call
- maximum amount of support
- legal type of the beneficiary (company, non-profit organisation, public body, etc.); 
- whether simplified cost options are used or cost documents are checked
- whether there are public procurements
- whether environmental impact has been taken into account
- double financing, similar measures or national funding for similar activities;
- whether the self-financing requirement has an impact on the potential risk of fraud.		Each measure receives a risk assessment based on previously mentioned aspects:
Low-risk         (up to 35% of the maximum risk scores)           
Medium-risk  (between 36% and 74% of the maximum risk scores) 
High-risk         (75% or more of the maximum risk score)

Scope of management verifications
Low risk - F.e one randomly selected document in the project 
or project itself is randomly selected for on-the-spot Control (from the set of projects in the open call)
Medium risk - 10% of total of support sum
High risk - 25 % of total support sum		Level of payment claim. Expenses under SCOs are included.		During the use if there is a need.		Opinion of all the relevant stakeholders were asked (IBs, ministries, AA).		We don't have.		Excel sheets.		No automatization.		The model was introduced to AA and they accepted the model.		Their main suggestion was to write down the metholodolgy in detail.

		12		Croatia		HR-1		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021-2027		2021HR16FFPR001		IB2 - management verifications     MA -risk based control of delegated functions (system level verifications)		Data from previous programming period were analysed and best practice of IB2 used 		For the ex ante and ex post procurement verifications risk factors are:             procurement for works, procurement share in the project, procurement devided in groups, previous experience in procurements in EU Funds,type of procurement procedure, previous financial corrections on procurements by the same beneficiary (for the last 2 years) + 3% or at least one of the remaining procurements based on random selection.
Risk assessment methodology for administrative and on the spot verifications:      prepared at the project level as initial, annual and after implementation. Risk factors: type of beneficiary, partners, project marked as risky during selection, financial aspekt of procurements, number of locations, duration, connection with other projects,project modifications, problems during administrative verifications identified, irregularities, fraud suspicion, OTSC findings, fulfilling indicatiors.                                                                      Risk based control of delegated functions by MA includes risk assessment at the level of call, project and reqeust for payment for the projects already controlled by IB2 and the methodology is developed in MA internal manual..                                                                                                           All risk factors are relevant according performed analysis of established problems, bottlenecks and irregularities in previous period.		Procurements over certain financial limits are subject to verification in ex ante and ex post procedure.If under financial limits, procurement selection for ex-post verification is done based on the risk assessment methodology. In case no procurement in the project is selected for verification by applying the above, IB 2 selects the procurement for control by random selection. Risk assessment scoring method is performed by evaluation of risk factors. Frequency of risk assessment for ex ante and ex post procurement verification is based on procurement plan at the begining of implementation ( a new risk analysis is carried out when the procurement plan is changed, which have an impact on the selection of procurement in the sample) and for the administrative and OTSC verifications risk assessment is performed after contracting, on annual base and after implementation. .Extention of sample is aplicable in case of procurement verifications according to identified irregularities : conflict of interest, breach of deadlines, no publication, Insufficient or imprecise description of the procurement, restrictive technical specifications, norms, limiting provisions in other conditions, grounds for exclusion, capacity conditions, selection criteria, transparency, audit trail etc.		Risk based model is used on the project level for administrative and OTSC verifications, procurement level and payment claim. SCO is defined at the call level.		Assessment of previous results, best practice, audit findings etc.		Reduction of the administrative burden for bodies in the system, faster verification of expenditures for payment to the beneficiaries and for request for payment to the Comission.		Increased risk of possible irregular procurement expenditure / payment claims that are not checked and represent a potential risk of increasing the annual error rate above 2% .		RBMV is mainly performed through excell sheets. As part of the ex-post verification of procurements for check of the potential conflict of interest between the beneficiary and the selected bidder or subcontractor,, IB2 uses the ARACHNE and other relevant database. 		No automatization so far.		The model will be discussed with the AA in the upcoming days. 		n/a

		13		Croatia		HR-2		Integrated Territorial Programme 2021 - 2027		2021HR16FFPR002		Same as PCC		Same as PCC		Same as PCC		Same as PCC		Same as PCC		Same as PCC		Same as PCC		Same as PCC		Same as PCC		Same as PCC

		14		Hungary		HU-1		All OPs of Széchenyi Plan Plus				all MAs		The model was developed by the Coordination Body together with the MAs. The Audit Authority was consulted as well.		41 risk factors were identified with the help of the MAs. 		one methodology for the member state
risks are assessed by risk factors for each invoice
risk factors are defined and calculated by using data available in the IT system
risk factors are questions, if the answer is ”yes”, the factor is risky
risk-assessment is to be done only once &when the payment claim is electronically submitted by the beneficiary

		risks are assessed by risk factors for each invoice
expenses under simplified cost options are automatically excluded from risk assessment		The methodology by the Coordination Body is revised yearly.		risk factors are defined and calculated by using data available in the IT system		-		IT system - a special function  for the risk assessment was devised in the IT system		risk factors for the calls are chosen by the MA, otherwise the model is fully automatised		The AA was consulted while working on the risk factors. The model has been introduced in January, now the AA is testing it as well. 		The AA was consulted while working on the risk factors. The model has been introduced in January, now the AA is testing it as well. 

		15		Lithuania		LT-1		The European Union Funds Investment Programme 2021-2027 and the Recovery and Resilience Plan “The Next Generation of Lithuania”				MA Investment deparment of Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Lithuania		The development of the RB model has not yet been completed. The MA is currently assessing the risk assessment criteria proposed by IB. It is planned that data from the previous programming period will be taken into account.		We do not yet have fully harmonised risk factors, so we cannot provide them.		-  Discussions of Method of risk scoring are underway and there is no final decision yet.
-  It is planned to carry out the risk assessment  of submission of the payment claim by the beneficiary application and the project promoter.
-  We do not currently have a harmonised scope of management but we plan to take into account the experience of the previous programming period when applying risk-based management verifications
-  We do not have definitively agreed conditions for the expansion of the but It is planned that the sample will be expanded if possible systemic irregularities or other relevant information are observed.		Risk-based management verifications are planned to be applied to expenditure verifications, procurement checks and on-the-spot checks.		The methodology will be reviewed at least once during the accounting year and, if necessary, revised on the basis of findings of audits or other verifications		-		-		We plan to use Excel sheets at the beginning of the programming period, but there are plans to integrate the risk assessment methodology into the IT system used to implement the program in the future.		Until we use Excel sheets, the risk assessment is semi-automated, i.e. risk factors will have to be specified manually, and the risk level will be calculated automatically using excel formulas		We had a meeting with the AA, where risk assessment models, the choice of sample size, etc. were discussed.		The AA provided a useful methodological material for the development of a risk model, and we also agreed that in the future we will be able to consult those that have arisen on the development or improvement of the risk model.

		16		Luxembourg		LU-1		ESPON 2030		2021TC16RFIR004		Managing authority (Ministry of Energy and Spatial Planning)		The Risk Assessment tool used in the previous programming period was used. The risk assessment was updated according to the new settings. 		Type of expenditure (procurements)
Experience and management capacity of the beneficiary  in implementing procurements
Risk of leaking of procurement data/information
Conflict of interest
Staff turnover
Financing structure of the operation (limited real costs considered as basis for flat rates for all other budget categories)
Past behaviours in relation to service contract management


		Excel base matrix tool
Scoring base on risk likelihood, risk impact and estimate effectiveness of existing controls in place
Update yearly
Control of 100% of external expertise reimbursed under real cost (56% of total budget)
No extention of the sample as all other costs are based on flat rates
The model was defined on the basis of the risks. ESPON has one single operation with only part of the costs financed under real costs (all via public procurements)  One irregularity related to a proccurement procedure would imply a total irregularity level above 2%. 		Payment claim		Management verifications and audit findings		ESPON 2020 porgramme (no irregularities during the entire programming period)				Excel matrix tool		No automatisation		The AA was involved in the setting up of the risk assessment methodology of the previous programme, Same tool has been used. 

		17		Latvia		LV-1		European Union Cohesion Policy programme 2021-2027 		2021LV16FFPR001		Central Finance and contracting agency (IB)		During the 2014-2020 planning period of the EU funds, risk assessment was based on specific risk criteria, based on which the project's risk level was determined (low, medium, high). The following criteria were taken into account when assessing the risks:
- Proportion of the amount of the total attributable expenses of the project as a % of the total funding available within the SO, measure;
- Type of beneficiary;
- Number and type of cooperation partners of the beneficiary;
- Beneficiary/cooperation partner provides support to final beneficiaries;
- The expected duration of project implementation;
- Revenues provided for in the project;
- The amount of detected irregularities in the EU fund projects implemented by the beneficiary in the 14/20 period in total;
- Results of on-the-spot checks in projects of the beneficiary;
- Deficiencies found in audits in projects of the beneficiary and information received from third parties;
- Procurement progress and the extent of Project activities (in financial terms) that are expected to be implemented as a result of the procurement;
- project area (construction, purchase of equipment, training);
- Content relation of the project with other projects;
- The project is a continuation of the project implemented in the planning period of 2007/2013;
- At the project selection stage, potential risks in project implementation have been identified.
  The risk level determined for the project affected the subsequent verification volumes (initial verification volumes for the payment claim, where after each approval of payment claim the verification volumes could change; general verification volumes for on-the-spot checks and procurement verifications). In addition, a risk summary form was developed, which summarizes all the risks related to the project, the actions taken to reduce the risk and the risk status.
When developing the risk system for the EU funds 2021-2027 planning period, we analyzed the risks that affect the achievement of results and indicators and the risks with financial impact that were most common in the previous period, including expert methods and audit recommendations for improving the risk system. A two-level risk system has been developed, where initially the risk level (high, medium, low) is determined to the SO/measure and when leaving the specified SO/measure risk level, the minimum scope of verifications in the project is determined. The next level is the project level, where, unlike the previous period, the risk level is not determined, but the project is assessed for its individual risks. The initial risks of the project are evaluated at the signing of agreement, but in the future work with the project, a summary of risks is used, which summarizes all the risks related to the project, the actions taken to reduce the risk and the risk status. The individual risks of the project determine the aspects to be additionally checked in the project.
		1. The following risk criteria are taken into account when assessing risks at the SO level - Funding from the program, Average funding per project, type of beneficiary, Sector/field of projects, State aid, The complexity of the implementation scheme, SO provided SCO. The above-mentioned information is included in the regulations of the Cabinet of Ministers regulating SO.Taking into account all criteria, the SO risk level is determined (high, medium, low). The mentioned risk criteria are influential in order to determine the impact of projects on the goal of measure.
2. The individual risks of the project are evaluated. At the signing of the agreement, the initial risks of the project are assessed based on previous experiance with beneficiary - Risks identified during the project selection stage, Fraud, corruption and conflict of interests risk, Risk of double funding, The risk of not achieving the specified indicators and results, Risk inherent in the activity of beneficiary, Reputation risk, Other risks (if applicable).
In the further work with the project a risks summary form is used, where the project manager controls following risks during implementation of project - The risk of not achieving the specified indicators and results, Fraud/suspected fraud, Corruption, Double funding, Conflict of interests, Risk inherent in the activity of beneficiary, Risk inherent in the activity of partner, Reputation risk, Capacity risk, Project management risk, Project complexity risk, Procurement process risk, SO inherent risk, Anti-Money Laundering and Terrorism and Proliferation Financing risk, Risk of sanctions, Other (if applicable).		Risk assessment scoring method - we determine the SO/measure risk level (created criteria with point values, where the points are automatically determined when leaving the answer. The evaluation points are summed up, where the risk level is determined according to the number of points). At the project level, we assess the individual risks of the project (an expert method is used to determine whether an additional check is needed in the specific aspects)
Frequency of risk assessment - The SO/measure risk level is reassessed if there are changes in the criteria (regulations change). The risk summary of the project's individual risks is kept throughout the duration of the project and as soon as a risk is identified or information about an already identified risk is updated the risk sumamry is updated.
Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable) - The risk of SO/measure determines the minimum verifications volumes for payment claim, procurement verification and on-the-spot checks. The individual risk assessment determines the aspects to be additionally checked or in-depth checked, where we take into account previous experience with beneficiary as well as information from previously performed verifications (expert method).
Conditions for extension of the sample (if applicable) - If deviations or errors are detected during the verification, an additional verifications is carried out for specific expenses, contracts, invoices or for the aspect where deviations were found until the time when confidence is gained about the reliability of the data. The irregularities or deviations found during the payment claim verification affect an additional verification that should be performed, for example: for the specific contract, or the executed one, or the invoice,  according to the findings (where the deviations/irregularities were found).
		Level of payment claim and expenditure items. 
SCO verifications are not risk-based, but are assessed according to the specifics of the SCO rate and specified in the specific methodology.
 		
It is planned to evaluate the effectiveness of the system once a year, taking into account the recommendations of external audits (including the detected irregularities). We plan to compare the results of our verifications and the amount of detected errors against the findings of the audits. If necessary, we will make improvements to the risk system.		Proactively self-assess the effectiveness of the risk system and scope of checks before the audit has conducted the system audit. Assess the current situation and, if necessary, eliminate the problems that have arisen in time.		The new risk system has not yet started to fully function, so it has not been possible to measure the effectiveness of this system, so we cannot draw conclusions. In our opinion, increased attention should be paid to the understanding of the persons responsible for controles about the risks in the project, RBMV and risk identification, and whether they determine sufficient amount of additional control. During the next year, we plan to pay more attention to this aspect.		The new planning period risk system will be integrated into the management information system. In addition, we use various databases in the checks, such as the database of the company register, the database of the State Revenue Service ect. With some databases it is possible to automatically read information in our management information system (for example information for overview of the project participants). Information about potential risks is also checked in Arachne system. 
A number of automatic controls have been built into the management information system, for example checking the risk of double funding when an invoice is compared with other submitted invoices to prevent potential double funding. 
In addition, it is possible to extract reports from the system.		The process is not automatizated, as the mentioned risk criteria require expert judgement  (analysis of existing and historical information ect.) and drawing conclusions. 		We have discussed our risk system with the AA. There have been meetings with AA, where we discuss current affairs related to RBMW.		We have received feedback on what we have presented, and AA have shared useful information about member states' experiences.
Together with MA and AA, we participate in the working group "ESF TCP: MA/AA-led Working Group on Management verifications and proportionate control".
In addition to cooperation with the AA, in 2022 we have organized an experience exchange working group with the IB of Lithuania, Estonia and Sweden on RBMV.

		18		Poland		PL-1		Interreg VI-A Poland-Denmark-GermanyLithuania-Sweden (South Baltic)		2021TC16RFCB012		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy of Poland, Territorial Cooperation Department)		The background for the risk based methodology is based on data analysis from 2014-2020 perspective and MA experience. Risk factors were prepared by MA and consulted with FLCs.		1. The value of payment claim - the higher value of payment claim the riskier it might be. We have developed four threshold for assesment of most riskier one and to allocate most higher points to it;
2. The categories of real costs in payment claim - more categories with real costs in payment claim – higher risk and infrastructure and works costs in payment claim increase a risk;
3. The types of SCOs in payment claim - flat rate/lump sum – low risk;
unit costs – medium risk;
4. The irregular expenditures and irregularities in the project - the sum of: irregular expenditures and irregularities from controls carried out by the FLCs and external controls from the project implementation period, the higher they are the more risky the partner is ( in the 4 points scale); 
5. The controller's experience in cooperation with the project beneficiary - controller bases on the implementation of Interreg projects and the payment claims settled so far under Interreg by the beneficiary,
controller assesses the likelihood of errors in the documentation and in the implementation of the project.
		Risk analysis is carried out by the controller immediately after receiving the payment claim.
The payment claim is a subject of detailed verification when the acceptable risk threshold is exceeded (no fixed minimum number or value of payment claims to be checked).

Risk factors and acceptable risk threshold should ensure maximum coverage of the expenditures value and reduce the number of payment claims verified in details.
We estimate that the number of verified applications will be about 50%, but coverage of proven expenses will remain high.
All risk factors have their points (from 1 to 4) and wages to multiply (eg. the highest wage is assigned to the value of payment claim). The sum is then compared to risk threshold and if it exeeds it, they should be treated as risky one.
Scope of management verification: if payment claim not risky - formal and accountig verification as well as if it is in line with co-financing agreement. Risky payment claims in addition have to be verified on the financial documents (possibility to verify on the sample of expenditures).		The risk based model is used on the level of payment claim as well as on the level of expenditures. Expenses under SCO are included.		The risk factors weights and the acceptable risk threshold may be set and modified individually for the every accounting year based on the data analysis and findings from first level control and audits.						Excel sheets with pre-defined formulas will be used.		Semi automatization (excel formulas).		The AA was not involved in the process of seting up the RB model,		N

		19		Poland		PL-2		Interreg VI-A Poland-Slovakia		2021TC16RFCB011		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy of Poland, Territorial Cooperation Department)		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1

		20		Poland		PL-3		Interreg VI-A Poland-Saxony		2021TC16RFCB017		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy of Poland, Territorial Cooperation Department)		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1

		21		Poland		PL-4		Interreg A NEXT Poland-Ukraine		2021TC16NXCB009		MA (Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy of Poland, Territorial Cooperation Department)		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1		Same as PL-1

		22		Poland		PL-5		Operational Programme Infrastructure & Environment 2014-2020		CCI 2014PL16M1OP001		MA: Department for Infrastructural Programmes, Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy 
All Intermediate Bodys are required to comply with the management and control system in the program, therefore all must apply risk analysis in the processes for which it has been settled.
Intermediate Bodies:
- Ministry of Climate and Environment 
- Ministry for Culture and National Heritage
- Ministry of Health
- The Centre for EU Transport Projects
Intermediates Bodies II:
- National Fund for Environmental Protection and Water Management
- Voivodship Fund for Environmental Protection and Water Management in Katowice
- Oil and Gas Institute - National Research Institute
- Center for Coordination of Environmental Projects
		Risk analysis is used to select:
1) projects for on-the-spot verifications,
2) documents attached to payment claims as part of the payment claims verification.

The control system was built on the experience of the previous programming period 2007-2013. In the risk analysis, depending on the risk factor, we rely on current information about projects, historical data and expert knowledge. We don't use AA tools.
Detailed information on the methodology of sampling for controls is described in the MA document entitled "Recommendations for authorities involved in implementation od OPI&E 2014-2020, regarding control procedures and the annual accounts system"		1) On-the-spot verificatons
The selection of projects for planned control is as part of the preparation of the Annual Control Plan, on the basis of the mathematical method of risk analysis. The results of this analysis indicate the projects with the highest risk of failures/errors/irregularities and the most financially advanced projects.
The MA recommends the selection of at least five risk factors from the list of risk factors established by the MA, grouped as follows:
• nature of the beneficiary (kind, type, experience, implementation of projects under other OPs)
• nature of the project (total cost, complexity, co-financing amount, time remaining to completion, the number of contracts, changes to the co-financing agreement, the number of points from the assessment, the number of subcontractors, changes of the contractors, value of eligible expenditure)
• the beneficiary's mode of operation (progress in project implementation, delays in project implementation, errors in payment claims prepared in the last year)
• assessment of the beneficiary's activity (whether the expenditure is included in the annual declaration of expenditure, the date of the last on-the-spot verification, the number of checks carried out by other institutions, the results of all controls and audits, suspicion of fraud or established fraud).
The risk factors have been determined on the basis of experience from the implementation of previous financial perspectives. They were also selected taking into account the results of analyses of irregularities registered so far. IB/IB II may apply other risk factors, if it considers them as appropriate for a given type of projects under each priority axis - then these are additional risk factors.		1. Risk factors are selected from 5 defined groups using the expert method. At least 1 risk factor from each group should be selected.
2. Each risk factor is assigned a weight stemming from professional expert judgement. The sum of the weights of all risk factors equals 1.
3. Each project is assessed for each risk factor on a 5-point scale (from 1 to 5) based on professional judgement.
4. Project score = sum of all risk factors (weight multiplied by the points awarded for a given risk factor).
5. The control plan for the next financial year shall include the projects which obtained the highest number of points.
6. The sample selected in the risk analysis is complemented by a random sample to ensure that all items have a possibility to be selected. The minimum control sample size depends on the type of control (during implementation, at completion, after implementation) and is specified in the "Recommendations for authorities involved in implementation od OPI&E 2014-2020, regarding control procedures and the annual accounts system".
7. Frequency of assessment: once a year during the preparation of the Annual Control Plan. The analysis may be repeated in justified cases during the accounting year.
8. The sample may be extended as a result of ongoing monitoring of the control plan, as a result of identifying factors influencing the conducted RB analysis. Then the RB analysis is updated.
9. The minimum scope of the on-the-spot verification depends on the type of control (during implementation, at completion, after implementation) and is specified in the "Recommendations for authorities involved in implementation od OPI&E 2014-2020, regarding control procedures and the annual accounts system".		on-the-spot veryfication		The methodology of selecting the sample for on-the-spot checks was verified by the AA as part of system audits and as a result of recommendations imposed on the AA by the EC audit services. The current assumptions of the methodology reflect all issued recommendations and are consistent with the EC Guidance for Member States on Management verifications. The positive assessment of the OPI&E management and control system proves that the existing solutions are correct.		The risk-based sampling methods used in the OPI&E ensure effective program management in compliance with the principle of proportionality and an appropriate ratio of inputs to results. The positive evaluation of the program issued each year by AA confirms this.		we do not identify Not-so-good practices		RMBV are carried out using excel spreadsheets and excel and word tables, as well as publicly available random selection programs.		the risk-based sampling process is not automated as it relies heavily on expert judgement		The process of setting up the RB model remains within the competence of the MA, which prepares it in close consultation with the IB and IB II. The AA is not involved in this process, but gives opinion and verifies its effectiveness and regularity during AA's audits.		The AA recommended, as a result of the audit of the OPI&E management and control system for accounting year 2015-2016, that in a situation where the sample is selected taking account of risk factors (value of items, type of beneficiary, past experience), the sample should be complemented by a random sample to ensure that all items have probability to be selected.

		23														2) Payment claims (excluding technical assistance projects)
All payment claims are verified. A risk analysis is performed to select a sample of accounting documents, to be checked in detail. The only risk factor in this case is the value of the accounting document - higher value is considered a greater risk. Accounting documents are grouped by value in particular stratas. From these groups, specific documents are randomly selected for detailed verification. The sample size for each group is predetermined by the MA.		1. Based on one risk factor (net amount of expenses), all accounting documents are assigned to 5 stratas:
• x ≥ PLN 2.5 million,
• PLN 1 million ≤ x < PLN 2.5 million,
• 500 thousand PLN ≤ x < PLN 1 million,
• PLN 200,000 ≤ x < PLN 500,000 zloty,
• x < PLN 200,000.
2. From each group of expenses, a sample of documents of a specified size is randomly selected (in sequence): 100%, 75%, 50%, 25%, 15%.
3. Frequency of assessment: analysis in terms of the value of accounting documents and selection of a sample are carried out each time a payment claim is received.
4. The sample may be extended due to the detection of greater number of errors in the sample. If a significant number of errors or irregularities are found in a group of documents from a given strata (i.e. over 30% of the number of selected accounting documents, excluding formal errors), the sample is increased to the next, higher % range of documents.
5. The minimum scope of control of the payment claim is specified in details in the "Recommendations for bodies involved in the implementation of OPI&E 2014-2020 regarding control procedures and the system of annual settlements".		expenditure items of payment claims		The methodology of selecting a sample of documents as part of the verification of payment claims was verified by the AA as part of system audits. The current assumptions of the methodology reflect all issued recommendations and are consistent with the EC Guidance for Member States on Management verifications. The positive assessment of the OPI&E management and control system proves that the existing solutions are correct.		The risk-based sampling methods used in the OPI&E ensure effective program management in compliance with the principle of proportionality and an appropriate ratio of inputs to results. The positive evaluation of the program issued each year by AA confirms this.				RMBV are carried out using excel spreadsheets and excel and word tables, as well as publicly available random selection programs.		The entire process is automated.		The process of setting up the RB model remains within the competence of the MA, which prepares it in close consultation with the IB and IB II. The AA is not involved in this process, but gives opinion and verifies its effectiveness and regularity during AA's audits.		The AA recommended, as a result of the audit of the OPI&E management and control system for accounting year 2015-2016, that in a situation where the sample is selected taking account of risk factors (value of items, type of beneficiary, past experience), the sample should be complemented by a random sample to ensure that all items have probability to be selected.

		23		Sweden		SE-1		All nine Swedish ERDF programmes and the only JTF programme. One example: ERDF programme for Upper North Sweden 2021-2027		2021SE16RFPR008		MA 		The method is developed and adapted for MA. The starting point and inspiration for the developed method is ISA (International Standards of Auditing) and the auditing industry.
The method is based on drawing up review plan that must be completed before the review of a payment claim begins. The review plan helps to find out what kind of risks that is relevant and if there is low or high risk expenditure. 
In the review plan, risk is assessed based on the project as a whole and individual cost types. The review plan is based on an initial risk assessment that is updated with previous experience and collected information. This forms a current risk level for the entire project as well as risk level for individual cost types.
Three risk levels are used. Low, medium and high.  
Based on risk level, the review is performed by analytical, detail or no review. If errors are detected, the check can be extended.
The review plan is updated after the review has been completed and can be changed during the course of the project.		Some examples of factors that tend to increase the risk for errors:
Complexity of the project (many project partners, not only the beneficiary)
Complex procurements
Inexperienced beneficiaries		See column 5.		The level of payment claim. Expenses under SCOs are included.		See column 5.						All handling takes place in the Nyps IT system. In the system, the desk officer works with the review plan and the checklist that is filled in with each individual application for payment. The applicant has submitted the Application for payment containing accounting material in the web portal My application.		 No automatization of risk assessment		No involvement of the AA.		No involvement of the AA.

		24		Slovakia		SK-1		Programme Slovakia - SK - ERDF/CF/JTF/ESF+		2021SK16FFPR001		Ministry of Investments, Regional Development and Informatization of the Slovak Republic  		To verify/confirm the correctness of the definition of a specific risk factor, data analysis was performed based on historical data on the implementation of projects through the ITMS2014+ system. For this purpose, a hypothesis was defined for each risk factor, in which it was possible to confirm or refute the trend of the emergence of ineligible expenditures through data analysis. The result of these analyzes was the determination of the categorization of risk for the respective risk factors (e.g. a positive correlation applies to the risk factor the size of the project budget, i.e. the larger the project, the more likely the occurrence of ineligible expenditures or a positive correlation applies to the risk factor the project schedule, i.e. what is the implementation the longer the project, the more likely the occurrence of more serious ineligible expenditures). Relevant analyzes were carried out on the entire set of ESIF projects.
Weights of risk factors affecting the project index were set by combination of:
i. regression analysis - This statistical method was used for all RFs, where it was possible, based on the available historical data from the ITMS2014+ system, to perform a data analysis of the impacts and interrelationships of the defined risk factors for the occurrence of discrepancies and thus determine their order of importance.
ii. expert judgement -  The determination of the weights by expert estimation is based on the assessment of the significance of the impact of a specific risk factor on the occurrence of inelegible expenditures compared to another risk factor.		Basic risk factors at the project level (RF) - The primary categorisation is validated at the time of the contract with the beneficiery and it is, to large extent, influenced by the analysis of historical data from project implementation in the past. They are factors that indicate potential future risks in projects even prior to the beginning of their implementation:
RF [1] Type of the beneficiary (sector)
RF [2] Duration of existence f the entity 
RF [3] Experience with implementation of ESIF projects
RF [4] Contracted amount of total eligible expenditure 
RF [5] Projected duration of the project implementation  (including supporting activities)
RF [6] Number of involved partners
RF [7] Type of project
RF [8] Material focus of the project
RF [9] Quality of the project
RF [10] Rate of identified irregularities in the total expenditure of projects implemented by the beneficiary 
RF [11] Method and procedure of the public procurement /procurement 
RF [12] Method of reporting expenditure 
RF [13] Rate of reduction of requested aid 
		Calculation of the risk index - the total value of the project's risk index is created by aggregating values for individual RF and DRF.
-  Frequency of risk assessment - The calculation of risk starts ahen contract with beneficiary is signed.The risk index is calculated continuously as entries are made to the individual RB model of a project. However, the value of the risk index at the time of acceptance of a given beneficiary´s payment application  is relevant. 
- Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable) - according to our national Act on financial control, each payment application has to be verified to certain extent. If the risk index for certain payment application is below the threshold value, it is considered risk-free - only formal verification is carried out. If the risk index is above the threshold value, the payment application is consedered risky full management verification is carried out.
-  Conditions for extension of the sample (if applicable) - Verification of the correctness of the RB model setting is based on the performance of regular validation based on data and data from continuous monitoring of the operation of the RB model. This verification includes extension of sample (5 % of risk-free payment application shall be subject to full verification).		level of payment application of beneficiary		The RB model can be updated in 2 ways:
• based on the modification of the RB model at the initiative of the CCB;
• based on the initiative of the MA.
These updates shall be based on verification of the functionality of the RB model - it is carried out by the MA/IB through two activities:
a) validation of threshold value - the purpose of validating the threshold value is to verify the correctness of the threshold value with respect to the expected efficiency/throughput of the RB model. The setting of the threshold value of risk index corresponds to expectations on  share of payment of applications should be subject to formal control and which to full control.,
b) validation of the RB model setup - based on sample extension, audit findings, etc.		Performing a pilot testing on a sample - it can validate the functionality of a RB model.		We did not consider the need for training for project managers on RBMV and therefore we currently have a little delay in the introduction of RB model.		Since our IT system used for management of EU funds is not flexible enough, we are forced to use excel sheet for now with a little support of IT system - it will generate "reports". 		The RB model is in excel sheets, the data needs to be entered manually, but the risk index is calculated automatically.		With the cooperation between Section of audit and control on Ministry of Finance (which acts as the Audit Authority) and Central Coordination Body and after first presentation of the concept to the AA, the Slovak legislation has been adjusted so there is no legal obstacle to use risk based management verification in Slovakia.

The CCB introduced the RB model to the AA in the early stages of developement; the draft of the risk analysis (after pilot testing) was presented at a meeting with AA and then the final model was introduced before launching the RB model.
		The AA needs to maintain their independance, so their input towards develeopment of the RB model was limited; 
the AA suggested the extension of sample on the top of identified risky payment applications which we incorporated as a part of validation of the RB model.

