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1 Executive Summary 

This deliverable presents the evaluation results of the Second Open Call conducted under Task 7.4 of the 6G-
BRICKS project. Task 7.4 – Open Calls management, launch, implementation & lessons learnt, was responsible 
for managing and implementing the open calls to foster innovation and attract external collaborations aligned 
with the project's goals. The Open Calls Selection Committee identified key topics specifically targeting Vertical 
applications from various domains and Experimentation xApps. 

This Open Call was launched on September 16, 2024. The following two months involved several dissemination 
and communication activities, as well as the feasibility check phase. The feasibility check allowed interested 
applicants to submit their ideas for preliminary assessment until November 15, 2024. The concepts deemed 
feasible by the 6G-BRICKS technical partners and Open Call committee were invited to submit full proposals by 
December 23, 2024. 

The call accepted proposals from single beneficiaries or consortia of two organisations, including SMEs, Research 
and Technology Organisations (RTOs), or large companies from EU Member States or Horizon Europe-associated 
countries. Each submission underwent rigorous checks for admissibility and eligibility, including verification of 
Participant Identification Codes (PICs) and financial viability assessments for all organisations involved. 

A total of twenty-two (22) proposals successfully passed the feasibility check and proceeded to the final 
submission and evaluation phase. Independent external experts in related fields evaluated the submitted 
proposals according to criteria similar to Horizon Europe, such as excellence, impact, and implementation. To 
ensure transparency and objectivity, each proposal was reviewed by two experts.  

On April 23, 2024, applicants were informed of the evaluation results. Eleven (11) proposals were selected for 
funding based on their potential for impact and contribution to the 6G-BRICKS project's objectives. Sub-grant 
agreements were prepared and signed with the selected sub-projects in May, and the projects’ implementation 
started in June.  

This deliverable describes the entire process, from the launch of the 2nd Open Call to the contracting phase.  
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2 Introduction 

 

2.1 Mapping 6G-BRICKS Outputs 

Purpose of this section is to map 6G-BRICKS Grant Agreement commitments, both within the formal Deliverable 
and Task description, against the project’s respective outputs and work performed. 

Table 1: Adherence to 6G-BRICKS GA Deliverable & Tasks Descriptions 

6G-BRICKS GA 
Component 

Title 

6G-BRICKS GA 
Component Outline 

Respective Document 
Chapter(s) 

Justification 

DELIVERABLE 

 D7.4 – Second Open Call Evaluation Report 

Second Open Call Evaluation Report 

TASKS    

Task T7.4 – 
Open Calls 
management, 
launch, 
implementation 
& lessons learnt 
[M6-M34] – 
Leader: EBOS  

This task oversees the 
management of 2 rounds 
of Open Calls to select up 
to 14-26 sub-projects for 
the roll-out of 3rd party 
experiments on 6G-BRICKS 
experimental 
infrastructure. A total of € 
1.680.906 corresponding 
to 20% of the project’s 
total budget, will be 
provided in the form of 
lump sum to fund in total 
14-28 third-party sub-
projects, each with a 
lump-sum funding of up to 
€120.000 with max 60.000 
per beneficiary. The 1st 
Open Call will be launched 
in M12 to select 7-14 sub-
projects starting by M19 
until M24 covering 
experiments on 6G-BRICKS 
devices and components 
via O-RAN xAPPs, on 
compute continuum 

Chapters 3-8 

Chapter 3 offers general 
information and descriptions 
about Open Call 2. Chapter 4 
outlines the dissemination 
activities related to the Open Call. 
Chapter 5 details the criteria and 
processes for submission and 
evaluation. Chapter 6 presents the 
evaluation results for each stage. 
Chapter 7 focuses on the 
contracting phase, including the 
preparation of subgrant 
agreements and milestone 
reviews. Finally, Chapter 8 
provides a list of lessons learned. 
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leveraging the UE Farms, 
and on novel XAI modules 
and the 2nd Open Call will 
be launched by M18 to 
select 7-13 additional sub-
projects starting from 
M25 until M30 covering 
different vertical 
applications, which will 
validate the 6GBRICKS 
experimental facility’s 
performance in serving 
the needs and 
requirements of such 
applications in terms of 
throughput, low-latencies, 
support of massive 
number of devices, 
reliability, security, etc. 
The objective of the Open 
Calls is to validate the 
capabilities, functionalities 
and performance of the 
6GBRICKS experimental 
facility in extended 
domains which will 
complement those of the 
internal UCs (See Type of 
Activities to be funded in 
Appendix 1). The 
management of the Open 
Calls and FSTP entails the 
following tasks: (i) Open 
Call preparation (EBOS) 
which will start 3 months 
before launching the Open 
calls to prepare the Open 
Call package of 
Documents and the 
Communication Toolkit for 
the Open Call; (ii) Open 
Call launch and 
dissemination (EBOS) 
which will last 2 months to 
properly disseminate the 
Call among potential 
beneficiaries; (iii) 
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Selection process and 
SubGrant Agreement-SGA 
signature (EBOS) where 
the FSTP Beneficiaries will 
be selected through an 
exhaustive selection 
process, oversee by the 
Selection Committee 
(comprising of the Project 
Coordinator (ISI), the 
Technical Manager (IQU), 
the Open Calls Manager 
(EBOS) and the Innovation 
Manager (LEN), which 
guarantee transparency, 
equal treatment, conflict 
of interest and 
confidentiality (see 
Apendix 1 for detail). The 
formal check and the 
ethics assessment of the 
beneficiaries will be done, 
and the SGAs signed. 

 

2.2 Deliverable Overview and Report Structure 

This deliverable provides a comprehensive overview of the 6G-BRICKS Open Call 2, covering all key phases from 
its announcement to project contracting. 

• The Executive Summary offers a high-level overview of the Open Call’s objectives, process, and key 
outcomes. 

• Chapter 2 (Introduction) introduces the purpose and scope of the deliverable. 

• Chapter 3 provides an overview of Open Call 2, including its motivation, objectives, topics, eligibility 
criteria, and funding scheme. 

• Chapter 4 outlines the dissemination activities undertaken to promote the Open Call, such as webinars, 
presentations, website updates, and outreach campaigns. 

• Chapter 5 details the submission and evaluation criteria, explaining the admissibility, eligibility checks, 
and external evaluation process followed. 

• Chapter 6 presents the evaluation results, documenting the outcomes of each stage, from the feasibility 
check to the final ranking of proposals. 

• Chapter 7 focuses on the contracting phase, covering the preparation and signing of Sub-Grant 
Agreements (SGAs), as well as the milestone review process. 

• Chapter 8 briefly highlights the lessons learned and key takeaways from the execution of the two open 
calls.  
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• Chapter 9 (Conclusions) summarises the impact of Open Call 2 and the work done for this call. 

The Appendices include all essential documentation related to Open Call 2, such as the Guide for Applicants, 
Application and Feasibility Check forms, Evaluation Guide, Sub-Grant Agreement template, and other key 
reference materials. 
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3 6G-BRICKS Open Call 2 Description 

This chapter provides an overview of the 6G-BRICKS project's Second Open Call, outlining its motivation and 
goals, targeted topics, timeline, and SGA preparation (see also Appendix K: Open Call ).  

3.1  Motivation and Goals 

The Second Open Call of the 6G-BRICKS project was launched to validate the capabilities and expand the 
experimentation potential of the project’s infrastructure by inviting innovative third-party experiments. With a 
total budget for Open Calls set at €1,680,000, and €600,000 allocated for the First Open Call to fund six projects, 
the remaining €1,080,000 was available for this second round. As in the first Open Call, each sub-project could 
apply for lump-sum funding of up to €120,000, with a maximum of €60,000 per beneficiary.  

The overall goals of the second Open Call included: 

• Validating the infrastructure through experiments that align with the project’s objectives. 

• Engaging external collaborators to enhance the technological performance of 6G-BRICKS. 

• Fostering innovation in advanced 6G domains, complementing the project’s internal use cases. 

3.2 Beneficiaries 

The Call was open to consortia composed of up to two legal entities, including: 

• Small and Medium-sized Enterprises (SMEs) 

• Large Companies 

• Research and Technology Organisations (RTOs) 

At least 30% of the total budget was dedicated to supporting SMEs. To ensure fairness, 6G-BRICKS partners, their 
affiliates, employees, and board members were strictly prohibited from participating in the 6G-BRICKS Open 
Calls. For detailed eligibility requirements, refer to Submission and Evaluation Criteria 5. 

3.3  Call Topics  

The Call accepted proposals for covering, but not limited to: 

1. Vertical applications from various domains (e.g., PPDR, media, eHealth, transportation, Industry 4.0) to 
validate the 6G-BRICKS testbeds in terms of: 

• Throughput, low latency, and spectral efficiency 

• Location accuracy 

• Increased coverage 

• Intent-driven service deployment 
2. Experimentation xApps for: 

• RIS experimentation 

• Cell-free experimentation and trajectory prediction 

3.4  Timeline  

The First Open Call followed a structured timeline to ensure transparency and proper management: 

• Launch of the Open Call: September 16, 2024. 

• Feasibility Check Submission Deadline: November 15, 2024. 

• Full Proposal Submission Deadline: December 23, 2024. 

• Evaluation Results Notification: April 23, 2025. 
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• Sub-grant Agreements Signed: May 2025. 

• Start of Sub-projects: June 1, 2025 

3.5 Grants and Funding Distribution 

As in the 1st Open Call, financial support to third parties (FSTP) under Open Call 2 follows the lump-sum funding 
scheme, in line with Horizon Europe guidelines. Funding is disbursed upon successful completion of predefined 
deliverables and milestones, which are aligned with the progress of each sub-project. These milestones and 
corresponding Key Performance Indicators (KPIs) are outlined in the Individual Mentoring Plan (IMP), annexed 
to the Sub-Grant Agreement (SGA), and were also defined in the initial project deliverables (Month 1). Payments 
are released following milestone reviews, where the achievement of the KPIs is verified by the consortium. 
Further information regarding contractual arrangements and funding distribution is provided in Chapter 7. 

3.5.1 Funding Stages and Milestones 

The funding distribution for each sub-project is structured into three stages, as detailed below: 

Table 2: Stages of funding distribution based on the completion of specific milestones and deliverables. 

Stage Payment 
Month 

Milestone Payment 
Amount 

% Of Lump 
Sum 

Stage 1: PoC Definition End of Month 1 Completion of IMP and Proof 
of Concept (PoC) definition 

Up to 
€18,000 

15% 

Stage 2: Technical/Use 
Case Development & 
Execution 

End of Month 5 Report on technical or use 
case implementation 

Up to 
€84,000 

70% 

Stage 3: Technical 
Integration & Testing 

End of Month 6 Technical or use case 
implementation report and 
feedback 

Up to 
€18,000 

15% 

The total lump sum per sub-project is up to €120,000, with a maximum of €60,000 allocated per beneficiary in 
case of consortia composed of two legal entities. 

3.5.2 Payment Process 

For sub-projects with two beneficiaries, the payment is made to the assigned project coordinator, who is 
responsible for receiving and distributing the funds to the second beneficiary. This arrangement ensures 
streamlined financial management while maintaining accountability. 

Each grantee that successfully completes a given stage will receive the corresponding grant payment. However, 
to ensure financial sustainability and avoid potential cash flow issues, the consortium reserves the right to defer 
the final payment for FSTP recipients if necessary. 

This milestone-based payment structure ensures that funding is directly tied to measurable outcomes, 
incentivising grantees to achieve project objectives and deliver high-quality results. 
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4 Open Call Dissemination Activities 

To ensure broad visibility and active engagement, 6G-BRICKS Open Call 2 was disseminated through a multi-
channel communication strategy. This included the organisation of a dedicated webinar/info day and targeted 
email campaigns, such as outreach to the SME Working Group of Networld Europe. A dedicated Open Call 
webpage was created, providing all essential documentation, including the Guide for Applicants, the Open Call 2 
description, templates for the Feasibility Check and Application Form, webinar presentations, and testbed 
descriptions (refer to Appendices for a complete list). In addition, a project newsletter was specifically issued to 
support the dissemination of Open Call 2. 

The call was also published on the EU Funding & Tenders Portal and actively promoted through physical 
promotional materials at key events such as EUCNC & 6G Summit. Continuous updates, key announcements, and 
the Public Evaluation Report, listing the selected projects, were shared on the project website and social media 
channels, ensuring transparency and sustained outreach to potential applicants. 

4.1 Official Announcement via the EU Funding & Tenders Portal  

Upon review and approval of the Open Call 2 documents by the Open Call Committee and thereafter by the 
Project Officer, the call was officially announced on the EU Funding & Tenders Portal. 

 

 

Figure 1:  Official Announcement via the EU Funding & Tenders Portal 

4.2 Open Call 2 Announcement via the 6G-BRICKS Newsletter 

A newsletter was prepared specifically for Open Call 2 to announce the call and inform potential applicants about 
the upcoming webinar, the overall scope of the call, and the available topics. The newsletter was distributed to 
the project’s mailing list, the Networld Europe SME WG network, and the project’s social media platforms and 
website to reach a diverse audience.  

https://6g-bricks.eu/wp-content/uploads/2025/07/public-evaluation-report-OC2.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/opportunities/competitive-calls-cs/8524
https://mailchi.mp/5ce7171e0aad/6g-bricks-2nd-open-call-6741990
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Figure 2: Screenshot of the 6G-BRICKS Newsletter no 3-dedicated to the Open Call 2 Promotion. 

