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FOREWORD 

 

By Dr. Klaus Grimm, Chairman of the ARTEMIS Governing Board, President of the 

ARTEMISIA Association 

 

2009, the second year in the existence of the ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking, has been marked by 
three major facts or events: the first 12 ARTEMIS projects from the first 2008 Call have all 
enthusiastically started, the second call has successfully selected 13 new projects, and there has 
been a rapid and smooth hand over of the Joint Undertaking's activities from the Commission to 
the newly formed ARTEMIS-JU team. 

After the successful execution, in 2008, of the first ARTEMIS Call, the year 2009 saw the real 
start of the research activities in the 12 selected projects. For most of them, the National 
contracts were indeed signed rapidly, allowing the first payments by the Joint Undertaking, 
where there were advanced payments done by the National Authorities. In a few countries, 
political changes or changes in the Administration have delayed the signature of the National 
Agreements. But most projects could successfully start, with minimal delays. 

The second Call for proposals was launched on March 5th, and, contrary to the first 2008 Call, 
consisted in a two-stage procedure: Project Outlines (PO) had to be submitted first. Their 
evaluation, without ranking or rejection, provided a very useful assessment feedback to the 
consortia. They then could improve their project proposal for the final Full Project Proposal 
submission, which had the 3rd of September as deadline. Although 2009 has been a very difficult 
year, economically, for most of the potential participants, the Call has been a big success, from 
the participation point of view: 56 Project Outlines have been submitted, resulting in 44 Full 
Project Proposal submitted early September. 

This huge success, demonstrating the demand and expectations from the Industry (including the 
large players, SME's and Research Institutes and Universities, has been, unfortunately, 
confronted with financial Commitments from the ARTEMIS Member States which were lagging 
significantly behind the expected level. This meant that only 13 of the 24 above threshold project 
proposals could be funded. 

On September 1st, Eric Schutz, the appointed ARTEMIS Executive Director, took office, 
together with most of his team. In a few weeks, the new team was operational, and, on October 
26th, its autonomy was granted by the Commission. I would like here to thank the Commission 
for the all the ground braking work done for ARTEMIS and for the extensive support and 
coaching given to the new team. I also would like to congratulate Eric Schutz and his team for 
having reached its autonomy very quickly, resulting in the first autonomous JU office ever. 

All this happened at the time of the evaluation of the Full Project Proposals of the second Call. 
Out of 44 proposals, 24 were eligible for funding and qualified by the Executive Director, as 
"very good proposals that should be funded". The budget limitations already mentioned led to 13 
projects that will be funded and for which the negotiations have been successfully completed by 
the JU team.  

The 3rd Call, in 2010, will have, unfortunately, similar funding figures as in 2008 and 2009.  
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The ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking has already demonstrated the value of its model. I'm 
convinced that further good results will be demonstrated, if all stakeholders together, the 
ARTEMIS Industry Association, the Commission, the ARTEMIS Member States and the 
ARTEMIS JU team, look into the same direction. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

 

By the ARTEMIS-JU appointed Executive Director Eric Schutz and by the ARTEMIS-JU 

interim Executive Director José Cotta  

 

2009 has been marked by the successful hand over of the Joint Undertaking's activities from the 
Commission to the ARTEMIS-JU's own legal structure. The transitory period in which all 
operations were undertaken under the responsibility of the Commission ended on 26 October 
2009 when the ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking (JU) achieved autonomy. Even if this happened 
more than one and a half year after it's establishment in February 2008, this must be considered a 
remarkable achievement as the ARTEMIS-JU is the first Joint Technology Initiative to have 
reached this status.  

In addition, the hand over of activities was done in a smooth and efficient way, with an intensive 
coaching of the new ARTEMIS recruited staff and a sustained collaboration of several months 
working side-by-side, allowing the ARTEMIS operations in the critical phase of the autonomy 
transition to be run without interruptions.  