		25														Additional risk factors (DRF) - The implementation of the project itself can modify the initially identified risk size that was calculated on the basis of basic risk factors of the project/beneficiary:
DRF [1] Output of the analysis of the ARACHNE system
DRF [2] Error rate in preceding verified RfP (share of IE in claimed expenditure)
DRF [3] Share of TEE in RfPs that were subject to the material control 
DRF [4] Intensity of the performance of OtSFCs
DRF [5] Changes in the project
DRF [6] Nature of expenditure in RfPs
DRF [7] Amount of the RfP compared to the TEE of the project 
DRF [8] Quality of RfPs
DRF [9] Conclusions of the performance of OtSFCs
DRF [10] Status of implemented PP or procurement procedures

		26														Special risk factors (ORF) - when these occure in project, all payment applicatons are subject to full management verification 
ORF [1] Conflict of interests
ORF [2] Suspicion of fraud and corruption
ORF [3] Negative medialization of project

		25		Slovenia		SI-1		Slovenia’s EU Cohesion Policy Programme 2021-2027		2021SI16FFPR001		Ministry for Cohesion and Regional development		MA prepared an analysis at programme level and baseline for the preparation of methodologies (first draft of document was prepared in May 2023, in June there will be a workshop with IBs). MA analysed data from previous programming period (mostly data on reported irregularities, audit reports). Based on the analysis at the level of specific objectives from previous programming period (OP 14-20), a risk assessment of related specific objectives for 21-27 was made. Specific objectives for 21-27 are assessed as low-risk, medium-risk or high-risk specific objectives. This represents a common framework or starting information for IBs, who will prepare methodologies at the level of instrument (public tender or direct confirmation of operation) with assessment at the level of operations/beneficiary. In the baseline for the preparation of methodologies, MA listed a non-exhaustive list of risk factors at the level of operations/beneficiaries, that  IBs can use. IBs can identify and use also other specific risk factor. MA will check and confirm every methodology before IB will start with payment claim verification. On the basis of analysis at the level of programme (specific objectives), MA defined minimum coverage: first payment claim of every operation has to be verified; MA analysis has to be taken in consideration, when defining scope of verification (minimum coverage at the level of operation/public tender expenditure is 20% for low- risk specific objectives; 40% for medium-risk specific objectives; 60% for high-risk specific objectives); on the spot checks or on the spot visits as part of administrative verifications.		IBs will prepare methodologies at the level of instrument (public tender or direct confirmation of operation) with assessment at the level of operations/beneficiary.  In the baseline for the preparation of methodologies, MA listed a non-exhaustive list of risk factors at the level of operations/beneficiaries, that  IBs can use. Risk factors at the level of operations are for example: amount of funds allocated; duration of operation; complexity of operation - number of project partners; number of different cost categories; complexity - cost type (use of SCOs/real costs); public procurement; state aid; operation implemented in different locations;  milestones/indicators; planned equipement and/or investment cost in operation (%); same cost category on several on-going operations of beneficiary. Risk factors at the level of beneficiaries are for example: competence of the beneficiary in the area of implementation of cohesion policy; type of beneficiary; number of on-going operations of beneficiary; capacity of beneficiary - competent project team/structure; beneficiary has their own information system/system for verification of applicants/ other documenting system; irregularities with financial consequences/suspected fraud/fraud, identified during past verification/audit at the beneficiary. IBs will have to justify the choice of risk factors and scoring method used in their methodology.		It will have to be included/justified in the methodologies of IBs. On the basis of analysis at the level of programme (specific objectives), MA defined minimum coverage: first payment claim of every operation has to be verified; MA analysis has to be taken in consideration, when defining scope of verification (minimum coverage at the level of operation/public tender expenditure is 20% for low- risk specific objectives; 40% for medium-risk specific objectives; 60% for high-risk specific objectives); on the spot checks or on the spot visits as part of administrative verifications.		Depends on the decision/justification in the methodologies from IBs.		Revision of MAs analysis at the level of programme is planned during implementation in 2025. IBs will have to plan revisions of their methodologies, taking into consideration verification and audit findings, etc. 		Not yet applicable		Not yet applicable		Excel. No specific IT system developed for risk assessment. MA recommends using data available in the MA IT system.		Currently risk assessment is not automitized.		MA invited AA to give some  feedback on draft  analysis, so far no response was received.		MA invited AA to give some  feedback on draft  analysis, so far no response was received.

		26		Interact		INT-1		Interreg VI-C Interact		CCI2021TC16RFIR002		Bratislava Self-GoverningRegion		The methodology for the risk-based management verifications was developed as part of Interact's HIT project (HIT stands for harmonised implementation tools - tools developed by Interact and Interreg programmes to ensure harmonised implementation of Interreg programmes). The methodology is part of the HIT Control package (which also covers harmonised templates for control certificate, control report and checklist and public procurement checklist).
The methodology was developed from scratch (1st meeting on 06/05/2021) by Interact in cooperation with 7 Interreg programmes. The methodology is based on the analysis of the programmes' historical data on irregularities.		Management verifications are done by controllers at the level of each project partner and its partner progress report. 
The approach is built around:
1. key items - full verification (these are public procurement for contracting amounts above EUR 10.000 (excl. VAT); staff costs of the first two progress reports where staff costs occur (+ staff costs of new staff member included in the progress report for the first time, if significant changes (above 20%) in the staff costs occur, if change of methodology to calculate staff costs); VAT for projects with total costs at least EUR 5m, incl. VAT);
2. professional judgment - the controller can pick any additional item for verification based on his/her professional judgment; 
3. random sampling - additional (doesn't have to be a part of the methodology). Sampling is done per cost category based on the total remaining population of items under that cost category and a minimum of 2 items per cost category is selected/ a minimum of 10% of the remaining items.		Project selection/ project appraisal is a sort of risk assessment exercise but is not documented as a separate step for the sake of risk-based management verifications. The methodology is designed in a way that it undermines heavier verification of risky items (that are considered to be as public procurement above certain level, staff cost and VAT in certain cases). These key items reflect the nature of different types of operations, complexity of operations and complexity of planned activities. The risk assessment is done when the progress partner report is submitted to the controller for verification. We do not use any scoring/ weighting systems for the sake of applicability of the methodology by a wide range of programmes. 		The methodology is used at the level of each project partner, at the level of its progress partner report.		The methodology should be updated by the MA taking into account results of the management verifications (done by controllers), system audit and audit of operations done by the AA.		Involving controllers at the stage of preparing the methodology is crucial as they are the ones who will be applying it. Extensive seminars/ training and proper communication of the new approach is a must as it requires a change of mindset that doesn’t happen overnight!

Before designing a methodology for risk-based management verifications it is important to analyse programme's processes and procedures and detect areas that are risky and where the most irregularities occur. Before designing very heavy control for that areas, a programme should analyse which mitigation measures it can apply to reduce the risk and number of potential errors (e.g., switching to SCOs from real costs, reducing the number of reimbursement methods, etc.).		When the MA develops a single methodology for a programme that covers several MS, it is important that these MS back up the methodology as, in the end, they bear financial responsibility and liability in case financial corrections are applied in the future. 		Interact has developed an IT system that is used by many Interreg programmes (currently 40+ license agreements are signed). Interact is currently working on the reporting module. The starting point is that in the IT-system (Jems) it will be possible for a controller to mark (tick a box) next to each expenditure that was verified based on the risk-based methodology. At the later stages it could be planned that the system draws a sample authomatically for controllers based on the programme-specific approach and methodology for risk-based management verifications.		See the "Tool" column.		Interreg programmes that participated in the working group to develop the methodology have consulted the data and also the finalized methodology with their respective AA and controllers. No amendments to the methodology were proposed.		Interreg programmes that participated in the working group to develop the methodology have consulted the data and also the finalized methodology with their respective AA and controllers. No amendments to the methodology were proposed.

		27		Interact		INT-2		INTERREG EUROPE		CCI 2021TC16RFIR001		Région Hauts-de-France		In order to determine the risks relevant to our programme, we used the following options: 
- statistical analysis of the previous programming period corrections
- additional support from external audit firm
- workshops organized with centralized controllers and approbation bodies		The conclusions revealed that for the Interreg Europe programme staff costs and public procurement were the riskiest categories. This was evidence through the statistical analysis and confirmed by the external auditors and controllers. Furthermore, as two flat rates will now be based from staff costs, this cost category was considered the most important risk factor. 		For each report, the following samples of expenditure are checked by the controller: 
o 10 items checked for the budget category staff costs, selected randomly. 
o 10 items checked for all other items reported under all the other budget categories. Among these 10 items, the following items will be sampled with priority: 
- Items for which a new public procurement is indicated in section “list of contracts”. 
- Key items, i.e. expenditure representing more than 5% of the total amount reported in 
the list of expenditure. 
If the 2 above types of items selected with priority represent less than 10 items, the remaining 
items to reach 10 items are selected randomly. 

In addition to the expenditure items included in the sample generated by the Portal, based on his/her professional judgement, the controller can decide to extend the sample to additional items (e.g.in case of doubts about some items or about the partner, in case of suspicion of fraud). In such case, an explanation should be provided in the report. 
If the controllers detect any error during their check of the sample, the sample should be extended. Using their professional judgement, the controllers can extend the sample to similar types of expenditure, to the whole cost category concerned or to 100% of the list of expenditure. 

It is recommended that controllers carry out on-the-spot checks only for projects with a pilot action 
which includes reported equipment/infrastructure costs.		RB model is used at partner claim level. Each partner report will be sampled as per explained in H28		The risks shall be periodically reassessed by the programme based on controller’s corrections and audit results. 
For the first time, this risk re-assessment will take place after the first accounting year cycle. 
The methodology will be updated when needed, and based on the revised risk assessment, to reinforce the controls or further reduce them depending on the level of risks. 
In case major problems are detected (notably through second level audits, system audits or other checks/audits) or in case of external factors affecting the risks, the methodology will be revised immediately without waiting for 
the periodic re-assessment of the risks. 		We did not use RBMV in the past		We did not use RBMV in the past		The sample will be drawn automatically by the system based on the items included in the list of expenditure by the project partner. 
All supporting documents will be uploaded by the partners to the Portal. 		In order to avoid human error, the process will be fully automatised, When the controller opens the partner report, the sampled expenditure will be already higlighted. 		The AA was informed about our RBMV. 		N/A

		28		France		FR-1		Programme Nouvelle-Aquitaine FEDER FSE+ 2021-2027
		CCI:2021FR16FFPR005		Région Nouvelle-Aquitaine		Ex-ante assessment based on the 14/20 programming, taking into account the level of risk highlighted by previous audits and performance audits.
Regarding AA tools: Final audit conclusion conclusions on error typologies following audits		Risks that emerged from the ex-ante assessment, risk mapping and recommendations of the Commission's guidance note on partial performance audits.
At the level of the operation:
- Large total eligible cost
- Public contract
- State aid
- Several co-financiers
- No use of OCS
- Duration of the operation
- Number of expenditure items
At the level of the beneficiary:
- Type, legal status
- Number of partners involved in the project
- New beneficiaries
- Beneficiaries with irregularities
Before the payment of an advance or a balance:
- From the 2nd payment request if irregularity in the 1st payment request
- Delay in the implementation or modification of the project		A risk matrix was developed to determine the ratings for each of the risks identified by operation; an overall rating was then defined to justify the type of control applicable to the operation: exhaustive or partial administrative verification of the payment request according to the risks identified.
- Each risk was rated from 1 to 3 according to its impact and probability of occurrence. A weighting was added to take into account the recurring risks identified in the 2014-2020 control assessment (risks related to the Public Procurement Contract and irregularities detected during a previous control). This rating takes place after each programming round.

A risk score is assigned to each operation; this score may change if new elements emerge during the operation.
A critical threshold score is determined: all operations rated above this significant level will be subject to an exhaustive verification of expenditure; conversely, all operations rated below this level will be subject to a partial verification.

- A link has been made between these risks and the information system in order to automate this rating with a view to reducing the administrative burden on the instructing departments. This system will provide reliable data, regularly updated and available at any time during the life of the file. It will also enable the information system's project managers to be involved in this "risk environment". 		It will be used after the programming round and then at the 1st payment request and based on the risk items that are completed at the time of the application.
Expenditures under the SCOs are included.		The methodology and risk assessment will be reviewed annually. They will be based on the analysis of operations audits, accounting function controls, internal control and management audits. 
Any change in the identified risks may lead to a modification of the risk assessment matrix and strategy.
These controls at various levels also provide input for the risk map, which serves as a basis for updating the strategy.		The methodology has not yet been applied, it is being validated and finalized.		The methodology has not yet been applied, it is being validated and finalized.		Information system specific to the Nouvelle-Aquitaine Region which is also used as an interface for the submission of aid applications, their instruction and the instruction of payment requests. (type Synergie).		A meeting was held with the CICC to present the first version of our performance audit strategy based on risk analysis.
		A meeting was held with the CICC to present the first version of our performance audit strategy based on risk analysis.
At this stage, exchanges on this subject have not yet taken place with the AA of the Nouvelle-Aquitaine Region=> to come		A meeting was held with the CICC to present the first version of our performance audit strategy based on risk analysis=> advice focused on improving the links between risk mapping, controls and the risk matrix.
At this stage, exchanges on this subject have not yet taken place with the AA of the Nouvelle-Aquitaine Region=> to come

		29		France		FR-2		Programme Centre-Val de Loire and interregional Loire ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR011		Région centre-Val de Loire		On the basis of data from the 2014-2020 program, construction of a table summarizing the various irregularities detected during controls (operation audits, EC audit, in-depth control of our certification authority), the various reasons for rejection on the compliance controls of our certification authority and the recommendations from our various internal controls.
The CICC recommendations (particularly on public contracts) have been taken into account.		Classification into family and sub-family with weighting according to historical analysis: 
Financial: Type of funds, ETC operation, EU operation, Type of expenditure item, Number of co-financiers
Legal: State aid regime, Public order, Specific EU communication rules, Conflict of interest
Beneficiary: Type of beneficiaries, If rider, change of beneficiary
Operation: Mode of allocation, Setting up the operation, Starting the operation, Duration of the operation, Results difficult to measure
History : Experience/recurrence of the beneficiary, Recurrence of the operation		Scoring method: see points 5 and 6, a specific analysis has been carried out for each point to define trigger levels by risk and by operation
Frequency of risk assessment: annual
Extension conditions: according to the automated grid built by the Management		A first analysis before the programming committee.
A second analysis upon receipt of the payment request: this automatically generates the type of checks to be performed
The SCOs are not included but are a component of the risk that triggers or not the different controls		Update quantitative data 14-20 and 21-27 (see item 5) annually and revise factors according to		Automated scoring grid		Global and factual analysis, the analysis could be personalized by DOMO action (when the history will allow it)		Automatic grid in Excel format set up directly by the management		Automated risk assessment, the instructor or the manager just have to check boxes on the elements related to the operation		None for the moment		None for the moment

		30		France		FR-3		Programme Grand Est and massif des Vosges
ERDF-ESF+-JTF 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR014		Grand Est		Capitalisation of the previous programming. It is based on the results of controls (internal/external) to update the risk map. The risks are thus either increased or decreased. If the risk is not initially in the mapping, if the anomaly represents a significant part, a new risk is then created and rated according to the same method.
Nevertheless, the MA needs to take a step back at the start of the new programming period to capitalise on the various regulatory changes. The GA has therefore opted for 100% control at the start of the two-year period. 		The risks with a high net rating noted in the last control campaign for the 14/20 programming are
- Processing of an incomplete file (lack of documents)
- Non-compliance with public procurement regulations
- Non-completeness/non-compliance of the legal commitment (order or agreement)
- Temporal ineligibility of expenditure: project costs outside the eligibility period (before or after the eligibility period)
- Ineligible expenditure or expenditure not provided for in the agreement taken into account
- Misapplication of aid calculation rules
- Exceeding the 90-day payment deadline		The risk analysis method is the one used for 2014/2020, based on the results of all internal/external controls. The review of the results is annual.

The MA Grand Est has a period of 2 years to capitalise on the data and results in order to produce the methodology to be adopted.		
The MA Grand Est has a period of 2 years to capitalise on the data and results in order to produce the methodology to be adopted.		The MA Grand Est has a period of two years to capitalise on the data and results in order to produce the methodology to be adopted.
The risk analysis is carried out annually at the end of the control campaigns. The risk map will thus be revised, as will the resulting action plan. 		The MA Grand Est has a period of 2 years to capitalise on the data and results in order to produce the methodology to be adopted. The good practices of 2014/2020 are taken into account for 2021/2027 and can evolve according to the new devices.		Same		Synergie
Risk mapping		Not automated at this stage		Use/capitalisation of AA audit results
Operational audit review meetings		Good practices discussed in these meetings with the AA

		31		France		FR-4		Programme Normandie ERDF ESF+ JTF 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR006		Région Normandie		Normandy was dalready managing authority for the previous 2014-2020 programming. Also, the risk-based management model was built by analyzing the results of the different types of controls carried out over this period, both internally and by the external control authorities (audit authority - AA - and certification authority - AC). The experience acquired over the previous programming period has thus made it possible to update the existing risk mapping and its update with regard to new regulations 2021-202 7, for example the integration of the accounting function within the Managing Authority.		The methodology described above has shown the benefit of focusing on two themes with high financial stakes in terms of the risk of potential corrections: State aid (AE) and rules relating to public procurement (CMP) . These themes will therefore be the subject of recurring and specific internal controls during the 2021-2027 period. The same methodology led to the identification of the following other themes as risk factors linked to operations: the nature of the bearer (including the results of previous checks to which he would have been subject), the type and volume of expenses (s there is an SCO or not, a standard scale of unit cost, etc.), the duration of the project, and whether it is a financial instrument. Finally, more generic risks related to the animation of the program or to the human resources available to manage the files have been included because of the potential impacts that they could have on the capacity of the MA to fulfill its missions in the calendar which is assigned to him.		The risk assessment rating method used is the one that is now in force within the services of the Managing Authority: all the services of the Region (managers of European funds or Regional funds) have been made aware of the approach management by risk and have implemented or will implement risk mapping based on a methodology proposed by a specialized firm. This methodology is based on the net quantification of risks, the definition of an impact scale crossed with an occurrence frequency scale. Lastly, it includes a rough rating of the risks according to the analysis of the level of control existing at the level of the management authority with regard to each of the risks identified. The frequency of risk assessment is based on a capacity to monitor and react on the fly, with at least an annual report for year n and adjustment proposals for n+1. Risk assessment is steered at the level of the General Directorate of Services in the Region. The scope of the management verifications is based on a model that did not exclude any element of the life cycle of the dossier (from the request for assistance to programming and then payment), nor any external element that could have an impact on the quality the management system (computer system, human resources, management, etc.). The evaluation frequency mentioned above makes it possible to adjust the focus of the control levels either in real time in the event of a serious alert, or at least between two annual cycles to adjust the model to the events of the current year (results controls in particular). However, given the new regulations relating to the 2021-2027 program (including in particular the integration of the accounting function and the disappearance of the certification authorities, the rise in power of the OCS, etc.), it was decided to start this program with an exhaustive level of management verification, in line with the robustness of the management system in force for 2014-2020. The risk-based management verification model will thus be developed as the 2021-2027 program progresses, based in particular on the first analyzes of the risk mapping.		As indicated opposite, the level of use of the risk-based model is designed to be able to integrate all the aspects relating to the life cycle of a file. All the stages (request/programming/payment) but also all the regulatory aspects of the management files will be analyzed through this risk-based model, as the 2021-2027 program begins. As indicated previously, the principle is indeed to start this one in the continuity of our level of control 2014-2020, then to analyze progressively the potentialities of modifications of the management verification system, potentialities justified by the enhanced risk management put in place for 2021-2027.		As indicated, the methodology involves an annual update in plenary formation of the Steering Committee for European funds (COPIL Europe) chaired by the Director General of Services and involving all the departments of the Managing Authority involved in the steering and the management of European funds. This update is carried out on the basis of all the elements participating in the feeding of the management tools by risk: on the one hand the results of internal and external controls (audit of operation of the authority of audit, EC audits etc.) and, on the other hand, the monitoring and analysis of the risk-based management methods put in place as the 2021-2027 program progresses.		The ERDF-ESF FTJ Normandy 2021-2027 program was adopted by the European Commission in November 2022 and the Managing Authority is therefore just starting the programming of files relating to this programming. As already indicated, the methodology put in place is based on an exhaustive level of risk control at the start of the programming, a level which will be adapted as the programming and the first payments 2021-2027 ramp up. . At this stage, no positive or negative experience feedback can therefore be made.		The ERDF-ESF FTJ Normandy 2021-2027 program was adopted by the European Commission in November 2022 and the Managing Authority is therefore just starting the programming of files relating to this programming. As already indicated, the methodology put in place is based on an exhaustive level of risk control at the start of the programming, a level which will be adapted as the programming and the first payments 2021-2027 ramp up. . At this stage, no positive or negative experience feedback can therefore be made.		The procedures for implementing risk-based management verifications will be facilitated by the dematerialization of all the conclusions of the controls (internal and external) in the Espace Des Aides information system deployed for the implementation of the ERDF program FSE FTJ 2021-2027 (via the notion of "control teleservices"). This is new for the 2021-2027 programming; for the 2014-2020 program, risk management was carried out using Excel tables. This system will ensure the traceability of controls and the implementation of automated processing for the restitution and analysis of all data ("dashboards").		Partially automated system. The taking into account of the analyzes resulting from the automated system for integration into the risk mapping is based on work built up within the MA teams in charge of managing the risks of European funds. In addition, at this stage, it is not planned to be able to fully automate within the MA information system the consideration of the risk-based management verification model at the level of the file life cycle. . This work will be carried out when, as mentioned above, the GA will have enough results from the 2021-2027 program to determine the effective implementation of these risk-based verifications.		The results of the operation audits and annual auditor reviews were fully taken into account in the risk analysis which served as the basis for the implementation of the 2021-2027 risk map. The management verification strategy based on the risks which it is planned to deploy as the new programming progresses will moreover be transmitted as soon as possible to the central audit authority whose mission is to do - if need was - recommendations to the GA on this risk-based management audit. Where appropriate, the MA will take into account the recommendations resulting from this dialogue with the audit authority.		This dialogue with the AA has not yet started (see opposite).

		32		France		FR-5		Programme Occitanie ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR004		Conseil Régional Occitanie		The evaluation system put in place is based on the experience of the managing authority over the period 2014-2020, more particularly on the results of risk mapping, audits and controls (external, internal) , but also on the basis of the new management rules for 2021-2027. The risk assessment system (procedures, method) to be implemented in 2021-2027 was tested beforehand with the examining departments by taking files from the 2014-2020 programming period. A risk assessment grid specifying the risk factors and the scoring system has been put in place to track this assessment for each payment request.		 The managing authority has selected 20 risk factors (classified in 4 risk families: financial, beneficiary, operation, legal): -At the file examination stage (17) Type of fund, Amount total eligible cost of the operation, EU amount of the operation, Type of expenditure items, Number of co-financiers, Type of carriers, Financial capacity of the carrier, Beneficiary's experience, method of allocation, arrangement of the operation, start of the operation, mode of selection of the operation, duration of the operation, recurrence of the operation, State aid scheme, Public procurement, Fraud/conflict of interest, -At payment request stage (3) : Total cost amount of the payment request, EU amount of the payment request, type of payment request,		Prerequisite before applying the risk assessment system: ensure the completeness of aid and payment requests from project promoters Rating method for risk assessment at the level of the instruction and at the level of the payment request based on a scoring grid filled in by the agent (instructor/certifier) in charge of the file: 1 final score selected 1 risk assessment is carried out for each payment request (deposit, balance) presented by the beneficiary Depending on the result of the risk assessment, an exhaustive CSF will be carried out (if high/very high risk), a partial CSF (if moderate risk), no CSF (if very low risk) Self-assessment of the assessment mechanism each year Link between risk mapping and risk assessment		The risk assessment system is based on an initial rating when examining the file and then a second rating when requesting payment to constitute an overall score on the file which determines the level of service control carried out (CSF). Among the risk factors used is the factor related to the typology of expenditure items. The SCOs have been integrated into this risk factor "Typology of expenditure items" as a risk criterion.		The risk assessment system will be updated each year taking into account the results of risk mapping, the results of audits and controls (external: CICC, CE, CCUE; internal: AG; controls of the accounting function)		Prerequisites/Good practices upstream of the procedure: - have a flexible assessment tool (see risk assessment grid) - raise the awareness of instructors/certifiers upstream of the assessment exercise and test the system on of the 2014-2020 files - have a monitoring table for all audits and controls to monitor irregularities (financial, non-financial) - anticipate as soon as possible the link between the risk mapping exercise and the risk assessment - self-assessment of the risk assessment system		No comment because the device has not yet been tested on files 2021-2027		In the short term, use of a risk assessment grid in excel In the medium/long term, planned use of the SYNERGIE tool to rely on data to facilitate the risk assessment exercise		Partially automated risk assessment via excel The risk analysis is not automated. On the other hand, the calculation of the risk scores is carried out automatically and is based on drop-down menus containing closed questions		A first exchange on risk assessment at the level of management verifications was carried out between the managing authority and the audit authority as part of the review of the description of the management and control system		Recommendations have been formulated by the audit authority in order to better clarify the procedure, the choice of selected risk factors, the rating methodology as well as the consequences of the results of this rating at the level of the CSF.

		33		France		FR-6		PO FEDER FSE+ REUNION
				REGION REUNION		Yes, data from the previous programming period has been analysed, and the risk factors have been drawn up and then selected by the MA. The AA carried out an initial assessment during the analysis of the DSGC. No tool issued by the AA on this point.		As more than thirty risks were selected by the AG in a first phase by the AG, it is not materially possible to present them all. These risks correspond to 4 essential strata according to the GA: stratum 1 risk linked to the PE, stratum 2 risk linked to the beneficiary, stratum 3 risk linked to the operation, stratum 4 risk linked to the Payment request.		The risk assessment is based on a scale of 4 risk levels, from 1 to 4. each risk indicator is assessed according to this scale. The GA also decided that the risk rating of 4 (the highest) on an indicator automatically triggers the realization of the CSF.		Indeed, our risk-based model will be used on each first payment request of the year of the operation, even if the ratings of the risk indicators remain unchanged.		 The methodology will potentially be updated annually, after analysis of the results of internal control actions and external audits and controls.		 In our opinion, the fact of using as a risk indicator only data available in the information system contributes to a partial automation of the VGBR and therefore to a simplification, by reducing (relatively) the workload for the services instructors.		This is premature.		 the national European program management information system (SYNERGIE) will be used to implement the VGBR. Indeed, an expression of need was shared by several GAs, then expressed to the SYNERGIE Program Management.		Risk assessment is largely automated, but the final decision on the level of control to be carried out on the CSF rests with the head of the examining department, since this is ultimately his responsibility. In fact, the VGBR is only a tool available to the head of the training department.		As part of the first analysis of the DSGC 2021-2027, the AA carried out an initial analysis of the process for implementing the risk-based model. The DSGC for this program has been finalized since September 2022 (after AA review).		The AA recommended that this process be defined as soon as the DSGC 2021-2027 is established, which has been done.

		34		France		FR-7		PO INTERREG VI OCEAN INDIEN
				REGION REUNION		Yes, data from the previous programming period has been analysed, and the risk factors have been drawn up and then selected by the MA.		As more than thirty risks were selected by the AG in a first phase by the AG, it is not materially possible to present them all. These risks correspond to 4 essential strata according to the GA: stratum 1 risk linked to the PE, stratum 2 risk linked to the beneficiary, stratum 3 risk linked to the operation, stratum 4 risk linked to the Payment request.		The risk assessment is based on a scale of 4 risk levels, from 1 to 4. each risk indicator is assessed according to this scale. The GA also decided that the risk rating of 4 (the highest) on an indicator automatically triggers the realization of the CSF.		Indeed, our risk-based model will be used on each first payment request of the year of the operation, even if the ratings of the risk indicators remain unchanged.		 The methodology will potentially be updated annually, after analysis of the results of internal control actions and external audits and controls.		 In our opinion, the fact of using as a risk indicator only data available in the information system contributes to a partial automation of the VGBR and therefore to a simplification, by reducing (relatively) the workload for the services instructors.		This is premature.		 the national European program management information system (SYNERGIE) will be used to implement the VGBR. Indeed, an expression of need was shared by several GAs, then expressed to the SYNERGIE Program Management.		Risk assessment is largely automated, but the final decision on the level of control to be carried out on the CSF rests with the head of the examining department, since this is ultimately his responsibility. In fact, the VGBR is only a tool available to the head of the training department.		 The same exchanges will be planned with the AA in the first half of 2023. It should be recalled that the VGBR process set up for this INTERREG OP will be very similar to that of the mainstream OP, with an adaptation of certain risk indicators.		The AA recommended that this process be defined as soon as the DSGC 2021-2027 is established, which has been done.

		35		France		FR-8		FEDER/FSE+/FTJ				Conseil régional Sud Provence Alpes Cote d'Azur		The model was built: - on the basis of a statistical analysis based on the findings of audits and checks for the 14-20 programming period; - through workshops with the operational services to complete and reinforce the elements resulting from the statistical analysis (expert judgement). These analyzes have been consolidated, making it possible to highlight the major risks linked to operations, the risk factors, as well as the level of rating of raw risks.		 5 major risks were highlighted, for which 4 families of factors (aggravating or mitigating) were highlighted. ; for this we used the results from the findings of audits and controls, after studying the content of the operations for which corrections or anomalies were noted.		After identifying the major risks, these were rated at the gross level (between 1 and 16) on the basis of frequency (1 to 4) and impact (1 to 4) (frequency*impact). Subsequently, the presence or absence of factors in the operation makes it possible to increase or decrease the level of risk present in the operation; we then obtain the net risk level of the operation; this is done for all 5 risks. At the end of this analysis, we obtain by calculation and visually the net level of each risk present in the operation. This level conditions or not a verification threshold to be carried out. Concerning the checks, there is a minimum base of checks to be carried out which will relate to all the operations; then, depending on the net risk levels obtained, additional verifications will be implemented.		The rating of the operation's risks is validated from the programming of the project. Today the rating is made only once and not with each request for payment. It determines the checks to be carried out at the time of certification;		Through internal control campaigns, as well as the analysis of the audits and controls that will be carried out each year, the analyzes can be reviewed and, if necessary, modifications will be made. This will be validated during the risk steering committees which take place annually; in the event that elements are brought to knowledge during the course of the year, resulting in a significant risk not detected beforehand, the rating of the projects may be reviewed; likewise, the overall analysis may be repeated from time to time in the light of events that could affect the management of the fund.		We're just getting started - no feedback yet		We're just getting started - no feedback yet		development of an excel calculation tool; work in progress for automatic extraction of synergy elements		Partial automation. A rating tool has been developed with automatic calculation functions and graphical representation in the form of a radar to highlight the risks to be controlled or not. In the long term, it is expected that several factors can be issued automatically from SYnergie, but this is under development.		 The approach was presented to the CICC in April 2022, then additional information was sent in the fall; the feedback is rather positive at this stage.		Overall the opinion on the approach was positive, as well as on the risks and factors identified.