4.3 Open Call Webinar  

On October 11th, 2024, 6G-BRICKS successfully hosted the “Open Call 2 Webinar,” aimed at informing prospective 
applicants about the second open call of the project. The event attracted approximately 65 participants from a 
diverse range of organisations, including SMEs, Research and Technology Organisations (RTOs), and large 
enterprises from both EU Member States and Horizon Europe–associated countries. 

The webinar featured presentations by key project representatives, including the Project Coordinator (ISI/ATH), 
the Technical Manager (IQU), members of the technical team, and the Open Calls Manager (eBOS). The session 
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covered an overview of the 6G-BRICKS project and its vision, the architecture and capabilities of the 6G 
experimentation facility, and the innovative components, referred to as “bricks”, developed within the project. 

In addition to introducing the open call topics and objectives, the webinar provided comprehensive guidance on 
proposal submission procedures, eligibility requirements, and evaluation criteria. Participants had the 
opportunity to engage with the team during a live Q&A session, where questions regarding the open call and the 
overall project were addressed in real time. 

The webinar proved to be a valuable and well-received event, contributing significantly to the dissemination 
efforts of Open Call 2 and supporting potential applicants in preparing high-quality submissions. 

 

 

Figure 3: 6G-BRICKS Open Call Webinar Announcement. 

4.4 Promotional Materials 

Promotional materials such as leaflets, roll-up banners and posters were designed and distributed at exhibitions 
and events, including EUCNC & 6G-Summit, which provided an excellent opportunity to reach a targeted 
audience interested in 6G-related technologies. 
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Figure 4: Open Call 2 Leaflet. 
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Figure 5: Open Calls Generic Leaflet. 
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Figure 6: Open Calls generic roll-up banner. 
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5 Submission and Evaluation Criteria 

The 6G-BRICKS project has implemented a robust selection process for its open calls, fully aligned with the 
European Commission (EC) requirements and Horizon Europe standards. This process is designed to uphold the 
core principles of transparency, equal treatment, absence of conflict of interest, and confidentiality, in 
accordance with the Horizon Europe Work Programme 2021–2022 General Annexes1. 

The selection process follows a structured funnel approach, comprising several phases aimed at identifying and 
funding the most promising proposals that meet the objectives of the project. The main stages of the selection 
process are illustrated in Figure 7 and described below: 

1. Feasibility Check: Conducted by the 6G-BRICKS technical team, testbed providers, and the Technical 
Manager, this initial step assesses the technical viability of the submitted ideas. Only proposals that 
successfully pass this phase are invited to submit a complete application form. 

2. Admissibility and Eligibility Check: Performed by the Open Call Manager, this stage ensures that 
submitted proposals meet all formal and eligibility requirements. 

3. External Evaluation: Eligible proposals are reviewed and scored by independent external experts based 
on predefined evaluation criteria. The evaluators produce a ranking list of proposals. 

4. Selection Committee Review: The ranking list is validated by the 6G-BRICKS Selection Committee, which 
also ensures that no ethical, legal, or Intellectual Property Rights (IPR) concerns are present. 

5. Notification and Grant Preparation: All applicants are formally notified of the results. Selected 
beneficiaries proceed to the preparation and signing of the Sub-Grant Agreements (SGAs). 

This multi-phase evaluation process ensures a fair, accountable, and high-quality selection of sub-projects that 
will contribute to the overall success of 6G-BRICKS. 

 

 
1 wp-13-general-Apendixes_horizon-2021-2022_en.pdf 

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/wp-call/2021-2022/wp-13-general-annexes_horizon-2021-2022_en.pdf
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Figure 7:  6G-BRICKS Open Call Selection Process 

5.1 Roles and Responsibilities 

As in Open Call 2, the evaluation and selection process for Open Call 2 engaged two key bodies, each with clearly 
defined roles and responsibilities: the External Experts/Evaluators and the Internal Open Call Selection 
Committee. 6G-BRICKS Open Calls Selection Committee 

The Selection Committee oversaw the overall evaluation and decision-making processes. The committee was 
composed of: 

• Project Coordinator (ISI/ATH) 

• Technical Manager (IQU) 

• Open Calls Manager (eBOS) 
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• Testbed and Component Providers (EUR, KUL, ISI/ATH, etc.) 

• Innovation Manager (LEN) 

The responsibilities of the Selection Committee include: 

• Feasibility Check: Performing the preliminary review process on the proposals’ summaries received prior 
to the final application submission. 

• Validating Evaluation Decisions: Reviewing and validating all decisions made during the evaluation 
process, ensuring alignment with Horizon Europe standards. 

• Overseeing Milestone Reviews: Assessing grantees' performance during the milestone reviews based 
on deliverables, KPIs, and deadlines. 

• Authorising FSTP Payments: Approving financial support payments to beneficiaries upon successful 
milestone completion. 

5.1.1 External Experts/Evaluators 

External Experts, selected for their relevant expertise, played a critical role in the proposal evaluation phase. 
Their responsibilities included: 

• Scoring Proposals: Each proposal was assessed based on the established evaluation criteria of 
Excellence, Impact, and Implementation. 

• Participation in Consensus Meetings: After individual evaluations, the experts join consensus meetings 
to agree on a final ranking list for the proposals, if necessary. 

• Ensuring Integrity and Fairness: Evaluators were required to maintain objectivity and fairness 
throughout the evaluation process and declare any potential conflicts of interest. 

 

5.2 Feasibility  

The Feasibility Check was the first step in the 6G-BRICKS Open Call 2 process. Before submitting their full 
proposals, applicants were required to complete and submit a Feasibility Check (Appendix A: Feasibility Check 
Template), which included a project summary and details about the requested 6G-BRICKS resources. 

The 6G-BRICKS Open Calls Selection Committee reviewed these submissions to assess the feasibility of the 
proposed projects. This step ensured that all proposed projects aligned with the goals and available resources of 
the 6G-BRICKS infrastructure. Proposals that successfully passed the Feasibility Check were formally invited to 
proceed with the submission of a full proposal. 

Submission Deadline: November 15, 2024 

Submission Process: Applicants submitted the Feasibility Check Form to opencalls@6g-bricks.eu using the official 
template provided on the 6G-BRICKS website (see Appendix A: Feasibility Check ). 

5.2.1 Evaluation Criteria for Feasibility Check 

The Feasibility Check for Open Call 2 evaluated proposals based on the following criteria: 

1. Compatibility with 6G-BRICKS Infrastructure: The proposed projects were assessed for compatibility 
with the available resources within the 6G-BRICKS infrastructure and alignment with the specified scope 
of the open call. 

mailto:opencalls@6g-bricks.eu
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2. Completion of Feasibility Check Document: The Selection Committee verified that the Feasibility Check 
Form included all required information. 

3. Functionality Validation: Initial proposals were evaluated for logical coherence and alignment with the 
6G-BRICKS facility's expectations. 

4. Alignment with 6G-BRICKS Technical Objectives: The proposals were assessed for alignment with the 
technical objectives outlined by 6G-BRICKS. 

5. Budget Estimation and Justification: The Selection Committee evaluated the accuracy and justification 
of the budget estimates provided in the proposals. 

6. Risk Assessment: The feasibility of mitigating identified risks associated with the proposed projects was 
reviewed. 

7. Innovation and Impact: The level of innovation presented in the proposals and their potential impact 
were key factors in the assessment. 

8. Project Timeline: The proposed timelines were reviewed to ensure feasibility and alignment with the 
open call schedule. 

Through this process, the Feasibility Check enabled the Selection Committee to identify the most promising 
projects while ensuring alignment with the project's objectives and resources. 

5.3 Admissibility and Eligibility  

All final submitted proposals received (after feasibility check) during Open Call 2 were carefully checked against 
the Admissibility Criteria and Eligibility Check Criteria outlined in the Guide for Applicants (see Appendix J: 
Guide for Applicants). This step ensured that only proposals meeting the specified requirements progressed to 
the evaluation stage.  

Proposals were assessed against the following admissibility criteria: 

• Submission System: Proposals were required to be submitted exclusively through the online 6G-BRICKS 
Open Call management system (https://6g-bricks.eu/register/)  using the Application Template prepared 
by 6G-BRICKS (Appendix B: Application Template). Submissions via other means were not accepted. 

• Deadline: Proposals had to be submitted before the open call deadline.  

• Language: Proposals were required to be written entirely in English, the official language of the open 
call. 

Eligibility Check Criteria: In addition to the admissibility criteria, proposals were evaluated against the following 
eligibility criteria: 

• Type of Activity: All proposals were required to involve the use of the 6G-BRICKS Experimental Facility. 

• Type of Beneficiaries: Proposals could involve up to two legal entities, including SMEs, large 
companies, or RTOs, acting as technology or application providers. 

• Geographical Scope: Organisations had to be established in EU Member States, their Overseas Countries 
and Territories (OCTs), or Horizon Europe Associated Countries. Following the Council Implementing 
Decision (EU) 2022/2506, legal commitments could not be signed with Hungarian public interest trusts 
established under Hungarian Act IX of 2021 or any entities they maintain. 

• Financial Viability: Final Proposals were required to include the organisations’ financial check results as 
calculated here https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/lfv/lfvSimulation.do. 

https://6g-bricks.eu/register/
https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/lfv/lfvSimulation.do
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Exclusion Criteria: 

1. Bankruptcy, winding up, court-administered affairs, creditor arrangements, suspended business 
activities, or other comparable procedures (including procedures that involve persons who have 
unlimited liability for the applicant’s debts).  

2. Non-compliance with social security or tax obligations (including if such noncompliance is committed by 
people with unlimited liability for the applicant’s debts).  

3. Commission of grave professional misconduct. 

5.4  Independent Evaluation by External Experts   

All proposals submitted during Open Call 2 were evaluated using criteria similar to those of Horizon Europe, 
ensuring transparency, fairness, and objectivity. After passing the initial eligibility checks, each proposal was 
assigned to two independent external evaluators with relevant expertise. Proposals were scored based on three 
key criteria: Excellence, Impact, and Implementation. In cases where the assessments of the two evaluators 
differed significantly, a third evaluator was assigned to resolve the discrepancies. 

5.4.1 Scoring System 

Proposals were scored on a scale from 0 to 5 for each criterion, using the following interpretations: 

• 0 - The proposal fails to address the criterion or cannot be assessed due to missing or incomplete 
information. 

• 1 (Poor) - The criterion is inadequately addressed, or there are serious inherent weaknesses. 

• 2 (Fair) - The proposal broadly addresses the criterion, but there are significant weaknesses. 

• 3 (Good) - The proposal addresses the criterion well, but a number of shortcomings are present. 

• 4 (Very Good) - The proposal addresses the criterion very well, but a small number of shortcomings are 
present. 

• 5(Excellent) – The proposal successfully addresses all relevant aspects of the criterion. Any shortcomings 
are minor. 

Each criterion had a threshold of 3 points (out of 5). The overall threshold, calculated as the sum of the three 
scores, was 10 points (out of 15). 

5.4.2 Evaluation Criteria 

1. Excellence 
The excellence of each proposal was evaluated based on the following aspects: 

• Clarity, pertinence, and measurability of the project objectives and their realistic achievability. 

• The ambition of the proposed work, including its potential to go beyond the state of the art, and its 
inclusion of novel concepts, approaches, products, services, or business and organisational models. 

• Alignment of the R&I maturity of the proposed work with the topic description. 
 

2. Impact 
The impact of the proposal was assessed on the following aspects: 

• The benefits of the proposed work for the 6G-BRICKS project. 

• Clear demonstration of the added value for the 6G-BRICKS project, including references to relevant use 
cases or models for sustaining or extending the experimental facility. 

• The potential of the proposed work to sustain or extend the usage of the 6G-BRICKS experimentation 
facility beyond the project budget and timeline. 
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3. Implementation 
The quality and efficiency of the implementation were evaluated based on: 

• Coherence and effectiveness of the work plan, including timelines, deliverables, and milestones. 

• Appropriateness and justification of the allocation of tasks and resources to achieve the proposed 
objectives and deliverables. 

• Appropriateness of the skills and experience of the project delivery team, including complementary skill 
sets when multiple partners were involved. 

Evaluators documented their assessments in an evaluation form through the 6G-BRICKS Open Call Evaluation 
Dashboard (screenshots provided in Appendix F: Evaluation Guide for External Experts), which was specifically 
developed to facilitate the evaluation process.  

In the online system, the reviewers evaluated the proposals and added scores and comments for each criterion 
following the guidelines provided in Appendix F. They also declared the absence of any conflict of interest in 
evaluating the proposals (Appendix G: Confidentiality and Conflict of Interest Declaration for External Experts). 
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6 Feasibility Check and Independent Evaluation Results and Statistical 
Analysis 

This section outlines the outcomes of each stage of the Open Call 2 evaluation process, from the initial feasibility 
assessment to the finalised ranking list and the selection of funded proposals. The process maintained a 
structured, transparent, and objective selection in accordance with Horizon Europe standards for equal 
treatment, confidentiality, and conflict of interest. 