This year confirmed that the ARTEMIS has successfully built and tried out a solid model, and 
that the autonomous Joint Undertaking has the capacity and resources to ensure its operations 
and further development in order to achieve its highly ambitious goals.  

Whereas in 2008 ARTEMIS broke new ground by showing that its model for a public-private 
partnership for R&D is feasible and functional, 2009 has definitely consolidated this model from 
the legal, procedural and operational points of view. The ARTEMIS-JU is a landmark of 
institutional innovation and has become a reference for current and future real Public Private 
Partnerships thanks to the collaboration of public authorities and industry and the co-financing of 
R&D activities by the Union and Member States. From the operations point of view, the 
ARTEMIS-JU has successfully consolidated the one-year cycle model that characterised the first 
Call in 2008. This model insures continuity and gives confidence to the R&D constituency at 
large, and has become one of the most successful and appreciated features of ARTEMIS-JU: 
within 2009 ARTEMIS-JU completed its second Call for proposals, approving 13 R&D projects 
of an overall cost of about 208 million. Allocating 102 million of public funds from 20 different 
sources (19 countries and the Union) to this set of projects in one go is considered a major 
achievement. Equally encouraging are the speed and smoothness of the process: the Call for 
proposals consisted in a two-steps submission procedure (Project Outlines and Full Project 
Proposals) that ended on 3 September; proposers were informed of the final evaluation results on 
20th of October, the projects to be funded were selected on the 22nd, the negotiations of 11 
projects were completed by the 15th of December, and of two projects by January 28th 2010. All 
13 projects are supposed to start work between January and June 2010, depending on the speed 
of the national procedures. 

Many crucial challenges were successfully tackled before the preparatory phase could be 
achieved: the appointment of the Executive Director, the recruitment of staff, the building and 
informatics logistics, and the legal and procedural requirements that had to be met before the 
ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking could finally implement its own budget and be granted autonomy.  

However, one major challenge identified in 2008 is still standing: the under spending in R&D 
activities of  the Joint Undertaking compared to the original planning; this needs to be rectified 
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through increased investments from ARTEMIS Member States since the Union has already 
made available the appropriate funds. Finally, now that the autonomous Joint Undertaking is up 
and running, focus must be shifted on getting an appropriate level of national funding and the 
R&D strategy for embedded systems right in order to ensure that the industrial objectives of the 
ARTEMIS-JU will be met.  

If the success of this year and the motivation and commitment of the ARTEMIS-JU partners is 
an indicator of future progress we are very confident that the Joint Undertaking will deliver 
equally important results in the coming years. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

The ARTEMIS JU was created by Council Regulation (EC) No 74/2008 of 20 December 20071 
under Article 171 of the Treaty (Article 187 of The Treaty of Lisbon) as a legal entity responsible 
for the implementation of a Joint Technology Initiative on Embedded Computing Systems. Its 
date of establishment is 7 February 2008, following the publication of the Council Regulation 
and of the Statutes annexed to it in the Official Journal of the European Union on 4th February2. 
The ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking was created for a period up to 31 December 2017 and its seat 
is in Brussels.  

This is the second Annual Activity Report (AAR) of the ARTEMIS3 Joint Undertaking (JU) in 
line with Article 19 of its Statutes and Article 40 of its Financial Rules4, which specify that:  

Article 19 of the Statutes: The Annual Activity Report shall present progress made by the ARTEMIS Joint 
Undertaking in each calendar year, in particular in relation to the Multiannual Strategic Plan and the Annual 
Implementation Plan for that year. It shall also include information on the participation of SMEs in Joint 
Undertaking's R & D Activities. The Annual Activity Report shall be presented by the Executive Director 
together with the Annual Accounts and balance sheets. 

Article 40 ARTEMIS Financial rules: The authorising officer shall report to the Governing Board on the 
performance of his/her duties in the form of an annual activity report, together with financial and management 
information confirming that the information contained in the report presents a true and fair view except as 
otherwise specified in any reservations related to defined areas of revenue and expenditure. 