		36		France		FR-9		Programme FEDER-FSE+ et FTJ pour la Région Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes et les territoires Rhône-Saône et Massif  Central		2021FR16FFPR018		Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes		To control the risks associated with its activity, the Managing Authority (MA) establishes and maintains operational a system for preventing and controlling risks, the proper application of which it regularly checks. To do this, the MA identifies the risks against which it wishes to protect itself, which it must eliminate or, on the contrary, the risks to which it agrees to expose itself and which it must therefore control. The risk management system therefore consists of: - Identifying the risks to which the MA is exposed; -Analyze these risks and establish an appropriate risk prevention and control system; - Check the adequacy and effectiveness of the system thus implemented. Once the risks have been identified and the level of risk has been set, risk mapping will make it possible to assess the level of exposure of the MA to these risks, then compare it to the limits established beforehand and put in place all the procedures necessary to manage the identified risks. Based on the 2014-2020 risk mapping framework and the framework for classifying irregularities observed by the Audit Authority (AA), the MA has identified all the risks to which its management and control system is exposed. Based on a risk analysis based on the errors observed during level I controls between July 2020 and June 2022, as well as on the operational, financial and strategic risks identified on the 14-20 programming, the AG assessed the set ofgross risks significant to be monitored by risk mapping. The evaluation of net risksis carried out by comparing all the irregularities observed during the audits carried out between July 2020 and June 2022 with the raw risks identified. In addition, all the control elements in place with a view to reducing the existing risks have been identified: - Organisation: risk management method, separation of incompatible functions, information system, etc. - Procedures: description of the processing steps and roles and responsibilities - Control plans: * Management controls, carried out over time and by the examining departments, in the processing of transactions (level I controls), * Consistency and compliance controls carried out over water by specialized internal control functions (internal control) * Periodic controls carried out a posteriori by the audit authority (level II control) - Activity and risk indicators: relevance, coverage of activity and risks, regular updating.		The assessment of the net risks made it possible to have an overall view of the level of risk by category of irregularity and to determine that the net risks, remaining significant, are linked to: - Ineligibility of expenditure, problems of supporting document or connection to the operation - Non-compliance with the public procurement procedure - Non-compliance with the regulations relating to State Aid		 Risk assessment scoring methodThe level of frequency and impact of each gross risk is assessed by taking into account all the errors observed during level I controls between July 2020 and June 2022 (statistical data analysis) and feedback from the 2014-2020 program (say experts). Each risk identified is thus subject to an assessment based on the following formula: Gross risk = frequency (or probability of occurrence) * impact Based on an analysis of the processes and management objectives, the MA has builds a tree structure of the risks identified at 3 levels: - Level 1: major types of risk (Strategic, financial, operational, legal) - Level 2: risk groups - Level 3: identified risks serving as a basis for the definition, implementation implementation and monitoring of the Risk Control Plan Each level 3 risk is the subject of an identification and action sheet which describes in particular: - The nature of the risk (internal and/or external), - The activities concerned by this risk (selection, implementation, payment, certification, monitoring or control, etc.), - The level of gross and net risk - The control elements relating to this risk. The risk sheets are appended to the risk map.Risk assessment frequency In order to objectify these levels of risk and to follow their evolution throughout the PO, frequency and impact evaluation grids are created on the models presented below: Rating/Frequency/Element of measure1 /Exceptional/Unlikely to occur over the duration of the program or less than 5% chance of occurring2 /Rare/Likely to occur over the duration of the schedule or between 5% and 20% chance of occurring3/ Probable/Likely to occur over the duration of the schedule or between 20% and 50% chance of occurring4/ Very likely/Likely to occur over the duration of the schedule or more than 50% chance of occurring Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable)Risk assessment at the program level and not at the operation level leads to the definition of action plans in accordance with its risk mapping. The streamlining of first-level controls on certain operations occurs via the implementation of 3 levels of depth for Service Checks Done (CSF): - Exhaustive CSF: for actual operations, verification of all items expenditure (with sampling for major expenditure items) and associated regulatory obligations (eg public procurement) -Partial CSF: exclusion of audits: Regulatory obligations on public procurement for reliable beneficiaries; the application of OCS -CSF White: the GA reserves the right to carry out CSF without any verification with regard to the first two budget years of the new programming and the results of the first two associated audit campaigns.		level of use of the risk-based model: The risk assessment is carried out at the level of the program and not of the operation. The streamlining of first-level controls on certain operations occurs via the implementation of 3 levels of depth for Service Checks Done (CSF): - Exhaustive CSF: for actual operations, verification of all items expenditure (with sampling for major expenditure items) and associated regulatory obligations (eg public procurement) -Partial CSF: exclusion of audits: Regulatory obligations on public procurement for reliable beneficiaries; the application of OCS -CSF White: the GA reserves the right to carry out CSF without any verification with regard to the first two budget years of the new programming and the results of the first two associated audit campaigns.		The results of the various controls, whether first-level controls and/or external audits, make it possible to measure whether the net level of risk assessed in the risk map has been correctly assessed. Risk mapping is thus updated annually following the operations audit campaign. Before each risk COPIL, a review of the results of controls and audits will be carried out at least since the previous COPIL. This analysis work, as well as the feedback from the examining departments, highlights the levels of irregularities observed in relation to the level of risks assessed in the risk mapping. On the basis of these elements, the Risk Steering Committee analyzes in session the difference between the estimated level of risk and the irregularities observed. Based on this comparison, the gross and net risk levels are updated in the risk map. In accordance with the principle of proportionality and effectiveness of control procedures, the level of control associated with each risk can thus be reviewed (reinforcement or reduction) by the risk COPIL. Any modification (strengthening or reduction) of the control elements requires validation by the risk steering committee and must be entered in the action plan tab of the risk sheets. In the event of a decision to modify the procedures by the risk steering committee, the MA is responsible for modifying the procedure and informing all the agents concerned. In the event of a systemic irregularity detected by a control or an audit, the risk mapping is updated, as soon as possible, by the Risk Steering Committee, in particular with a view to integrating a specific action plan, in order to withdraw irregular expenses as soon as possible and follow the recommendations of the Audit Authority. In the event of a major change in the organization of the implementation of the PO, the MA conducts a risk mapping update process. The new risk map and the resulting action plan are validated by the Risk Steering Committee, which is consulted face-to-face or electronically.		N / A		N / A		excel sheets		N / A		N / A		N / A

		37		France		FR-10		Programme régional Île-de-France et bassin de la
Seine ERDF-ESF+ 2021-2027		2021FR05FFPR001		Région Île-de-France		The model is based on risk factors proposed by the MA in light of the analysis of data from the previous period based on: 
- the 2014-2020 risk map; 
- the conclusions of the latest audit campaigns (operation and system audits) and control (CSR, internal controls). 		Risk factors retained at appraisal level : 
- Experience of the beneficiary in implementing the project; 
- Type, legal status, structure of the beneficiary and financial capacity;
- Complexity of supporting documents;
- Progress of the operation ;
- Duration of the operation ;
- Nature and complexity of the project (set-up);
- Amount of ETC ;
- Recurrence of the same type of operation;
- Method of justification of eligible costs;
- Level of risk of fraud or potential conflict of interest;
- State aid analysis ;
- Analysis of public procurement;
- Number of operations of the 2014-2020 programming period currently being processed by the auditor;
- Instructor's experience.

Risk factors retained at the level of the payment claim : 
- Total cost of the payment claim (amount) ;
- Delay in project implementation;
- Changes made at the time of the grant application's appraisal;
- Number of amendments in progress;
- Number of amendments made during the course of the project; On-site visit carried out;
- Result indicators/achievement indicators ;
- Operations already checked and/or audited;
- Operations expected to be completed;
- Type of actions ;
- Evidence of European publicity.

These risk factors have been selected as they represent the main causes of errors found in the controls and audits of the 2014-2020 programming. 		Scoring method: the tool provides a score from 0 to 2 per risk factor (no risk = 0 points, moderate risk = 1 point and high risk = 2 points). An overall score is given at the time of a payment claim for all identified risk factors; 

Frequency of assessment: Risks are assessed at the time of appraisal of the operation and at the time of submission of a payment claim;

Scope of the management verifications: the decision to carry out a control or not depends on the overall score but also on the 2 thresholds (minimum and maximum) determined beforehand.
Below a minimum threshold (risk is low), no Desk Based Checks is performed. Between these 2 thresholds (moderate risk), a partial or thematic Desk Based Checks is performed, and above the maximum threshold, a full Desk Based Checks is performed; 

Sample extension conditions: no extension conditions are foreseen; 

Other information: 2 assessments are carried out simultaneously to trigger a Desk Based Checks but also an on-site visit.		There are two levels of analysis: 
- at the time of the appraisal of the file, 
- at the time of the payment request. 

Expenditure justified by simplified cost options is foreseen in the following 2 risk factors: 
- Complexity of justifications (standard scales of unit costs value 0);
- Method of justification of eligible costs (standard scales of unit costs value 0).		The tool will be updated annually to evolve the model to take into account the conclusions of audits, internal controls and risk mapping. 		As the tool is under development and not operational, the MA does not have enough experience to identify good practices.		same as before		The tool is in Excel format at this stage but may evolve to another solution		No automatism has been implemented in the tool at this stage, the risk assessments are managed manually.

Concerning the choice of the risk factor: a drop-down menu will allow the assessor to choose among 3 pre-established proposals (no risk = 0 point, moderate risk = 1 point and important risk = 2 points).

In terms of the scores awarded for each risk factor and the final score): the calculation is automatic. 		As the tool is still under development, no involvement of the AA has been requested in the implementation of the model. Nevertheless, the MA plans to send the working version to the AA for advice.  		NA

		38		France		FR-11		Programme Pays de la Loire ERDF-ESF+-JTF		2021FR16FFPR003		REGION PAYS DE LA LOIRE		Tool worked from the grids of other EU states
Working group with other French Regions Managing Authorities
Internal working group at the Pays de la Loire Region Managing Authority		Reason for selecting the risk factors: result for each criterion of discussions within the working groups.

SEE BELOW THE PROVISIONAL LIST OF RISK FACTORS RETAINED AT THIS STAGE (FEBRUARY 2023)

 Step 1: Before legal agreement with beneficiary: 1. Experience of the project leader 3. Total amount of eligible expenses (each fund has its scale of amount) 4. Multiple co-financing 5. Operation with public contracts 6. Estimated duration of the project indicated in the appraisal report 7. Type of costs in eligible expenses 8. Use of the State Aid regime 9. Prevention of conflicts of interest (whether or not there is a commitment to declare any situation of conflict of interest) 10. Operation implemented through an Integrated Territorial Investment  Step 2: Before payment of the first installment to the beneficiary 1. Number of amendments to the legal agreement 2. Deposit or balance 3. EU amount of the aid request 4. Site visit		    The regulatory context for 2021-2027 is characterized by :
* new requests in terms of verification during the selection of operations (article 73)
* new or highly developed methods in terms of simplified cost options including analysis and understanding by the services of the managing authority during the examination of the files or by the auditors of the different levels of audits n is not yet precisely known (articles 53 and 94).
    The Region Pays de la Loire is investing heavily in the deployment of simplified cost options, in particular the standard scales of unit cost (BSCU for energy renovation, BSCU for personnel costs, BSCU for vocational training).
    These new methods of justifying costs from the beneficiary to the authority and also from the managing authority to the European Commission seem to provide real avenues for simplification and relief in the justification of expenditure.
    They also bring new practices whose proper understanding by project leaders and management services is not yet assured.

    Also, on the basis of this observation, the Region wishes to capitalize on the first accounting year to test its possible strategy of management verifications based on a risk assessment.
    The guiding principles are :
* an in-depth and complete analysis at appraisal allowing an initial risk assessment to be carried out after appraisal and at the time of selection (before agreement) ;
* an exhaustive verification of payment requests during the first accounting year with a "blank" use of the risk assessment grid presented below allowing it to be adapted before its effective implementation from the 2nd accounting year ;
* a 2nd risk assessment upon receipt of payment requests (before management verifications) ;
* an evaluation of the strategy at the end of the 2023-2024 annual account for possible adaptation according to the findings ;
* a gradual reduction in verifications during payment requests ;
* an exhaustive verification of the public order as a common base for all the files at the instruction and at the request for payment (with an already predefined strategy if the first verifications carried out made it possible to be in an approach by sample or by risk and not more comprehensive).		2 steps :
1. A first reinforced analysis before agreement with the project leader
2. Additional analysis before payment of the first payment

Expenses under simplified cost options are included in step 1 (Risk factor 7: typology of costs in eligible expenses)		The grid will be revised, if necessary, based on the results of audits by the Audit Authority and internal control campaigns.		2023 will be the year in which RBMV will begin to be implemented.
It is too early to describe good practices.		2023 will be the year in which RBMV will begin to be implemented.
It is too early to describe not-so-good practices		At this point, in February 2023, the RBMV is a written note that describes the method to be used by instructors.

The search for automatization or semi-automatization is in progress from the information system		Partial automatization project.

Almost all of the risk factors selected can be automatized, but some are more complex to automatize (example: in Step 1, Factor risk n°2. Project leader whose operation has been the subject of a finding of financial irregularity by a control body external)		The AA was not specifically mobilized for the process of setting up the model, but the analysis of the findings of the AA operation audits were used to develop the RBMV strategy.		The RBMV was sent to the AA in early January 2023.
A meeting, of which the RBMV was one of the 5 points on the agenda, made it possible to point out the few requests from the AA :
* the justification of the thresholds chosen for the different funds (factor risk n°3 of step 1) ;
* the degree of automation of the RBMV in the information system ;
* the link between this RBMV and the risk mapping.

		39		Finland		FI-1		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme		2021FI16FFPR001		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		The development is still under construction. Materials from the previous programming periods have been analysed. The MA has discussed about the development with the AA and the Accounting Function.		Findings from the previous programming periods, based on the guidance by the Commission. 		Annual risk assesment inspection; scoring method under construction; risk based on-the-spot verifications; a minimum amount of on-the-spot verifications (not yet specified)		RB model is used at the level of payment claims; SCOs are included		The MA examines the methodology annually (minimum) taking into account the findings. The IBs review the risk assessment for each project when carrying out the verification of a payment claim. 		N/A		N/A		Integrated within IT system used for the implementation of the Programme (EURA 2021) The IT system facilitates with the help of an interface among others the verification of tax debts of the beneficiary. 		None		The MA has asked the AA to comment the risk management (strategy) as a whole.		The AA has given recommendations (among others the points system and project level calculation) and pointed out the need for concreteness and to take into account all aspects of risks and different risks linked to different cost options.
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		Notes for the authors of the case reports:

· The case reports aim to:

· Disseminate information on how risk-based management verifications (RBMV) have been set up in ERDF/CF and JTF programmes

· Build knowledge risk-based management verifications through practical examples and facilitate mainstreaming of successful practices.  

· Target audience: the case reports are primarily aimed at representatives of ERDF/CF/JTF authorities and stakeholders across Europe. The audience may not be familiar with the internal structure and procedures of your Member State. Therefore, when drafting the report, please make sure to provide a short context for the practice, explain all acronyms and briefly explain any concept/process that might be country-specific.

· The first draft of the case reports should be maximum 7-8 pages. Additional information could be provided in annexes or through links to external documents.







		[bookmark: _Toc109139424][bookmark: _Hlk89185564]Member state

		SLOVAKIA



		ERDF/CF/JTF Programme

		ERDF/CF/JTF/ESF+

2021SK16FFPR001



		[bookmark: _Toc109139428]Contacts

		[bookmark: _Toc109139429]Name and Surname of the contact person: Kristína Madleňáková

Institution (Ministry/Department): Ministry of Investments, Regional Development and Informatization of the Slovak Republic – Unit of Methodology – Central Coordination Body

E-mail address: kristina.madlenakova@mirri.gov.sk












		1. [bookmark: _Toc134379797]How the risk-based model was developed



		Please indicate briefly background for the risk-based model - whether data from previous programming period was analysed or risk factors were proposed by MA/IB/AA; did you use AA tools for risk assessment or expert judgement? Etc.



		Administrative controls:

To verify/confirm the correctness of the definition of a specific risk factor, data analysis was performed based on historical data on the implementation of projects through the ITMS2014+ system. For this purpose, a hypothesis was defined for the given risk factor, in which it was possible to confirm or refute the trend of the emergence of ineligible expenditures through data analysis (correlation of the emergence of ineligible expenditures with the respective risk factors). The result of these analyses was the determination of the categorization of risk for the respective risk factors (e.g. a positive correlation applies to the risk factor the size of the project budget, i.e. the larger the project, the more likely the occurrence of ineligible expenditures or a positive correlation applies to the risk factor the project schedule, i.e. what is the implementation the longer the project, the more likely the occurrence of more serious ineligible expenditures). Relevant analyses were carried out on the entire set of ESIF projects. Above mentioned approach was applied to risk factors for which data were available. The remaining several risk factors were set up based on an expert judgement due to lack of the data.

Weights of risk factors affecting the project risk index were set by combination of: 

i. regression analysis as the starting point in analysing the available historical data from the ITMS2014+ system - This statistical method was used for risk factors, where it was possible, based on the available historical data from the ITMS2014+ system, to perform a data analysis of the impacts and interrelationships of the defined risk factors for the occurrence of discrepancies and thus determine their order of importance.

ii. expert judgement - The determination of the weights by expert estimation is based on the assessment of the significance of the impact of a specific risk factor on the occurrence of ineligible expenditures compared to another risk factor. Exert judgement was used to adjust the results of regression analysis; expert judgement was also used for those risk factors for which the data were not available. Overall, expert judgement is considered a predominant method to set weights of risk factors.



Public procurement:

When preparing the risk analysis, the components of the public procurement (PP) process and risk factors were analysed, which on the one hand established the level of risk, but their evaluation within individual public procurements does not bear a significant administrative burden.

For setting up the risk factors data analysis based on historical data on public procurement was performed through ITMS2014+ system, databases of the most frequent violations of PP from the Public Procurement Office (PPO) and overviews of findings, deficiencies and controls reported by MA to the CA/AA.

Besides these data, an expert judgement of PPO was taken into account.



On-the-spot controls:

The risk based analysis for on-the-spot controls (OTSC) has been used since the beginning of the 2014-2020 programming period and it has been well adopted and there is no reason for significant changes in the 2021-2027 programming period.







		2. [bookmark: _Toc134379798]Risk factors



		Please indicate the risk factors included in the methodology and the reasons why they were considered.



		Administrative controls:

Basic risk factors at the project level (RF) - The primary categorisation is validated at the time of the contract with the beneficiary and it is, to large extent, influenced by the analysis of historical data from project implementation in the past. They are factors that indicate potential future risks in projects even prior to the beginning of their implementation:

RF [1] Type of the beneficiary (sector)

RF [2] Duration of existence of the entity 

RF [3] Experience with implementation of ESIF projects

RF [4] Contracted amount of total eligible expenditure 

RF [5] Projected duration of the project implementation  (including supporting activities)

RF [6] Number of involved partners

RF [7] Type of project

RF [8] Material focus of the project

RF [9] Quality of the project

RF [10] Rate of identified irregularities in the total expenditure of projects implemented by the beneficiary 

RF [11] Method and procedure of the public procurement /procurement 

RF [12] Method of reporting expenditure 

RF [13] Rate of reduction of requested aid



Additional risk factors (DRF) - The implementation of the project itself can modify the initially identified risk size that was calculated on the basis of basic risk factors of the project/beneficiary :

DRF [1] Output of the analysis of the ARACHNE system

DRF [2] Error rate in preceding verified payment application (share of ineligible expenditures in claimed expenditures)

DRF [3] Share of total eligible expenditures in payment application that were subject to the material control 

DRF [4] Intensity of the performance of on-the-spot verification

DRF [5] Changes in the project

DRF [6] Nature of expenditure in payment application

DRF [7] Amount of the payment application compared to the total eligible expenditures of the project 

DRF [8] Quality of payment application

DRF [9] Conclusions of the performance of on-the-spot verification

DRF [10] Status of implemented PP or procurement procedures



Special risk factors (ORF) - when these occur in project, all payment applications are subject to full management verification 

ORF [1] Conflict of interests

ORF [2] Suspicion of fraud and corruption

ORF [3] Negative medialization of project



Public procurement:

Basic risk factors of PP - these are an exclusion criterion for determining the approach to evaluating the method of public procurement control

ZRFVO [1] Public procurement method based on a financial limit

ZRFVO [2] Previous cancellation of public procurement

ZRFVO [3] Fines imposed

ZRFVO [4] Medialization

ZRFVO [5] Suspicion of fraud/corruption/conflict of interests



Additional risk factors of PP - the purpose is to calculate the PP risk index (they apply only to PPs that are evaluated as medium risk at the level of basic risk factors)

DRFVO [1] Public procurement procedure

DRFVO [2] Nature of procured works, goods and services

DRFVO [3] Type of contracting authority/public contracting authority/contractor



Special risk factors for PP represent a decision-making mechanism for those PPs whose risk index value is just below the threshold value (i.e. very close to it).

ORFVO [1] Defining 2 or more conditions for the participation of economic and financial standing

ORFVO [2] Defining 3 or more conditions for the participation of technical and professional ability



Basic risk factors of the contract amendment 

ZRFD [1] Fines imposed

ZRFD [2] Medialization

ZRFD [3] Suspicion of fraud/ corruption/ conflict of interest

ZRFD [4] Change with potential impact on an assessment / result of public procurement



On-the-spot-controls:

[1] Has the project already been subject to OTSC?

[2] The declared amount of the submitted payment application is higher than 500,000 EUR? (MA can amend this amount)

[3] Does the declared amount of the submitted payment applications so far represent more than 50% of the total eligible expenses of the project? (MA can amend this percentage)

[4] How many previous payment applications (does not concern pre-financing and an advance payment) were not the subject of OTSC?

[5] Is the submitted payment application a final one in the project?







		3. [bookmark: _Toc134379799]Main aspects of the risk-based model



		Please provide a brief description of the main aspects of the risk-based model:

a. Risk assessment scoring method

b. Frequency of risk assessment

c. Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable)

d. Conditions for extension of the sample (if applicable)

e. Any other information relevant for defining the model.



		Administrative controls:

a. Calculation of the risk index - the total value of the project's risk index is created by aggregating risk score values for individual RF and additional RF.

b. The calculation of risk starts after a contract with beneficiary is signed. The risk index is calculated continuously as entries are made to the individual risk based (RB) model of a project. However, the value of the risk index at the time of submission of a beneficiary´s payment application is relevant to determine scope of management verification.

c. Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable) - according to our national Act on financial control, each payment application has to be verified to certain extent. If the risk index for certain payment application is below the threshold value, it is considered risk-free - only formal verification is carried out. If the risk index is equal or above the threshold value, the payment application is considered risky - full management verification is carried out.

d. Extension of the sample is used in the process of verification of the RB model. Verification of the correctness of the RB model setting is based on the performance of regular validation based on data and data from continuous monitoring of the operation of the RB model. This verification includes extension of sample (5 % of risk-free payment application shall be subject to full verification). Also, the threshold value may be moved lower as a result of the process of verification of the RB model. Subsequently more payment claims should be assessed as risky with full management verification to be carried out.



Public procurement:

a. The riskiness of the PP is primarily determined on the basis of the basic risk factors, which represent the exclusion criteria, and therefore on the basis of their evaluation, the control is carried out or a further assessment of the riskiness is necessary on the basis of the other risk factors.

In the case of medium-risk PP, risk index is used to assess the riskiness of PP – it is determined as the sum of the values of individual additional risk factors.

b. The risk index is calculated only once when PP is submitted to the ITMS.

c. ► High risk – the check will be carried out;

       ► Medium risk – the check is performed/not performed based on the risk index;

       ► Low risk – check will/will not be done based on random sampling.

d. Extension of the sample is used in the process of verification of the RB model. Verification of the correctness of the RB model setting is based on the performance of regular validation based on data and data from continuous monitoring of the operation of the RB model. This verification includes extension of sample (5 % of risk-free PP shall be subject to full verification – this % may change in the future).

e. In general, the RB model is set the way that all over-the-threshold PP are subject to control. Also special exclusions from the Act on PP that need to be justified – these justifications are also subject to control. For other PP risk index is calculated.



On-the-spot controls:

a. Answer to each question gains points – 0 or 5 points. If the sum of risk points is equal to or greater than 10, it is necessary to perform OTSC. If the sum of risk points is less than 10, it is not necessary to perform OTSC.

b. Questions are answered at the time of submission of a beneficiary´s each payment application.

c. Scope of OTSC is determined by MA.

d. n/a

e. The RB model for OTSC is set the way, each project must be subject to OTSC at least once.







		4. [bookmark: _Toc134379800]Usage of risk-based model



		Please provide information on what level the risk-based model is used - e.g. level of payment claim, expenditure items. Are expenses under simplified cost options included?



		The RB model is used on a level of payment application of beneficiary (AC, OTSC) / level of public procurement (PP).

If the expenses under SCOs are included it lowers the overall risk index.









		5. [bookmark: _Toc134379801]Revision and update of the risk-based model



		Please briefly describe the conditions for revision and update of the methodology (e.g. assessment of previous results, audit findings etc..) and provide brief information about how the revision and update of the methodology is implemented.



		Administrative controls / Public procurement:

The RB model can be updated in 2 ways:

• based on the modification of the RB model at the initiative of the Central Coordination Body (CCB);

• based on the initiative of the MA.

These updates shall be based on verification of the functionality of the RB model - it is carried out by the MA/IB through two activities:

a) validation of threshold value - the purpose of validating the threshold value is to verify the correctness of the threshold value with respect to the expected efficiency/throughput of the RB model. The setting of the threshold value of risk index corresponds to expectations on share of payment applications should be subject to formal control and which to full control, respectively share of controlled PP with medium risk index.

b) validation of the RB model setup - based on sample extension, audit findings, etc. and analysing the irregularities and amount of ineligible expenditures identified within the sample extension compared to those identified in the original sample. If an overall error rate caused by the RB model is on a tolerable level, the RB model operates correctly. If not, this may be the reason for re-assessing and revision of the RB model.



On-the-spot controls:

The model has been functional for several decades without serious audit findings, we are not considering its revision for now, since it is quite basic and conservative.









		6. [bookmark: _Toc134379802]Good practices



		Please refer to any good practices based on your experience with setting up RBMV model so far.



		· performing a pilot testing on a sample - it can validate the functionality of a RB model;

· use of expert judgement of PPO;

· practical trainings for all stakeholders (upper management, lower management, project managers);

· 







		7. [bookmark: _Toc134379803]Not-so-good practices



		Please refer to any not-so-good practices based on your experience with setting up RBMV model so far.



		· inconsistent data

· using no IT tools – only excel sheets cannot provide necessary audit trail

· no trainings in the beginning









		8. [bookmark: _Toc134379804]Tools



		Please indicate the tools used for implementing RBMV (e.g. IT system - developed specifically for purpose of RBMV or integrated within IT system used in implementation of Programme? if no IT system is used, please indicate any other tool - e.g. excel sheets, specific application, etc.



		

Since our IT system (ITMS) used for management of EU funds is not flexible enough, we are forced to use excel sheet for now with a little support of IT system - it will generate "reports". For the future, full integration of RB model to ITMS is planned.









		9. [bookmark: _Toc134379805]Level of automatization



		Full / semi / no automatization of risk assessment. Please describe briefly what part of RB model is not automatised.



		

The RB model is in excel sheets, the data needs to be entered manually, but the risk index is calculated automatically.





		10. [bookmark: _Toc134379806]Involvement of the Audit Authority



		Please describe briefly involvement of the Audit Authority in the process of setting up the RB model.



		

With the cooperation between Section of audit and control on Ministry of Finance, that is responsible for legislation on financial control and audit and which also acts as the Audit Authority and Central Coordination Body and after first presentation of the concept to the AA, the Slovak legislation has been adjusted so there is no legal obstacle to use risk based management verification in Slovakia.



The CCB introduced the RB model to the AA in the early stages of development; the draft of the risk analysis (after pilot testing) was presented at a meeting with AA and then the final model was introduced before launching the RB model.









		11. [bookmark: _Toc134379807]Good practice provided by the Audit Authority



		Please indicate, if the Audit Authority has given any useful suggestion toward setting up RBMV or any other good practice concerning the involvement of the Audit Authority.



		

The AA has been involved in the development of the RB model, especially in the initial phase of designing within the framework of providing consulting activities. In addition to discussing the AA's recommendations at working meetings and the AA has submitted its comments several times on the draft model.

The AA's recommendations / suggestions aimed especially to the extension of sample on the top of identified risky payment applications which we incorporated as a part of validation of the RB model (e. g. random sample from population not concerned as a risky). 



Moreover, the AA´s cooperation and advices has been very useful during setting up the validation of the model, we had a fruitful discussion on counting the error rate and sampling from the AA´s point of view.
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		Notes for the authors of the case reports:

· The case reports aim to:

· Disseminate information on how risk-based management verifications (RBMV) have been set up in ERDF/CF and JTF programmes

· Build knowledge risk-based management verifications through practical examples and facilitate mainstreaming of successful practices.  

· Target audience: the case reports are primarily aimed at representatives of ERDF/CF/JTF authorities and stakeholders across Europe. The audience may not be familiar with the internal structure and procedures of your Member State. Therefore, when drafting the report, please make sure to provide a short context for the practice, explain all acronyms and briefly explain any concept/process that might be country-specific.

· The first draft of the case reports should be maximum 7-8 pages. Additional information could be provided in annexes or through links to external documents.







		[bookmark: _Toc109139424][bookmark: _Hlk89185564]Member state

		Hungary



		ERDF/CF/JTF Programme(s)

		2021HU05FFPR001

2021HU16FFPR001

2021HU16FFPR002

2021HU16FFPR003

2021HU16FFPR004

2021HU16FFPR005

2021HU16FFPR006



		[bookmark: _Toc109139428]Contacts

		[bookmark: _Toc109139429]Name and Surname of the contact person: Szilvia TARDI

Institution (Ministry/Department): Prime Minister’s Office

E-mail address: szilvia.tardi@tfm.gov.hu












		1. [bookmark: _Toc134379797]How the risk-based model was developed



		Please indicate briefly background for the risk-based model - whether data from previous programming period was analysed or risk factors were proposed by MA/IB/AA; did you use AA tools for risk assessment or expert judgement? Etc.



		In Hungary the management of EU funds is the responsibility of the minister for regional development. The work organisation of the minister is a department within the Prime Minister’s Office, it is called the Central Coordination of EU Funds. 

Central Coordination is responsible for the national legal framework (in form of a government decree) of EU funds, overseeing the Managing Authorities and providing the IT system. 

The legal framework of risk-based management verifications is set in the above mentioned government decree, stating that in the 2021-2027 programming period Managing Authorities (MAs) verify costs with a risk based methodology elaborated in accordance with the guidance of the Central Coordination.



Central Coordination issued its guidance to the MAs in June, 2022. The Hungarian system of risk-based management verifications was developed by Central Coordination and not by the MAs themselves, although inputs of the MAs were asked for and used during this process. The MAs predominantly made suggestions regarding the risk factors, i.e.: the number of risk factors in the pool and the type and content of the risk factors. 

The methodology was thoroughly discussed with the Audit Authority (AA) and the AA’s suggestions were mostly taken into consideration.







		2. [bookmark: _Toc134379798]Risk factors



		Please indicate the risk factors included in the methodology and the reasons why they were considered.