The following subsections offer a comprehensive breakdown of the results, featuring statistics from the 
feasibility assessment, evaluation results, and an overview of the selected projects that will receive funding under 
6G-BRICKS Open Call 2. 

6.1 Feasibility Check Proposals 

The first stage of the Open Call 2 evaluation was the Feasibility Check, during which proposals were evaluated 
for their alignment with the 6G-BRICKS infrastructure, technical objectives, and overall feasibility. This phase 
guaranteed that only meticulously prepared proposals, closely aligned with the project’s objectives, passed to 
the final evaluation stage. 

6.1.1 Overview of Submitted Proposals 

At this stage, fifty-four (54) proposal summaries were submitted from twenty-four (24) different countries. In 
total, seventy-eight (78) organisations from twenty-four different countries (Error! Reference source not 
found.Figure 9), including fifty (50) SMEs, twenty-six (26) RTOs, and two (2) big companies, showcased interest 
in participating in this call (Figure 8). Of these, twenty-four (24) proposals were submitted as collaborative efforts 
of consortia, composed of two beneficiaries, and thirty (30) were submitted by single entities.  

 

 

Figure 8: Breakdown of Organisation Types Across All Submitted Proposals. 
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Figure 9: Feasibility Check Applicants per Country. 

 

6.1.2 Feasibility Check Results 

Twenty-two (22) proposals were deemed feasible and qualified for the next stage of full proposal submission. 
Ten (10) were submitted from collaborations involving two beneficiaries, while twelve (12) originated from 
individual entities. A total of sixteen (16) countries submitted feasible proposals, with Greece, Portugal, Ireland, 
and Italy leading in the number of successful submissions (Figure 11). 

The distribution of feasible proposals by organisation type includes nineteen (19) SMEs, eleven (11) RTOs, and 
two (2) large companies (Figure 10). 

 

 

Figure 10: Distribution of Organisation Types in Feasible Proposals. 

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

It
al

y

Sp
ai

n

G
re

ec
e

Tu
rk

e
y

B
el

gi
u

m

A
u

st
ri

a

P
o

rt
u

ga
l

Lu
xe

m
b

o
u

rg

Se
rb

ia

C
yp

ru
s

U
K

G
e

rm
an

y

Fr
an

ce

H
u

n
ga

ry

Fi
n

la
n

d

Is
ra

e
l

Sl
o

ve
n

ia

U
kr

ai
n

e

C
ze

ch
ia

R
o

m
an

ia

N
e

th
e

rl
an

d
s

Ir
el

an
d

P
o

rt
u

ga
l

Li
th

u
an

ia

N
o

 o
f 

A
p

p
lic

an
ts

/O
rg

an
is

at
io

n
s

Country

Feasibility Check Applicants per Country

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

SME RTO BIG Company

N
o

 o
f 

O
rg

an
is

at
io

n
s 

Organisation Type 

Breakdown of Organisation Types Across Feasible 
Proposals



 
 D7.4 – Second Open Call Evaluation Report 

 
 

 

© 6G-BRICKS 2025  Page | 28  

 

 

Figure 11: Applicants Passing Feasibility Check – Country Breakdown 

 

 

The next step in the process involved submitting the final proposals and their independent evaluation, during 
which external experts assessed them based on Excellence, Impact, and Implementation. 

 

6.2  Final Applications and External Independent Evaluation Results 

Following the Feasibility Check, twenty-one (21) proposals were received at the final submission stage, where 
they underwent a rigorous evaluation process conducted by independent external experts. As outlined in the 
previous chapter, each proposal was assessed based on three key criteria: 

• Excellence: Clarity of objectives, innovation beyond the state of the art, and alignment with the 6G-
BRICKS project goals. (Minimum threshold: 3/5) 

• Impact: Added value to the 6G-BRICKS ecosystem, including sustainability and potential for continuation 
or scalability beyond the project duration. (Minimum threshold: 3/5) 

• Implementation: Feasibility of the work plan, sound resource allocation, and the technical capacity of 
the applicants. (Minimum threshold: 3/5) 

Each proposal was evaluated by two independent experts, and the final score was calculated as the average of 
both evaluations. In cases of significant scoring discrepancies. 

To be considered eligible for funding, proposals had to achieve: 

• A minimum average score of 10 out of 15, and 

• At least 3 out of 5 in each individual criterion. 
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Of the twenty-one (21) submitted proposals, fourteen (14) met the eligibility criteria. From these, the top eleven 
(11) proposals, ranked by their average evaluation scores, were selected for funding, in line with the available 
budget.  

The final ranking of all evaluated proposals is presented in the table below: 

 

Table 3:  Open Call 2 evaluation list resulted from the independent evaluation by external experts. 

Proposal 
Acronym 

Organisation 1 Country 1 Type 1 Organisation 2 Country 2 Type 2 Result 

DIGIT Edinburgh 
Napier 
University 

United Kingdom RTO - - - Contract 
offered 

6G-MEC Albes mart Portugal SME CMSF-Sistemas 
de Informação 
LDA 

Portugal SME Contract 
offered 

LearnSphere University of 
Peloponnese 

Greece RTO University of 
Ioannina 

Greece RTO Contract 
offered 

EMERGE-XR PIKEI “ New 
Technologies’’ 

Greece SME ZEONTEX - ZERO 
ONE 
TECHNOLOGIES 
P.C 

Greece SME Contract 
offered 

Follow_Me_C
onnectivity 

FINGLETEK OY Finland SME - - - Contract 
offered 

PEDESTRIAN Nextworks Italy SME Consorzio 
Nazionale 
Interuniversitari
o per le 
Telecomunicazi
oni CNIT 

Italy RTO Contract 
offered 

EDGETRUST OneSource Portugal SME - - - Contract 
offered 

TRACAI-CF The Laude Tech 
Company 

Spain SME Multiverse 
Computing S.L. 

Spain SME Contract 
offered 

CollabXR QUANTA & 
QUALIA 

Greece SME University 
College Dublin 

Ireland RTO Contract 
offered 

LITE IMEC Belgium RTO Spindox Labs Italy Big 
Company 

Contract 
offered 
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BRICKS4Healt
h 

Luxembourg 
Institute of 
Science and 
Technology 

Luxembourg RTO - - - Contract 
offered 

BInMotion Knowledgebiz 
Consulting 

Portugal SME Instituto de 
Desenvolviment
o de Novas 
Tecnologias-
Associacao - 
UNINOVA 

Portugal RTO Reserve 
list 

DETO-XR HUN-REN Office Hungary RTO - - - Reserve 
list 

QE2-Response Nuwa Limited Ireland SME DELL Ireland Big 
Company 

Reserve 
list 

DYNAMIT Digital Factory 
Vorarlberg 
GmbH 

Austria RTO - - - Rejected 

OPTIC-6G Hopcast France SME - - - Rejected 

TEST-B5G EIGHT BELLS 
LTD 

Cyprus SME - - - Rejected 

LRiNav Link Robotik 
Tekn. Mak. San 
ve Tic A.S.  

Turkey SME - - - Rejected 

KGraphxApps Virtuona Serbia SME Gridnet S.A. Greece SME Rejected 

Reliability_xA
pps 

University of 
York 

UK RTO - - - Rejected 

FR3 BRICK Massive Beams 
GmbH 

Germany SME Intelligent Next 
Generation 
Systems SA - 
iNGS  

Greece SME Rejected 

6.3 Selected Winners 

The eleven proposals selected to receive a total funding of 1,080,000 EUR represent a diverse range of topics 
and vertical applications such as eHealth, Industry 4.0, Public Protection and Disaster Relief (PPDR), immersive 
education, automotive safety, and Extended Reality (XR). These experiments explore the potential of the 6G-
BRICKS testbeds and enablers to address real-world challenges, ranging from trajectory prediction in cell-free 
networks and RIS-based connectivity to federated learning for road safety and haptic VR medical training. Each 
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project contributes to validating and extending the 6G-BRICKS infrastructure, showcasing the transformative 
impact of 6G in next-generation applications. 

Table 4: Selected projects from Open Call 2 and corresponding funding. 

Proposal Acronym Organisation 1 Country 1 Organisation 2 Country 2 Funding 
Awarded 

DIGIT Edinburgh Napier 
University 

United Kingdom - - €60,000 

6G-MEC Albes mart Portugal CMSF-Sistemas de 
Informação LDA 

Portugal €120,000 

LearnSphere University of 
Peloponnese 

Greece University of 
Ioannina 

Greece €120,000 

EMERGE-XR PIKEI “New 
Technologies’’ 

Greece ZEONTEX - ZERO 
ONE TECHNOLOGIES 
P.C 

Greece €120,000 

Follow_Me_Conn
ectivity 

FINGLETEK OY Finland - - €60,000 

PEDESTRIAN Nextworks Italy Consorzio Nazionale 
Interuniversitario 
per le 
Telecomunicazioni 
CNIT 

Italy €120,000 

EDGETRUST ONE SOURCE 
CONSULTORIA 
INFORMATICA LDA 

Portugal - - €60,000 

TRACAI-CF THE LAUDE 
TECHNOLOGY 
COMPANY S.L. 

Spain Multiverse 
Computing S.L. 

Spain €120,000 

CollabXR QUANTA & QUALIA 
IKE 

Greece UNIVERSITY 
COLLEGE DUBLIN, 
NATIONAL 
UNIVERSITY OF 
IRELAND, DUBLIN 

Ireland €120,000 

LITE INTERUNIVERSITAIR 
MICRO-
ELECTRONICA 
CENTRUM (IMEC) 

Belgium Spindox Labs Italy €120,000 
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BRICKS4Health Luxembourg 
Institute of Science 
and Technology 

Luxembourg - - €60,000 

 

 

Figure 12: Winning Proposals by Organisation Type. 

 

 

Figure 13: Number of Winning Proposals by Country. 
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1. Digital Twin-based Performance Validation Framework for 6GBricks Transportation Vertical / DIGIT 

• Technical Mentor: EUR 

• Major Aim: DIGIT aims to enable the development and validation of 6G service applications for various 
verticals by leveraging Digital Twins and cloud-native microservice architectures. Building on the 
EURECOM testbed and 5G components based on OpenAirInterface and 3GPP APIs, DIGIT introduces a 
three-layered Digital Twin-based framework to support dynamic, data-intensive applications with high 
performance and scalability. The project ensures software-based isolation of tenant data and deploys 
use-case-specific UE agents for domain-specific verticals. By integrating with the 6G-BRICKS DMO 
enabler via a TMF-compliant API, DIGIT enables real-time monitoring and management of verticals. The 
framework’s capabilities will be validated through an emergency response optimisation scenario in a 
transportation network. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: The DIGIT project significantly enhances the 6G-BRICKS initiative by 
delivering an open, modular, and high-performance Digital Twin-based testing and validation 
framework. Focused on the transportation vertical, DIGIT advances the project’s goal of supporting 
diverse vertical applications through real-time data collection, adaptive decision-making, and cloud-
native microservice architecture. By integrating advanced technologies such as reinforcement learning 
and TMF-compliant APIs, DIGIT improves the scalability, intelligence, and flexibility of the EURECOM 
testbed. 
 

2. Testing MEC Integration with Open RAN for Low-Latency Industry 4.0 Applications / 6G-MEC 

• Technical Mentor: ISI/ATGH 

• Major Aim: 6G-MEC explores low-latency private 5G solutions for Industry 4.0 by decentralising the User 
Plane Function (UPF) into a Multi-access Edge Computing (MEC) environment and applying network 
slicing for URLLC. Validated on the ISI/ATH testbed with an XR industrial application, the experiment 
analyses UPF performance and continuity under real and emulated traffic in a factory-like setup. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: 6G-MEC contributes to the Industry 4.0 vertical by enhancing 
OpenAirInterface (OAI) with new features and O-RAN compatibility improvements, all released as open-
source. These developments will be merged into the public OAI repository, offering long-term value to 
the global research community beyond the project’s lifetime. Additionally, the project improves the 
ISI/ATH testbed with a user-friendly dashboard and permanently integrates two OAIBOX™ MAX units, 
ensuring continued support for 6G-BRICKS experimentation and open-source advancement. 
 

