
 

Questions and Answers for SRC-2020-TEC-27 

GENERAL 

• How could Brexit affect the 2020 call if the UK leaves the EU on January 31st? What 

do the consortiums need to take into account? And can UK companies participate? 

UK researchers and innovators will be eligible to collaborate with European partners 

after Brexit given the majority of H2020 projects are open to third country 

participation. A “no deal” exit means the government guarantee and extension will 

ensure the UK's transition from full to third country membership is handled with 

as little disruption as possible. The Space Call falls under this bracket. If the UK leaves 

the EU without a deal the UK Government will support continued UK participation in 

H2020 when the UK would become a third country. UK participants should be eligible 

to bid for, participate and lead on H2020 projects open to third country participation 

with UK participation in H2020 projects to be funded by the UK government via 

the guarantee and guarantee extension, distributed by UK Research and Innovation 

(UKRI). The summary of the H2020 guarantee is as follows: 

• Guarantee funding goes to projects submitted to the Commission whilst the 

UK was a MS. 

• Extension funding goes to projects submitted to the Commission after exit 

when the UK is a Third Country.” 

 

OG12 & OG13 

• What exactly is meant by showing the transition from short-term to mid/long-term 

approach in the demonstrator? What percentage of effort ought to be focused on 

each area? 

The purpose of the demonstrator is to provide a baseline for next-generation missions 

that will feature in the new space eco-system, which will feature open architectures, 

greater modularity and standardization of technologies. By formulating a 

demonstrator that combines solutions for short-term market needs (ie servicing of 

platforms in orbit) that can be extrapolated into solutions for foreseen long-term 

needs (ie reconfigurable satellites, on-orbit assembly of platforms) we will maximise 

the output and impact of the project and prepare European competitiveness and 

advantage for this anticipated eco-system. They should consider adding functional 

building blocks to their system to increase the aforementioned modularity and 

flexibility. 

As for the percentages required, it’s down to the effort of the consortium to design a 

mission that will effectively deliver all of the above. There is no prescription on this. 

What is required is that that Europe delivers an IOD in 2025 (tbc) that not only 

demonstrates effective state-of-the-art capability, but significantly explores the 

potential for application in new markets. The full answer is in the Call Text. 

• In the requirement 4 (R4) it is indicated that the critical technologies shall achieve a 

TRL of 9, while in the technology maturation section is indicated as TRL 6? What is 

the TRL needed? 



It is not required that the selected technologies be matured to TRL 9 in OG12 and 13. 

The mission definition to be written by this consortium must define how the 

subsequent mission itself will develop and mature the technology to TRL 8 (pre-

launch) and 9 (post-test). OG12/13 will be required to mature their selected 

technologies up to TRL6 only. 

• In R10 it is said that the proposed demonstrator shall be completed in 2025. This 

mean that the launch year is already selected? Could the teams propose more simple 

demonstrators that could be ready before or more complex ones that will take more 

time to develop? 

The requirement is simply to be used as a scope for designing the mission. The actual 

mission is still subject to ongoing negotiations. 

• In the technology maturation section is said that the technologies selected and TRL 

level will be fine-tuned during the GAP phase, what this exactly means? 

We want to ensure that there is no duplication of effort across the two successful 

proposals (for example, where similar / identical technologies are selected for 

maturation), so a distribution of tasks and responsibilities will be allocated across the 

two projects to ensure complementarity. 

• Is active-debris removal something that could be covered by the demonstrator or is 

it out of scope? 

Active debris removal is certainly not out of scope as it represents an emerging 

market. However, it is clear that other operators and agencies already have developed 

effective capabilities in this arena, and that it does not represent an effective 

springboard for more long-term aspirations, which is the purpose of this 

demonstrator. 

• Is the budget of M€50-100 already decided? Could the proposal move from this 

range? 

The final budget will be confirmed in the Horizon Europe work programme. 

• Requirement R17 describes the use of standard interfaces in the Demonstrator. 

Could the HOTDOCK interface, which is already in use in OG8, 9 and 11, be used as 

the standard interface in the proposals? 

As of now HOTDOCK is not been considered to be a Common Building Block of the SRC 

despite being used in OG8, 9 &11. The requirements for being a CCB need to fulfill the 

same conditions for IPR, Open documentation & TRL. Consortia are free to plan and 

design their proposals incorporating the HOTDOCK interface, but until the above 

conditions are met the technology cannot be considered to be a CBB. 

 

OG14 

• What type of robotic collaboration shall be implemented in OG14? Similar to OG11 

or a different set of techniques are expected? 

Taking into account the fact these robotic collaborations performances are finalized to 

implement the ground exploration skills of the robotic system to overcame challenges 

goals, in the Guidelines are not fixed initial types for the robotic collaboration to make 

free to develop new and disruptive ideas in this area. To be inspired by the biological 



systems can be a good and relevant opportunity. The reuse of a significant part of the 

results and the technologies developed in the previous OGs (specifically OG11) is 

mandated by the Call, but not exclusively. To increase the value of the successful 

proposal for OG14, the project could incorporate not only existing SRC technologies 

(such as those exhibited in OG11), but also other useful technologies required to 

develop a robotic system that will perform challenging planetological investigations. 

• What is the added value of OG14 over OG10 & OG11, and what additional 

developments are expected? 

The added value of OG14 is the development of the advanced cooperative mobility 

capability for exploration of hard-to-reach/previously inaccessible areas, such as 

craters, caves, gullies, lava tubes etc, which has not been investigated thus far in the 

SRC. The other differentiator is the inclusion of a detailed case study for the terrestrial 

/ commercial application of the technologies being developed in this OG. 

• How will the scientific return and the spin in-out possibilities be evaluated? 

The proposals will be evaluated on the strength of their individual justifications for 

their selections. For example, a proposal that decides to focus on the exploration of 

caves shall reference existing scientific publications on Martian caves and why they are 

of scientific interest. Another aspect in their justification has to be the relevance to 

specific terrestrial applications and the exploitation of the same technology in those 

applications. 

 

 