		A pool of 41 risk factors was created. Risk factors can be divided into 6 categories /the number of risk factors in the category is given in brackets/:

1) project (14)

2) beneficiary (6)

3) invoice (6)

4) contract (8)

5) public procurement (4)

6) irregularities (3)



Risk factors are formulated as questions, we have 

· “yes or no” questions, e.g.: Is the type of expenditure risky?

· “yes or no” questions with changing parameters, e.g.: Is the number of activities carried out in the projects more than 3?

Changing parameter = 3



If the answer to the question is “yes”, the factor is risky.



Permanent risk factors for all calls given by the Central Coordination:

1. Is the project budget higher than the X % of the budget of the priority axis? (X= changing parameter)

2. Was an irregularity related to the beneficiary in any Programmes of the periods 2014-2020, 2021-2027 detected within 3 years with the consequence of the MA reducing the project budget?

3. Does the pace of using the advance payment fall short of the average for the call? 

(average for the call in %=changing parameter)

4. Is the amount of the invoices belonging to the same contract equal or higher than the X % of the grant for the project? (X = changing parameter)

5. Is the method of the public procurement one of the following?

· negotiated procedure without prior publication

· concession award procedure without prior publication – one stage

· concession award procedure without prior publication – more stages

· restricted procedure

· design contest restricted procedure



The most popular risk factors during testing:

a) Is the number of activities in the project higher than X? (X=changing parameter)

b) Is the rate of invoices submitted but rejected by the MA higher than X %? (X=changing parameter)

c) Is the grant contract modified?

d) Does the beneficiary have more than X grant contracts in implementation as well as maintenance phase in any programmes of the programming periods 2014-2020, 2021-2027? (X=changing parameter)

e) Is the contractor/supplier of foreign origin?

f) Was the amount of the supplier contract increased? 

g) Is the expense type categorised as risky?







		3. [bookmark: _Toc134379799]Main aspects of the risk-based model



		Please provide a brief description of the main aspects of the risk-based model:

a. Risk assessment scoring method

b. Frequency of risk assessment

c. Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable)

d. Conditions for extension of the sample (if applicable)

e. Any other information relevant for defining the model.



		a. Risk assessment scoring method

Our model is a single-level model, working with invoices. There is one methodology for the member state, meaning this methodology is used for all the Programmes. 

MA has to pick 10-15 risk factors out of the pool for each call:

· 5 risk factors are permanent and given by the Central Coordination (See also section 2. Risk factors)

· 10 risk factors are picked by the MA: it has to be supported by a methodology based on historical data and experience.

Risks are assessed for each invoice by the chosen risk factors. Risk factors are calculated by using data available in the IT system. 

An invoice is categorized as “to be checked” if more than 7 risk factors are assessed as risky.



There is a SUPER risk factor: #13 Was an irregularity related to the beneficiary in any programmes of the programming periods 2014-2020, 2021-2027 detected within 3 years with the consequence of the MA reducing the project budget?

If the answer to #13 is yes (there was such irregularity),  the invoice is automatically marked as „to be checked”



MA is always able to check an invoice if it wishes even when the result of the automatic risk assessment was „not to be checked”.

The IT system registers the fact whether an invoice

· is to be checked

· was really checked

b. Frequency of risk assessment

We believe that the efficiency of the first level verification can only be increased if the risk assessment is automatically performed by the IT system. We decided that the risk assessment is to be performed when the payment claim is electronically submitted by the beneficiary. We also decided that the risk assessment is to be performed solely automatically, i.e.: it cannot be carried out at a later date or reiterated by users.

If the MA fails to register the risk factors in the IT system before the payment claim is submitted, all the invoices in the payment claim are marked “to be checked” because risk assessment cannot be performed.

c. Scope of management verifications (and minimum coverage if applicable)

MA has to check 

· the invoices which are marked “to be checked”

· 20 % of the invoices marked “not to be checked, chosen randomly by the IT system

· one invoice in every payment claim. 

MA has to examine the supporting documents 100 % if the invoice is marked “to be checked”. 

d. Conditions for extension of the sample (if applicable)

Not applicable right now.









		4. [bookmark: _Toc134379800]Usage of risk-based model



		Please provide information on what level the risk-based model is used - e.g. level of payment claim, expenditure items. Are expenses under simplified cost options included?



		The level of our model is the invoice submitted by the beneficiary in the payment claim.



SCO technical invoices are excluded from risk-based management verification because in these cases no documents are to be checked in the payment claim anyway. This means these invoices are automatically marked as “Not to be checked”. 









		5. [bookmark: _Toc134379801]Revision and update of the risk-based model



		Please briefly describe the conditions for revision and update of the methodology (e.g. assessment of previous results, audit findings etc..) and provide brief information about how the revision and update of the methodology is implemented.



		The methodology by the Coordination Body is revised yearly at least. The first revision was done in March, 2023. 

MAs are expected to specify the process and the frequency of the revision in their own methodology.









		6. [bookmark: _Toc134379802]Good practices



		Please refer to any good practices based on your experience with setting up RBMV model so far.



		· our model is consistent because there is only one risk-based methodology for all programmes but it is flexible at the same time because MAs can choose from a pool of 41 risk factors

· risk factors are defined and calculated by using data available in the IT system

· risk assessment is automatically performed by the IT system when the payment claim is electronically submitted by the beneficiary,  risk assessment cannot be carried out at a later date or reiterated by users







		7. [bookmark: _Toc134379803]Not-so-good practices



		Please refer to any not-so-good practices based on your experience with setting up RBMV model so far.



		







		8. [bookmark: _Toc134379804]Tools



		Please indicate the tools used for implementing RBMV (e.g. IT system - developed specifically for purpose of RBMV or integrated within IT system used in implementation of Programme? if no IT system is used, please indicate any other tool - e.g. excel sheets, specific application, etc.



		A special function for the risk assessment was devised in the IT system. 







		9. [bookmark: _Toc134379805]Level of automatization



		Full / semi / no automatization of risk assessment. Please describe briefly what part of RB model is not automatised.



		Risk factors for the calls are chosen by the MA, otherwise the model is fully automatized.







		10. [bookmark: _Toc134379806]Involvement of the Audit Authority



		Please describe briefly involvement of the Audit Authority in the process of setting up the RB model.



		The AA was consulted while working on the risk factors. The model was introduced in January, 2023, the AA accepted it.







		11. [bookmark: _Toc134379807]Good practice provided by the Audit Authority



		Please indicate, if the Audit Authority has given any useful suggestion toward setting up RBMV or any other good practice concerning the involvement of the Audit Authority.



		The AA was consulted while working on the risk factors. The model was introduced in January, 2023, the AA accepted it.
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Coll MA & beneficiaries

		DG REGIO Transnational Network on Simplification

		Preliminary survey on collaboration between authorities and beneficiaries (rev. 05.06.23)





		N		MEMBER STATE		REF		ERDF/CF/JTF programmes  under which the practice is developed		Scope 		Actions		Impact for ERDF/CF/JTF authorities 		Impact for ERDF/CF/JTF beneficiaries

										Please provide a brief description of:
- The types and approximate number of authorities (MA, IB) and beneficiaries involved 
- The administrative tasks and procedures covered by the practice		Please provide a brief description of the main actions implemented to develop the simplification practice		Please provide a brief description of the main positive outcomes of the practice for the authorities (advantages in terms of reduction of administrative costs, better implementation …)		Please provide a brief description of the main positive outcomes of the practice for the beneficiaries (advantages in terms of reduction of administrative burden, lower errors …)

		1		Austria		AT-1		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027		MA and IB´s		Working group meetings, 
AA will be involved after approval of the method		RB MV		Less administrative burden

		2		Austria		AT-2		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027		MA, IB´s, AA		Working group meeting, 
Written circulatory procedures		SCO´s (40% flat rate, travel cost)		Higher assurance, common understanding, less risk & administrative burden

		3		Austria		AT-3		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027		MA, IB´s		E-Cohesion		Common templates for selections procedures and for payment claims		Simplification

		4		Belgium		BE-1		ERDF Brussels		1 MA and 100 beneficiaries foreseen
Small expense verifications 		Discussions between MA and applicants with explanation of the simplification possibilities, written guide, internet site. 
Mandatory use of certain simplification practices. (e.g. use of flat rate for small expenses) 		Less administrative obligations and more security		Less administrative obligations and more security.
Focus on the main objective to implement project

		5		Croatia		HR-1		Operational programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2014 - 2020		Managing authority 
(Ministry of Regional Development and EU Funds)
Intermediate body level 1 (Ministry of Economy and Sustainable Development)
2 Intermediate bodies level 2
(Croatian Agency for SMEs, Innovations and Investments and Central Finance and Contracting Agency)

Before publication of Calls for proposals, working groups consisting of representatives of relevant stakeholders (mainly business or expert associations)  are formed.		Depending on the type of Call for Proposals and targeted beneficiaries, IB 1 calls interested parties represented by organizations or associations that carry most impact in terms of number of members or their expert status to form working groups and thus participate in defining characteristics of the Call.

Working groups have meetings with experts from IB 1 where they exchange information and suggestions on improving and simplifying the rules and requests of the Call.		With this practice the authorities can gain information on main requirements and potential obstacles for beneficiaries, simplification of rules and reduction of documentation is discussed.  
Administrative burden is also reduced through dissemination on information and clarification of rules through stakeholder organizations (less Q&A after the publication of the Call, smaller chance for later amendments of the Call etc)		Beneficiaries are informed through their organizations on the purpose and the main outlines of the Call, and can get information on their eligibility and suitability in advance, thus reducing rate of proposal dismissals and errors.

		6		Croatia		HR-2		Operational programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2014 - 2020		Managing authority 
(Ministry of Regional Development and EU Funds)
Intermediate body level 1 (Ministry of Economy and Sustainable Development)
2 Intermediate bodies level 2
(Croatian Agency for SMEs, Innovations and Investments and Central Finance and Contracting Agency)

Before publication of Calls for proposals, a public consultation is conducted in which all stakeholders may participate		IB 1 organizes public consultations, in duration of not less than 15 days, where all stakeholders can make comments and suggestions on the Call for proposals.
Every comment and suggestion is considered, and if by the requests from the beneficiaries documentation can be simplified or reduced, it is implemented in the Call.		With this practice the authorities can obtain direct information from beneficiaries and have the opportunity for further simplification of rules and reduction of documentation.		Beneficiaries have the opportunity to make direct comments and suggestions for simplification or reduction of administrative burden.
Such suggestions are implemented if the purpose of the Call remains intact and the ERDF rules are respected

		7		Croatia		HR-3		Operational programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2014 - 2020		Managing authority 
(Ministry of Regional Development and EU Funds)
Intermediate body level 1 (Ministry of Economy and Sustainable Development)
2 Intermediate bodies level 2
(Croatian Agency for SMEs, Innovations and Investments and Central Finance and Contracting Agency)		IB2 gathers a team of employees who cover key aspects of project implementation. The implementation workshop includes topics such as contract changes, procurement, on-the-spot checks, progress reports and similar.		Potential mistakes that beneficiaries can make during the implementation of the project are prevented. Employee time spent on beneficiaries’ education and administration of their omissions is reduced.		Potential mistakes that beneficiaries can make during the implementation of the project are prevented. This alone reduces the risk of financial corrections that would significantly affect the business of the beneficiary.

		8		Croatia		HR-4		Operational programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2014 - 2020		Managing authority 
(Ministry of Regional Development and EU Funds)
Intermediate body level 1 (Ministry of Economy and Sustainable Development)
1 Intermediate body level 2
(Croatian Agency for SMEs, Innovations)

After the project implementation, beneficiaries are contacted to provide feedback on the specific call for proposals. 		In specific situations, when designing a Call for proposals, IB1 gathers feedback on already implemented projects from beneficiaries through survey.		With this practice the authorities can get direct information from beneficiaries on already implemented projects and have the opportunity for improving and simplifying future actions.		Beneficiaries have the opportunity to comment on implementation problems and make suggestions for simplification or reduction of administrative burden.

		9		Croatia		HR-5		Operational programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2014 - 2020		Intermediate body level 2
Central Finance and Contracting Agency

Procurement by grant beneficiaries		-	Ex-ante checks of procurement documents on sample basis
-	Publication and continuous update of a document compiling relevant findings and recommendations concerning procurement – “Guidelines for preparation and implementation of procurement procedures for grant beneficiaries with a list of the most common errors”
(updated as soon as new insight/information/procedure is put to practice or becomes relevant)		All information relevant for ensuring legality and regularity of expenditure provided to all beneficiaries continuously (without the need for specific, frequent one on one meetings) reduces administrative burden of authorities  		Reduction of the recurrence of certain errors/breach of provisions in procurement documents/procedures, and consequently reduction of the number of financial corrections linked to those errors/breach of provisions in procurement documents/procedures

		10		Croatia		HR-6		Operational programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2014 - 2020		Intermediate body level 2
Central Finance and Contracting Agency
Day-to-day cooperation with grant beneficiaries		For each project IB2 designates a project manager, i.e. a person acting as the central contact point for the beneficiaries and person performing relevant checks and control, or coordinating checks performed by other departments. As soon as a grant contract is signed, a project manager will contact the beneficiary; substations are immediately ensured in case of prolonged absences, holidays or similar.

Similarly, each operation which includes a works component is normally assigned to one engineer (employee of IB2).		Knowing the responsible person for a specific project helps the information flow within IB2.  		Beneficiaries are provided with a continuous assistance; it is very clear who the responsible persons for their projects are, therefore there is no need for confusion and loss of time on that account 

		11		Croatia		HR-7		Operational programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2014 - 2020		Intermediate body level 2
Central Finance and Contracting Agency
Managing Authority / Intermediate Body level 1
Joint on-the-spot activities 		In case of specific problems with respect to one or multiple projects within a certain call for proposals (such as significant delays), joint on-the spot checks or meetings are organised in order to get a better insight into the problems the beneficiaries are dealing with, but also to discuss a plan for avoiding further obstacles and supporting the beneficiary to complete the project in agreed timeframe		Familiarization with the situation on-the spot which gives the authorities better understanding of the possible modifications of activities, budget or expected outcomes of the projects (faster administration) 		If the authorities have better understanding of the specific problems the beneficiaries are dealing with, it helps them receive the assistance they need sooner. 

		12		Czech Republic		CZ-1		ERDF
Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland
Significant simplification steps in cooperation with beneficiaries and external evaluator were developed within programme´s “process evaluation” in 2019. 		137 beneficiaries via questionnaire
8 beneficiaries via detailed interviews
3 bodies of programme authorities (MA, joint secretariat, first level controllers)
Project application, Project realization, Project change procedure, Project control, Small project funds		Outcome of the “process evaluation” was a set of tens of specific recommendations – pointing on weak aspects of monitoring system, programming documentation or first level control. 		In principle it was better understanding in what burdens applicants/beneficiaries during project life-cycle. 
However, procedural changes in many aspects meant also increase of burden for authorities, as many information now has to be provided by i.e. Joint secretariat (and also many procedural steps have to be done by them) instead of applicants/beneficiaries. 
		Application form in monitoring system has been shortened, duplicities and unnecessary information has been removed. First level control checklist has been shortened by identified unnecessary steps. Programming document has been shortened, restructured and visually advanced.

		13		Czech Republic		CZ-2		Interreg Programme Czech Republic - Poland		6 Czech euroregions and 6 Polish euroregions (managers of the Small project funds)
Setting up the SCOs for the Small project funds in cooperation with MA, Polish NA and euroregions		Analysis based on historical data in order to set up unit costs (for one type of small projects)
Setting up principles for draft budget methods (for other types of small projects)		Simplification of the first level control		Simplification of application form, budget creation and checks of the SCOs reimbursement (vyúčtování)

		14		Czech Republic		CZ-3		ERDF/CF
OP Environment		All types of beneficiaries		Webinars (on-line seminars)
OPE web site: 
-	Instructions for submission of application form
https://opzp.cz/dokumenty/navod-pro-zadost-o-podporu-v-is-kp21/  
-	Publication of video guide
-	FAQ https://opzp.cz/caste-dotazy/
Contact form https://opzp.cz/kontaktni-formular/		Reduction of administrative costs
More participants can attend at one time		No transport costs / time necessary
Available online, Available at any time
Lower errors

		15		Czech Republic		CZ-4		Programme Transport		MA – Ministry of Transport
Beneficiaries – public entities (limited number)
Communication and application of the partnership principle		MA has intensified communication with beneficiaries and tries to communicate the information needed for successful projects preparation even when solving agendas that are not directly related to calls and projects (e.g. preparation and approval of integrated tools)		Better implementation - increasing the awareness of beneficiaries is likely to cause fewer mistakes in projects		Reduction of time requirements of projects preparation

		16		Czech Republic		CZ-5		OP TAC (ERDF)		3 authorities (MA – Ministry of Industry and Trade, IB – Business and Innovation Agency and beneficiary – CEZ Distrubuce, a. s.)
CEZ Distribuce is the biggest distributor of electricity in Czechia. 
The main goal was to reduce the administrative burden both on the part of the recipient and the MA.
Given that the project od CEZ distribution is really very large (millions of euros), simplification was appropriate for all sides.
The main initiator of the simplification in this project was directly the beneficiary himself		Installation of smart elements in energy networks for the purpose of developing/creating smart grids that will support the integration of new RES at the regional distribution level (smart metering (AMM), a datahub for AMM data processing). SCOs: Unit cost of installing smart meters. 
 The unit cost was determined in accordance with the provisions of Article 53, paragraph 3, letter a) point iii) CPR, when the amounts were determined by a reasonable, fair and verifiable calculation method based on the use of the usual cost accounting procedures of individual beneficiaries (method of draft budget).		On the side of the MA and IB, the administrative burden will be reduced, the implementation report and payment request (application for payment) will be checked more quickly (and the beneficiary will receive the amount more quickly). Based on this, there will be more capacity for other activities within the OP and thus the implementation of the entire operational program will be better.
In addition, there will be a reduction in the administrative burden on public procurement department and on-the-spot controls - public procurement will not be controlled at all in the case of unit costs, on-site controls will be faster and fewer documents will be recorded.
The CEZ project is extremely large (one of the largest in the entire operational program), so any simplification is to everyone's benefit.		For the recipient, this will for sure mean a reduction in the administrative burden (and indeed a significant one), a reduction in error rates, a better reaction to volatile prices on the market (prices increase and, conversely, decrease - the unit is calculated as an average based on the budget from previous periods).
Also, beneficiary will be able to use its own employees for the installation of smart electricity.

		17		Czech Republic		CZ-6		OP RDE/OP John Amos Comenius		Whole process of implementation of the OP is covered by the MA, no IB is involved.
Implementation of the Scos		OP RDE was one of the OP implementing SCOs within ERDF, OP JAC is already implementing FR, UC and LS.		Decrease of the error rate
Reduction of the administrative cost
Easier control of the monitoring reports, more time to control the results and outputs		Decrease of the irregularities
Reduction of the administrative cost

		18		Czech Republic		CZ-7		OP RDE/OP John Amos Comenius		Whole process of implementation of the OP is covered by the MA, no IB is involved.		From the experiences from the previous programming period, the MA during the negotiation of the OP try to concentrate how to establish the indicators of the OP easier, how to monitor the indicators etc.		Decrease of the error rate
Reduction of the administrative cost
Easier control of the monitoring reports, more time to control the results and outputs		Decrease of the error rate
Reduction of the administrative cost


		19		Czech Republic		CZ-8		OP RDE/OP John Amos Comenius		Whole process of implementation of the OP is covered by the MA, no IB is involved.
Better and more intensive communication with beneficiaries. 

		More online workshops, webinars, video tutorials, online consultations, help line are there for the beneficiaries (one of the good impacts of the pandemics). 
We know it’s not really simplification, but in one way it is simplification of the communication, sharing information etc. 		Decrease of the error rate
Reduction of the administrative cost.
Reduction of the other cost – traveling, seminars accommodation costs etc.		Decrease of the irregularities
Reduction of the administrative cost and travel cost, and of course time for the traveling etc.

		20		Estonia		EE-1		The Operational Programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021-2027		Practical Training and Development Programme for Aid Measure Design in Estonia 
Targeted to officials responsible for drawing up the grant conditions together with their teams consisted of colleagues (lawyers, content experts etc), partners and final beneficiaries.
The 14 measures designed in the programme: 
Ministry of Culture – Supporting Informing the Public on Migration, Adaptation and Integration Topics.
Ministry of Economic Affairs and Communications – Supporting the Renovation of Apartment Buildings; Supporting the Development of Public Digital Services; Investment Support for SMEs and for the Diversification of Entrepreneurship.
Ministry of Environment – Supporting the Development Services for Start-Ups of Innovative Green Technologies; Supporting Recycling and Safe Circulation of Materials.
Ministry of Justice – Supporting the Reduction of the Recidivism of Young Offenders.
Ministry of Education and Research – Supporting Adults Learning Estonian; Supporting the Development and Implementation of Knowledge-Based Curricula, Study Equipment, Personal Learning Paths and Study Analytics, and the Monitoring of Learning Quality; Supporting the Development of Knowledge Networks and the Links Between Research World and Enterprises by Facilitating the Movement of Employees Between Research, Private and Public Sectors; Supporting the Accessibility of Top-Level Knowledge Infrastructure According to the Needs of the Economy and the Society; Supporting the Basic and In-Service Training and the Succession of Youth Workers; Supporting Youth Work for Offering Support Measures for NEET-Youth.
Ministry of Finance – Supporting Regional Incentives for Fair Transition.		The design process passed through the training and development programme:
Day 1 - Theory of cocreation method; Teambuilding; Problem Mapping
Day 2 – Stakeholder mapping; Value proposition; Theory of change; Contextual interviews
Day 3 – Analysing interviews; Creating personas; Operating environment; Solution indicators
Day 4 - User-journey mapping as is; Problem defining; Mapping the limitations of solutions
Day 5 – Creating solutions; Choosing solutions; Supplementing the theory of change
Day 6 - Description of the solution metrics; User-journey mapping to be; Prototyping
Day 7 – Grant procedure flowchart; Communication of changes		It is crucial that support measures are prepared to quickly cater to the needs of beneficiaries, be understandable and simple, and eliminate red tape where possible.  
To achieve these objectives, the State Shared Service Centre and the Ministry of Finance of Estonia reformed their approach using design thinking principles. This addressed a number of concerns such as implementing design thinking among policymakers, prioritising users' needs in support-measure development, simplifying and accelerating the launch of a new financing period, and promoting collaborative teamwork across dispersed teams in Estonia.
The resulting service-design toolbox not only helped to improve cooperation and collaboration among different administrative service departments but also resulted in the co-creation of user-friendly support measures. The teams, which were composed of diverse members, conducted target group studies and analysed results with the facilitation of a designated team leader. 
Additionally a service-design toolbox with practical worksheets and instructions for later reference was created and aid measure design network was created.		Created design process through which final beneficiaries are engaged helps to co-create user-friendly support measures.

		21		Finland		FI-1		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (Multi-Fund OP including ERDF, ESF+ and JTF)		•	1 MA (Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland)
•	1 Accounting function (Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland)
•	1 AA (Ministry of Finance)
•	18 IBs for ERDF (a total of 19 IBs for the entire Multi-Fund OP).
•	The practice covers e.g MA’s training material, links to training recordings, Q&As, guidance, decisions and other joint materials for the programme authorities.		Joint material bank established by the MA for the IBs. Also the Accounting function and the AA have access.  
Q&As are updated after being processed by the MA.
Some of the Q&As are based on the questions from the IBs sent to the joint e-mail box maintained by the MA (in which the questions are processed weekly).
Some of the Q&As are based on the questions presented in the trainings or afterwards related to the trainings.		•	Joint materials that are intended only for the programme authorities can be found in the same material bank which requires login.

•	More consistent practices, smoother implementation.

•	Less errors. 		•	More consistent practices, smoother implementation.

•	Less errors. 

		22		Finland		FI-2		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (Multi-Fund OP including ERDF, ESF+ and JTF)		•	1 MA (Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland)
•	1 Accounting function (Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland)
•	1 AA (Ministry of Finance)
•	18 IBs for ERDF (a total of 19 IBs for the entire Multi-Fund OP).
•	All (potential) applicants and beneficiaries 
•	The practice covers different information sessions arranged by the MA or the IBs.		“Morning coffee sessions” for the IBs arranged by the MA (online) on different themes. Also the Accounting function and the AA are invited and sometimes they give presentations too – depending of the themes. 
“Morning coffee sessions” and other “information sessions” concerning calls for proposals arranged by the IBs
“Kick-off sessions” for the beneficiaries arranged by the IBs.		•	More consistent practices, smoother implementation.

•	Less errors.		•	More consistent practices, smoother implementation.

•	More equal treatment

•	Less errors.

		23		Finland		FI-3		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (Multi-Fund OP including ERDF, ESF+ and JTF)		•	1 MA (Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland)
•	1 Accounting function (Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland)
•	1 AA (Ministry of Finance)
•	18 IBs for ERDF (a total of 19 IBs for the entire Multi-Fund OP). 
•	All (potential) applicants and beneficiaries 
•	Other Ministries and key stakeholders
•	The practice covers collaboration related to developing new legislation and e.g new SCOs.		•	Questionnaires
•	Workshops
•	Round-table discussions
•	Working groups
•	Information sessions
•	Public hearings 		•	Shared commitment, less resistance to change

•	Less mistakes.		•	Shared commitment, less resistance to change.

•	Less mistakes.

		24		Finland		FI-4		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme (Multi-Fund OP including ERDF, ESF+ and JTF)		•	1 MA (Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland)
•	18 IBs for ERDF (a total of 19 IBs for the entire Multi-Fund OP). 
•	Beneficiaries 
•	The practice covers a new common operating model for performance communications of the OP (partly still under development)		•	The MA has been developing the new operating model for performance communications together with the Monitoring Committee Secretariat

•	Workshop, group discussions		•	Systematically communicate about the results and effectiveness of the EU's regional and structural policy in Finland
•	Huge amount of data is available –> it is made easier to understand and share, for example by visualising
•	Engage in close cooperation in performance communications with the regions – qualitative content, such as project stories, is produced by the regions (IBs and beneficiaries)
•	Utilising the new visual identity and structural funds brand		•	The public will be made more aware of the results and importance of the programme and projects.
•	Activating and raising awareness of funding opportunities.
•	Making the goals and results more visible.
•	Attracting possible new applicants.
•	Learning from an example.
•	Quality could rise.

		25		Hungary		HU-1		Digital Renewal Operational Programme Plus
Human Resources Development Operational Programme Plus
Integrated Transport Development Operational Programme Plus
Economic Development and Innovation Operational Programme Plus
Territorial and Settlement Development Operational Programme Plus
Implementation Operational Programme Plus
Environmental and Energy-Efficiency Operational Programme Plus		Types of beneficiaries: enterprises, state budget bodies, non-profit organizations.
In the recent period, over 9 thousand contracts are involved		•	Calls of 5 sources are available on the same website
•	common telephone customer service
•	application search engine by the type of the applicant, development purpose, form of support
•	information on public procurement, 
•	social negotiation about the calls
•	help to generate the obligatory information board about the given project
•	knowledge centre: analyses, useful links, most important abbreviations
•	publication of results: statistics, project data displayed on a map		•	centralisation
•	streamlining information
•	data can be comparable easier		•	one-stop-shop for all EU Funds and for different projects of the same beneficiary
•	easier to manage, e. g. when a beneficiary has projects in defferent OPs
•	accessibility of information

		26		Luxembourg		LU-1		ERDF / ESPON		ESPON MA, Single Beneficiary
-	Specific provision for management verification
		Discussion on the detailed procedures and requirements, adaptation - as far as possible - of the procedures  in order to reduce the administrative burden for the Single Beneficiary		-	Reduced administrative burden for the MA as it contributes to the  common understanding of procedures, their scope and extent.
-	Reduced risk or errors due to misunderstandings of the verification environment		-	Reduced administrative burden for the Single Beneficiary, as procedures considers the specificities of the beneficiary.
-	Reduced risk of errors due to lack of understanding of the verification environment.

		27		Luxembourg		LU-2		ERDF / ESPON		ESPON MA, Single Beneficiary
-	Electronic exchange of data		Tailor made, specific module for the Single Operation that is linked to the programme monitoring system		-	Insurance that the MA gets the right data and information in a structured way.
-	Reduced risk of errors, as data and documents are stored in the system ongoing, prior the reporting obligation
-	Provides MA with the capability to react before an irregularity occur
-	Ensures the consistency of the audit trail		-	Reduced administrative burden, as documents stored are also used for the daily management of the implementation of the Single Operation, avoids duplications

		28		Luxembourg		LU-3		ERDF / ESPON		ESPON MA, Single Beneficiary
-	Implementation of public procurement		Continuous, ongoing exchange on the public procurement procedures to be implemented by the Single Beneficiary		-	Reduced risk of errors and irregularities as procedures are consulted prior their implementation
-	Contribute to the establishment of a stable legal environment		- Decrease the risk of error and irregularity by ensuring legal certainty  

		29		Luxembourg		LU-4		ERDF / ESPON		ESPON MA, Single Beneficiary
-	Communication activities		Coordination of communication activities and joint actions		-	Reduce administrative burden by focusing on the same priority and actions and avoid duplications 		- Reduce administrative burden by focusing on the same priority and actions and avoid duplications

		30		Malta		MT-1		Fostering a competitive and sustainable economy to meet our challenges – ERDF,CF 2014-2020

Towards a smarter, well connected and resilient economy, a greener environment and an integrated society – ERDF, CF, JTF 2021- 2027		Different stakeholders
Organisation of bilateral meetings		As part of the project monitoring process bilateral meetings are held. During these meetings the MA, Beneficiaries and other stakeholders, such as Department of Contracts and EU Payments Unit, attend the meetings to discuss project issues in order to find mitigating measures.		Synergy and effective communication between different stakeholders

Enhanced project monitoring

Timely decision making		Addressing issues in a timely manner
Better implementation

		31		Malta		MT-2		Fostering a competitive and sustainable economy to meet our challenges – ERDF,CF 2014-2020

Towards a smarter, well connected and resilient economy, a greener environment and an integrated society – ERDF, CF, JTF 2021- 2027		Managing Authority (MA), Intermediate Body and Beneficiaries		One website covering all funds – FONDI.eu		Reduction of administrative burden
Easier to manage		Easier search engine
Data is available all in one place
Streamlining of information
Accessibility of data

		32		Malta		MT-3		Fostering a competitive and sustainable economy to meet our challenges – ERDF,CF 2014-2020

Towards a smarter, well connected and resilient economy, a greener environment and an integrated society – ERDF, CF, JTF 2021- 2027		Managing Authority (MA), Beneficiaries		The establishment of ‘Servizzi Ewropej f’Malta (SEM)’ agency.

The purpose of SEM is to inform individuals and organisations about the latest EU funding opportunities and of the benefits of EU funds to Maltese society, assist in the submission of competitive project applications, and support successful applicants in implementing their projects.