3. Expanding 6G-BRICKS to Revolutionise Education /LearnSphere 

• Technical Mentor: ISI/ATH 

• Major Aim: LearnSphere leverages 6G to deliver immersive, real-time Virtual Reality (VR) learning 
experiences for cultural education. By overcoming current network limitations, it enables large-scale 
trials with over 1PB of interactive content. Integrated with the 6G-BRICKS infrastructure via the 
Continuum Manager and π-Edge platforms, LearnSphere ensures seamless, high-quality educational 
services across distributed edge-clouds, supporting Europe's leadership in advanced EdTech. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: LearnSphere enhances the 6G-BRICKS ecosystem by validating the 
platform’s ability to support immersive, real-time VR education. Through large-scale trials using multi-
petabyte datasets, it provides concrete performance benchmarks for latency, bandwidth, and user 
experience. By integrating with the Continuum Manager Module, LearnSphere optimises edge-cloud 
resource management for seamless educational delivery. The project contributes lasting value through 
open data, scalable deployment models, and forward-compatible design, positioning 6G-BRICKS as a key 
enabler for next-generation EdTech solutions. 
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4. Extended Reality for Medical Emergency Response and Guidance Evaluation / EMERGE-XR 

• Technical Mentor: KUL 

• Major Aim: EMERGE-XR develops a 6G-enabled XR application to assist emergency medical teams with 
real-time AR guidance, edge processing, and AI support. Validated on the 6G-BRICKS KUL testbed using 
CFmMIMO, it will assess performance in multi-incident and mobile scenarios. Captured data will be 
replayed for reproducible testing, with telemetry-driven insights enhancing PPDR effectiveness. The 
project is led by PIKEI with ZEONTEX providing technical support. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: EMERGE-XR advances the 6G-BRICKS mission by validating 6G technologies 
in critical Public Protection and Disaster Relief (PPDR) scenarios, including mobile emergency response. 
Through real-world XR use cases, it assesses URLLC, throughput, and coverage performance under high-
stress conditions. By integrating Cell-Free Massive MIMO and near-RT RIC optimization from the KUL 
testbed, the project enhances dynamic network adaptability. Its telemetry-driven evaluation framework 
further strengthens 6G-BRICKS’ capability to monitor and optimize high-bandwidth, latency-sensitive 
applications like XR. 
 

5. Follow Me Connectivity: towards combining LMF with RIS for machine inspection/ FMC 

• Technical Mentor: EUR 

• Major Aim: FMC aims to enable real-time control of Reconfigurable Intelligent Surfaces (RIS) for 
seamless 6G connectivity in dynamic environments. Using the 6G-BRICKS RIS testbed at EURECOM, the 
project integrates localisation data from the 5G Core LMF and radio metrics from a KPM xApp to guide 
RIS behaviour. Validated through an XR-based machine inspection use case, FMC will demonstrate how 
real-time RIS control enhances connectivity and performance in complex industrial scenarios. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: FMC contributes directly to the 6G-BRICKS objective of xApp 
experimentation for RIS and trajectory prediction by developing a real-time RIS control xApp using 
standard 5G components (LMF and KPM xApp). Demonstrated on the EURECOM testbed with an XR-
based machine inspection scenario, the project enables dynamic, location-aware RIS reconfiguration 
without hardware or network modifications. FMC’s O-RAN-compliant design ensures compatibility 
across RIS platforms, while its open-source dataset and planned contributions to O-RAN and ETSI 
reinforce its long-term value. The project also strengthens 6G-BRICKS’ academic impact through targeted 
scientific publications on ML-driven RIS control. 
 

6. Protecting vulnErable roaD usErS with federaTed leaRnIng for trAjectory prediction/ PEDESTRIAN 

• Technical Mentor: EUR 

• Major Aim: PEDESTRIAN showcases a 6G vertical for road safety, using Federated Learning (FL) and 
transformer models to predict the trajectories of Vulnerable Road Users (VRUs). By leveraging data from 
Connected Vehicles and Road Side Units across the edge–cloud continuum, the project ensures privacy-
preserving, real-time analysis. It evaluates centralized, distributed, and hierarchical FL setups, while 
extending the 6G-BRICKS EUR platform with FL-aware orchestration and MLOps tools tailored for the 
automotive domain. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: PEDESTRIAN introduces a novel automotive use case to 6G-BRICKS, 
extending its reach beyond Industry 4.0 and metaverse applications into the domain of Intelligent 
Transport Systems. By leveraging federated learning and transformer networks at the network edge, the 
project enables real-time trajectory prediction of vulnerable road users, enhancing road safety. It also 
brings dynamic service migration capabilities to the EUR testbed and extends its orchestration platform. 
With involvement from CNIT and ties to Italy’s motor valley, PEDESTRIAN strengthens industry 
collaboration potential and promotes broader adoption of the 6G-BRICKS infrastructure across national 
and European research projects. 
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7. Situational Guidance and Response Deployment at the Edge / EDGETRUST 

• Technical Mentor: ISI/ATH 

• Major Aim: EDGETRUST enhances the Mobitrust situational awareness platform for Public Protection 
and Disaster Relief (PPDR) by integrating it with the ISI testbed’s Cognitive Continuum. The project 
enables intent-driven, low-latency deployment of edge-native services, improving real-time decision-
making during emergencies. Validation includes remote and on-site testing of Mobitrust’s advanced 
capabilities for dynamic, mission-critical scenarios. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: EDGETRUST extends the 6G-BRICKS platform by integrating the Mobitrust 
situational awareness system with the ISI testbed’s Cognitive Continuum, demonstrating real-time, 
intent-driven edge orchestration for critical PPDR scenarios. The project validates the platform’s 
capabilities in emergency response through interoperability with drones, IoT sensors, and AR devices, 
while generating valuable datasets and performance benchmarks. EDGETRUST not only broadens 6G-
BRICKS’ vertical use case portfolio but also lays the groundwork for future applications in smart cities 
and healthcare, promoting long-term sustainability and stakeholder engagement. 

 
8. Industry 4.0 robot trajectory and Cell Free MIMO clustering prediction using advanced AI/ML techniques 

in an O-RAN environment/ TRACAI-CF 

• Technical Mentor: KUL 

• Major Aim: TRACAI-CF explores AI-driven trajectory prediction in cell-free networks for Industry 4.0, 
focusing on reliable, low-latency connectivity for mobile devices like AGVs and robots. It develops a 
BERT-based xApp to predict UE-RU associations in real time, integrating with the near-RT RIC for dynamic 
network optimization. A quantum-inspired compression of BERT ensures compliance with O-RAN 
constraints. The solution will be validated on the KUL 6G testbed to benchmark accuracy, speed, and 
energy efficiency. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: TRACAI-CF strengthens the 6G-BRICKS ecosystem by introducing a 
compressed, BERT-based xApp for accurate trajectory prediction in cell-free O-RAN networks, directly 
aligned with PoC 1 (Autonomous robots in Industry 4.0). Integrated into the KUL testbed, the xApp 
demonstrates efficient, low-footprint deployment of advanced AI models, supporting modular, 
software-defined infrastructure. The project advances multiple 6G-BRICKS objectives—enabling 
evolvable experimentation, promoting disaggregated architectures, and delivering breakthroughs for 6G 
RAN. Post-project, TRACAI-CF will remain available as a demonstrator, with open science-aligned 
resources and potential contributions to O-RAN standardisation. 

 
9. Collaboration in XR /CollabXR 

• Technical Mentor: EUR 

• Major Aim: CollabXR demonstrates how 6G infrastructure can power immersive, haptic-enabled VR 
collaboration for critical training applications. Using Magos VR Haptic Gloves, the project deploys a 
multiplayer medical intubation training app requiring real-time precision and synchronisation. Validated 
on EURECOM’s 6G testbed with mmWave and RIS, CollabXR showcases the potential of 6G-enabled XR 
for healthcare, Industry 4.0, and beyond, marking a milestone in human-machine interaction. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: CollabXR brings substantial value to 6G-BRICKS by validating the EURECOM 
testbed’s performance under the demanding requirements of metaverse applications involving VR, 
haptics, and medical training. By deploying a RIS/cell-free experimentation xApp and integrating Magos 
VR Haptic Gloves, the project tests key 6G metrics such as low latency, throughput, and spectral 
efficiency. It supports multiple 6G-BRICKS objectives, including the evolution of programmable and 
disaggregated infrastructures, validation of advanced use cases, and contribution to a secure, multi-
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tenant experimentation environment. CollabXR’s framework will be reusable in future XR projects, 
reinforcing the testbed’s long-term utility and impact. 

 
10. Lightweight Intelligent Trajectory Estimation/LITE 

• Technical Mentor: KUL 

• Major Aim: LITE aims to develop a data-driven xApp for accurate trajectory prediction in Cell-Free 
Massive MIMO (CF-MaMIMO) networks, while minimizing front-haul load. Building on O-RAN's 
flexible architecture, LITE addresses scalability and mobility challenges by evaluating location-based 
and location-unaware prediction methods and integrating lightweight CSI compression techniques. 
The project will test its solution in real-world settings to optimize CF-MaMIMO performance under 
practical constraints. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: LITE enhances the 6G-BRICKS platform by introducing a lightweight, 
data-driven xApp for real-time trajectory prediction in distributed CF-maMIMO networks. Integrated 
into the O-RAN-compliant stack at KUL, the xApp reduces fronthaul load while enabling efficient, AI-
powered resource management under realistic conditions. LITE supports key 6G-BRICKS use cases—
including Industry 4.0 and metaverse applications—by delivering precise, low-latency mobility 
predictions essential for autonomous systems and immersive environments. Its modular design 
fosters future experimentation in clustering, beamforming, and scalable AI-native network 
management, extending the long-term value and applicability of the 6G-BRICKS infrastructure. 

 
11. BRICKS for e-health services/ BRICKS4Health  

• Technical Mentor: KUL 

• Major Aim: Bricks4Health validates the 6G-BRICKS platform for eHealth by enabling real-time, 
remote rehabilitation for chronic low back pain (cBP). Using RGB and depth sensors, patient 
movements are transmitted and rendered on a 3D avatar for physiotherapists to monitor and 
provide feedback. The project tests the KU Leuven (KUL) enablers to demonstrate 6G’s potential for 
low-latency, high-reliability remote healthcare applications. 

• Added Value to 6G-BRICKS: BRICKS4HEALTH validates the applicability of the 6G-BRICKS 
infrastructure to the eHealth sector by deploying an innovative remote rehabilitation application for 
chronic back pain. The project tests key enablers such as Cell-Free technologies, localization, and 
intent-driven π-Edge services, enhancing the testbed’s capabilities in terms of throughput, latency, 
and accuracy. By demonstrating a scalable, native-edge healthcare use case, BRICKS4HEALTH 
broadens the platform’s vertical coverage and supports its long-term sustainability, while opening 
pathways for future research and collaboration in digital health. 
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7 Contracting Phase  

During the contracting phase, all selected projects were formally onboarded, with clear expectations and 
responsibilities set for both the 6G-BRICKS consortium and the grantees. This structured approach not only 
ensured transparency and accountability but also provided a solid foundation for the successful implementation 
of the funded sub-projects. 

7.1 Sub-Grant Agreements 

Following the completion of the evaluation process, the SubGrant Agreement (SGA) was prepared and signed by 
each selected third-party sub-project. As described in Section 3.5 Grants and Funding Distribution, the SGA 
operates under a lump sum funding model, ensuring that financial support is provided upon the delivery of 
expected outputs and the successful completion of milestones. 

For sub-projects involving consortia (comprising two organisations), the SGA (Appendix H: Subgrant Agreement 
Template) was signed exclusively by the consortium leader, who is responsible for managing the project and 
distributing funds to the second beneficiary. 

• Each SGA included, as an annex, the Individual Mentoring Plan (IMP) tailored to the specific project. The 
IMP outlined: 

• The KPIs and deliverables that would be assessed during the milestone reviews. 

• The project's budget, detailing the allocation of the lump sum across the three funding stages. 

• •A breakdown of resource dedication and a detailed cost estimate to ensure alignment between the 
lump sum and the actual costs incurred by the beneficiaries. 

7.2 Contracting Process 

To ensure a smooth contracting phase, the following steps were undertaken: 

• Drafting and Circulation of the SGA: The SGA was prepared and sent to each selected beneficiary. 

• Review by Beneficiaries: The beneficiaries were given time to review the contracts with their legal 
departments and provide comments or raise objections. 

• Resolution of Issues: All comments and objections were addressed or discussed with the beneficiaries 
to ensure clarity and mutual agreement. 

• Finalisation and Signature: Once finalised, the revised SGA was circulated for signature to all relevant 
parties, completing the contractual process. 

7.3 Milestone Reviews 

The Milestone Reviews are a critical component of the 6G-BRICKS Open Call 2 program, ensuring that third-
party sub-projects meet their objectives, maintain quality, and adhere to timelines. These reviews occur at 
each payment stage, as outlined in the Individual Mentoring Plan (IMP), developed at the program's start in 
collaboration with the mentors allocated to each sub-project. 

The performance of each beneficiary is evaluated by the Technical Mentors (EUR, ISI/ATH, EUR) and the 
Technical Manager (IQU) during the Milestone Reviews, using the following criteria (see also Appendix I: 
Milestone Review Evaluation Form): 
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1. Deliverable Quality 
o The quality of deliverables is assessed based on the outputs established in the Individual 

Mentoring Plan. 
2. Technical Performance Indicators 

o The technical performance is evaluated against the KPIs specified in the Individual Mentoring 
Plan. 

3. Deadline Compliance 
o Adherence to the deadlines outlined in the work plan is scored. 

Each criterion is scored on a scale from 0 to 10, and the final score is calculated using the following weights: 

• Deliverable Quality: 30% 
• Technical Performance Indicators: 60% 
• Deadline Compliance: 10% 

 

Figure 14: Milestone Review Criteria. 