A more pro-active approach will be undertaken by SEM for the 2021-2027 Programming Period wherein they are tasked with setting up information sessions once calls for project proposals are launched to start the journey with Beneficiaries from the start.		Synergy between funds
Streamlining
Centralisation		One stop shop
Provision of information
Informing Beneficiaries about latest developments in the EU’s initiatives, including EU funding programmes and funding opportunities.
Assisting Beneficiaries in applying for EU funding
Supporting organisations in implementing in EU funding

		33		Poland		PL-1		all		IBs/MAs/AA/
applicants/
beneficiaries		central IT system used by all PL programmes, for the whole project cycle		reduction of administrative burdens, lower costs of IT system production and maintenance 		faster and more comprehensive or consistent communication with beneficiaries

		34		Poland		PL-2		all		IBs/MAs/AA/
applicants/
beneficiaries		general guidelines, esp. eligibility rules, published for all programmes 		reduction of administrative burdens		comprehensive or consistent procedures, requirements or obligations

		35		Poland		PL-3		all		IBs/MAs/AA/
applicants/
beneficiaries		only electronical communication (no paper) between beneficiaries and authorities, including electronic signature for grant agreement
social media profiles of authorities, newsletters, portals, EU Funds Open Days (dedicated to the call for proposals) 
‘simple language’ usage in communication with applicants and beneficiaries		reduction of administrative burdens and costs, faster documentation circulation, flexible forms of documentation		faster contracting and payment process

		36		Poland		PL-4		all		IBs/MAs/AA/Coordinating Body/applicants/
beneficiaries 		social media profiles of authorities, newsletters, portals, EU Funds Open Days (dedicated to the call for proposals) 
‘simple language’ usage in communication with applicants and beneficiaries		increase in knowledge and awareness about EU Funds, positive digital image of authorities  		quick access to information for a wide range of applicants and beneficiaries, response to social needs, better quality of project documentation 

		37		Poland		PL-5		all		IBs/MAs/AA/
applicants/
beneficiaries		reducing the number of Priorities or implementing the Priorities directly by MA		reduction of administrative burdens		faster and more consistent contracting and payment process

		38		Poland		PL-6		all		IBs/beneficiaries		correction of accounting errors or any other evident mistakes in payment claims
calling for explanations instead of demanding the correction in payment claim 		faster and more efficient payment claim verification and payment process		time saving, faster payment claim verification and payment process

		39		Poland		PL-7		all		IBs/MAs/AA/
beneficiaries		IB’s checklist for public procurement procedures verification 		faster and more efficient public procurement procedures verification 		transparency in PP procedures verification, fewer errors and irregularities, better contact with IBs

		40		Poland		PL-8		all		IBs/beneficiaries		extension of the project implementation deadline, changes in the project and the use of savings		faster and more efficient refund		faster and more efficient project implementation and payments, adjustment to the technological progress

		41		Poland		PL-9		all		IBs/MAs/AA/
beneficiaries		‘desk-based control’ during COVID-19 pandemic		increased security (COVID-19), faster and more efficient controls or audits, reduction of administrative burdens		increased security (COVID-19), faster and more efficient controls or audits, reduction of administrative burdens

		42		Poland		PL-10		all		IBs/applicants		meetings & trainings for applicants		higher quality of the application form (fewer errors)		faster contracting proces 

		43		Poland		PL-11		regional OPs: warmińsko-mazurskie, śląskie		IBs/applicants		list of not-so-good practices (errors) in the application forms and FAQ presented on IB’s website or e-mail communication with applicants 		higher quality of the application form		mutual learning, faster contracting process

		44		Poland		PL-12		all regional OPs		IBs/applicants		only necessary statements or certificates (legal obligation), e.g. collaterals, construction permission (instead of declarations), are required when signing the grant agreement, e.g. feasibility study is not still required 		reduction of administrative burden, faster contracting process		faster contracting process, lower costs of application

		45		Poland		PL-13		all		IBs/beneficiaries 		risk analysis and an annual control plan regarding the method of verification of payment applications		verification on a sample of documents		verification on a sample of documents

		46		Poland		PL-14		all		IBs/beneficiaries 		on-line working groups, on-line trainings for beneficiaries, webinars and other online meetings with beneficiaries

involvement of IB’s project coordinator or supervisor		mutual learning, faster reaction on beneficiaries’ needs, more efficient monitoring of the project implementation, better supervision on investments, lower costs of organisation of activities for beneficiaries, faster payment claim verification and payment process		ongoing problem solving or doubts concerning investment implementation, lower costs of participation in online trainings, time saving and easier access to information, also for disabled people, better and faster access to IBs' employers, mutual learning, fewer errors in payment claims, faster payment process, faster and more efficient project implementation (indicators). 

		47		Poland		PL-15		OP Digital Poland		IBs/beneficiaries 		increase the limit of the budget transfer between project tasks from 10% to 20% funds, without IB acceptance		decrease the number of annexes of grant agreement and other project changes requiring IB’s expert judgement 		faster contracting process 

		48		Poland		PL-16		OP Digital Poland, regional OP: podkarpackie		IBs/beneficiaries 		reduction of project changes requiring annex of grant agreement		decrease the number of annexes of grant agreement and other project changes requiring IB’s expert judgement 		faster contracting process

		49		Poland		PL-17		OP Digital Poland		IBs/beneficiaries 		analyse of best practices and not-so-good practices (errors) in payment claims 		faster payment claims verification process, fewer errors in payments claims, faster payment process		mutual learning, faster payments

		50		Poland		PL-18		OP Digital Poland		IBs/ MA/ AA/
beneficiaries		ex-ante verification of public procurement procedures 		legal certainty, fewer irregularities		legal certainty, less irregularities

		51		Poland		PL-19		OP Digital Poland 		IBs/beneficiaries		extension of the advance payment settlement period from 4 to 8 months		faster payment claim verification process, fewer errors in payment claims 		decrease the number of payment claims, faster payment process 

		52		Poland		PL-20		all		IBs/applicants/beneficiaries		involvement of WCAG ekspert, documents and presentations digitally accessible		faster ongoing consultation and reaction on beneficiaries’ needs 		support in the field of digital accessibility at every stage of project implementation

		53		Romania		RO-1		Programme Central Region (ERDF)		MA applied a survey in order to consult with 160 beneficiaries from ROP 2014-2020 – SMÉ’s that implemented projects in the Smart specialisation fields identified for Central Region. Due to the short duration only 26 responses were received.
MA presented the intention to finance, in 2021-2027 program, training of SME’s employees in addition to investments, in order to become more competitive and to support their development.
The scope of the survey was to confirm that we drafted an attractive and effective unit cost, for 3 calls, dedicated to SME’s		MA drafted the SCO together with a consultant and developed a unit cost that was discussed formally and informally with AA.
MA updated the cost according to the data published by the NIS.
The survey was performed following the discussions with the Audit Authority, in order to confirm the attractivity and the relevance of the proposed SCO.
The survey was sent to 160 beneficiaries (SME’s) and it included a brief presentation and 5 questions regarding the field of activity, the relevance of the unit cost, what types of training the beneficiaries want and how many employees they intend to train in case the SCO is approved.
The conclusions were presented to the AA and we are waiting for their decision.		Confirmation from the beneficiaries that the proposed unit cost is relevant, useful and attractive and that we should continue our efforts for the approval of the SCO		The fact that the potential beneficiaries were involved in this approach and they had the opportunity to be actively involved (expressing opinions) in this decision to apply a unit cost

		54		Romania		RO-2		North-West Regional Programme (ERDF)		Informing the potential beneficiaries with respect to the provisions of the newly issued government ordinances 171 (for accelerating the implementation of infrastructure projects) and 23 (on simplification).
A video conference was organized, and it had a total number of 243 participants. Most of them were representatives of public authorities and consultants		The video conference was organized by the MA for the NW RP and had as the main objective to present and explain where needed how provisions of the ordinances will be applied. 
To better explain a ppt presentation was used and experts from the MA were available to provide answers and solutions		Changes in the legislation were better understood by the potential beneficiaries and the number of written inquiries received by the AM is expected to decrease. 
Also, it is expected to have better conformation of project proposals with the national legislation.
None of these outcomes has been measured		The chances of having an eligible project rise for the ones that are better informed with respect to the conditions set by the legislation and in some cases, it may avoid useless spendings. 
None of these outcomes has been measured

		55		Romania		RO-3		West Regional Programme (ERDF)		•	At the level of the Western Region, there are 4 county councils, 12 municipalities, of which 4 are county seat municipalities and 40 cities.
•	developing quality projects and thus reducing the number of ineligible projects and timely implementation of projects to ensure a high degree of absorption		•	individual meetings with each administrative unit
•	training programs developed through the association of the eight RDAs (ROREG)
•	body structure within the West RDA that provides specific technical expertise to territorial administrative units to develop investments that correspond as best as possible to the objectives of the programs.
•	the development of methodologies to support the beneficiaries in the correct understanding and application of new principles introduced by the RDC for 2021-2027 period: DNSH principle, climate proofing. The methodologies are annexes to the applicant's guide
•	the development of documents to support the beneficiary in understanding and correctly calculating the program indicators, which are annexes to the applicant's guide.		•	development of quality projects that contribute to the achievement of the program's objectives.
•	increasing the absorption rate		•	strengthening the administrative capacity of staff from public institutions to implement projects financed from European funds;
•	implementing projects in the assumed schedule

		56		Sweden		SE-1		ERDF/JT		The only MA for ERDF/JTF made a survey via email on SCOs in 2021 and received answers from approx. 50 beneficiaries.		Individual unit costs for staff plus a flat rate of up to 40 % have been implemented as the main SCO. Even though many beneficiaries prefer real costs.		We haven’t measured the impact from the introduction in 2019 of the 40 % flat rate and we are only in the beginning of the 21-27 period. But it’s obvious that the hours spent on checking invoices will decrease.		Unclear. Some beneficiaries keep complaining about the SCOs creating differences in their real cost accounting systems. Which they are obliged to have by national or internal organization rules anyway. Others appreciate the SCOs.

		57		Sweden		SE-2		ERDF/JT		User Experience specialists within the only MA for ERDF/JTF have made user experience tests via digital meetings with approx. 20   users of the IT system for applications for funding and payments. 		Teams meetings where applicant’s ways of using prototypes of parts of the IT system have been studied in detail, documented and used in the system development.		Better implementation of the new individual unit cost for staff. Better guidance for the users, embedded in the IT system with links to a web based handbook. Hopefully less support questions in the future.		More user friendly IT system than if we would only have guessed internally about how the beneficiaries experience the system. Hopefully less need for completions after submission of the applications för funding and payments.

		58		Slovenia		SI-1		Slovenia’s EU Cohesion Policy Programme 2021-2027		Establishment Just Transition Centres in both JTF regions in Slovenia.
Presented as best practice example of assistance to beneficiaries who implementing JTF at Energy and MA Network meeting (DG REGIO and DG ENER)		New entities set up within regional development agencies of both JTF regions		Central coordination role between MA and local level.
Key tasks:
-	Training and capacity building for beneficiaries;
-	Support preparation, management and monitoring of projects;
-	Set up local partnerships for the implementation of projects;
-	Focal point for all stakeholders and the wider public.		Support with implementation of JTF. 

		59		Slovenia		SI-2		Slovenia’s EU Cohesion Policy Programme 2021-2027		Organizing 1st Cohesion Day

Representatives from all IBs (12), MA (1), CA (1), AA (1).		Discussion on MA’s  guidelines for implementation of cohesion policy		Common understanding and use of guidelines for all stakeholders
Better cooperation between authorities
Sharing experience and best practice between Ibs		Common understanding and use of guidelines for all stakeholders
Equal treatment for all beneficiaries, regardless the field of interventions

		60		Slovenia		SI-3		Slovenia’s EU Cohesion Policy Programme 2021-2027		Organizing the event for potential beneficiaries from the field of higher education. 
Representatives from IB in charge for higher education and 75 potential beneficiaries		Online presentation of all interventions planned in the field of higher education. The participants were invited to send their feedback on proposed intervention and any other additional proposal.		Reconciliation of interventions/call of proposals and actual needs.
Co-financing of feasible projects.		The event was well attended and the participants praised the approach.
Additional time for qualitative preparation of project applications. 

		61		Slovenia		SI-4		Slovenia’s EU Cohesion Policy Programme 2021-2027		Online platform for submitting LAG’s applications		The MA IT system doesn’t support online project application, so special one was established for implementing CLLD projects.		No more paper, more efficient checking of the applications and preparation of co-financing contracts. Some checks are automatic. Workload was reduced.		Submission of application is easier and cheaper. Supplementing of application in no longer necessary due to automatic checks of IT system.

		62		Slovakia		SK-1		Operational Programme Integrated Infrastructure		IB – Ministry of Economy of the Slovak Republic
Beneficiaries involved – 10 main beneficiaries directly asked + from all others collected their suggestions (questions, solved problems, discussions at information seminars, and other suggestions from the implementation of projects).
Task: identifying excess administrative burden in the project implementation process and collecting as many proposals as possible to simplify processes from individual areas of implementation		Addressing by the IB of selected types of beneficiaries with previous or long-term experience with implementation financed from various EU funds in the form of an e-mail with a request to identify areas and documentation from individual implementation processes, where the procedures are set either ambiguously, complicatedly or in such a way that they represent an excessive administrative burden for the recipients, along with a request to send a proposal to their modification and simplification.
The result of the IB's processing and evaluation of the proposals sent by the beneficiaries (as well as the communication of the evaluation of these proposals with the beneficiaries, and the communication of the acceptance/non-acceptance of the proposal) was the modifications of the "Handbook for the beneficiaries" or other documents related with the implementation of the projects.		Simplification and unambiguous definition of process implementation – simplification of processes/forms in the document Handbook for the beneficiaries.
Reduction of the administrative burden for IB regarding repeated answers to the "same" types of questions.
Reduced number of identified errors and irregularities during management verifications - fewer requests for supplementation, increase in the number of verifications without detected deficiencies.
Improving and establishing effective cooperation and relations with beneficiaries by integrating them into direct cooperation for the creation of management documentation - Handbooks for the beneficiaries.		Reduction of errors in the submission of documentation for management verifications ( request for payment and other processes), as well as the administrative burden on the beneficiaries due to repeated submission of documentation based on IB's request for execution/modification of documentation.
Setting up "tailor-made" documentation with the sector specifics of beneficiaries from SMEs.
Improving cooperation and establishing good relations between beneficiaries and the IB by engaging beneficiaries in cooperation on the preparation of management documentation.

		63		Slovakia		SK-2		All programs in PP 2014 -2020		All MAs and IBs represented by “Integrated information and advisory network of centers” (7 centres established by CCB and based in every region of Slovakia).
Centres were available to all beneficiaries.
The main task - is to inform and communicate about ESI Funds in the regions, through the systematic and coordinated provision of timely, up-to-date, comprehensive, accurate, and uniform information.		Centers were available to the public, applicants, and recipients for at least 40 hours a week, during which they provided personal or telephone, and e-mail consultations.
In addition, they processed a database of potential applicants for ESI Funds; they cooperated in information activities, seminars, and training with MAs, carried out surveys about ESI Funds in the territory of the region, or carried out other information activities		Decentralization of the provision of information to the regions of the Slovak Republic, thereby indirectly reducing the administrative burden on beneficiaries. Providing information and services to the general public also contributes to the use of financial resources from ESI funds and the subsequent regional development of individual regions.		Better access to information. Possibility to ask personally and to be navigated directly to concrete information according to specific needs.

		64		Slovakia		SK-3		Integrated regional operational program (2014-2020)/Program Slovakia (2021 -2027)		7 regional centres in in every region of Slovakia established by OP IROP
Centres were available to all beneficiaries.
The regional centers provide advice in the field of preparation of projects financed by the European Union and their subsequent implementation. Advice is provided free of charge, for now mostly by phone or e-mail		The centers operate on the principle of the so-called "one-stop-shop" - they concentrate actions of the public administration under one roof and bring the support of integrated regional development.
Actions: 
- provision of general support for applicants and beneficiaries in the regions in the form of providing basic information about EU funds, providing expert advice when identifying a suitable call for financing, about eligible activities, types of eligible expenses, etc.
- support in working with the IT monitoring system, help in solving complications or problems related to the preparation of the Grand applications,
-  organizing informational seminars and training for specific calls,
 - organizing Workshops on current topics (public procurement, project management, the most common mistakes in the field of European funds and others) - we prepare based on suggestions from the regions.
  - methodical support of long-term integrated regional planning processes at the level of regions and support of networking and cooperation of all socio-economic partners in the regions		Centers started in August 2022 – it is too soon to talk about the impact yet		Centers started in August 2022 – it is too soon to talk about the impact yet

		65		Slovakia		SK-4		Central Coordination Body
(actions made for all Mas and IBs in PP 2014 – 2020)		CCB (as an authority, which prepares common methodological documents  for all Mas and IBs)
 About 100 stakeholders for each topic solved (beneficiaries, NGOs, regions representatives, SMEs, etc.)
Main task – improvement of the management system – simplification of the system		In cooperation with the main representatives of beneficiaries was made the biggest simplification of the system in PP 2014 – 2020. More than 500 proposals for simplification have been proposed. Of these, 52 were introduced into the ESIF management system, 85 were related to the IT system, and 122 were gradually introduced into the system from 2021. Some of them were:
-	Publication of the most serious errors in the implementation of projects
consultation hours for beneficiaries
-	Self-evaluation of the grant application
-	Priority to  use of electronic communication
-	Prohibition of repeatedly requesting documentation from the beneficiary
-	Change in the system of application of the conditions for the provision of the grant
-	The obligation to submit an extraordinary monitoring report (if it does not submit the payment request within 6 months from the start of project implementation) was removed
-	An attachment to the handbook for the beneficiary is now a filled-in model of grant application or detailed instructions for filling it out with defining examples of their filling		-	In order to enable "self-evaluation“, of the grant application MA published the method of evaluating the criteria for project selection - less administrative burden

-	exclusively electronic communication is mandatorily introduced only for new projects, so that amendments do not have to be made to concluded contracts with beneficiaries and thus the administrative burden on MAs and beneficiaries does not needlessly increase;
-	The measure prevented MA from repeatedly requiring the same documents e.g. documents that are already available to the payment requests
-	If the MAs set conditions "out of caution" in the call beyond the mandatory conditions (optional), it is obliged to justify their application - leading to fewer conditions in the call and decrease the administrative burden for beneficiaries		-	The applicant will be able to individually assess in advance, on the basis of a self-assessment, whether he devotes his energy to the preparation of the grant application (whether he has any hope of its approval).
-	Easier communication with applicants/beneficiaries - where there is no legal restriction, communication is only via the IT system (without signing with a qualified electronic signature)
-	One submission of any document for all verifications - Less administrative burden - if the beneficiary has already submitted some documentation as part of the project, the MA is not authorized to request it repeatedly.
-	The new system of applying the conditions for granting the allowance should reduce the number of applied conditions, thereby reducing the administrative burden for applicants/beneficiaries
-	The beneficiary will not be obliged to submit an extraordinary monitoring report if it does not submit the payment request within 6 months from the start of project implementation (even in other cases). 
-	Learn from others' mistakes - Part of the beneficiary s handbook is a warning about the most frequent errors of recipients when submitting the grant application, or recommended procedures for eliminating them

		66		Interact		INT-1		Central Baltic		MA/JS is responsible for all programme implementation (programme level and whole project lifecycle)
Centralized level National Control in all five countries/Åland
Audit Authority as a national authority		Wide use of SCOs

Review of internal policies and procedures, simplifying where possible
Fully utilizing the simplifications provided by regulations		It's still early days, but we already see a reduced administrative burden in many technical processes and assessments of projects.
Projects better understand our rules.		We can already see a positive response from the beneficiaries on the general approach as helpful, and logical. The administrative cost of financial management has been reduced dramatically in project budgets.
Better implementation and fewer errors are foreseen

		67		Interact		INT-2		Interreg Central Europe		When deciding about simplification measures and simplified cost options, the MA/JS involved the Member States, the national control bodies and the beneficiaries		~ Exchanged with other transnational programs on the topic of SCOs and was involved in different working groups set up by Interact
~ The MA/JS launched a Beneficiary survey on Simplified Cost Options for the 2021-2027 programming period
~ Discussions and workshops with national control bodies on SCOs within the network of controllers
~ Focus group with CE14-20 Lead Partners on various simplification matters related to the application and reporting
~ MA/JS proposals for simplification were presented to the 9 programme Member States for decision		~ Administrative burden reduced
~ Rules are easier to be understood
~ Easier implementation		~ Administrative burden reduced
~ Rules are easier to be understood
~ Involvement of beneficiaries made them feel included in the decision making 
~ Easier implementation and better focus on results rather than administrative issues
~ Due to the disantangling of content and finance reporting the payment should be quicker 
~ Still early to say but hopefully SCOs will reduce errors
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[bookmark: _Toc136459000]Introduction

At the 14th meeting of DG REGIO Transnational Network on Simplification (TN), that will be held in Santiago de Compostela on 8 and 9 June 2023, six sessions will be dedicated to enhancing simplification in ERDF/CF/JTF programmes:

· Session III.1 – Risk-based management verifications: reflection paper. Representatives of REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion will present the updated reflection paper on risk-based management verifications (art. 74 CPR) prepared by the European Commission (rev. 24 May 2023). The reflection paper is circulated to participants together with the background documents for the TN meeting. 

· Session III.2 – TN working group on risk-based management verifications. Presenting the work carried out by the working group and proposals for future activities for the TN around on risk-based management verifications (RBMV). The session will also serve to briefly present the draft case reports on RBMV practices prepared by Slovakia and Hungary. The two case reports and the updated version of the map of RBMV practices prepared by TN members are circulated to participants together with the background documents for the meeting.

· Session III.3 – Closure of 2014-2020 programmes. Representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’ will present relevant aspects for swift closure of 2014-2020 ERDF/CF programmes.

· Session III.4 – Collaboration between authorities and beneficiaries. Presenting good practices of collaboration between managing authorities and beneficiaries to enhance simplification and better implementation of the ERDF/CF programmes. The preliminary maps of collaboration practices prepared by TN members are circulated together with the background documents for the meeting. 

· Session III.5 – Next steps on simplification - group discussions. Selecting future topics to be addressed by the TN to further enhance simplification in ERDF/CF and JTF programmes as well as actions and organisational processes that should be carried out by the network and possible working groups around simplification.

· Session III.6 – Next steps on simplification - panel discussions. Outcomes of group discussions are addressed in plenary, within a panel discussion with representatives of the European Commission TN members.

This note presents the instructions for the group and panel discussions as well as the points that will be addressed by the groups and the panelists. 

In preparation for the meeting, TN members are kindly invited to consult:

· The updated reflection paper on risk-based management verifications (art. 74 CPR) prepared by the European Commission (rev. 24 May 2023).

· The two draft case reports on RBMV practices, prepared by Slovakia and Hungary.

· The updated maps of RBMV practices, prepared by TN members.

· The preliminary maps of practices on collaboration between authorities and beneficiaries, prepared by TN members.

· The updated maps of digitalisation practices, prepared by TN members.

· For the groups and panel discussions (sessions III.5 and III.6), the instructions and questions presented in this note. 
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[bookmark: _Annex_1_–][bookmark: _Toc97303925][bookmark: _Toc136459001]Instructions and template for group and panel discussions

At the 14th meeting of the TN, following the presentations by representatives of the European Commission and TN members, participants will be invited to discuss in groups (session III.5 of the meeting agenda) the next steps for the network, to support enhanced simplification in ERDF/CF and JTF programmes.

In the subsequent session III.6, the outcomes of the group discussions will be addressed, in plenary, within a panel discussion with representatives of the European Commission and members of the network.

Rationale and functioning of group discussions (session III.5)

The rationale of the session is to identify specific proposals for the TN work programme for 2023-2024.

Group discussions in session III.5, on 9 June, will be organised as follows: 

I. Starting group discussions - at 11:25 participants will be invited to start discussing in groups. The composition of the groups will be provided before the meeting.

II. Appointing the group rapporteur – the first task for the group would be to appoint one rapporteur who will be invited to collect and report back the key outcomes of the discussion.

III. Carrying out discussions and identifying proposals:  

· TN members are invited by the rapporteur to share their proposals for the work programme of the network, mentioning their do’s and don’ts (i.e. what they would like and would not like to include in the work programme)

· The rapporteur takes note of the proposals from group members using the template for reporting back on outcomes of session III.5 (see Annex 1 ). 

IV. Returning the template to the TN coordinator – at 12:05, group rapporteurs will be invited to return the templates by e-mail to:  lucasantin.eu@gmail.com.   

Follow-up: reporting back and panel discussion (session III.6)

In session III.6 (from 12:05 to 12:45 on 9 June) group rapporteurs will be invited to briefly present the proposals identified by the group.

The outcomes of group discussions will be addressed within a panel discussion with representatives of DG REGIO Unit F.1 ‘Better implementation and closure’, REGIO-EMPL Joint Audit Directorate for Cohesion and TN members. 
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14th meeting of the TN - Session III.5 – Group discussions on simplification

Group N. _ (please indicate the number of your group) _

Taking into account the priority issues that should be addressed for further enhancing simplification in ERDF/CF and JTF programmes, and looking at your experience in the TN so far, please indicate in the table below your proposals for the TN work programme for 2023-2024. For each section of the work programme, presented in the table, please indicate your “do’s” (what you would like to work on) as well as your don’ts (what you don’t consider necessary/desirable).

		Sections of the work programme

		Do’s [image: Image result for solution icon]

		Don’ts  [image: Let-op-Uitroepteken]



		1. Current topics

What specific sub-topics should the TN address for:

· Risk-based management verifications

· Digitalisation 

· Coordination of simplification at national level

		

		



		2. New topics

What new simplification topics should the TN address?

		

		



		3. TN deliverables / publications 

What types of deliverables/publications should be prepared by the TN? 

		

		



		4. Working-groups

What new working groups should be established under the TN (around what topics)?

		

		



		5. TN events / support actions

What events should be organised / supported by the TN (e.g. multi-country workshops, national workshops, support to national networks / support centres)?  
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Map

		DG REGIO Transnational Network on Simplification

		Map of digitalisation practices under ERDF/CF programmes (rev. 31/05/23)



								1		2		3		5		6		7		8		9		10		11		12		13		14		15		16		17		18		19		20		21		22		23		24

		Item						ERDF/CF Programme				Managing authority
/ Intermediate Body		Modules covered by the IT system																		Online submission of forms (project application, payment claims etc.) 		Pre-filled forms to be submitted online (project submission, payment claims etc.)		Digital services (electronic signature, authentication, notifications etc.)		Integrated checklists for diferent processes (project evaluation and selection, administrative management verifications, processing of payment claims, etc.)		Interoperability between the IT system and national registers		Use of innovative technologies		IT system developed for different types of devices 		Additional features of the IT system

				MS		Ref		Title		CCI				Project application		Selection procedure		Processing  of payment claims		Risk-based management verifications		Fraud detection		Irregularities		Reporting programme indicators (performance framework) 		Audit 		Other (please specify)																Performance assessment tool (e.g. automated alerts, analysis and reporting of indicators for various processes)		Data analysis tool		Online help desk 		Other

		Notes						Please indicate the title (in EN) and CCI of the ERDF/CF 2021-2027 Programme under which the IT system is used 
				Please indicate the ERDF/CF MA or IB which uses the IT system 		For each of the columns, please indicate whether the IT system contains the module mentioned and provide details about its specificities. Feel free to add any information that you consider relevant and/or might be useful for another MA/IB, which would be interested in developing a similar module. Please also add information on other modules - not mentioned in this table but that you consider useful in the implementation of your programmes.  																		Please specify wheter the IT system allows the online submission of forms by the beneficiaries and, if yes, which type of processes are concerned (project application, payment claims etc.). Please add details about the specificities of this feature in the IT system.		Please indicate whether the beneficiaries are offered the possibility of using pre-filled forms and, if yes, for which type of processes (project submission, payment claims,etc.). Please add details about the specificities of this feature in the IT system.		Please indicate whether the IT system proposes digital services such as electronic signature, authentication, notification solutions, messaging, Gateway etc. Please add details about the specificities of each of these features in the IT system.		Please indicate whether the IT system contains integrated checklists that can be filled-in and generated directly in the system by the MA/IB staff. If yes, please specify for which processes and add any details about the particularities of this feature in the IT system.		Please indicate if the IT system allows interaction with national registers. Please specify the existing type of interaction (e.g. access to data consultation, downloading of data, etc.) and the public entities for which the interoperability is in place (e.g. tax, social security, etc.). 		Please indicate whether the IT system makes use of new technologies (e.g. artificial intelligence, bot, Big Data, etc.). If yes, please provide details.		Please indicate whether the IT system is designed to be used on different types of devices (smartphone, tablet, etc.)		For each of the columns, please indicate whether the IT system contains the feature mentioned and provide details about its specificities. Feel free to add any information that you consider relevant and/or might be useful for another MA/IB which would be interested in developing a similar tool. Please also add information on other features - not mentioned in this table but that you consider useful in the implementation of your programmes.  

		1		Austria		AT-1		IJG/ERDF & JTF 2021-2027		2021AT16FFPR001		ERDF MA ensures an IT system accordingt to Annex XVII. Some of the IB`s use the ERDF MA`s, others their own electronic data exchange system (e-Cohesion System). In the followings you find the information reg. the IT system of the MA/central part.		yes		yes		yes		no		no, only fraud reporting. 
CRIF will be used interalia for reporting on beneficial owners etc.		yes		yes		yes		n/a		yes		So far MA has agreed on the following forms, that have to be filled out online in the MA e-cohesion system: Application form, List of expenditures, formal criteria, self-declaration (de-minnimis, multiple federal grants, associated companies used in the project etc), projekt hour summary, report on indicators,		yes		yes, partly		yes (partly e.g. WieReg)		no		
yes, the system can be used on different types of devices (tablets, smart phones, etc.)		yes 		no		no (no help desk but help functions e.g. "Tasks" in the IT-System, Portal Helpfunction via System)		Help function through a short description of the date fields pro data field

		2		Belgium		BE-1		ERDF Programme 2021-2027 of the Brussels Capital Region		2021BE16RFPR001		MA		x		x		x				yes but mainly with Arachné		x		x		x		Budget management		The IT system check the regularity of the applicant (with eid and linked to the national database for companies); Provide questions to the applicants; allow to check and evaluate the projects by the experts and the MA before  selection; 
Calculate automatically the staff costs based on unit cost; check the inclusion of supporting documents for the payment claims; give a module for public procurement helping both beneficiaries and management controls;
Give a follow up for indicators by projects and for financial planning, and a follow up for audit controls and remarks		Yes mainly for financial documents.		Connection with Eid and the CBE (Crossroads bank for enterprises) for the authentication, electronic signature for payment claims documents, messaging to the beneficiaries by email		The IT ssystem contains checklist for first level controls, for PP, for on-the-spot checks. It is seperated for each role of the processes (accountant, project manager, controller,…)		Up to now it is linked with CBE but the purpose is to link it with social security and tax		No		Developed mainly for PC but could be used on tablets and smartphones. It is not the objective so the layout could be less user-friendly.		The IT system contains automated alerts for the beneficiaries and the controlers to follow the projects		Not in the first step		No		/

		3		Belgium		BE-2		ERDF Flanders		2021BE16RFPR002		VLAIO (MA)		Yes. 		No		Yes. Includes all supporting documents for all expenditure & information on public procurement		Yes, automatic selection is planned		No		No		Yes. Validation of reported values & aggregation on programme level		No		Same IT system for all programme periods & the system can also be used by other programmes (Brexit Adjustment Reserve)		Yes, project application & payment claims		No		Electronic signature		No		Interaction with national register of enterprises (only registered organisations can get access & apply) & of persons (for authentication). Interaction with UBO register is planned.		Pilot project running to use Robotic Proces Automation (RPA) for administrative verifications		No		No		No		No		 /

		4		Bulgaria		BG-1		Technical Assistance		2021BG16RFTA001		Administration of the Council of Ministers		The System contains Project Module for e-application. All the actions and processes in it are entirely digitized. It is working in a user friendly manner for applicants and candidates.		The UMIS2020 contains module for selection procedure - Evaluation sessions Module. The internal users can use the functionality for Automatic Evaluation where the system produces automatically the final score for the project proposal on the basis of a pre-defined formula. After the evaluation the results are visible for the general public in the Public module of the System.It draws data directly from the System and is an  instrument for different references.		Payment claims are arranged in modules Monitoring and financial control and also in the module for beneficiaries - Electroninc Project Reporting. In module Electronic Project Reporting, beneficiaries prepare/fill in and send to the MA their reporting documents. Payment claims are processed and verified and eligible expenditure are confirmed by the MAs in the Monitoring and financial control module.		Management verifications, including on-the-spot checks, are registered in specialized modules in the system but risk analysis and scoring is not performed in UMIS 2020.		Yes, there is module Verification where there is a great range of functionalities to monitor and detect frauds. Also the System provides interaction with NSI, Regix, Arachne. 		Irregularities can be found in Verification Module. Using the functionalities of this module,the internal users of the System can provide/check or register  Reported Irregularities Reports, Irregularities database, Irregularities signals, On the spot checks, etc. 		Information about programme indicators is available in module "System Information" and in module "Monitoring and financial control". Information on the achieved values of programme indicators is collected in the "Monitoring and financial Control" where indicators data is collected and verified at project level.		There is a module for Audit. It allows users to input information on performed audits, including scope, results, findings, recommendations, their status, etc. Documents can be uploaded and there is also an Export function for easier processing and use of  the information.		What more UMIS2020 does:
• Online communication with beneficiaries • Online tender procurement
• Other functionalities for monitoring and control
• Public module of UMIS 2020• Help desk •Help for  users with video tutorials and guidances 
		As the conception of the system follows the logic of the whole process for the programmes implementation, the system itself is divided into three major modules based on the main three types of users – E-portal for applicants and beneficiaries; internal environment for the management, monitoring and control bodies and Public module – intended to provide transparency and to raise the awareness of the general public as well as to promote the EU funds implementation in Bulgaria. The processes are fully digitized.
The system allows for electronic submission of: 
project applications
payment claims
requests for contract amendments
opening procedures for selection of contractors 		The System offers the possibility of using pre-filled application forms and payment claims. There is a special functionality in the application form, that prevent applicants to make mistakes during the filling of the form, for example. Once the information in the project proposal is filled, it is automatically transfered to the contract and the relevant data is further on used in the reporting forms. The system is following the requirement to fill the data once only. Also there is a functionality for automatic evaluation of the project proposals during the Evaluation stage.		The processes in the system are fully digitized. For example,the candidates use their electronic signature for online application and for online communication with MA/IB during the Evaluation etc. Notifications are also part of the System. Internal users have the opportunity to choose the processes and actions for which they will receive notifications from the System. There is a great range of actions that can be selected. Also the candidates receive notifications (via e-mail) for every important step during the project cycle.
		The UMIS2020 contains integrated checklists that can be filled-in and generated directly in the System by the MA/IB. Integrated checklists can be created for example for calls for proposals, evaluation, irregularity reports, verification,
tender procedures, certification reports, on-site inspections, operational programmes, etc.		The System allows interaction with national registers. There is a connection with the National Statistical Institute. This interface allows data on the financial performance of companies and other relevant information to be directly uploaded in the UMIS, thus reducing the administrative burden for candidates and beneficiaries. There is also a reference created in UMIS2020 that outputs data which is manually loaded into Arachne. Arachne is an integrated IT tool for data mining and data enrichment developed by the European Commission. Its objective is to support managing authorities in their administrative controls and management checks in the area of Structural Funds. There is also a connection with Registry Information Exchange System (Regix).  Via RegiX, request for data is done electronically and automatically by the MAs as an internal electronic administrative service which also significantly reduces the administrative burden for candidates and beneficiaries who previously had to present the information along with their proposals.There is also а connection with SAP used for accounting purposes.		At the moment the System does not use new technologies like bot, artificial intelligence, etc.		UMIS2020 is designed to be used on different types of devices - smartphones, computers, tablets, etc.						There is a three-level helpdesk unit. It effectively performs the function of a single point of contact for users to receive technical assistance, to get answers to technical questions, and to resolve every emerging obstacles. The users are able to communicate with the helpdesk via several communication channels – telephone, email and feedback/contact form. 		24/7 availability – the information in all modules is updated on a real-time basis, i.e. it becomes visible and public immediately after the data is entered and confirmed

		5		Bulgaria		BG-2		Development of Regions		2021BG16FFPR003		Ministry of Regional Development and Public Works

		6		Bulgaria		BG-3		Programme Environment		2021BG16FFPR002		Ministry of Environment

		7		Bulgaria		BG-4		Competitiveness and Innovation in Enterprises		2021BG16RFPR001		Ministry of Innovation and Growth

		8		Bulgaria		BG-5		PRIDST 2021-27		2021BG16RFPR002		Ministry of Innovation and Growth

		9		Bulgaria		BG-6		Transport connectivity		2021BG16FFPR001		Ministry of Transport and Connectivity

		10		Croatia		HR-1		Programme Competitiveness and Cohesion 2021 - 2027		2021HR16FFPR001		Ministry of Regional Development and EU Funds		YES
completely digitized customizable application form (for each call for proposal) using only once principle wherever possible (from the system account of each beneficiary, affiliated physical persons and connected national registries)		YES, selection process starts through the system, results of the selection is inserted in the Selection module, requests for clarification are sent through the system as well. 		YES, all payment claims are done through the system		Risk assessment is not supported by the system, however, risk-based management verifications are 		Fraud detection is possible to some extent using data extracted through reporting module of the system		NO		YES, reporting on indicators from the project level is available		YES, user rights for the purpose of auditing activities have been defined 		Digitized call for proposal process, Q&A regarding calls for proposals is also an integral part of the system, two-way communication with beneficiary is completely digitized through internal "Project mailbox" 		Request for clarification regarding the call for proposal documentation, 
Project application,
Request for clarification in the selection process, 
Contract change,
Request for advanced payment,
Payment claims integrated with project status report, 
Post-implementation report		YES, only-once principle is used on all possible available forms including project application, contract, application for advanced payment, application for reimbursement, post-implementation report. The information system is connected to the following public registries: NIAS - National Identification and Authentication System, OIB Register, Court Register, Trade Register and Register of Beneficial Owners. 		YES, the system provides e-signature, digital authentication of users representing beneficiaries, the system has automated e-mail notifications available for beneficiaries and the verification structure, each project has a "project mailbox" integrated in the system. 		YES, checklists are currently in the process of development. Once the feature is developed it will be gradually implemented in all parts of the system where applicable		YES; The information system is connected to the following public registries: NIAS - National Identification and Authentication System, OIB Register, Court Register, Trade Register and Register of Beneficial Owners.NIAS manages electronic identities of end users of public sector e-services. OIB system is a central register that contains data on natural and legal persons. The Court register as a public register contains data and documents on legal entities. The Trade register is an online register available to the public containing data on trades registered in the Republic of Croatia. The Register of Beneficial Owners is a central electronic database that contains information on the beneficial owners of legal entities and trusts. Communication between the information system and the aforementioned registers was established for the purpose of checking the existence and accuracy of data on legal and natural persons who access the system as applicants, proxies or related persons of the applicant and for the purpose of checking basic data on partners and collaborators on the project.		NO, at the moment these technologies are not available, however, it is planned to integrate them once all functionalities are fully developed		Although it is possible to use the system on every device, considering the number of fields each form contains as well as the high number of documentation uploaded through the system, it is used mostly on computers/laptops 		System has automated notifications for each process that includes beneficiary-body relations (submission of forms, approvement of forms, all communication outside of structured forms generate notification through Project mailbox and also via email each user registered and verified)		NO, not at this moment		Helpdesk is available to all users via email (for beneficiaries) and via tool for reporting (for MA/IBs)

		11		Croatia		HR-2		Integrated Territorial Programme 2021 - 2027		2021HR16FFPR002		Ministry of Regional Development and EU Funds		YES
completely digitized customizable application form (for each call for proposal) using only once principle wherever possible (from the system account of each beneficiary, affiliated physical persons and connected national registries)		YES, selection process starts through the system, results of the selection is inserted in the Selection module, requests for clarification are sent through the system as well. 		YES, all payment claims are done through the system		Risk assessment is not supported by the system, however, risk-based management verifications are 		Fraud detection is possible to some extent using data extracted through reporting module of the system		NO		YES, reporting on indicators from the project level is available		YES, user rights for the purpose of auditing activities have been defined 		Digitized call for proposal process, Q&A regarding calls for proposals is also an integral part of the system, two-way communication with beneficiary is completely digitized through internal "Project mailbox" 		Request for clarification regarding the call for proposal documentation, 
Project application,
Request for clarification in the selection process, 
Contract change,
Request for advanced payment,
Payment claims integrated with project status report, 
Post-implementation report		YES, only-once principle is used on all possible available forms including project application, contract, application for advanced payment, application for reimbursement, post-implementation report. The information system is connected to the following public registries: NIAS - National Identification and Authentication System, OIB Register, Court Register, Trade Register and Register of Beneficial Owners. 		YES, the system provides e-signature, digital authentication of users representing beneficiaries, the system has automated e-mail notifications available for beneficiaries and the verification structure, each project has a "project mailbox" integrated in the system. 		YES, checklists are currently in the process of development. Once the feature is developed it will be gradually implemented in all parts of the system where applicable		YES; The information system is connected to the following public registries: NIAS - National Identification and Authentication System, OIB Register, Court Register, Trade Register and Register of Beneficial Owners. NIAS manages electronic identities of end users of public sector e-services. OIB system is a central register that contains data on natural and legal persons. The Court register as a public register contains data and documents on legal entities. The Trade register is an online register available to the public containing data on trades registered in the Republic of Croatia. The Register of Beneficial Owners is a central electronic database that contains information on the beneficial owners of legal entities and trusts. Communication between the information system and the aforementioned registers was established for the purpose of checking the existence and accuracy of data on legal and natural persons who access the system as applicants, proxies or related persons of the applicant and for the purpose of checking basic data on partners and collaborators on the project.		NO, at the moment these technologies are not available, however, it is planned to integrate them once all functionalities are fully developed		Although it is possible to use the system on every device, considering the number of fields each form contains as well as the high number of documentation uploaded through the system, it is used mostly on computers/laptops 		System has automated notifications for each process that includes beneficiary-body relations (submission of forms, approvement of forms, all communication outside of structured forms generate notification through Project mailbox and also via email each user registered and verified)		NO, not at this moment		Helpdesk is available to all users via email (for beneficiaries) and via tool for reporting (for MA/IBs)

		12		Czech Republic		CZ-1		Not specified		Not specified		Not specified		MS2021+ covers entire process of administration and monitoring of the implementation of EU funds: administration of project applications, selection process,  risk-based analysis for check-on-spots,  payment claims, reporting of project indicators, check-on-spots and irregularities, performance framework,   prediction of the drawdown of funds, data storage, data mining, transfer of all required data to SFC2021 etc.																		Documents are entered into the system only electronically, MS2021+ is, like its predecessor MS2014+, fully computerised and paperless. The MS2021+ system contains all the tools to ensure the security of the data, its integrity and confidentiality not to be compromised. The system is formed by two parts, the CSSF2021+, which is used by the support providers in order to administrate and monitor the projects and support to beneficiaries, and the ISKP2021+, used by the applicants and beneficiaries in order to apply for and implement the support. The system uses automatic data calculations, parameterization of work flow of projects and other tasks, setting rules for automated notification of internal and external users on various life events within the project cycle. The volume of data varies between the applicant/beneficiary and the managing authority in order to minimise the administrative burden, but in general the data content of the individual forms fully complies with both the requirements of the Unified National Framework (national central methodological basement) and the programme-specific requirements. Information on the status of the project and its details (e.g. project implementation report/payment request or change management of project data) is always available to the beneficiary in real time. For MS2021+ the authentication of users in the framework of logging in to the system was changed, when the connection to the national identity point was made.
. 								MS2021+ interoperates with the basic registers for validation of persons and entities, with the electronic system for identification of beneficial owners, the public procurement registration system, the insolvency register, de minimis register, the information system on financial control in public administrations (in order to avoid the duplication of the management verification by various control bodies), the information system "Application support of the Audit Authority (the tool for planning, management and coordination od audits)  and the eGSB (eGovernment On-Line Service Bus - unified interface for data sharing between individual public administration information systems) sharing the information electronically collected and published by the public administrations across public administration systems. In the case of thematically relevant information, two-way transmission is in place.
		MS2021+ (MS2014+) needs to comply with high-defined security requirements. That is the reason, why it does not use the mentioned new technologies. 		MS2021+/MS2014+ are on-line appllications with web access  - for both iOS and Android. Considering the extensiveness of  displayed and stored data it is optimalized for larger screen devices.  Some of user´s steps and activities are for NTB/PC only due to electronic signature regulations/requirements.		In MS2014+ and MS2021+, there are built in controles/automated alerts and parametric tools that enables MA/IB to implement program specific needs in various processes.   		MS2014+ and MS2021+: OBI EE is used. It allows to collect current data, store historical data and present it in graphs and tables. Other systems are also used for data extraction purposes, such as DENODO, COGNOS, etc.		MS2014+/MS2021+: on-line help desk on each MA (for each Program), and 24/7 ServiceDesk operated by system provider (Tesco SW). Each demand is dealt according to its priority (max 30 days, in justified cases longer).  For MS2021+ is provided also call centre for technical support of all external users (mainly for beneficiaries, mo-fri 8:00-18:00) .  

		13		Czech Republic		CZ-2		Operation Programme Environment		 2021CZ16FFPR001		State Environmental Fund of the Czech Republic (SEF)		Simplified management system (SMS)		SMS contains data from CSSF2021+		n/a		n/a		implemented in checklists of each WF		n/a		PHP framework		n/a		SMS complements the workflow among members of the project team 		n/a		n/a		SMS sends notifications to the projects team members		SMS contans checklists for each WF		SMS imports data from CSSF2021+ and is prepared to send data back. The new interface will enable automatic transfer of inspection sheets (checklists) for public procurement and invoices in .pdf format from SMS to CSSF2021+		SMS uses history variables		google chrome		SMS produce automated notifications to the projects team members. SMS eneable reporting of each preceses		n/a		n/a		SMS test enviroment is included

		14		Germany		DE-1		Programme ERDF 2021-2027 Thuringia		 2021DE16RFPR015		ERDF MA Thuringia		Y		Y		Y		Y		Y		Y		Y		N, the audit authority has a separate system for conducting audits. This system can access the data stroed in the MA's system via interface.				Y, overall process		Y, overall process		Y, overall process		checklists exist for standardised processes for all measures, information regarding specific processes per measure are inserted via pdf documents		N		N		Y, the system is designed to be used (also) via smartphone and tablet devices		Y		Y		Y

		15		Germany		DE-2		Multi Funds Programme ERDF/JTF North Rhine-Westphalia 2021-
2027		2021DE16FFPR002		EFRE Verwaltungsbehörde NRW		An online application platform is already launched and active for our program (EFRE.NRW.Online). Applications can be submitted via this web app and data can be transferred directly into our project database.		We have created a web application for setting up the funding calls and competitions, which enables collaborative work between specialist departments and ministries. This is already active and has been successfully used for all published calls and competitions. 

We are also currently working on a procedure for submitting and evaluating project sketches. This will be operational in the course of March. Until then, we will use the digital submission system of our service provider.		We are currently adapting the system for submission, processing and checking of calls for funds used in the previous funding period to the requirements of the new funding phase 2021 - 2027. The system will be active in March and will then be used directly for the new standardised funding procedures and guidelines.		The new funding database system BISAM 2027-ERDF is based on the predecessor BISAM 2020-ERDF and thus offers the same functionality for risk-based management verification as the previously used system.
		The new funding database system BISAM 2027-ERDF is based on the predecessor BISAM 2020-ERDF and thus offers the same functionality for fraud prevention as the previously used system.
		The new funding database system BISAM 2027-ERDF is based on the predecessor BISAM 2020-ERDF and thus offers the same functionality for identifying and documenting irregularities as the previously used system.
		The new funding database system BISAM 2027-ERDF is based on the predecessor BISAM 2020-ERDF and thus offers the same functionality for reporting indicators.  
We are currently working on the automation of the processes for the future, here we check whether this is possible within our IT security regulations (high-security infrastructure).
		The audit authority receives the data from our database system to check the program and then uses its own audit routines and processes. For reasons of independence, we currently do not provide an audit module to the audit authority.		We also use our own module for invoicing and preparing payment requests to the EU. This offers the full range of functions necessary and will be adapted promptly to the requirements for the new funding period.		Beneficiaries can currently submit sketches and project applications digitally. Calls for funds will also be added soon.  
Although we have already used a system for the submission of calls for funds in the previous funding phase, the adjustment of this is very time consuming due to the changed EU requirements.		Once entered data can be used again and again in the current process of project processing. It is not necessary for each process step to enter the data again.
The system documents and stores all data, documents and annexes submitted by the beneficiary and makes them available to the administrators at the authorising bodies and the managing authority.		The IT system has a user registration system and informs applicants about changes in the status of their projects by email. An electronic signature will be supplemented to make a fully digital process possible. Here we are currently checking compliance with our IT security regulations. The heterogeneous structure of the interested parties is problematic, making the selection of a suitable signature process difficult and highly complex.		We provide digital checklists for all types of audit processes in the context of project assessment, application, funding request and correction of calls.  
These can be adapted to the individual requirements of the respective measures in the programme administration of BISAM 2027-ERDF.		Currently, the system does not allow interaction with national registers due to the high security infrastructure and for data protection reasons.		For effective information analysis, we use a variety of business intelligence tools, including SAP Business Objects.  
Our new service provider will also build a datawarehouse to make even better evaluations possible to support monitoring.		The systems can be used on all kinds of devices, but due to the wide range of functions, we recommend using it on a PC or tablet.		Automated alerts are provided via email.		We are currently using SAP Business Objects as a data analysis tool.		We do provide an online help desk since the previous funding period for beneficiaries.		Reports can be generated directly from the database. We can pay out and process verified calls for funds directly via an interface to EPOS.NRW. This is an exclusive USP of our system.
Across the board, we must find that the adaptation of the funding database and the provision of the corresponding online procedures entail a considerable amount of time. All new procedures must be individually adapted, programmed and developed, as there is no standard software available and the funding programs are all set up differently.

		16		Germany		DE-3		ERDF Mecklenburg-Vorpommern		2021DE16RFPR007		Ministerium für Wirtschaft, Infrastruktur, Tourismus und Arbeit Mecklenburg-Vorpommern		contained		not contained		contained		not contained		not contained		contained		contained		contained				contained for payment claims, in preparation for online submission of forms		contained for payment claims		authentication contained, electronic signature in preparation		contained		not contained		not contained		not contained		not contained		contained		not contained

		17		Germany		DE-4		EFRE/JTF-Programm des Freistaates Sachsen für den Europäischen Fonds für regionale Entwicklung (EFRE) und den Just Transitions Funds (JTF)		2021DE16FFPR003		Verwaltungsbehörde Sachsen für den EFRE und den JTF		Y		Y		Y		N		Y		Y		Y		N, the audit authority has a separate system for conducting audits. This system can access the data stored in the MA's system.		All SFC interfaces offered are used for the ERDF and the JTF. This was already the case in the funding period 2014 to 2020 and is intended to ensure that the funding data is transferred from the systems of the granting authority to the EU Commission without media discontinuity.		Y		Y		Still under construction. No conclusive answer possible.		Still under construction. No conclusive answer possible.		N		N		N		N		Y		N		-

		18		Germany		DE-5		Lower Saxony 2021-2027 ERDF-ESF+		2021DE16FFPR005		EFRE/ESF+ Verwaltungsbehörde Niedersachsen		Y		n.a.		Y		N		N		N		Y		Y		We have module for invoicing and preparing payment requests to the EU		Y, overall process		Yes, Once entered data can be used again and again in the current process of project processing. It is not necessary for each process step to enter the data again.		The portal can currently be used with prior registration. The use of a video identification procedure and an electronic signature is planned. In addition, there should be an interface for connecting the user accounts of the Online Access Act.		Y, checklists exist for standardised processes		N		N		The systems can be used on all kinds of devices, but at the moment we are using it only on a PC.		Automated alerts are programmed 		We are currently using our internal System for data analysis (NIBAS).		Y

		19		Denmark		DK-1		National programme for the ERDF in Denmark: Strong enterprises through innovation, digitalization and green transition		2021DK16RFPR001		Danish Business Authority		Application is handed in online and syncronized with IT system used for processing data concerning selection and verificatin in connection with payments (System name: TAS).		Done based on the information provided in the application, and subsequent electronic correspondance all stored in TAS.		Supported in TAS IT system.		Performed on basis of online submitted material in the IT system called PRV and data collected from various sources, including tax authorities and company registers.		Partly supported by the materials produced in connection with RBMV.		Supported by the materials produced in connection with RBMV.		Data submitted by projects online in PRV and verifyed by MA.		Based on data in TAS and PRV.				Yes in project application and in connection with payment claims from beneficiearies.		Partly prefilled in connection with payment claims, e.g. with relevant SCO.		Personal login information required upon uploading / submitting data through PRV. Log of which person i MA who has performed any task in TAS.		Checklist is integrated in TAS in connection with project selection and payment claims from beneficiaries.		In connection with RBMV certain data from company register (which is also run by Danish Business Authority) and tax authorities are integrated in the semi authomated verification.		Trying machine learning in connection with general company data.		Best used on PC or perhaps tablet. No phone app.						No. There is help desk via phone / email.		New version of PRV to be rolled out summer 2023.

		20		Estonia		EE-1		Programme for Cohesion Policy Funds 2021–2027, Estonia 
		CCI: 2021EE16FFPR001		Estonia		X		X		X		No		X		X		X		X		Interaction with Public Procurement Register  - have direct access to the procurement documents and the beneficiary does not have to insert the same documents again into national registries. 		Yes, beneficiaries can submit their applications, payment claims and reports via IT system. It is not possible to submit any documents on paper or via e-mail, the whole process takes place in IT system.		There are offered some possibilities to use pre-filled forms.When inserting company code, the system fills other information for example contact information etc.		We have several digital services like electronic signature, authentication, notification solutions, messaging.		We have application verification checklists in IT system, others not yet.		Interactions with:
1) Criminal Records Database 
2) Tax and Custom Board Database
3) National Public Announcements register
4) Public Procurement Register
5)State Aid Register
6)Agricultural Register and Information Board
7)Environmental Investmend Centre
8) Central Commercial Register
9) Estonian Register of Buildings
10)Documents Exchange Centre
11)Land Cadastre
12) Population Register
13) Estonian Land Board Data Register
14) SK ID Solutions

We display information from other registers and save the result of the control.		No		Partly		Yes		No		No

		21		Finland		FI-1		Innovation and skills in Finland 2021 – 2027
EU regional and structural policy programme		2021FI16FFPR001		Ministry of Economic Affairs and Employment of Finland (MA)		Y		Y		Y (The module for the programming period 2021-2027 is partially in use at this stage and partially under development.)		Y (The module for the programming period 2021-2027 is under development.)		Y (The module for the programming period 2021-2027 is under development.)		Y (The module for the programming period 2021-2027 is under development.)		Y (The module for the programming period 2021-2027 is under development.)		Y (The module for the programming period 2021-2027 is under development.)		Y, Financial framework management: distribution decisions to IBs, allocations; Calls for proposals
		Y, all processes (some of the modules are still under development for 2021-2027): The management of projects is by law only electronic. All project management measures are handled digitally in the EURA 2021   -system. Paper transactions are not possible at all. All documents required for the management of applications and projects can only be submitted to and generated and signed legally in electronic format in the EURA 2021 system.		Y, all processes (some of the modules are still under development for 2021-2027).		Y: The use of the EURA 2021 system requires strong electronic identification through the Suomi.fi e-Identification service of the Digital and Population Data Services Agency and an authorisation to use the EURA 2021 system. The system includes  digital services such as electronic signature (strong  electronic identification), notification solutions, messaging between applicants / beneficiaries and authorities, integrations to several national IT systems etc.		Y: 1) Assessment and selection of projects ; 2) Administrative verificatios; 3) On-the-spot checks                                       All checklists include dynamic parts for different types of projects and cost options.The modules for the management verifications 2021-2027 are still partially under development.		Y:                                                 Suomi.fi e-Authorizations;        Finnish Tax Administration;       Public information service; Accounting;                                SAT (business and credit information provider;                                      YTJ (Finnish Business Information System);                                    ATV (nationwide customer database for public authorities)




		N 		N, the IT system is designed to be used on a computer. However, the IT system includes a separate module for collecting ESF+ and JTF data that is also suitable for mobile use (responsive, mobile first -website.). 		N		N		N 		Training environment

		22		France		FR-1		Programme Auvergne-Rhône-Alpes et des territoires Rhône Saône et Massif Central FEDER-FSE+-FTJ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR018		Région Auvergne Rhone-Alpes		The eSynergie portal allows the project leader to enter their grant application via 7 successive tabs. According to the codification of the program he has chosen, the corresponding indicators are presented in the application in order to indicate the forecast values. A call via API to an INSEE national statistical database makes it possible to retrieve information relating to the bearer (Company name, address, etc.) from a filled-in Siret identification number. The same type of system exists for the identification of ships within the framework of FEAMPA.
The request is then sent to the Synergie CDM/File Management module.		The Synergy CDM/File Management module is used to record most of the information used to characterize the instruction of the file within the framework of the selection procedure as well as those relating to the programming and the awarding act. A system for editing office documents or pdf makes it possible to integrate the information of the file into letters, attributive acts, descriptive sheets...		The eSynergie portal allows project leader to enter their payment requests on the basis of the elements in the awarding document (agreed expenditure items, indicators validated during the selection procedure, etc.) and to attach the corresponding supporting documents.		An expression of need relating to the edition from the IS of a summary file of the operation was produced. Once developed, this sheet will be used in the risk-based management verification process.		The SID module (decision-making information system) allows consultation of the aid received by the project leader for programming 14-20 and 21-27 for programs managed in Synergie. This same module allows the editing of a file that can be integrated into Arachne by the management authority.		The Synergie/SIFA Audit and Controls module allows the entry of irregularities and financial corrections that will be included in payment requests or annual accounts.		The CDM File Management module allows you to export all program indicators (forecast values, actual values). For 21-27, the regulatory reports are under development and can be edited from the SID.		The SIFA Audit and controls module enables the recording of all controls carried out on programmed operations, the entry of irregularities and financial corrections which will be incorporated into payment requests or annual accounts.		The SIFA Call for funds and Annual accounts modules allow the calculation and editing of calls for funds and annual accounts. These modules used by MAs using Synergie's file management modules but also by some MAs which have their own portal and file management module and transmit their information to Synergie's SIFA module for the preparation of payment requests to the Commission and annual accounts		The eSynergie portal allows the project leader to enter their grant application via 7 successive tabs. According to the codification of the program he has chosen, the corresponding indicators are presented in the application in order to indicate the forecast values. A call via API to an INSEE national statistical database makes it possible to retrieve information relating to the bearer (Company name, address, etc.) from a filled-in Siret identification number.
The request is then sent to the Synergie CDM/File Management module.
The eSynergie portal allows project leader to enter their payment requests on the basis of the elements in the awarding document (agreed expenditure items, indicators validated during the selection procedure, etc.) and to attach the corresponding supporting documents				The Synergie system offers a simple authentication system by login and password. Automatic notifications are sent to the beneficiary and to the instructing service via email during the main validation stages. The implementation of an electronic signature system with authentication via mobile is being studied for grant and payment applications.		The Synergie CDM File Management module contains all the sections relating to the instruction, to the payment requests, and controls. Those items are completed by the MA, AC or AA;		 Downloading data via API from the INSEE Sirene national statistic database		None		No		SID (Decisional Information System) module allows the editing of simple lists and reports based on information from the various modules.		SID (Decisional Information System) module allows the editing of simple lists and reports based on information from the various modules.		None. A Synergy referent within each MA is in charge of user assistance (Beneficiaries and services of the MA). The ANCT, project manager of the Synergie project, provides assistance to CAs and AAs as well as assistance for Mas

		23		France		FR-2		Programme Bourgogne-Franche-Comté  et massif du Jura FEDER-FSE+ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR017		Région Bourgogne-Franche-Comté

		24		France		FR-3		Programme Corse  FEDER-FSE+ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR015		Collectivité territoriale de Corse

		25		France		FR-4		Programme Grand Est et massif des Vosges FEDER-FSE+-FTJ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR014		Région Grand Est

		26		France		FR-5		Programme Guadeloupe  FEDER-FSE+ 2021- 2027		2021FR16FFPR013		Région Guadeloupe

		27		France		FR-6		Programme Guyane FEDER-FSE+ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR012		Collectivité territoriale de Guyane

		28		France		FR-7		Programme Hauts de France FEDER-FSE+- FTJ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR010		Région hauts de France

		29		France		FR-8		Programme Île-de-France et bassin de la Seine FEDER-FSE+ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR009		Région Ile de France

		30		France		FR-9		Programme Martinique  FEDER-FSE+ 2021- 2027		2021FR16FFPR008		Collectivité territoriale de Martinique

		31		France		FR-10		Programme Mayotte  FEDER-FSE+ 2021- 2027		2021FR16FFPR007		Préfecture de Mayotte

		32		France		FR-11		Programme Occitanie FEDER-FSE+ 2021- 2027		2021FR16FFPR004		Région Occitanie

		33		France		FR-12		Programme Réunion FEDER-FSE+ 2021- 2027		2021FR16FFPR002		Région Réunion

		34		France		FR-13		Programme Sud - Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur et massif des Alpes FEDER-FSE+-FTJ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR001		Région Provence-Alpes-Côte d’Azur

		35		France		FR-14		Programme Saint Martin  FEDER 2021-2027		2021FR16RFPR001		Collectivité de Saint Martin

		36		France		FR-15		Programme Bretagne FEDER-FSE+ 2021- 2027		2021FR16FFPR016		Région Bretagne		 The Aid Portal / aid request filing module allows the project manager  to enter their grant application, and the corresponding documents, via their user space. API systems are integrated for certain national databases (address, companies for example). The request is then sent to the Aid Portal / admissibility module and then instructed. At each stage of the processing of the file in the Aid Portal, interaction is possible between the applicant and the instruction service via a system in the beneficiary's user space.		The Aid Portal / admissibility then instruction module allows  to record all the information relating to eligibility and the examination of the application within the framework of the selection procedure as well as files relating to the programming and the awarding act. Possibilities to make editions from the tool. The system allows interaction between the user and the instruction service.		The Aid Portal / submission of payment requests module allows beneficiaries to enter their payment requests and attach the corresponding supporting documents, via their user space. The request is then forwarded to the Help Portal / instruction module. The  system allows interaction between the user and the instruction service.		To be developed for the 21-27 programming, in order to be able to categorize the CSFs according to the verifications carried out		The dashboard system must make it possible to carry out the extractions necessary to feed the European Arachnee database; consulting Arachne is one of the various possibilities put in place to detect potential cases of fraud .		The Synergie/SIFA Audit and Controls module allows the entry of irregularities and financial corrections that will be included in payment requests or annual accounts.		The recording of the indicators is carried out during instruction of the grant application   (estimated values) and payment requests (actual values); for most indicators, they are recorded by the instruction department, based on the data provided by the beneficiary and after verification. The consolidation of all the indicators, for management and declarations to the EC, will be carried out via a system of dashboards.		The Synergie/SIFA Audit and controls module enables the recording of all the controls carried out on the scheduled operations, the entry of irregularities and financial corrections which will be incorporated into the payment requests or the annual accounts.				MGDIS aid portal/user space: grant application and supporting documents, payment request and supporting documents, possibility of interaction with the instruction service via a contribution system for modifying elements (application  and payment), and additional supporting documents		No submission through this. Direct entry of data into the platform by the user.		 The Help Portal is open to users, after creating an account for  authentication. Automatic notifications are sent to the beneficiary and to the instructing service via email during the main validation stages. A contribution system allows interaction between the instruction service and the user. The implementation of an on-board electronic signature system is being studied for the signing of the agreement and its amendments.		 The Aid Portal / instruction module contains all the sections relating to the instruction of application, the processing of payment requests, and management controls. The SIFA/Synergie module allows the entry of information relating to audits on the management verifications concerned. The interaction of the systems is carried out by digital flow.		 MGDIS aid portal relies on the company API. An API is also integrated for the entry of postal addresses		Not to our knowledge				A system of requests and data processing will allow the edition of dashboards, configured to ensure the piloting of the financial management of the program, the management of the indicators etc and to bring  alert  to the Managing Authority		A system of requests and data processing will allow the edition of dashboards, configured to ensure the piloting of the financial management of the program, the management of the indicators etc and to bring  alert  to the Managing Authority		Instructor services are trained to provide all useful assistance to project managers in the use of the information system. Guides are also available. Regional  referents provide additional expertise to the ibnstruction departments as needed .