Beneficiaries must achieve a minimum threshold of 7 points in the Milestone Review to successfully proceed to 
the next stage of the program and receive their next payment. Beneficiaries scoring below 7 points are proposed 
by the Technical Mentors as candidates to leave the program. 
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8 Lessons Learned from Open Calls 1 and 2 

The execution of Open Calls 1 and 2 under the 6G-BRICKS project provided important insights into the end-to-
end process of engaging third parties, from dissemination and submission to evaluation and grant agreement 
preparation. The following lessons were identified: 

1. Early and Targeted Dissemination Maximises Reach 
Initiating communication efforts early and leveraging targeted channels, such as Networld Europe’s 
SME Working Group, newsletters, and major events, proved essential in attracting diverse and high-
quality proposals from relevant stakeholders across Europe and Horizon Europe-associated countries. 

2. Clear Documentation Improves Application Quality 
Providing concise, user-friendly guidance documents and templates (e.g., Guide for Applicants, 
Feasibility Check, Application Forms) reduced the volume of clarification requests and resulted in 
better-structured submissions that aligned with the project’s objectives. 

3. The Feasibility Check is a Critical Filtering Mechanism 
The initial feasibility assessment by the technical team and testbed providers served as an effective 
filter to ensure technical alignment and maturity before applicants invested time in preparing full 
proposals. 

4. Live Webinars Enhance Engagement and Transparency 
Hosting open-call webinars with interactive Q&A sessions enabled potential applicants to gain a better 
understanding of the scope, requirements, and procedures. These events also helped increase trust, 
transparency, and overall visibility of the open call process. 

5. Strong Coordination Between Internal and External Reviewers Ensures Fairness 
The well-defined roles of the External Experts and the Internal Open Call Selection Committee, 
combined with clear communication and evaluation guidelines, enabled a smooth, fair, and impartial 
selection process. 

6. An Integrated Platform Would Streamline the Entire Process 
Although a custom evaluation system and a dedicated submission form were developed for the project 
website, the use of multiple tools across the feasibility check, submission, evaluation, and selection 
phases presented certain challenges. A unified platform supporting the entire open call lifecycle would 
have improved efficiency and reduced administrative burden. However, the development of such a 
comprehensive system was not foreseen at the proposal stage and therefore not included in the initial 
work plan or budget. 

7. Proactive Support During Grant Agreement Preparation is Essential 
After the selection stage, providing continuous support and clear guidance during the preparation of 
Sub-Grant Agreements (SGAs) helped selected applicants navigate the process smoothly and begin 
their activities in alignment with 6G-BRICKS expectations. 
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9 Conclusions 

The 6G-BRICKS Open Call 2 successfully engaged external third-party participants to support the validation, 
evolution, and real-world application of the project’s experimental infrastructure. Out of 36 proposals received, 
22 passed the feasibility check and progressed to full submission. Following a transparent and rigorous evaluation 
process conducted by independent experts, eleven (11) proposals were selected for funding, each addressing 
critical aspects of the 6G research landscape. 

The selected projects span key verticals, including eHealth, Industry 4.0, automotive, Public Protection and 
Disaster Relief (PPDR), education, and the metaverse, significantly enriching the 6G-BRICKS testbeds. Their 
integration will enhance the platform's capabilities in areas including: 

• Real-time XR and haptic-enabled training (CollabXR), 

• Federated learning for road safety in intelligent transport systems (PEDESTRIAN), 

• RIS-based connectivity optimisation through trajectory prediction (FMC and LITE), 

• Remote healthcare and rehabilitation services using edge-native architectures (BRICKS4HEALTH and 
EDGETRUST), 

• Emergency response through AR-supported guidance (EMERGE-XR), 

• Immersive virtual education at scale (LearnSphere), 

• Digital twins for transportation optimisation and 6G service validation (DIGIT), 

• Industry 4.0 and Autonomous Robots (6G-MEC & TRACAI-CF). 

 

These projects not only contribute technical innovations such as AI-native xApps, distributed CF-maMIMO 
experimentation, and real-time RIS control, but also deliver reusable frameworks, open datasets, and valuable 
insights for future standardisation and large-scale 6G adoption. 

The contracting phase has been completed, with all Sub-Grant Agreements (SGAs) signed, marking the official 
launch of the sub-projects. Their implementation will be monitored through milestone reviews to ensure timely 
delivery of results, performance targets, and alignment with 6G-BRICKS objectives. 

A well-coordinated dissemination and outreach campaign, including targeted webinars, dedicated website 
content, and stakeholder engagement, was instrumental in attracting strong participation from SMEs, RTOs, and 
industry actors across Europe. 

This deliverable provides a comprehensive overview of the Open Call 2 process, including the evaluation 
methodology, selection criteria, and final results. It also serves as a reference resource, with key documentation 
included in the Appendices, such as application templates, contracting forms, and declarations of honour. Most 
importantly, it sets the stage for a new phase of experimentation that will strengthen the position of 6G-BRICKS 
as a leading facility for 6G research, testing, and innovation. 
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Appendix A: Feasibility Check Template 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Note: Proposal applications that pass the feasibility check are required to submit this document (final version 

with the results) when submitting their final proposal through the online 6GBRICKS open calls system. 

 

 
 

6G-BRICKS: Building Reusable testbed Infrastructures for 
validating Cloud-to-device breakthrough technologies 

Open Call 2:  Feasibility Check Form 

Full Title of your proposal /Acronym of your proposal (optional) 

Main target of proposal 
1. Vertical applications from various domains (e.g., PPDR, 
media, eHealth, transportation, Industry 4.0) to validate the 
6G-BRICKS testbeds in terms of throughput, low latency, and 
spectral efficiency, location accuracy, increased coverage, 
intent-driven service deployment/ 
2. Experimentation xApps for RIS experimentation, cell-free 
experimentation and trajectory prediction 

Date of proposal: DD/MM/2024 

Coordinator organization(s) 
name(s): 

Your organisation(s) name(s) 

Organisation legal status2 “SME” | “Big Company” | “RTO”  

Name of the coordinating person: Name of the coordinating person 

Coordinator telephone number: Coordinator telephone number 

Coordinator email:  

 

Coordinator email 
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Section 1: Project Summary and Description 

Project Summary 

(Maximum 300 words – summary of the proposed work) 

 

Project Description 

Please include here goals, objectives, identify preferred facility(ies). Please provide detailed information so that 

the project can be understood. The information in this section will be treated confidentially and will not be used 

in public documents and reports by the 6G-BRICKS consortium. 

 

Section 2: Requested 6G-BRICKS Resources 

Please select the resources you intend to utilize from our facilities and provide a justification for each chosen 

resource. Explain why these specific resources are necessary for your proposed experiment/project and specify 

the quantity required. Additionally, indicate when (including the duration) and how you plan to conduct 

experiments on our platform, including details regarding volume and duration. 

 

Resources Justification 

  

  

 

Section 3: Feasibility Check results 

Date Feasibility check completed: 

Results: Passed / Failed 

If Feasibility passed: (Please indicate short report of the results of the successful feasibility check including any 

recommendations made to the proposers). 

If Feasibility failed: (Please indicate short report of the failed feasibility check including any recommendations 

made to the proposers). 

Feasibility check completed by: Enter full name, Organization 
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Appendix B: Application Template 

 

 

 

 

 
 

6G-BRICKS: Building Reusable testbed Infrastructures for validating Cloud-to-device 
breakthrough technologies 

Open Call 2:  Application Form 

Full Title of your proposal /Acronym of your proposal (optional) 

Main target of proposal 1. Vertical applications from various domains (e.g., PPDR, media, 
eHealth, transportation, Industry 4.0) to validate the 6G-BRICKS 
testbeds in terms of throughput, low latency, and spectral efficiency, 
location accuracy, increased coverage, intent-driven service 
deployment/ 

2. Experimentation xApps for RIS experimentation, cell-free 
experimentation and trajectory prediction 

Date of proposal: DD/MM/2024 

Coordinator organization(s) name(s): Your organisation(s) name(s) 

Organisation legal status3 “SME” | “Big Company” | “RTO”  

Name of the coordinating person: Name of the coordinating person 

Coordinator telephone number: Coordinator telephone number 

Coordinator email:  

 

Coordinator email 
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INSTRUCTIONS 

 

Please read carefully before starting your proposal:  

Please use this template for the preparation of your proposal, as it has been structured to ensure that the crucial 
aspects of your planned work can be objectively evaluated according to the established criteria. Each section 
within the template corresponds to an evaluation criterion (for more information, refer to the "Guide for 
Applicants" available here: https://6g-bricks.eu/open-calls/  

It is essential to adhere to the structure of this template when creating your proposal, as any use of alternative 
templates or document structures will result in automatic disqualification. Only proposals that will effectively 
address all the required elements outlined in the template will be considered for evaluation.  

Please take note of the specified limits mentioned below the title of each section as guidance. Tables are 
permitted and should be included within the specified page limit. The minimum font size allowed is 11 points 
(tables may utilize a font size of 10 points). The page size should be A4, and all margins (top, bottom, left, right) 
should remain unchanged from their current settings. Maintain a minimum paragraph spacing of 0pt 
before/after and a line spacing of 1pt. To ensure ease of readability, it is recommended to use Calibri as the font 
style and black as the font color.  

Please be aware that if your proposal exceeds the specified page limit, the evaluating experts will not consider 
any excess pages.  

Remember to remove this page when submitting the proposal and eliminate any guidance/information text 
presented in gray within each section, as well as any footnotes. 

 

The rules for participation and funding in the Open Calls are subject to the General Annexes to Horizon Europe 
for the Work Programme 2023-20244 . 

 

Section A: Project Summary  

(Maximum 300 words – summary of the proposed work)  

Remark: The information in this section may be used in public documents and reports by the 6G-BRICKS 
consortium. 

 

Section B: Detailed description and expected results  

(Maximum 10 pages) 

Please describe the details of the planned experiment: what does the experimenter hope to obtain, how, and why 
is it relevant? This section should also include all information with respect to the State-of-the-Art or comparison 
to competing commercial solutions in case of experiments targeting ‘industrial innovation’ to show the innovative 
character of the experiment and the expected scientific or business impact. 

 

 
4 wp-13-general-annexes_horizon-2023-2024_en.pdf (europa.eu) 

https://6g-bricks.eu/open-calls/
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/wp-call/2023-2024/wp-13-general-annexes_horizon-2023-2024_en.pdf
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A. EXCELLENCE 

The Excellence will be evaluated according to the following criteria: 

1. Are the project objectives clear and pertinent to the topic? Are they measurable and verifiable? Are they 
realistically achievable?  

2. Is the proposed work ambitious and goes beyond the state of the art? Does the proposal include novel 
concepts and approaches, new products, services or business and organizational models? 

3. Is the R&I maturity of the proposed work in line with the topic description? 

 

B.  IMPACT 

The Impact will be evaluated according to the following criterion: 

1. The proposed work should have sufficient benefits for the 6G-BRICKS project. Applicants have to clearly 
indicate the added value for the 6G-BRICKS project. They may refer to the use-cases in the call text if 
appropriate or indicate any models that can help sustain or extend the 6G-BRICKS experimentation facility 
and its usage beyond the project budget and project ending.   

 

C. IMPLEMENTATION 

Quality of the implementation: The quality and the efficiency of the implementation will be evaluated according 
to the following criteria:  

1.     Coherence and effectiveness of the work plan, including timelines, deliverables and milestones.  

2. Appropriateness of the allocation of tasks and resources, justification of resources in order to get the 
objectives/deliverables proposed.  

3. Appropriateness of the skills and experience of the project delivery team. Complementary skill sets of the 
team (where there is more than one partner).  

 

Table 5: Suggested table for description of activities 

Workplan activity  Activity description Planned duration Expected output 

Activity 1    

Activity 2    

Activity 3    
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Table 6: Suggested table for description of milestones 

Milestone name Milestone description Delivery month 

Milestone 1   

Milestone 2   

Milestone 3   

 

Section C: Requested 6G-BRICKS Resources 

(Maximum 1 page)  

Please provide more information on why specific resources will be required from the 6G-BRICKS facility for the 
proposed experiment or extension. Please also specify when and how you will be running experiments on the 
platform. 

 

Section D: Proposers Profile and Capabilities  

(Maximum 1 page) 

Please, describe your organization, capabilities, resources, expertise. etc. that may ensure the success of the field 
trials. Please include also: 

• Type of organization 

• Number of employees 

• Short CVs of relevant personnel 

 

The applicants have to demonstrate their management and leadership qualities, their ability to take a concept 
from ideas to market, their capacity to carry through their ideas and understand the dynamics of the market they 
are trying to tap into. The team should be a cross-functional team, with a strong background and skills bas. 

 

All Open Call projects will be expected to comply with the General Data Protection Regulation 2016/679 (GDPR5). 

 

Section E: Requested funding 

(Maximum 2 pages per partner) 

This section provides an overview of the budgeted costs and the requested funding. A split is made in personnel 
costs, other direct costs (travel, equipment, etc.) and indirect costs. For proposals that have 2 distinct 

 
5 https://eur-lex.europa.eu/EN/legal-content/summary/general-data-protection-regulation-gdpr.html  

https://eur-lex.europa.eu/EN/legal-content/summary/general-data-protection-regulation-gdpr.html
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organizational participants, please clearly indicate the distribution of the costs between the participants. 

Type of Application: Are you applying as a single applicant (Option 1) or as a consortium/team of up to two 
members (Option 2)? 

1 Beneficiary: Maximum budget 60,000 euros over 6 months. 

2 Beneficiaries: Maximum budget is 120,000 euros over 6 months  

Organization #1 details  

Legal name  

Address  

Country  

Legal status “SME” | “Big Company” | “RTO” 

Website link  

PIC6  

 

Organization #2 details  

Legal name  

Address  

Country  

Legal status “SME” | “Big Company” | “RTO” 

Website link  

PIC  

 

Section F: Financial Feasibility Check 

In this section the proposing party is asked to include their organisation’s feasibility check statements. Click on 
the link below and fill in the form. Then copy the results here.  

 

https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/lfv/lfvSimulation.do 

 
6 https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/how-to-participate/participant-register  
 

https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/lfv/lfvSimulation.do
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/portal/screen/how-to-participate/participant-register
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Section G: Use of proposal information 

In this section the proposing party is asked to include some statements related to sharing information of the 
proposal within the 6GBRICKS consortium as well as agreeing to the sub-grant agreement if the proposal is 
successful.  

By submitting an application, I allow that the material 
provided in Sections A, C, D and F of this proposal will 
be retained by the 6G-BRICKS consortium, even if the 
proposal is not selected for funding. This information 
will be used in an aggregated and anonymous way, to 
create participation statistics and reports about the 
6G-BRICKS open calls. 

YES 

Furthermore, I allow that the other parts of this 
proposal may be accessed by the 6G-BRICKS 
consortium, also if the proposal is not selected for 
funding. In any case, the 6G-BRICKS consortium will 
treat all information of this proposal confidentially. 
Any use of this information will be discussed and 
agreed upon with the proposers. 

YES 

When submitting an application, I confirm that my 
organization has downloaded, read, and understood 
the sub-grant agreement (available at https://6g-
bricks.eu/open-calls/) and agree there will be no 
negotiations on the terms of this subgrant agreement 
if our proposal is accepted for fund. 

YES 

 

Section H: Ethics 

In this section the proposing party is asked to include some statements related to ethics and explain in detail the 
ethics self-assessment. 

Does this activity involve human participants? YES/NO 

Does this activity involve the processing of personal 
data? 

YES/NO 

Does it involve profiling, systematic monitoring of 
individuals, or processing of large-scale of special 
categories of data or intrusive methods of data 
processing (such as surveillance, geolocation tracking 
etc.)? 

YES/NO 

https://6g-bricks.eu/open-calls/
https://6g-bricks.eu/open-calls/
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Does this activity involve further processing of 
previously collected personal data (including the use 
of preexisting data sets or sources, merging existing 
data sets)? 

YES/NO 

Will any the activities be carried out in non-EU 
countries? 

YES/NO 

Does the proposed work involve the development, 
deployment and/or use of Artificial Intelligence? (if 
yes, detail in the self-assessment whether that could 
raise ethical concerns related to human rights and 
values and detail how this will be addressed). 

YES/NO 

When submitting an application, I confirm that I have 
taken into account all ethics issues above and that, if 
any ethics issues apply, I will complete the ethics self-
assessment. 

YES/NO 

 

Ethics Self-Assessment 

Ethical dimension of the objectives, methodology and likely impact. 

(Maximum 2500 characters) 

Compliance with ethical principles and relevant legislations 

(Maximum 2500 characters) 
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Appendix C: Coordinator Bank account information form 

 

ACCOUNT HOLDER INFORMATION 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

BANK ACCOUNT INFORMATION 

Bank Name  

Address  

Postcode  

Town/City  

Country  

IBAN number   

SWIFT code  

8 to 11 characters 

 

 

Account Name Holder  
The name or title under which the 
account has been opened and NOT 
the name of the authorised agent 

  

Holder’s Address 
  

Postcode 
  

Town/City 
  

Country 
  

Contact Person  
It does not need to be an authorised 
agent. 

  

Email 
  

Phone 
  

Mobile Phone 
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BANK STAMP & SIGNATURE OF BANK REPRESENTATIVE 

 

 

 

The bank stamp + signature of bank representative can be substituted by the 
attachment of a recent bank statement (less than 2 months). 

DATE + SIGNATURE OF ACCOUNT HOLDER (OBLIGATORY) 
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Appendix D: Declaration of Honor 

Title of the Project: ________________________________________________________ 

On behalf of _____________________________________________(SME/Organization name) established in 
_____________________________________________________________,(official address), VAT/TAX 
number_________________, represented for the purposes of signing and submitting the Declaration by 
___________________________ (Name of legal representative), declares that all provided information in the 
scope of this Open Call is true and legally binding.   

 

By signing this document, I declare that:  

1. I have the power to legally bind the legal entity I represent on submitting/participating in this proposal. 

2. Neither the above-mentioned legal entity nor any linked legal entity nor any individual member of the proposal 
team has submitted any other proposal under 6G-BRICKS Open Call. In case the above-mentioned legal entity or 
linked legal entity or individual member of the proposal team has submitted more than one proposal in this Open 
Call, all associated proposals will be automatically excluded from the evaluation process.  

3. I and the above legal entity that I legally represent are fully aware and duly accept all 6G-BRICKS rules and 
conditions as expressed in 6G-BRICKS Open Call documents and will fully respect any evaluation decision and 
proposal selection. Failure to follow the rules defined in the Open Call documents and the Annexes will result in 
automatic rejection of this application in its entirety. 

4. In case of SME, the information included in the ‘SME Financial Stability Declaration’ document is true and 
legally binding. 

5. I declare that the mentioned legal entity is not in one of the following situations: 

a) Is bankrupt or being wound up, is having its affairs administered by the courts, has entered an 
arrangement with creditors, has suspended business activities, is the subject of proceedings concerning 
those matters, or is in any analogous situation arising from a similar procedure provided for in national 
legislation or regulations. 

b) It or the persons having powers of representation, decision making or control over it have been convicted 
of an offence concerning their professional conduct by a judgment which has the force of res judicata. 

c) Has been guilty of grave professional misconduct proven by any means that the contracting authority 
can justify, including by decisions of the European Investment Bank and international organizations.  

d) Is not in compliance with its obligations relating to the payment of social security contributions or the 
payment of taxes in accordance with the legal provisions of the country in which it is established, or with 
those of the country of the contracting authority or those of the country where the contract is to be 
performed, to be proved by the deliverance of official documents issued by the local authorities, 
according to the local applicable rules. 

e) It or persons having powers of representation, decision making or control over it have been the subject 
of a judgment which has the force of res judicata for fraud, corruption, involvement in a criminal 
organization or any other illegal activity, where such illegal activity is detrimental to the Union’s financial 
interests. 

f)  Is subject to an administrative penalty for being guilty of misrepresenting the information required by 
the contracting authority as a condition of participation in a grant award procedure or another 
procurement procedure or failing to supply this information or having been declared to be in serious 
breach of its obligations under contracts or grants covered by the Union's budget. 



 
 D7.4 – Second Open Call Evaluation Report 

 
 

 

© 6G-BRICKS 2025  Page | 53  

g) I declare that neither myself nor any natural persons with power of representation, decision-making or 
control over the above-mentioned legal entity are not in the situations referred to in points (a) to (f) 
above;  

6. I declare that:  
a) Neither myself nor any person that I know is subject to a 6G-BRICKS conflict of interest.  
b) I have not made false declarations in supplying the information required by participation in the 6G-

BRICKS Open Calls or does not fail to supply this information.  
c) Neither myself nor any person that I know participates, controls, submits or is associated in any way with 

more than one proposal in the Open Call.  
7. I certify that the legal entity that I represent:  

• Is committed to participate in the abovementioned project.  

• Has or will have the necessary resources as and when needed to carry out its involvement in the above-
mentioned project. 

8.  I give the consent and permission to the 6G-BRICKS Project coordinator to use the attached information to 
contact me for any issue associated with the above application. 

9. I declare that:  My organization has not received any other EU grant for this action or any similar action and 
will give notice of any future EU grants related to this action AND of any EU operating grant(s) given to my 
organisation. 

10. All provided information in this declaration is true and legally binding. 
 

Entity Legal representative contact information: 

Title (Mr, Mrs, Dr.)  

Name  

Surname  

Position in the legal entity  

Full Address  

Country  

Email Address  

Telephone  

Mobile  

Signature, Date, stamp  
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Appendix E: Consortium Declaration 

Consortium Declaration 

 
Title of the Project: ________________________________________________________ 

On behalf of _____________________________________________(Organization name) established in 
_____________________________________________________________,(official address), VAT/TAX 
number_________________, represented for the purposes of signing and submitting the Declaration by 
___________________________ (Name of legal representative), declares that all provided information in the 
scope of this Open Call is true and legally binding.   

As the consortium leader, I, _____________________ (legal representative name) declare that all consortium 
partners have agreed on their roles and budget shares and I am solely responsible to distribute the budget 
shares to Consortium partners in accordance to this Consortium Declaration.  

By signing this declaration, all consortium partners, companies, SMEs, mid-caps or institution and all individuals 
participating in the proposal declare that:  

1. 6G-BRICKS consortium bears no responsibility in case the Consortium coordinator/leader violates the 
mutual agreement set in this Consortium Declaration.  

2. 6G-BRICKS Consortium bears no responsibility in case of dispute among consortium partners regarding 
IP rights.  

3. The legal entities that we represent do not participate directly, indirectly or in any capacity to more than 
one proposal submitted in the 6G-BRICKS Open Call #1.  

4. There is no linked or associated entity participating to more than one proposal submitted in the 6G-
BRICKS Open Call #1. As indicative example, without excluding other cases, it is not allowed for two 
companies or institutions that are administratively associated or members of the same group to 
participate at two individual proposals.  

5. The legal entities of the application consortium do not have any formal relationship with any 6G-BRICKS 
consortium beneficiaries. As indicative example, without excluding other cases, it is not allowed any 
company or institution participating to the Open Call to be administratively associated or members of 
the same group with any 6G-BRICKS consortium member.  

6. No legal entity or individual member of the Consortium team participates, controls, submits or is 
associated in any way with more than one proposal. As indicative example, without excluding other 
cases, it is not allowed for a legal entity or individual to be in the project team of more than one proposal. 
Moreover, it is not allowed for a legal entity or an individual to have a legal, administrative, technical, 
advisory or financial position or capacity in more than one applicant or is in the position to access or 
influence in any way more than one proposal. 

7. The legal entities I have not received any other EU grant for this action or any similar action and will give 
notice of any future EU grants related to this action AND of any EU operating grant(s) given to their 
organisations. 

 In case, one of the above conditions are violated, both Consortia in their entirety will be excluded.  

By submitting this document, Consortium accepts all the rules explained in the “Guidelines for Applicants” 
document. 
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1. Consortium leader/Coordinator 

Organization Legal Name  

Full address  

Legal representative name  

Type of organisation (SME, University, Research 
Institution etc.) 

 

Total Project Requested Funding (max 120.000 €)  

Coordinator Budget Share (max 60.000 €)  

Legal representative signature and stamp  

 
 

2. Consortium partner No 2 

Organization Legal Name  

Full address  

Legal representative name  

Type of organisation (SME, University, Research 
Institution etc.) 

 

Budget Share (max 60.000 €)  

Legal representative signature and stamp  
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Appendix F: Evaluation Guide for External Experts 
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Appendix G: Confidentiality and Conflict of Interest Declaration for 
External Experts 

I, the undersigned, declare that, in participating as an independent expert in the evaluation of proposals received 

in the open call of the project 6GBRICKS: 

1. I understand that a conflict of interest (CoI) arises when an individual's personal or professional 

affiliations may compromise their impartiality or objectivity in evaluating proposals. CoI may take various 

forms, including but not limited to: 

(i) Involvement in the preparation of the proposal application 

(ii) Serving as a director, trustee, partner, or having any involvement in the management of an 

applicant, linked third party, or other third party involved in the action.  

(iii) Being employed or contracted by one of the applicants, linked third parties, named 

subcontractors, or other third parties involved in the action.  

(iv) Having close family ties (or other close personal relationships with the principal investigator 

of the proposal being evaluated, especially in cases of cross-panel or cross-domain 

proposals. 

(v) Having a scientific collaboration with the principal investigator of the proposal.  

(vi) Having a relationship of scientific rivalry or professional hostility with the principal 

investigator of the proposal. 

2. I commit to treating all information contained in the proposals, which I am asked to evaluate, as 

confidential, both during the evaluation process and afterward. 

3. I shall not disclose the identity or any details of the views of my fellow evaluator(s), neither during the 

evaluation nor afterward. 

4. To the best of my knowledge, I do not have any interest in any of the proposals submitted in this call. I 

have not been involved in their preparation, and I do not stand to benefit either directly or indirectly 

from their eventual selection. 

5. In the event that I discover a conflict of interest during the evaluation process, I pledge to promptly 

declare it and withdraw from the evaluation. 