		37		France		FR-16		Programme Pays de la Loire  FEDER-FSE+- FTJ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR003		Région Pays de la Loire		The Aid Portal / application submission module allows the project manager to enter (deposit, transmit) his grant application, and the corresponding documents, via his user space. API systems are integrated for certain national databases (address, companies for example). The request is then sent to the Aid Portal / admissibility module and then instructed. At each stage of the processing of the file in the Aid Portal, interaction is possible between the applicant and the instruction service via a  system in the beneficiary's user space.		The Aid Portal / admissibility then instruction module allows  to record all the information relating to eligibility and the examination of the application within the framework of the selection procedure as well as files relating to the programming and the awarding act. Possibilities to make editions from the tool. The system allows interaction between the user and the instruction service.		The Aid Portal / submission of payment requests module allows beneficiaries to enter their payment requests and attach the corresponding supporting documents, via their user space. The request is then forwarded to the Help Portal / instruction module. The  system allows interaction between the user and the instruction service.		To be developed for the 21-27 programming, in order to be able to categorize the CSFs according to the verifications carried out		The dashboard system must make it possible to carry out the extractions necessary to feed the European Arachnee database; consulting Arachne is one of the various possibilities put in place to detect potential cases of fraud. 
As a common tool for the different funds (ERDF, ESF+, FTJ, FEAMPA) the Aid Portal improves the verification of double funding		The Synergie/SIFA Audit and Controls module allows the entry of irregularities and financial corrections that will be included in payment requests or annual accounts.		The recording of the indicators is carried out during instruction of the grant application   (estimated values) and payment requests (actual values); for most indicators, they are recorded by the instruction department, based on the data provided by the beneficiary and after verification. The consolidation of all the indicators, for management and declarations to the EC, will be carried out via a system of dashboards.		The Synergie/SIFA Audit and controls module enables the recording of all the controls carried out on the scheduled operations, the entry of irregularities and financial corrections which will be incorporated into the payment requests or the annual accounts.				MGDIS aid portal/user space: grant application and supporting documents, payment request and supporting documents, possibility of interaction with the instruction service via a contribution system for modifying elements (application  and payment), and additional supporting documents		No submission through this. Direct entry of data into the platform by the user.		The Help Portal is open to users, after creating an account for  authentication. Automatic notifications are sent to the beneficiary and to the instructing service via email during the main validation stages. A contribution system allows interaction between the instruction service and the user. The implementation of an on-board electronic signature system is being studied for the signing of the agreement and its amendments.
For the Pays de la Loire  : GECCO system for validation via electronic signature of the instruction Report and management verification validation.		 The Aid Portal / instruction module contains all the sections relating to the instruction of application, the processing of payment requests, and management controls. The SIFA/Synergie module allows the entry of information relating to audits on the management verifications concerned. The interaction of the systems is carried out by digital flow.		 MGDIS aid portal relies on the company API. An API is also integrated for the entry of postal addresses		Not to our knowledge				A system of requests and data processing will allow the edition of dashboards, configured to ensure the piloting of the financial management of the program, the management of the indicators etc and to bring  alert  to the Managing Authority		A system of requests and data processing will allow the edition of dashboards, configured to ensure the piloting of the financial management of the program, the management of the indicators etc and to bring  alert  to the Managing Authority		Instructor services are trained to provide all useful assistance to project managers in the use of the information system. Guides are also available. Regional  referents provide additional expertise to the ibnstruction departments as needed .
For the Pays de la Loire, an online assistance module is offered to the project managers who, via a button, can request assistance throughout the submission of his application.

		38		France		FR-17		Programme Centre-Val de Loire et interrégional Loire FEDER-FSE+ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR011		Région Centre-Val de Loire		MGDIS aid portal/request via the user space to the agent space (support, potential transfer)		MGDIS/Agent space aid portal: admissibility study, instruction, CRP/CP enrollment		MGDIS aid portal: Submission by users, Study of the payment request by agents, creation of the management verficiation, control and transmission of it.		Excel file for monitoring controls		The dashboard system must make it possible to carry out the extractions necessary to feed the European Arachnee database; consulting Arachne is one of the various possibilities put in place to detect potential cases of fraud .		Internal Excel file and analysis / SIFA internal control entry and declaration of irregularity(ies) + OLAF declaration		MGDIS/Agent space aid portal (indicator section specific to each project) + Region SID (and potentially ANCT SID)		The Synergie/SIFA Audit and controls module enables the recording of all the controls carried out on the scheduled operations, the entry of irregularities and financial corrections which will be incorporated into the payment requests or the annual accounts.				MGDIS aid portal/user space: grant application, payment request, contributions for modifying elements (application and payment), supplements for supporting documents		MGDIS aid portal/user space: grant application, payment request, contributions for modifying elements (application and payment), supplements for supporting documents				 Excel file and analyzes in Excel according to the types of controls (Compliance, Quality, State Aid, Public procurement)		 MGDIS aid portal relies on the company API.

		39		France		FR-18		Programme Normandie FEDER-FSE+-FTJ 2021-2027		2021FR16FFPR006		Région Normandie		MGDIS aid portal/request via the user space to the agent space (support, potential transfer)		MGDIS/Agent space aid portal: admissibility study, instruction, CRP/CP enrollment		MGDIS aid portal: Submission by users, Study of the payment request by agents, creation of the management verficiation, control and transmission of it.		 MGDIS aid portal/Agent area: Control and analysis teleservices according to control types (Compliance (instruction and payment), Quality (instruction and payment), State aid, Public procurement)		MGDIS/Agent space aid portal: Control and analysis TS + declaration of potential Arachne		MGDIS aid portal/Agent area: Control and analysis TS / SIFA entry of internal control and declaration of irregularity(ies) + declaration of OLAF		MGDIS/Agent space aid portal (indicator section specific to each project) + Region SID (and potentially ANCT SID)		The Synergie/SIFA Audit and controls module enables the recording of all the controls carried out on the scheduled operations, the entry of irregularities and financial corrections which will be incorporated into the payment requests or the annual accounts.				MGDIS aid portal/user space: grant application, payment request, contributions for modifying elements (application and payment), supplements for supporting documents		MGDIS aid portal/user space: grant application, payment request, contributions for modifying elements (application and payment), supplements for supporting documents				 MGDIS aid portal/Agent area: Control and analysis teleservices according to control types (Compliance (instruction and payment), Quality (instruction and payment), State aid, Public procurement)		 MGDIS aid portal relies on the company API.

		40		Hungary		HU-1		Digital Renewal Operational Programme Plus		2021HU16FFPR005		MA of Digital Renewal Operational Programme Plus: Prime Minister's Cabinet Office		Contains.
The modul is available for applicants.
On the interface, information about current calls is available, as well as the filling out of the support application can be initiated.		Contains.
The module is available for the institutional system.
It manages applications, reserve lists, summarized evaluation tables, decision preparation committees.		Contains.  Part of the module is available for the beneficiaries (compiling and scompilatiosn and submission of payment claims).
Other part of the module is available for the MA/CA for processing and controlling payment claims.		Under development.		Does not contain.		Contains.

The module is available for the institutional system.		Does not contain a module only for indicators, but it contains a module for follow-up, wchich manages technical reports.
The module is available for the institutional system.		It contains a modul for on-the-spot cheks.
The module is available for the institutional system.		It manages the data of the applicant(s) and project managers.		The system allows submission of project application and payment claims as well.		The system allows submission of project application and payment claims as well by using pre-filled forms.		The systems proposes electronic signature for private citizens and for public institutions.		The system contains checklist for payment claims.
It is also developed for indicating when a mistaken data are to be recorded.		The system has acces to the following national registers:
- Hungarian State Treasury - control of basic data of budgetary bodies and municipalities
- Courts of Hungary - checking the transparency and management data of civil organizations, associations, and foundations
- National Company Register and Company Information System - the date of the company's registration, whether the place of implementation is listed as a registered seat, location, what activities it does who are the owners
- Land registry database - map copies
- Electronic Reporting System - management data of the applicant
- National Support System - verification of the applicant's previous subsidies, de minimis subsidies
- National Tax and Customs Administration - tax number, tax liability
- Electronic Public Procurement System
- Document Authentication Traceable to Identification - grant applicants can authenticate the declaration required for submitting the grant application		n/a		It is under development.		n/a		n/a		The system provides online help desk in the form of trainig materials and video explanations. These can be found clicking on the Help button.		n/a

		41		Hungary		HU-2		Human Resources Development Operational Programme Plus		2021HU05FFPR001		MA fo all the other Ops: Prime Minister's Office

		42		Hungary		HU-3		Integrated Transport Development Operational Programme Plus		2021HU16FFPR003

		43		Hungary		HU-4		Economic Development and Innovation Operational Programme Plus		2021HU16FFPR001

		44		Hungary		HU-5		Territorial and Settlement Development Operational Programme Plus		2021HU16FFPR004

		45		Hungary		HU-6		Implementation Operational Programme Plus		2021HU16FFTA001

		46		Hungary		HU-7		Environmental and Energy Efficiency Operational Programme Plus		2021HU16FFPR002

		47		Ireland		IE-1		Southern Eastern and Midland Regional Programme 2021-2027		2021IE16RFPR002		Southern Regional Assembly		No 		No 		Yes 		Under consideration		Relevant fields for Arachne have been built into system to faciliate fraud detection 		Yes 		Yes all requirements as per Annex VII have been built into the system 		Audit function have access to ICT system to perform their tasks as per CPR regs 				Yes - payment claims will be made directly on the system by the beneficiaries, beneficiaires will also report on outputs and indicators directly on the system 		Selected project data and declaration data is prefilled to reduce data input requirements by the beneficiaires. 		* Electronic notifications/alerts         * Can send direct messages/assingn tasks to any other user on the system                                           * 2 step authorisation control in place - a second signatory must be in place before moving any action up the cascade 		Under development		None		No		No		No		Out-of-the-box report builder plus custom reports		There is a very detailed 'help' library inbuilt to ICT system to walk users through general functionality issues 

		48		Italy		IT-1		NP Research, innovation and competitiveness for
green and digital transition 2021-2027		2021IT16RFPR001		MA : Ministry of Enterprises and Made in Italy
IB: Ministry of the Environment and Energy Security 
IB:Ministry of University and Research		Yes, the system conteins  modules designed for submitting project applications and store related data 		Yes, the system conteins modules designed for managing the selection procedures 		The system includes a module that allows the preparation and processing of payment claims 		The system allows to manage documentary and on-the-spot checks		The system does not have an own module but makes use of a tool proposed by the Commission : e.g. Arachne		Through this system it is possible to track financial corrections classified as irregularities and fill out forms according to the type of irregularity .		The system allows:
-to track the indicators through the data warehouse and process them for the Performance Framework
-to upload and view the information pertaining the various indicators for each project		A form is available to register audits performed on the annual closure of accounts and on single operation				The system includes online submission form for propject application,  payment claims module for beneficiaries and their evaluation.		Benficiaries can use pre-filled forms in project application cause the system work in cooperation with the Italian Chamber of Commerce database. In the payment claims the forms are prefilled by beneficiaries data already present in the system  .		Authentication takes place via Spid / Cns / Electronic identity card and makes use of italian digital signature tools		The system allows the compilation of checklists for administrative verifications, necessary tools for the effective performance of control procedures. They remain stored and archived. In addition, it is possible to fill out the sampling checklists carried out by the certifying authority and to generate an intermediate and/or final request for payment in an automated manner to allow the transmission of the financial data		The system provides for interoperability with other systems (e.g. national aid register, national monitoring system, ID Project Code Database, etc.)		The system uses the big data stored in the National Aid Register		Some of the most important modules can be accessed through the use of smartphones and tablets		 The  system can manages automated alert in various processes		The data warehouse is used. There are same different reports to support control and the certification process and the management of the financial data, both standard and custom.		It is possible to take advantage of a dedicated help desk

		49		Lithuania		LT-1		Programme for the European Union funds’ investments in 2021–2027		2021LT16FFPR001		Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Lithuania (MA),
Central Project Management Agency (IB),
Public Institution Innovation Agency (IB)		x 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		x 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		x 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		-		-		x 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		x 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		x 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		procurements, particpants. On-the-spot checks 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		x
application, payment claims, ex-post reports 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		x
application, payment claims, ex-post reports
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		x
authentification, messaging, notifications, alerts
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		x
evaluation, payments revision, on the spot checks, etc.
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		SODRA, Register centre, Taxpayers register, others		-		-		-		x 
(IS creating is in progress for the current moment)		-		-

		50		Luxembourg		LU-1		ESPON 2030		2021TC16RFIR004		ESPON MA (Ministry of Energy and Spatial Planning)		online platform to submit application		online platform for eligiblity and content evaluation 		online platform to submit payment claims 		management verification is done via the system but the items to be verified are not automatically selected by the system 		no		irregularities detected are stored and processed in the sytem		online platform is established for reporting on indicators 		not implemented via the system but findings are strored, AA has full access to the infomration stored in the system				project application, payment claims, activity reports, indicators		payment claims, activity reports		no		eligiblity check, evaluation, management verification, approval		no		no		no		integrated error messages for payment claims and for budget spending overview		only extract function of data in excel format		no

		51		Latvia		LV-1		European Union Cohesion Policy Program for 2021-2027		2021LV16FFPR001			Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Latvia		Yes, it contains. It is based on the module of 14-20 planning period's system. But it is redisigned by taking into account user experience (UX). The necessary fields are configured by CFCA. System users themselves can assign rights to the module to other people through the system		Yes, it contains. Currently it is under construction. The selection process will take place entirely within the system. The UX specialists have been involved to improve forms and processes. Checking for exclusion conditions is automatic.		Yes, it contains. It is the same as it is in the module of 14-20 planning period's system. Part of the data (invoices, contracts, final recipients, fixed assets) can be imported from an structured Excel file (system is telling which cell is containg inappropriate data).		Yes, it contains. At first the risk level has to be calculated within other form of the system.		There is no stand-alone module for fraud detection. Arachne is used as one of tools to check for fraud.		Yes, it contains. It is one of modules that might be improved in future.		There is no stand-alone module for reporting of program indicators. The data analysis tool is planned to be used to collect the progress data		Yes, it contains. The module (Operating program level checks) is linked to the project level data, to make it possible to specify the checks made by audit. 
If this column is regarding audit trail then user activities are recorded and visible for system administrators. Sometimes it is labour-intensive to extract the record of user activities (to give it as evidence to the police). 		Notice board - it is a place where system users can see all the tasks that are up to be done. If there is little time left, then color is blue. Red color for overdue tasks. Department managers can easily oversee the progress of tasks. Financial beneficiaries also can see their upcoming tasks. 		The IT system allows to submit online: 
1) project application,
2) information of planned procurements (each procurement can be linked to the Procurement Monitoring Bureau's web page if a procurement has been announced),
3) Schedule for submission of planned payment requests,
4) Amendment of the contract (it is based on project applications data), 
5) Payment claims, 
6) Member list (under construction) - to collect the data about members (e.g. computer skills training for seniors),  necessary for reporting to the EC. It automatically receives data about person's age, gender, disabilities, unemployment/ empoyment status and also checks if a person is existing.		Currently the project implementation contract has to be signed outside the system. In future it will be a form in the system. 		No, the system itselft do not offer new solutions. However, all the forms submitted via system are considered as signed. 		Yes, two forms (Schedule for submission of planned payment requests and Payment claim (SSPPR)) have integrated checklists. In case of SSPPR, some of the questions are automatically calculated using the data submitted. 		Yes, it allows. It has data import and data verification from other national data registers. 
				The system is linked with other state-owned systems in order to automatically receive specific data. 		Currently the system is designed for computers only. It is available also from other devices but the user experience is not at the same level when browsed through computer.		There are several alerts regarding sums. Some of alerts do not allow submit a form but others allow (alerts for information). E.g. when a Finacial Beneficiary prepares payment claim, then an alert is shown if the total sum of bills exceeds the amount that is mentioned in the contract. 		Yes, it contains a MicroStrategy based product.		The system sends problem and suggestion requests to JIRA where they  are managed.

		52		Latvia		LV-2		European Union Cohesion Policy Program for 2021-2027		2021LV16FFPR001			Ministry of Finance of the Republic of Latvia		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		Yes, the system is specifically developed to perform and manage AAs audits. All the audit process is done through the system - system audits and audits of operations. 		Yes, system includes the funcionality of retreiving reports, that contain information about the performed audits and discovered deficiencies/irregularities.
Monitoring inmplementation of recommendations		No		No		Yes, system is set out to have "4 eye" principle, when performing checks and audit conlusions are approved by the Head or deputy deputy Head. System notifies next executors of the tasks via e-mail when action is completed and passed to the next person. 		Yes, audit checlists for audits of oparations are predefined before the audits and the auditors need to select forms which are going to be filled during the audit in the planning phase of the audit. For system audits checlists can be developed during the planning phase of the audit depending on the audited process. 		No		-		No		The system was developed for computer usage only, however it can be accessed through phone as well. Now for the security reasons, the access for the system is only trhough safe computer connection. Access from phone in the system is not available anymore.  		There are several alerts in the system, so to avoid human error. System notifies if the planned and audited sums don't match. If chelist answer demands registration of the finding, if all the findings have recommendations etc.		The system allows to retreive reports, however data analysis can be performed in other formats, for example MS Excel. 		No, because the system is developed only for the needs of the Audit Authority the help desk consists of administrators of the system that are working in AA and can pass enquieries, that can not be delt within to the system's developers via another problem application system. Developer then manages those applications, either problems or new developments of the system. 		-

		53		Malta		MT-1		Fostering a competitive and sustainable economy to meet our challenges - 2014-2020		2014MT16M1OP001		- Planning and Priorities Coordination Division (MA)
- The Measures and Support Division (IB)		The application process is conducted via online means including the provision of any supporting documentation to be submitted with the application. Applicants register through a dedicated portal following which they are given access to the open calls and have the facility to submit their application online through a structured format.		The Selection Board may request applicants to submit additional information/clarification related to the application. This is done through the dedicated online portal.		With regard to the MT system, the MT Government finances the public eligible amount. Payments are then processed through a centralised information system with access given to the Beneficiaries, Line Ministries (Government Accounting Function), EU Payments Unit, Intermediate Bodies, Managing Authority, Audity Authority and the EU Accounting Function. Payments are sent/received electronically between the EU Payments Unit and the Central Bank of Malta. All payment claims are processed online, including a verification system involving different stakeholders, the repository of supporting documentation, as well as the processing of claims for reimbursement covering multiple payments.		The system has a number of reports which assist the Managing Authority in its decisions. Data can be extracted from the centralised information system and uploaded to Arachne which is then used as a risk management tool.		The system automatically blocks any invoices which have already been processed to ensure no double entries even if submitted under different operations or Funds within the same information system.

The system also has a report which facilitates searching of data on people/organisations across all operations and Funds within our system, and in certain other information systems to check on potential double funding or other exercises.

Another tool developed is one which makes it easier for authorised bodies to extract documentation related to an operation in a very efficient manner. This is mainly used during audit missions.		All irregularities are documented online through the central MIS, including an automatic notification to the involved parties once the irregularity is confirmed by the MA.		At the start of an operation, the MA/IB includes the indicator targets so that during implementation, Beneficiaries have the facility of updating the status of their indicators through the central MIS. Supporting documentation may also be uploaded in the MIS. Verifications of indicators are carried out on the data inputted by a separate Unit (outside the MA) who may request further clarifications/documentation via email. The system is also able to generate reports at Operation and Priority Axis level on the indicators and updates included. Data and documentation is automatically included on a bi-annual basis in the Implementation Progress Report module.		The system is also available to the auditors, including the audit history of data entered in the system.		- Publicity module. Publicity related to EU-funded operations is recorded in the MIS which is then checked and verified by the Implementation units.

- Statement of Expenditure module. Through this module, payments are raised at Operation, Priority Axis and then by Fund in order to submit the claim to the European Commission for reimbursement.		This facility is embedded in the system at all levels, including project application, payment claims, indicators, horizontal elements (equal opportunities, sustainable development, and actions), Statement of Expenditure.		Where data is already available in our system this is automatically sourced in the modules being used. For example, in the Implementation Progress Report, the Beneficiaries answer a set of questions following which the system automatically sources details on the Beneficiary, operation, indicators, actions, equal opportunities, and sustainable development.		MIS log in, submission of applications, payment verifications, confirmation of management verifications, processing of irregularities detected, raising Statement of Expenditures - all incorporate the use of electronic signatures and authentication. Example during 2022, the MIS started making use of central authentication mechanisms, i.e. Government of Malta eID, Government of Malta log in for Government users, and Government of Malta log in for schools.		The following modules contain integrated checklists: payments (at all levels), statement of expenditure.		The system sources information from the Government of Malta central database on people (sources of name, surname, date of birth, etc.), sends/receives payment data with the Central Bank of Malta, uploads data on Arachne, and receives banking data on entities in receipt of EU Funds from the Funding Entities database.		No		The MIS is designed to be used on PCs and tablets.

The training portal was also developed for mobile users.		Suppliers receive remittance advices through the system once a payment is processed.

Once irregularities are confirmed by the Managing Authority, these are automatically circulated and the necessary stakeholders automatically notified.		No		Tutorials are embedded within the individual modules in order to help the user understand the scope behind the fields infront of them. Furthermore, a centralised helpdesk is also available via email or TEAMS. 		- The system includes administration tools to manage the stakeholders and their individual accounts.

- User registration portal where certain stakeholders may apply for system access electronically.

- A training portal is also available for interested people to apply for training.

- The system has an inbuilt messaging system that the Managing Authority may use to contact the stakeholders through emails.

- The system also has a noticeboard on its landing page whereby important notifications are published. This includes circulars and standard operating procedures.

		54		Netherlands		NL-1		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 North Netherlands		2021NL16RFPR001		SNN (MA North)		We use Business Central (BC) from Microsoft as a platform on which we've build custom software in order to faciliate the execution of European programmes. This IT systeem offers all the building stones required and no additional IT systems are used. The grant application is done through an add-on web portal environment which is connected on real time basis to BC. The grant applicant uses this webportal for a fully digital experience; from application until project closure.		The selection procedure is carried out through the workflow within BC. The workflow can be created and changed depending on for example a first come first serve or tender selection. The system also supports various checks and balances to facilitate high quality applications such as checks on minimum/maximum amounts for grants and underlying costs. Also checks are build for the SCOs so that the applicant is digitaly supported during the application proces when using them. For example; during entering the budget in the application the applicant can chose between the available SCOs and the underlying rules will be applied such as hourly rates or flate rate percentages.    		The proces of payment claims is integrated within the webportal. The beneficiary can enter a payment claim by uploading an custom Excel file in case of a bulk of individual invoices. Also the invoices can be entered manually. Labour costs related to SCO can submitted by first entering the master data of project staff once. When entering a payment claim the beneficiairy selects the staff member and enters the total number of hours worked in the declaration period. In this way master data is only entered once and depending on the SCO method used the system calculates the eligble costs. As soon as the beneficiairy had submitted a payment claim a workfow is triggered in BC. The workflow guides the staff members of the managing authority through the verification process. The workflow consists of action rules to ensure segregation of duties. Communication with the benefiecary is fully digital via the webportal which is part of the system. Correspondence and supporting documents provided by applicants and beneficiairies are saved and archived within the integrated Document Management System. The actual payments are done through BC.		The data which is needed to perform risk based management verification is generated from BC. BC is a data based system which makes it possible to easily export data required. Also the workflow assists in choices made regarding the extent of checks to be performed.		Applicants and beneficiaries need to have a chamber of commerce number. This number is connected to the login of the beneficiary. In this way  the beneficiary is known. The number also gives the possiblity to connect to other systems for additional fraud detection.		Corrections are made in BC on line item level of a payment claim. On individual invoice level it is traceable which amount was not eligble and the reason why. It is possible to follow the audit trail, also because correspondence with the beneficiary is available on invoice level. All the data can be exported to the connected Power BI tool which makes it possible to detect irregularities.		The indicators are registered within BC. The beneficiary reports the progress (actuals) of the action in progress reports which includes information on costs and indicators. The indicators are exported to the connected Power BI tool. Within the tool a report is build which fills all the nessecary date to report in SFC.		The system consists of a lot of structured data which makes it possible to create an audit trail. Also all the correspondence is available within BC. The Audit Authority uses BC as the source of information for its audits.		n/a		The whole proces of application, progress reports, payment claims and change requests of the project with all underlying correspondence is completely online.		Due to login with the number registered at the chamber of commerce all the data which is available there is pre filled; such as name, adres, postal code etc. 		The authentication is possible with the number of the chamber of commerce (eHerkenning) and EIDAS. We also use notification solotions which are automatticaly send when a form is send, a letter is send or when we have questions about the payment claim. The purpose is to avoid email correspondence.		BC contains integrated checklists that can be filled in and generated directy. The checklists are attached to the workflow lines which support segregation of duties and allows internal audit of the checklist. Checklists are available for all managament verification aspects and steps in the process (application/payment claims/project closure) including checks concerning eligibility of activities and costs, state aid, horizontal issues etc.		The IT system allows interaction with national registers. We are connected to the Kamer van Koophandel (chamber of commerce).		Currently we are conducting a pilot with Optical Characture Recognition (OCR). The beneficiary can upload PDF invoices and the OCR software can recognice characters and can check if these correspond with the payment claim. The results are available in a report. The purpose is to find out if this software can facilitate a quicker review of the invoices. 		Business Central does support other devices, but so far there has been no need to adapt the custom software to this use.		We use Power BI for various reporting requirements		We use Power BI for various reporting requirements		We have a helpdesk available through email and telephone.		n/a.

		55		Netherlands		NL-2		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 West Netherlands		2021NL16RFPR002		Gemeente Rotterdam (MA West)

		56		Netherlands		NL-3		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 South Netherlands		2021NL16RFPR003		Province of North-Brabant (MA South)

		57		Netherlands		NL-4		Programma ERDF 2021-2027 East Netherlands		 2021NL16RFPR004		Province of Gelderland (MA East)

		58		Poland		PL-1		Partnership Agreement 2021-2027				The Department of Coordination of the EU Funds Implementation within the Ministry of Development Funds and Regional Policy is a Coordinating Authority responsible for development of IT system used by all ERDF/CF programmes in Poland		YES. The Project Applicaction module (WOD2021) allows all potential applicants to browse the on-going calls for proposals, and then apply in them through our IT system. WOD2021 enables institutions to create and manage their own application form templates. There is a wide range of data that is constant for all the templates (basic info on the project, info on applicant, realisators, info on the budget, risk analysis etc.). Additionaly, each institution organising call for proposals can add to the template their own data fields (as additional components) so that the template is well adapted to the specific requirements of each measures within the programme.

WOD2021 is a module available to all ERDF/CF programmes that don't plan to build their own project application local IT systems (LSI).		YES. Within the the Project Applicaction module (WOD2021) there is a selection procedure where institutional users (depending on their level of authorization, may assign assessors to each project application, prepare assessment lists, register individual assessments, add files (fe. with checklists) to the system, qualify the project application as assessed, to be clarified by the application, or to be corrected by the user from the selecting instituion, register decisions whether the project should be co-financed or not, change decisions. WOD2021 doesn't provide built-in assessment checklists, but they can be added as files to the system.