I acknowledge the importance of maintaining the integrity and fairness of the evaluation process and affirm my 
commitment to upholding these principles. 

 

Name   

Signature  

Date  
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Appendix H: Subgrant Agreement Template 
 

Contract between ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES 

and <EU PARTNER LEGAL NAME>  

For financial support to third parties under Article 9 of Grant Agreement number 

101096954 — 6G-BRICKS 

 

THIS CONTRACT is made between: 

(1) ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES (ISI/ATH) - whose legal address is 

Artemidos 6 & Epidavrou Marousi Greece 15 125 (hereinafter called "ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES")  

And  

(2) <EU Partner Legal Name>, <Full address> (hereinafter called "PARTNER")  

who shall be the “Parties” to this Contract:  

 

WHEREAS ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES (ISI/ATH) is a partner of project 

“6G-BRICKS: Building Reusable testbed Infrastructures for validating Cloud-to-device breakthrough 

technologies”, that receives European Union funding under Horizon Europe Grant Agreement number 

101096954 – 6G-BRICKS, and  

WHEREAS 6G-BRICKS has reserved funds to provide financial support to third parties under Article 9 of Grant 

Agreement7 number 101096954 — 6G-BRICKS through an open call process and  

WHEREAS ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES is the one of 17 beneficiaries in 

Grant Agreement number 101096954 –6G-BRICKS authorized to contract the third parties who are successful in 

the 6G-BRICKS open call process, and  

WHEREAS PARTNER is a third party receiving financial support for the research project submitted as DoW to the 

6G-BRICKS Open Call 2 as defined in Annex 1 hereto (“Work”) and which is critical to the success of the delivery 

of research work under the aforementioned Grant Agreement, and the work of this project must be performed 

within the timeframe and deadlines of the 6G-BRICKS’ Open Call 2 

 

ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES and PARTNER now agree the following 

Contract for performance of research by PARTNER as part of the aforementioned Grant Agreement. 

 

 
7 aga_en.pdf (europa.eu) 

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/common/guidance/aga_en.pdf
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The Contract:  

1 Definitions 

 

In this Contract and unless the context requires otherwise, the following words and phrases shall have the 

meanings detailed below: 

“Contract” shall mean this Contract, together with its annexes and any modifications agreed in writing by the 

Parties.  

“Grant Agreement” means Horizon Europe Grant Agreement 101096954 for project 6G-BRICKS as awarded to 

ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES and 16 additional beneficiaries, which follows 

the Horizon Europe Model Grant Agreement, whose latest annotated full version can be found here8 for further 

reference by the Parties. 

“Work” shall mean any work carried out or to be carried out under this Contract as specified in the “Description 

of Work” in Annex 1 to this Contract, and any modifications to that agreed between ATHINA RESEARCH & 

INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES and the PARTNER. 

“Description of Work” is the description of the tasks as presented in Annex 1 to this Contract. 

“Research” shall mean the items or services specified as such in the Scope of Work. 

“Results of the Work” shall mean any direct results of performing the Work. 

“Individual Mentoring Plan [IMP]” shall mean the document that establishes the individual budget, KPIs, 

Deliverables and a schedule that will be taken into account when evaluating the Grantees’ performance at the 

Milestones Review (See Annex 1&2). 

“Milestone Review” shall mean the evaluation of grantees’ performance by the 6G-BRICKS consortium 

established every time a payment is due, according to the established criteria. 

“IPR” shall mean any intellectual property right (including know-how) in any form, e.g., invention, copyright 

(including software), patent of any description, trade mark, trade dress, domain name, registered design right, 

design right and any registered protection for any of the foregoing including any application for such protection. 

“Foreground” shall mean IPR generated pursuant to the performance of the Work and includes the Results of 

the Work.  

“Background” IPR shall mean that which is not Foreground.  

2 Effectiveness of this Contract 

The start date of this Contract shall be <sub-project start date> and shall be made effective by signature by both 

Parties. 

3 Terms and Conditions 

 
8 unit-mga_he_en.pdf (europa.eu) 

https://ec.europa.eu/research/participants/data/ref/h2020/grants_manual/amga/h2020-amga_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/agr-contr/unit-mga_he_en.pdf
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In addition to the terms and conditions of this contract, the terms and conditions of the Horizon Europe Grant 

Agreement number 101096954 –6G-BRICKS under which the work is performed also apply mutatis mutandis to 

this Contract to ensure that the European Commission (EC) the European Court of Auditors (ECA) and the 

European Anti-Fraud Office (OLAF) can exercise their rights under Articles 25 and 20 of the Model Grant 

Agreement towards PARTNER. Furthermore, the obligations of the PARTNER include the obligations under 

articles 12, 13, 14, 17, 18, 19 and 33. In case of any conflict between the provisions of this Contract and those of 

the Grant Agreement, those of the Grant Agreement shall take order of precedence. 

The above-referenced articles of the Grant Agreement cover: 

▪ Article 12 – Conflict of interest 

o Obligation to avoid a conflict of interests 

o Consequences of non-compliance 

▪ Article 13 – Confidentiality 

o Sensitive information 

o Classified information 

o Consequences of non-compliance 

▪ Article 14 – Ethics 

o Ethics 

o Values 

o Consequences of non-compliance 

▪ Article 17 – Communication, Dissemination and Visibility 

o Communication activities by beneficiaries 

o Visibility of EU funding 

o Consequences of non-compliance 

▪ Article 18 – Specific rules for carrying out the action 

o Specific rules for carrying out the action 

o Consequences of non-compliance 

▪ Article 19 – General Information obligations 

o Requests for information 

o Information about events and circumstances which impact the action 

o Consequences of non-compliance 

▪ Article 25 – Checks, reviews, audits and investigations — Extension of findings 

o Granting authority checks, reviews and audits 

o European Commission checks, reviews and audits in grants of other granting authorities 

o Access to records for assessing simplified forms of funding 

o European Anti-Fraud Office (OLAF), European Public Prosecutor’s Office (EPPO), European 

Court of Auditors (ECA) audits and Investigations 

o Consequences of checks, reviews, audits and investigations — Extension of results of reviews, 

audits or investigations 

o Consequences of non-compliance 

▪ Article 33 – Liability for damages 

o Liability of the EC 

o Liability of the beneficiaries 
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If the project team is composed of two partners, the PARTNER must ensure that its obligations under this 

Agreement also apply to the second Project partners. In addition, the PARTNER must ensure that the Project 

partners have internal arrangements regarding their operation and co-ordination to ensure that the Project is 

implemented properly. These internal arrangements must be set out in a written ‘consortium agreement’ 

between the partners, which may cover: 

o legal representation 

o internal organisation of the project team 

o distribution of financial support 

o intellectual property rights 

 

4 Performance 

4.1 PARTNER shall perform its work under this Contract in accordance with the requirements of the 

Description of Work. 

4.2 PARTNER shall endeavour to ensure that all Work is performed to the highest professional standards 

and shall be responsible for the quality and timeliness of its research under this Contract. 

4.3 PARTNER will perform its research according to the following standards: 

(i) PARTNER and ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES must be 

available during normal working hours to discuss the work in progress and respond to technical 

and/or administrative requests 

(ii) The Personnel offered for the performance of the work must have the necessary competence 

to perform the work and must be announced in advance to ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES 

 

5 Forwarding of Funds 

ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES as a grantee of an EU funding is 

forwarding parts of the funding to PARTNER. The objective of the funding is to enable research for the 

benefit of the general public. 

 

The forwarded sum and the payment terms, shall be as specified by the payment plan in Annex 2 to this 

CONTRACT. 

 

Notwithstanding the commitments in the payment plan, Payments will only be done by ATHINA 

RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES subsequent to receiving the corresponding 

funding from the European Commission. 

As with all Horizon Europe projects, the final 15% payment will only be paid after the completion and 

approval of all Work of the Project by the European Commission. PARTNER shall strictly abide by all 

Horizon Europe provisions concerning reporting, cost calculations and invoicing, and adhere to all 

instructions contained in Horizon Europe Annotated Model Grant Agreement9 when completing its 

invoices. 

 

6 Scientific Standards  

 
9 unit-mga_he_en.pdf (europa.eu) 

https://ec.europa.eu/info/funding-tenders/opportunities/docs/2021-2027/horizon/agr-contr/unit-mga_he_en.pdf
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6.1 PARTNER shall perform the research as defined in the Description of Work. 

6.2 After reception of part or all of the research as defined in the Description of Work, ATHINA RESEARCH 

& INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES may request the PARTNER to revise the research to 

reach the agreed standards as per Description of Work. Failure to deliver the work or service to a 

satisfactory standard, as outlined in clause 4.2, by the final date set forth in the Description of Work 

will entitle ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES to withhold 

corresponding payment and/or reclaim the respective portion of any advance payment. If part or all of 

the research has not been delivered to the required standard and revisions are unsuccessful, the 

PARTNER agrees to return any payment or prepayment received for this research within 30 days. 

All reports must be prepared using the forms and templates provided by ATHINA RESEARCH & 

INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES. All reports and deliverables required under this contract, 

where appropriate, must be submitted in English. 

 

7 Intellectual property Rights 

PARTNER ensures full compliance with all IPR provisions under the Horizon Europe Model Grant 

Agreement. 

 

PARTNER shall take all reasonable precautions to avoid the inclusion of third party IPR in the Results of 

the Work, and to avoid making the use of the Foreground subject to third party IPR, and to avoid giving 

advice the following of which would result in the infringement of third party IPR. 

 

PARTNER ensures that the supply and use of their Personnel and performance of research in accordance 

with this Contract does not and will not wilfully infringe any IPR belonging to ATHINA RESEARCH & 

INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES, and/or any of the 6G-BRICKS beneficiaries or any third 

party. 

 

As the Horizon Europe Model Grant Agreement shall apply, IPR on the Results of the Work generated by 

the PARTNER shall be owned by the PARTNER as specified in article 16 of the Horizon Europe Model 

Grant Agreement. In the event of multiple partners, the allocation and terms of exercise of any joint 

ownership of results arising between the partners will be agreed in writing to ensure compliance with 

the Grant Agreement. 

 

7.1 Dissemination of Results 

PARTNER has the unlimited right to publish the Results of the Work 

7.2 Use of Results 

ISI/ATH and the 6G-BRICKS consortium, retain rights to the use of the Results of the Work for use in 

provisioning and providing test-bed facilities and promotional material. 

8 Confidentiality  

All information in whatever form or mode of communication, which is disclosed by a Party (the 

“Disclosing Party”) to any other Party (the “Recipient”) in connection with the Project during its 

implementation and which has been explicitly marked as “confidential” at the time of disclosure, or when 

disclosed orally has been identified as confidential at the time of disclosure and has been confirmed and 
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designated in writing within 15 calendar days from oral disclosure at the latest as confidential 

information by the Disclosing Party, is “Confidential Information” 

 

8.1 The Recipients hereby undertake in addition and without prejudice to any provisions of the Grant 

Agreement, for a period of 2 years after the end of the Project: 

o Not to use Confidential Information otherwise than for the purpose for which it was disclosed; 

o not to disclose Confidential Information without the prior written consent by the Disclosing 

Party; 

o to ensure that internal distribution of Confidential Information by a Recipient shall take place 

on a strict need-to-know basis; and to return to the Disclosing Party, or destroy, on request all 

Confidential Information that has been disclosed to the Recipients including all copies thereof 

and to delete all information stored in a machine-readable form to the extent practically 

possible. 

The Recipients may keep a copy to the extent it is required to keep, archive or store such Confidential Information 

because of compliance with applicable laws and regulations or for the proof of on-going obligations provided 

that the Recipient comply with the confidentiality obligations herein contained with respect to such copy for as 

long as the copy is retained. 

8.2 The Recipients shall be responsible for the fulfilment of the above obligations on the part of their 

employees or third parties involved in the Project and shall ensure that they remain so obliged, as far 

as legally possible, during and after the end of the Project and/or after the termination of the 

contractual relationship with the employee or third party. 

8.3 The above shall not apply for disclosure or use of Confidential Information, if and in so far as the 

Recipient can show that: 

o the Confidential Information has become or becomes publicly available by means other than a 

breach of the Recipient’s confidentiality obligations; 

o the Confidential Information is communicated to the Recipient without any obligation of 

confidentiality by a third party who is to the best knowledge of the Recipient in lawful 

possession thereof and under no obligation of confidentiality to the Disclosing Party; 

o the Disclosing Party subsequently informs the Recipient that the Confidential Information is no 

longer confidential; 

o the disclosure or communication of the Confidential Information is foreseen by provisions of 

the Grant Agreement; 

o the Confidential Information, at any time, was developed by the Recipient completely 

independently of any such disclosure by the Disclosing Party; 

o the Confidential Information was already known to the Recipient prior to disclosure, or 

o the Recipient is required to disclose the Confidential Information in order to comply with 

applicable laws or regulations or with a court or administrative order, subject to the provision 

Section 10.7 hereunder. 

8.4 The Recipient shall apply the same degree of care with regard to the Confidential Information disclosed 

within the scope of the Project as with its own confidential and/or proprietary information, but in no 

case less than reasonable care. 
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8.5 Each Party shall promptly advise the other Party in writing of any unauthorised disclosure, 

misappropriation or misuse of Confidential Information after it becomes aware of such unauthorised 

disclosure, misappropriation or misuse. 

8.6 If any Party becomes aware that it will be required, or is likely to be required, to disclose Confidential 

Information in order to comply with applicable laws or regulations or with a court or administrative 

order, it shall, to the extent it is lawfully able to do so, prior to any such disclosure to notify the 

Disclosing Party, and comply with the Disclosing Party’s reasonable instructions to protect the 

confidentiality of the information. 

 

9 Liabilities 

9.1 PARTNER shall use all reasonable endeavours to ensure the accuracy of any information it supplies 

under this Contract and shall be responsible only for any direct loss or damage arising out of any 

inaccuracies or omissions, which are the result of its wilful intent. 

9.2 PARTNER shall promptly notify ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES of 

any claim arising relevant to 9.1. ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES 

cannot be held liable for any damage caused to the beneficiaries or to third parties as a consequence of 

implementing the Agreement, including for gross negligence. ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES cannot be held liable for any damage caused by any of the beneficiaries 

or third parties involved in this action, as a consequence of implementing the Agreement. 

9.3 PARTNER shall promptly notify ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES of 

any claim arising from their performance of the work where a third party alleges harm has been caused 

by the actions of PARTNER in performing this contract. ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION 

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES cannot be held liable for any damage caused to the beneficiaries or to 

third parties as a consequence of implementing the Agreement, including for gross negligence. ATHINA 

RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES cannot be held liable for any damage caused 

by any of the beneficiaries or third parties involved in this action, as a consequence of implementing 

the Agreement. 

9.4 PARTNER’s overall liability under this contract is limited to the value of PARTNER’s share of this 

contract, except for damages caused by wilful intent. 

9.5 Upon request, PARTNER shall inform ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION 

TECHNOLOGIES on the essential terms and conditions of its employer’s liability insurance. 

9.6 Should in the execution of the CONTRACT a need arises to provide the European Commission or the 

6G-BRICKS beneficiaries with information which is subject to export control laws and regulations that 

originates from PARTNER, PARTNER shall notify ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION 

TECHNOLOGIES to secure that such information is only provided in accordance with the provisions of 

such export control laws and regulations. 

 

10 Term and Terminations 

10.1 This Contract starts on <sub-project start date> and it shall terminate no later than the end date of the 

project as foreseen in Annex 1. In the case Grant Agreement 101096954 – 6G-BRICKS is terminated 

earlier than planned, this Contract will also be terminated and work items and payments will be 

finalised in line with the European Commission decision to terminate the Grant Agreement 101096954 

for the 6G-BRICKS project. 
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10.2 If either party breaches any conditions of this Contract and fails to remedy such breach within thirty 

days after receipt of a written notice from the other party, the party giving notice may, at its option and 

in addition to any other remedies that it may have, terminate this Contract by sending notice of 

termination in writing to the other party and such termination shall be effective as the date of the 

receipt of such notice, and any benefits of the Contract in respect of the other party shall cease. 

10.3 Notwithstanding termination or cessation of this Contract, clauses 7, 8 and 9 shall remain in force. 

 

11 Force Majeure 

If any party is rendered unable by circumstances of Force Majeure to fulfil any of its obligations under 

this CONTRACT, such party, by giving notice and reasonably full particulars to the other party promptly 

after the occurrence of such Force Majeure, shall be excused from the performance of such obligations 

during the continuance of such inability so caused, so far as and to the extent that the obligations are 

affected by such Force Majeure, that such party shall be relieved of the liability for failure to fulfil the 

same during such period provided that the cause of such inability shall be remedied so far as is possible 

with reasonable despatch. For the purpose of this Contract, the term "Force Majeure" means an 

occurrence beyond the control of the party affected and which, by acting in a reasonable and prudent 

manner, said party is unable to prevent such as acts of God, state of war, riot, epidemics, atmospheric 

disturbance, lightning, storm, hurricane, earthquake, landslide, strikes and lock-outs. 

 

12 Amendments, Variation 

Amendments or variations of this Contract or any of the rights or obligations of ATHINA RESEARCH & 

INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES or PARTNER herein shall only be effective when expressed 

in writing and signed by the duly authorised representatives of both Parties. 

13 Waiver 

No delay, neglect or forbearance in enforcing against any term or condition of this Contract shall be 

deemed to be a waiver or in any way prejudice any rights under this Contract unless in writing and signed 

by the Parties. 

 

14 Enforceability 

The invalidity or unenforceability for any reason of any provision of this Contract shall not prejudice the 

validity or enforceability of the remainder. The Parties shall seek to agree an amendment of this Contract 

such that the amended contract has as near as possible the same effect as intended in the original 

Contract. 

15 Notice 

Any notice to be given under this Contract may be first sent as a PDF file attached to an eMail and must 

be acknowledged by the receiving party on receipt. If not acknowledged by eMail, then it shall be 

forwarded by letter post to the addressee at its business address as last notified in writing to the other 

party. 

 

The PARTNER must immediately inform ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION 

TECHNOLOGIES of any of the following: 

o change of contact person(s) and/or contact details of the Partner; 
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o events which are likely to affect significantly or delay the implementation of the Project or 

delivering the Project’s goals or the Commission's financial interests, in particular changes in its 

legal, financial, technical, organisational or ownership situation; 

o circumstances affecting the decision to award the financial support or non-compliance with 

requirements under this Agreement. 

Any communication or request concerning this Agreement shall identify the PARTNER agreement number, the 

nature and details of the request or communication and be submitted to the following addresses: 

For the ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES: 

Name: Christos Verikoukis 

Address: <Full address> 

Email: <contact email> 

Phone: <contact phone> 

 

For the PARTNER: 

Name: <PI name> 

Address: <EU PARTNER legal name>, <Full address> 

Email: < PI contact email> 

Phone: <PI contact phone> 

16 Relationship of the Parties 

Nothing in this Contract shall be construed as establishing or implying any partnership or joint venture 

between the Parties hereto and nothing in this Contract shall be deemed to constitute either of the 

Parties hereto as the agent of the other or authorise either party: 

i) to incur any expense on behalf of the other party; 

ii) to enter into any engagement or make any representation or warranty on behalf of the other party; 

iii) to pledge the credit of or otherwise bind or oblige the other party; or 

iv) to commit the other party in any way whatsoever without in each case obtaining the prior written 

consent of the party concerned. 

The sole exception to this section is where such an action is foreseen and the conditions allowing it are 

described in the scope of the work (Annex 1). 

17 Assignment 

This Contract shall not be assigned or transferred by either party except with the written consent of the 

other party. 

 

18 Applicable Law 

This Contract shall be governed by and construed in all respects by the laws of Belgium. The Court of 

jurisdiction is Brussels, Belgium. 
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19 Dispute Resolution 

19.1 ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES and PARTNER will attempt to 

settle any claim or controversy arising out of it through consultation and negotiation in good faith and a 

spirit of mutual cooperation. 

19.2 All disputes arising out of or in connection with this Contract, including any question regarding its 

existence, validity or termination, shall, unless amicably settled between the Parties, be finally settled 

by arbitration according to the ICC (International Chamber of Commerce) Rules of Arbitration 

(“RULES“). Arbitration proceedings shall take place in Brussels, Belgium, and the language of the 

proceedings shall be English. 

20 Headings 

The headings used for the terms and conditions in this Contract are for reference purposes only and shall 

not affect the construction of the Contract. 
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ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES and PARTNER now agree the above 

Contract for the performance of research by PARTNER under the aforementioned Grant Agreement 101096954 

for project 6G-BRICKS 

 

 

Signed for and on behalf of PARTNER 

 

………………………………………………… 

<signatory name> 

<signatory title> 

 

Date………………………………………… 

 

 

Signed for and on behalf of ATHINA RESEARCH & INNOVATION INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES 

 

 

………………………………………………………. 

 

Date…………………………………………….. 
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ANNEXES: 

Annex 1 to this Contract: Proposal and Description of Work (DoW)  

 

End of Annex 1 
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Annex 2 to this Contract: Payment plan and working practices for the above DoW 

The payment plan will cover any payments(s), including interim payments based on achievements/deliverables, 

the final payment and any other financial conditions. This annex also presents the standard 6G-BRICKS project 

requirements for contributions to management, reporting, attending meetings and providing deliverables. 

Annexes to this Contract not attached hereto, but available to both Parties, when project is deemed successful. 

1) Maximum financial support for the PARTNER: €…. 

2) Mandatory deliverables to be provided by the PARTNER: 

 • D1 –<D1 DUE DATE> – Detailed experiment description and implementation/execution plan (Confidential);  

• D2 – <D1 DUE DATE> – Final report and experiment results (Public). 

3) Payment plan: 

The EU contribution that each third-party project can receive is calculated based on a lump sum scheme. 

The criteria for calculating the exact amount of financial support to be granted to each third-party sub-project 

is based on the application of the standard rates foreseen in the Horizon Europe during the time estimated for 

executing the funded projects. The detail on how the exact amount to be granted to each third-party project is 

estimated is included in Section 3.1 “EU Funds per third party projects”. This amount will be distributed based on 

the accomplishment of the expected Deliverables established for each Stage in the SubGrant Agreement. 

The exact amount of financial support to be granted to each sub-project is up to €120.000 per consortium, split 

as follows per stage: 

 

 Stage duration Deliverable Fixed lump 

sum 

Stage 1 Definition 1 month Individual mentoring plan and 

definition of work 

Up to 

€18.000 

(15%) 

Stage 2 Implementation 4 months Report on sub-project 

implementation 

Up to 

€84.000 

(70%) 

Stage 3 Evaluation and 

feedback 

1 month Project implementation report 

and feedback on findings 

 

Stage 4 Completion of 6G 
Project 

 

 

Upon Completion of 6G-BRICKS 
and Approval of the costs by SNS 
JU 

Up to 
€18.000 
(15%) 

TOTAL Duration 6 months  Up to 

€120.000 
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4) Reporting 

o Intermediate report on usage of the PARTNER’s resources to fulfil this contract (number of person 

months spent, personnel and other costs, as well as related indirect costs) for first half period of the 

project must be provided to the 6G-BRICKS partner ISI/ATH until <D1 due date>. 

o Final report on usage of the PARTNER’s resources for entire duration of the contract until <D2 due 

date>. 

o The final report must be accompanied by corresponding request for payment from the PARTNER and 

evidence the money has been spent. 

o Allowable Costs categories are dependent on the project type and will be filled in when project is 

selected. 

5) Participation at 6G-BRICKS meetings 

o The PARTNER should ensure representation at the 6G-BRICKS meetings and audio/video monitoring / 

coaching audio conferences, as requested by the 6G-BRICKS consortium and as recorded in the 

corresponding meeting minutes and notes. 

o If selected, the PARTNER representation at an 6G-BRICKS review meeting, if required by EC, is 

mandatory. 

End of Annex 2 
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Appendix I: Milestone Review Evaluation Form 
 

Document Summary Information 
Open Call Project Title  

Deliverable Title  

Beneficiary 1  

Beneficiary 2  

Technical Mentor  

6G-BRICKS Technical Manager IQU 

Deliverable Submission Date  

Evaluation Date  

 

A.  Evaluation Criteria 

 
1. Deliverable Quality (30%) 

 
Description: Evaluate the submitted deliverable based on its quality, completeness, and alignment with 
project objectives. 

 
Criteria: 

• Alignment with project objectives and the agreed Mentoring Plan. 

• Completeness and inclusion of all required elements. 

• Clarity, organisation, and professional presentation. 

• Technical accuracy and adherence to defined methodologies or standards. 

• Demonstration of progress toward achieving technical milestones and goals. 
 

Score (0–10/10; Threshold: 5/10): ……..  
 
Comments on the quality of deliverable in case of below-average performance threshold: 

 
 

2. Technical Performance Indicators (60%) 
 
Description: Assess the achievement and/or soundness and feasibility of the project’s technical KPIs 
and milestones, as outlined in the agreed Mentoring Plan. 
 
Score (0–10/10; Threshold: 5/10): ……..  

 
Comments on Technical Performance, in case of below-average performance threshold: 
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3.Deadline Compliance (10%) 

Description: Evaluate the project’s adherence to deadlines for deliverables and milestones. 

Score (0–10/10; Threshold: 5/10): ……..  

Comments on Deadline Compliance, in case of below-average performance threshold: 

 

B. Summary and Final Recommendation 

Final Score (Score: 0–10/10; Threshold: 7/10):…….. 
 

Threshold Assessment (Minimum Required: 7/10): 

☐ Above Threshold 

 ☐Below Threshold 

Mentor’s Proposal: 

☐ Continue with Funding 

☐Under Threshold (Provide Justifications Below) 

Justification for Recommendation (if applicable): 

 

C. Selection Committee Validation 

(To be filled by the Selection Committee) 

☐ Validated 
☐  Exclusion from Program 

Committee Comments: 
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Appendix J: Guide for Applicants 
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Appendix K: Open Call 2 
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