WOD2021 is a module available to all ERDF/CF programmes that don't plan to build their own project application local IT systems (LSI).		YES. Within the Projects module (SL2021), beneficiaries can prepare and send payment claims to the institution responsible for veryfiying the implementation of the project. Payment claims have the same templates for all the ERDF/CF programmes. In projects implemented by beneficiary in the partnership with other entities (as realisators) SL2021 allows those entities to prepare "partial payment claims" where they enter the date for their part of the project, send them to the beneficiary, who then makes an overall payment claim out of all the partial payment claims and then submits it to the institution for verification process.		YES. Within WOD2021 there is a section where the applicant prepares a risk assessment for the project, which is then assessed by the institution during the application verification process.		SKANER, ARACHNE (in RRF), Cross Check APP 

ARACHNE - is an integrated IT tool for data mining and data enrichment developed by the European Commission. Its objective is to support managing authorities in their administrative controls and management checks in the area of RRF.
SKANER - is an application containing data on entities and persons from internal databases and public registers, including their personal and capital connections in projects area co-financed from EU funds.
Cross Check APP - a tool for checking double financing of expenses that combines settlement documents into groups of correlated invoices.
e-Kontrole APP – a tool for controls of the projects with checklists and post-inspection documents.		IMS, IMS Signals,e-Kontrole APP (in created post-control information and in filled checklists)		YES. Institutions may enter in the administrative module Administration of the IT system (called CST2021) their own programme indicators, that can be then used in module WOD2021 by applicants, then in module SL2021 by beneficiaries. Beneficiaries can report on the list of indicators in every payment claim. 		YES.		Administration module.
Projects module (gathers data on on all the ERDF/CF programmes in Poland, and is a basis for all other modules that report the implementation of the project - with it payment claims module, grants module, correspondence module ets. are connected),
eSZOP module,
Financial instruments module,
Grants module,
Project correpondence module,
Information on public procurements made in each project module,
Reports module enabling users to make various reports based on data entered in CST2021

Payment declarations module (soon) - used in internal country certification process,
Payment claims to the European Commission module (soon),
Annual accounts module (soon),
Project personnel module (in the future),
Project timetable module (in the future)

All the modules will be available to use in all  ERDF/CF projects in SL2021.		YES. System CST2021 allows applications to submit project applications online via WOD2021 module, and payment claims via SL2021 module.		YES. In SL2021 module some fields of payment claim (such as basic info on the project, budget structure) are pre-filled. Some other fields have a form of a drop-down list boxes, where beneficiary has to choose data from specific options already entered in other modules of the system (for example, when entering information on invoices, they can choose to which public procurement contract it is connected. The contracts themselves are entered in different part of SL2021 module responsible for gathering data on public procurements in the project).		YES. There are notifitaion solutions within module (fe. WOD2021), user notifications via e-mail (fe. that the account has been registered), electronic signature of financial agreement, payment claim or payment claim verification checklist. User authentication process is provided via Oracle Identity Cloud Service.		NO		YES. CST2021 interacts with National Official Register of the Territorial Division of the Country (TERYT) and Polish development bank application managing order for payments of project funds to beneficiaries.

Moreover, CST2021 as a whole macrosystem will be connected with various Local IT systems (LSI) gathering fata from them about their calls for proposals, project applications and their assessments.		YES. CST2021 authentication process is based on Oracle Identity Cloud Service.
Cross Check APP utilises artificial intelligence algorythms for checking double financing of expenses and combining settlement documents into groups of correlated invoices.		YES. CST2021 modules are designed with Responsive Web Design technology that automatically adjusts the system screen for different screen sizes and viewports.		YES. CST2021 is checked monthly and with each new module implementation for the efficiency of the system, the system response time and average performance.		YES. CST2021 has a special Reports module that allows institutional users to analyse data through various reports.		YES. Coordinating Authority manages all the online help tickets through Jira Software in Service Desk 2020.		YES. "CST2021 library" is a Microsoft Sharepoint space where Coordinating Authority shares all the user manuals with institutional users.

		59		Poland		PL-2		European Funds for Smart Economy 2021–2027		2021PL16RFPR001		Polish Agency for Enterprise Development		Electronical application, validity check (users can at any time check if any mandatory information in missing in the form by clicking the section "Validation")		Evaluation process (evaluation the applications according to the selection criteria)		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO		Signing of a project contract (preparation of the project contract will take place via the LSI system).		Electronical application, validity check (users can at any time check/control if any mandatory information in missing in the form by clicking the section "Validation")		NO		Messagin. The system will be developed in the future.		evaluation process (experts are requested to evaluate the aplications according to the selection criteria)		no		no		no, the system will be developed in the future		no		Reporting System		Support for users via project management web application		no

		60		Poland		PL-3		European Funds for Silesia 2021-2027		2021PL16FFPR012		Managing Authority - Board of the the Silesia Voivodeship,
Intermediate Body - Silesia Centre for Entrepreneurship; Voivodeship Labour Office in Katowice		YES		YES		NO. Process will take place in CST2021.		NO		NO. Process is supported by IMS (Irregularity Managment System) and CST2021.		NO. Process is supported by IMS (Irregularity Managment System) and CST2021.		NO. Process will take place in CST2021.		NO. Process will take place in CST2021.		YES. LSI 2021 has a module enagling instituion to recruit assessments experts.		YES. LSI2021 is a web application allowing beneficiaries to submit their project applicatrions online.		YES. LSI2021 is a web application allowing beneficiaries to submit their project applicatrions online. Templates were prepared by the institution and programmed into the system. While creeating the project application form, the applicant has some of the fields already pre-filled, such as measure, call proposal numer, information about the application from their profile etc.		YES. LSI2021 doesn't provide an electronic signature service, but it allows users have e-mails sent to them as the status of their document changes.		NO. Checklists that may be controlled later are storaged in CST2021.		YES. LSI2021 downloads the data from the National Official Register of the Economy Units (REGON).		YES - Single Sign-on, JWT, RESTful API, Docker, microservise architechure, CQRS.		YES. LSI2021 is developed with RWD standards.		YES. LSI2021 has tools and to monitori the efficiency and security of the system.		YES. LSI2021 has a Reports module.		YES. Bugtracker		LSI2021 consists of modules:
- call for proposals management,
- project application generator,
- profiles and projects management,
- experts recruitment,
- Project Assessment Commitee module,
- www integration,
- mailarka

New modules in the making:
- Project assessment commitee and substanitive verification sheet 
- negotiations,
- project sustainability surveys,
- project change management,
- support form timetable,
- operators' support on random sampling

		61		Poland		PL-4		"European Funds for Malopolska 2021-2027" use local system IGA		2021PL16FFPR006		Managing Authority - Marshal’s Office of the Małopolska Region,
Intermediate Body - Małopolska Centre for Entrepreneurship; Voivodeship Labour Office in Kraków		YES		YES		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO		NO		YES, only for project application 		YES, only for projekt application 		YES - Electronic signature
Official acknowledgment of receipt
E-mail/information messages sent by the system		YES, Project evaluation - filling in evaluations, generating evaluation cards, evaluation management		YES, only with CST2021		NO		YES		NO		YES		YES		NO

		62		Poland		PL-5		European Funds for Smart Economy 2021-2027 use LSI 2.0		2021PL16RFPR001		Intermediate Body - The National Centre for Research and Development		Yes. Each call for proposals has its own generator that can be freely configured. 		Yes. Selection procedure is carried out in the IT system with the participation of external experts and employees of the institution. The applications are available to the evaluators in the IT system. Assessment reports are prepared and can be generated in the IT system 		No		Internal change management procedures		No		No		No		No		The IT system includes a module for evaluating appeals and preparing documents for co-financing agreements.		Yes. Online submission project application. 		Yes.  When completing applications, they can pre-fill forms, save and then return to the saved version.They can use selection lists in some parts of the form, some data is filled automatically, a mechanism of transferring some repetitive data is also used.		Yes. IT system proposes digital services such as electronic signature, authentication, notification solutions, messaging, Gateway		Yes. IT system contains checklists in the evaluation process, that can be filled-in by the staff or by the external experts - e.g. assessment reports, protocols.		Yes. It system is integrated with the Central IT System (CST). It is possible to export the data from the application forms or from the summary of the selection process.		The system gives the possibility of configuration by the employee.		No		No		Power BI dashboarts and raports		Yes. Business support.		No

		63		Poland		PL-6		European Funds for Digital Development 2021-2027		2021PL16RFPR002		Intermediate Body - Digital Poland Projects Centre		The module supporting beneficiaries in the application process. Authorization of the beneficiary by the National Electronic Identification Node. Application validated and signed with a qualified electronic signature submitted to the implementing institution. Supports the signing of a co-financing agreement with the beneficiary. Integrated with state registers: REGON, TERYT, KRS and Central IT System (CST) MFiPR		The module supporting the formal and substantive assessment of applications made available to employees of the implementing institution and experts (institutional and individual authorized by the National Electronic Identification Node). Supports the recruitment and evaluation of expert applications, conclusion and signing of the contract, drawing lots of experts and their assignment to applications for co-financing, execution of expert works, their acceptance and financial settlement		No		IT system does not contains the module		No		No		No		No		No		Application for co-financing end agreement with validation mechanisms and a qualified signature without the need to download the document to a local drive;
		Application for co-financing end agreement with validation mechanisms and a qualified signature without the need to download the document to a local drive;		Authentication by the National Electronic Identification Node; qualified signature without the need to download documents to a local drive, e-mail notifications from the system		IT system does not contains integrated checklists		IT system does not allows interaction with national register		IT system does not use a new technologies		Responsive website for mobile devices		IT system does not contains features		The ability to connect ready-made analytical tools		IT system does not contains features		No

		64		Poland		PL-7		European Funds for Opolskie 2021-2027		2021PL16FFPR008		Managing Authority - Board of the the Opolskie Voivodeship 
Intermediate Body - Opole Center for Economic Development; Voivodeship Labour Office in Opole		Applicant panel – front-end app of LSI FEO 2021-2027 designed for creating and submitting project applications and their corrections in FEO 2021-2027 programme, available on the website http://pw2021.opolskie.pl		Expert panel is a part of LSI 2021-2027. It's an application for experts that assess formally and factually project applications. they also check environmental criteria. 
Expert panel is only available on-line, and it the only tool experts use to fill the assessment forms and send them to Managing or Intermediate Body.		No		No		No		No		No		No		Data export to national system SL2021.		Submission of project application is possible only on-line through the Applicant panel  http://pw2021.opolskie.pl		Beneficiary fills the project application form, from which then a project is created. It's a draft that is later send in the system to Managing or Intermediate Body. Beneficiary can preview, monitor or edit the form through their profile in Applicant panel.		External experts sign the assessment form with electronic signature. Moreover we think about enabling beneficiaries to sign the project application form with trusted profile, but that has not been settled yet.

Mail notification after assigning the expert to the project application verification and after registration of project application submitted by the beneficiary.		Electronic assessment form of project application		National Official Register of the Economy Units (REGON)
National Official Register of the Territorial Division of the Country (TERYT)
Project export to system SL2021		No		System access is possible on all devices with browsers		IM/IB users are able to generate reports from project data on call for proposals level, and index cards with basic project data.		No		Technical support is available to beneficiaries via phone and e-mails. There is also a text file instruction on how to fill the project application correctly.		No

		65		Poland		PL-8		European Funds for Wielkopolska 2021-2027		2021PL16FFPR015		(MA) Marshal Office of the Wielkopolska Region in Poznan
(IB Regional Development Agency in Konin		The system will have a module for application for project financing via an electronic form. Where possible, the form has validations and automatic calculations.		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		The system will support the process of submitting project applications and correcting them. After logging in, it will be possible to prepare and submit an application in ongoing calls.		Fixed fields on the form (e.g. priority number and name, measure number and name) will be filled in automatically.		Qualified electronic signature will be available to sign an application form.
The system will have an email notification function.
		No		The system will have a data exchange module with CST2021. It will cover mainly data concerning calls for proposals and application forms.		No		The system will be available through a web browser on desktop computers, laptops, tablets and smartphones.		Automatic performance and availability monitoring functions will be available in the system. The system will be able to dynamically increase hardware resources depending on the load.		A reporting module based on SQL queries will be available. It will be possible to create and save queries.		There will be a contact form and an e-mail address to contact technical support.		No

		66		Poland		PL-9		European Funds for Mazowsze 2021-2027		2021PL16FFPR007		Office of the Marshal of the Mazowieckie Voivodeship Department of Regional Development and European Funds		Local IT System MEWA 2.0.		The project selection procedure was carried out using the Local IT System. Formal evaluation, substantive evaluation.		No		No		No		No		No		No		No		The Local IT System enables the applicant to submit application forms online (fill in, sign, send). The system supports applications for co-financing as well as correspondence regarding their evaluation. The system does not support payment requests.		The Local IT System supports the process of completing the application form. Some of the fields (including dictionary fields) are filled in automatically, and the data is taken from the recruitment process. The creation and transfer of payment requests is not carried out by LSI.		The Local IT System provides digital services in the form of an electronic signature (application application signature) as well as a notification service (communication with the applicant regarding the application evaluation process).		
The Local IT System contains integrated checklists that are used in the project evaluation process (formal evaluation, substantive evaluation, creating a ranking list of projects).		The Local IT System is integrated in terms of dictionary items for the application form, a list of indicators from the szop for a given operational program as well as integrates with the TERYT GUS database.		The Local IT System is currently not equipped with technologies within the meaning of (artificial intelligence, bot, Big Data, etc.)		The Local IT System works properly on mobile devices. However, it should be remembered that working on the application form (on a mobile device) is not recommended due to the complexity of the form.		The main objectives of the Local Information System are:
1. Announcement of the call for applications,
2. Application generator (dedicated to a given call, maximally automated, enabling electronic submission of the application along with attachments).
3. Conducting project evaluation by employees of the institution as well as external evaluators (creation of evaluation cards, automation of the evaluation process).
4. Correspondence with the applicant during the evaluation process (supplementing applications, etc.).
5. Implementation processes - digitization of some of the processes, including concluding contracts for co-financing projects.
6. Data export from LSI to SL as well as data synchronization.
7. Reporting.

		67		Romania		RO-1		All programmes (ESF+, ERDF, CF, JTF, except for Interreg)		2021RO05FFPR001, 2021RO05SFPR001, 2021RO14MFPR001, 2021RO16FFPR001, 2021RO16FFPR002, 2021RO16FFTA004, 2021RO16JTPR001, 2021RO16RFPR001, 2021RO16RFPR002, 2021RO16RFPR003, 2021RO16RFPR004, 2021RO16RFPR005, 2021RO16RFPR006,  2021RO16RFPR007, 2021RO16RFPR008, 2021RO16RFPR009		All MAs and IBs		yes
Ensures the creation and management of the single project file within the system, offering to users the facility to upload structured data and supporting documents in un-editable open-source format (pdf format) assumed by a qualified electronic signature.
The system enables beneficiaries to submit in a single transmission all information necessary for the management and control of operational programs		yes
The Evaluation Module and Contracting Module are part of the informatic systems. Both modules ensure electronic data exchange between the beneficiary and the managing authorities.
The system enables beneficiaries to submit in a single transmission all information necessary for the management and control of operational programs
Also, the systems saves all the anterior versions of the project		yes
The accounting data necessary for the preparation of payment applications and financial statements are collected in a computerized structured form directly from the beneficiaries, through the Front Office Implementation module. All data can be found, checked and endorsed in the Back Office Implementation module. This allows the Certifying Authority draw up the payment applications and accounts		yes
The two components of the MySMIS2014 application ensure:
-	Front Office - collecting information related to the operation stages, both in structured and unstructured format, directly from beneficiaries;
-	Back Office - collecting information regarding the verifications performed within the managing authorities / intermediate bodies, as well as the decisions taken at their level.		yes
A series of reports allows the responsible authorities to verify any possible fraud indicators		yes
The irregularities module is a part of the Back Office component. The data stored here are also in relation with the payment application and account algoritm		yes
If detailed reports are needed, SMIS2014 + / MySMIS information system allows the use of structured information. Most reports can be obtained from the ART4SMIS reporting interface.
The SMIS2014 + / MySMIS offers the possibility of parameterisation for the collection of structured data that allows quick and easy queries.
We also provide OPEN DATA to the general public on the website www.fonduri-ue.ro/statistici 		yes
Data/documents are available to all the bodies involved in the monitoring, control, audit, implementation or evaluation of programme(s)
In Back Office component the access rights respect the principle of segregation of functions (editing /validation).
The SMIS2014+/ MySMIS2014 architecture allows the journaling of any operation performed by users (registrations, modifications and data collection) and ensures the administration of data related to submitted projects, until their completion (management of the single project file).				Yes
project application, payment claims, reimbursment claims, monitoring, irregularities
Throughtout the system pdf or xls exports are possible		yes, project submission, payment claims, monitoring, evaluation, contracting		Related to the electronic data exchange, the SMIS2021+/ MySMIS2021 guarantees:
•	data integrity and confidentiality,
•	authentication of the sender (Directive 1999/93/EC),
•	storage in compliance with defined retention rules 		yes 		For the previous programming perioad, the interoperability of MySMIS was ensured only with: 
•	National Register of Persons – at the moment of user account creation based on the Personal Identification Number (CNP)
and
•	Fiscal Code Database - at the moment of legal entity creation as ESIF based on Fiscal Identification Code (CIF)
The next step will be to extend the concept with other public databases (i.e. Electronic Public Procurement System - SEAP, State Aid database – RegAS, Labour Inspectorate database – REVISAL etc.)
The interoperability between the two systems creates the premises for saving time in data recording and for reducing the number of uploading documents in MySMIS. The documents or data can be checked by managing and control authorities directly in these databases.		We are now analysing if for the future we can use RPA for the evaluation process		yes		yes		we have a datewarehouse component which could be use as a data analysis tool		yes

		68		Romania		RO-2		All Interreg programmes		2021TC16RFCB020, 2021TC16RFCB042, 2021TC16IPCB002, 2021TC16NXCB011, 2021TC16NXCB012, 2021TC16NXTN002		Managing authority is using JEMS (Joint Electronic Monitoring System)		Yes, Application Form
Any applicant willing submit an application form within an open call can register an account and fill out the form directly in the Jems. It is possible to submit applications only within the timeslot and conditions set in the call. An applicant user who first creates an application form is treated by the system as a lead applicant user and can allow other users to only read or write/submit the application form. The programme might configure pre-submission validation rules for the system fields to be met before submitting an application form.		Yes, Assessment & Decision; Contracting
- All submitted applications need to go through a one or two-step assessment, according to the call setup. The ysytem contains a sequence of two types of assessment: “Eligibility check” and “Quality Check”. The system supports the 2/4/6-eye principle for the assessment and allows assigning specific applications to specific users with the assessment rights.
- The outcome of the Eligibility and Quality assessments is issued by the Evaluation Committee. The projects can pass or not the eligibility assessment and can be recommended for funding, not recommended for funding or recommended with conditions.
- The projects can be eligible or not in the eligibility decision step and those eligible can be approved for funding, not approved for funding or approved with conditions in the funding decision. Monitoring Committee decides on which projects have to receive programme co-financing. 
- After the project is approved and before it can be contracted, the project can still be the subject of modification in the precontracted phase where changes might be done in the application form. The JS checks the modifications done by the Lead applicant and decides to send back the project to the Lead applicant or to approve modifications and set project contracted.		Yes,  Partner reporting; Control; Project reporting; Management verifications
- Once the project is contracted, it enters the reporting phase, which will last until the project is closed/terminated. Each project partner needs to report its activities, expenditure and procurements in a partner report.
- The controllers are national controllers who need to check every partner’s report and expenditure. They have access to the system and see the relevant information. They have their working documents available in the system and can do the verification and validation work online. As a result, the controllers check and issue a certificate in the system with the amount validated.
- The Lead Partner aggregates the validated partner reports (including its own) and creates a project report. 
-  JS receives a project report and verifies it accordingly. JS has a possibility to ask for clarifications from the Lead partners/partners or to reject some expenditures if they are not eligible, as the case is.
- MA receives a project report and verifies it accordingly from technical and financial points of view. MA has the possibility to reject some certificates if some included expenditure is not eligible, or suspend them for further clarifications and approve them in next report for the same project.		Yes, Control and expenditure verification can be done by sample-based verification generated automatically by the system according to some programme rules		No		Yes, Financial corrections
Different authorities may verify the project at any time of the project lifecycle and even after project closure. Audit results are included in the system as financial corrections and are taken into account for MA and Accounting body work (Declaration of expenditure, Payment applications to the European Commission and Annual accounts).		Yes, Data export, where programme data can be aggregated and exported according to the EU regulations and SFC 2021 requirements		Yes, Audit reports and project findings can be added at the level of the Financial corrections module.		Yes, Payment; Accounting function
 - MA performs the payment to the Lead Partner and records accounts, dates and amounts paid. The payment might be done in full or in instalments.
 - The Accounting body can draw up and generates Payment applications to the EC. Also, the system allows to draw up and generates the accounts for the accounting periods and reports of irregularities.		Yes, All the structured and unstructured data of the project: Project Application Form, Expenditures, Reporting, reimbursement claims, monitoring and irregularities.		Yes, prefilled forms are in Partner Reporting and Project Reporting. 
All the structured data the users enter is used for processing at the next level. 		Yes, the system is using authentication with email and password, notification solutions and messaging when the project/report status is changed. 		Yes, the system has Integrated checklists for different processes (project assessment and decision, contracting, control, management verifications, etc.)		Yes, Jems system is sending automatically information about projects implementation to keep.eu		no		yes		yes		no		yes

		69		Sweden		SE-1		All nine Swedish ERDF programmes and the only JTF programme. One example: ERDF programme for Upper North Sweden 2021-2027		2021SE16RFPR008		Managing authority
		Yes.
The project application is digitized and takes place through a My Application portal. The portal is accessed via the MA website. The portal contains calls for the various programmes managed by the MA.		Yes.
MA processes the application in the IT system Nyps, which is linked to My Application. With the guidance of control issues in Nyps, MA ensures that the legal requirements are met. Any additions are sent within the IT system and not via e-mail. In addition to the legal control, the case managers use questions to produce a basis for decisions. When a decision of support has been granted, a decision is made in the system and published to the beneficiary from the MAs side of the system, Nyps, to the beneficiaries side of the system, My Application.		Yes.
Application for payment is submitted via My Application. The application contains evidence of the expenses.

A progress report, including indicator results, is also submitted in connection with the payment application.

MAs processing of the application for payment takes place in Nyps. To support the processing there are guiding questions within Nyps.		No		No		No		Yes		No		The questions in My Application and Nyps consists of both yes/no and predefined answer options such as free text. Data is collected in a structured manner where appropriate and necessary.		The application is based on a questionnare that is the same for all nine ERDF programmes handeled by MA. The questionnaire has been designed to assist applicants' description of theory of change. All relevant information regarding the applicant must be collected using the questionnaire. All communication takes place within the IT system.

The payment claim is submitted from the beneficiarie's side of the system (My Application) to the MAs internal side (Nyps) and all processing takes place there. Documents are uploaded into the system by the beneficiary.		In the application for financing and the payment claims, the questions to be answered are pre-formulated and the same for all projects. For convenience, predefined response options are provided in some cases.		Yes. Electronic signature, notifications,messaging. 
Electronic Signature
Notifications: Notifacation is sent to the applicant when it is time to do payment claims and status report. 
Messaging: All communication takes place via a messaging client. And documented directly in the IT system.		Yes. The case officer uses an integrated checklist for the application for support and another one for payment claims.		Not yet.
The functionality is currently lacking, but the possibilities are being explored.
Some digital microservices have been developed, but not integrated in the system yet. One example: Retrieving data about beneficial owners from an external register.		No
The functionality is currently lacking, but the possibilities are being explored.		The it-system is designed to be used on different types of devices, smartphones, tablet, computers. 		A separate statistical tool (ERUF-barometern) is updated with data from the management system Nyps every night. It visualizes expenditure in relation to programme budgets and indicator results. But there are no automated alerts.		
The functionality is currently lacking, but the possibilities are being explored		In-depth information about the guiding questions in My Application (externally) and Nyps (internally) can be found in informational texts and is supplemented with links to in-depth information in an external web-based handbook and an internal administrative support.

		70		Slovakia		SK-1		Programme Slovakia - SK - ERDF/CF/JTF/ESF+

		2021SK16FFPR001		Ministry of Investments, Regional Development and Informatization of the Slovak Republic 		YES. 
 - IT system formally split into public and private section. Beneficiary prepares, authorizes, submits application
- Beneficiary is provided with online status of his application during the process of selection. 
 - Benefiary may use system integration to other official registers in order to provide information in his application. 		YES. 
 - Implementation body maintains process of evaluation, selection, contracting of projects. 
- Contracted projects are automatically published on official website. 
- Implementation body may use integrations to other national registers in order to verify eligibility. 
 - Beneficiary is informed about the application status during the process, gets result of the selection / evaluation in the system / is notified to his email box (optional). 		YES
 - Public section: preparation, submission of payment claim, registration of declared expenses, accounting documents, 
 - Private section: check/monitoring, administration, payment, accounting through the integration into a separate ISUF IT system.		YES
 - risk analysis for the payment claim and risk analysis for public procurement for the purpose of eliminating the administrative burden		YES
 - several simple functionalities including the availability of data from other national registers via integrations
- duplicate accounting documents verification
- automated regular exports from the ARACHNE system (ARACHNE is regularly used in the process by individual MAs / IBs)		YES
 - special reports of Irregularities linked to the other records in the system (projects, payment claims, quality checks, etc.)
- regular data exports to the Irregularity management system. 		YES
 - collection, calculation, evaluation, reporting - from the project level to the program level		YES
Visibility (authorization) in IT system which allows to conduct audit in line with Art. 80(1) CPR: especially:
payment claims checks, public procurement, project, delegated competencies etc.		 - monitoring including records on project level
 - approximately 20 integrations in the system
- payment claims to EC 		YES
- project application, payment claims, project implementation report, general communication tool, procurement documentation
- IT system is formally split into public and private section: public is intended for beneficiary use and private for implementation body (MA, IB, etc.) use		YES
online pre-filled forms for beneficiary across all stages of the implementation process - project and financial management		YES
- electronic signature (project application, payment claims, project implementation report, general communication tool, etc.)
- notifications (system has many automatic notifications throught electronic implementation process)
- messaging (informing users ad-hoc from the private section. Various parameters/criteria may be applied to define the set of recipients)		YES 
- integrated checklists - general function for any private section users (MA, IB, etc.)
- users can define their own checklists and attach them to a particular moment in the implementation process: checklist form is created by users on one side and is filled in by different users on the other.
		List of system integrations to national registers / IT systems in order to provide: 
- details of natural persons and address points
 - details of legal entity
 - details from the Business register
 - details about bankruptcy and restructuring proceedings 
 - social security details, insurance debts
 - health insurance debts
 - tax debts
 - financial statement details
 - employee status details
 - statements from the register of criminal records
 - state aid details
 - title deed details
 - violations of illegal employment prohibition
 - public procurement details
 - etc. 
		 - OpenDATA provided to public.  
 - Plan to provide elements of Business Intelligence in next few years for big data calculations and reports. 		 - Website adjustment for various types of devices. 
 - Machine-processable data provided online for general use (API)		
 - Various implementation reports (indicators; reimbrusement of expenses, contract, project applications, etc.) 
 - Reports of MA/IS performance - number and total value of entities processed (project application evaluation, payment claims, quality checks, etc.)		 - Plan to provide elements of Business Intelligence in the future. 
 - Various types of modular exports and reports implemeted in main parts of the system.		 - Helpdesk online form, call centre, feedback via helpdesk tool or email		 -  System job scheduler applied for various reports, data exports, etc.. 
 - Process workflow modularity. 
 - Function of general communication tool attached to various system entities (proj. application, project, project implementation report, payment claims, etc.). 
 - User rights management and user visibility management. 

		71		Slovakia		SK-2		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Austria		2021TC16RFCB003

		72		Slovakia		SK-3		(Interreg VI-A) Slovakia-Czechia		2021TC16RFCB029

		73		Slovenia		SI-1		Slovenia’s EU Cohesion Policy Programme 2021-2027		2021SI16FFPR001		Developed by MA, used by MA and all IBs and beneficiaries		NO		NO		YES		NO		NO		YES (evidence)		YES, still under development		YES (evidence for MA);
AA has also access to the system and therefore can access all the necessary data about the operations to perform audits.		One interesting feature of new IT system is new module "Calls for proposals" which is used to prepare all the data for operations for single call. User can prefill all necessary data for a batch of operations (either in excel or in IT system) and then system generates all the operations at a time. Then only some specific data has to be edited on the level of operations. We expect that this module will save a lot of time for public administration and will reduce errors.		IT system allows enterng the data of the operation once it has been selected by the IB. System allows beneficiaries to submit payment claims through IT system.		IT system doesn't allow on-line submission as calls for proposals are different and therefore can't offer predifined forms.		To log-in to the system digital certificate is used. Also payment claims are submitted using same certificate. IT system also sends automatic messages to relevant users.		NO		IT system is connected to budgetary IT system. Contracts and financial plan by source of operations are imported from this system. Payment claims are submitted in MA IT system and automatically transferred to budget system where the payment is done.
MA IT system is also connected to National business register (AJPES)		New IT system will have tha database installed in government cloud infrastructure.		At the moment system only supports use with desktop computers		The reporting tool is still under development.		The reporting tool is still under development.		For helpdesk other application will be used (Jira).		New module for planning projects/calls for proposals has been developed. In this module only general data, financial plan and indicators are entered in the system. When MA confirms the project/call for proposals in this module IB can proceed with the application to get the decision from MA for financing. This module will help MA to plan the implementation of Programme and to prepare expenditures in state budget for each year.

		74		Interact		INT-1		Interreg VI-C Interact		CCI2021TC16RFIR002		Bratislava Self-GoverningRegion		Jems includes the project application in 1 or 2 steps with a customisable Project application template. Also Small project fund applications are possible.		Selection procedure is covered in Jems through either a 1 or 2 step assessment, also checklists are included.		Will be covered by Jems but is not covered yet. Only lump sum- and advance payments are covered at this stage		Yes is covered in Jems through the Management verification module in the next release. Programmes can decide to either sample manually or do automated sampling via a plugin based system.		Management verification users can raise suspicion of fraud via the checklists but there is no specific module in place.		Is partially covered in Jems via a list of typology of errors. The full reporting of irregularities at by also external autorities such as the audit authority is still to be developed.		The reporting of indicators by projects is covered in the upcoming release. The monitoring at programme level can already be done via plugins but the monitoring tables at programme level directly in Jems user interface are not implemented yet.		The Audit module is not yet covered in Jems but will be covered. We are in contact with Audit authorities of concerned programmes.				Yes		Yes		Login authentication is currently covered. Electronic signature and notifications shall be covered in the upcoming release.		Yes for the sections already developed (e.g. payment claims module is not fully ready yet so the checklist placeholder is not in place yet)		Yes, we have an API built where other systems and national registers can fully interact with the system.		No not at this stage.		Our system is optimized for bigger screen devices (e.g. desktop PC and laptops), nevertheless tablet and smartphones can also be used (with lower user experience as some pages require lot of page scrolling)		We have automated warnings and alerts that can be customised by programmes called pre-submission checks. They can be run for the automatic validation of data before submission of applications or reports.		We connect with KEEP.EU, the Interacts data analysis tool.		Yes we have an online helpdesk.

































image1.png








image1.png




image2.png
B