This report shall indicate the results of his/her operations by reference to the objectives set, the risks associated 
with these operations, the use made of the resources provided and the efficiency and effectiveness of the 
internal control system. The internal auditor within the meaning of Article 72 shall take note of the annual 
activity report and any other pieces of information identified.  

By no later than 15 June each year, the Governing Board shall send the budgetary authority and the Court of 
Auditors an analysis and an assessment of the authorising officer's annual report on the previous financial year. 
This analysis and assessment shall be included in the annual activity report of the Joint Undertaking, in 
accordance with the provisions of Article 19 of the Statutes. 

Following a transitory period (based on Article 16 of the Regulation on Preparatory actions) in 
which all operations were undertaken under the responsibility of the Commission, the 
ARTEMIS-JU is an autonomous Community Body with the capacity to implement its own 
budget as of 26 October 2009.  In the year 2009 the EC interim Executive Director was Kostas 
Glinos until Feb. 2009 and Jose Cotta until 1 September 2009 when the appointed Executive 
Director Eric Schutz took office.  

Joint Technology Initiatives (JTIs) are long term public-private partnerships which can be 
implemented through Joint Undertakings within the meaning of Article 171 of the Treaty 
(Article 187 of The Treaty of Lisbon). These partnerships combine private sector investment and 
national and European public funding, including grant funding from the Research Framework 
Programme, in order to speed up the development of major technologies. JTIs were foreseen in 
the Seventh Framework Programme5 for research, technological development and demonstration 

                                                 

1  The missing footnote regarding Article 23(3.4.2) was published in OJ L 219, 14.08.2008, p. 73 and in OJ L 
259, 27.09.2008, p. 19. 

2 OJ L 30 of 04.02.2008. 
3  ARTEMIS stands for Advanced Research and Technology in EMbedded Intelligence and Systems 
4  ARTEMIS-GB-13/08  
5 Decision No 1982/2006/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 18 December 2006 concerning 

the Seventh Framework Programme of the European Community for research, technological development and 
demonstration activities (2007-2013). 
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activities, as well as in the Council Decision for the Cooperation Programme6. They 
contribute to the Lisbon Growth and Jobs Agenda7 by developing favourable conditions for 
investment in knowledge and innovation in the Union to boost competitiveness, growth and jobs.  

The Union supports the ARTEMIS JU from the budget of the ICT priority of the Cooperation 
Programme. 
 

2. KEY ACTIVITIES AND ACHIEVEMENTS 

The autonomy of the ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking can be considered the major achievement in 
2009. Many of the activities in this year focused on satisfying the necessary conditions for this 
autonomy from the legal, human-resources and logistics points of view.  

In addition to the preparatory actions for autonomy, a major activity of the Joint Undertaking 
concerned the launch of its second Call for R&D proposals. 

The structure of the 3 sub-sections below maps the structure of the objectives section in the 
Annual Implementation Plan 20098. 

2.1. Policy-related achievements 

The ARTEMIS JU is breaking new ground and has already become a reference both in terms of 
piloting a new model for public-private partnerships in research and in enabling the co-financing 
of R&D projects by both Union and national funds. Therefore, its policy objectives include the 
fostering of effective collaboration between the public and private sectors within the public-
private partnership represented by the JU; combining Union and national efforts in order to 
support the best European collaborative R&D that contributes to the technology and industrial 
objectives of the ARTEMIS JTI; increasing overall R&D investments in the field of Embedded 
Computing Systems; and promoting the involvement of SMEs in the JU activities.  

� An effective public-private partnership 

The success of the ARTEMIS-JU depends on close and balanced collaboration between industry 
and public authorities. The governance structure of the JU reflects this core principle. Governing 
Board decisions require 75% majority, meaning that the private partner (50% of votes) as well as 
more than half of public authorities (25%) must approve a decision. 

In 2009 this partnership model was consolidated. As most of foundational decisions were made 
in 2008, the interaction of the private and public sides concentrated in a very constructive way 
the preparation and the achievement of the autonomy.  

This private-public cooperation also continued to respect the principle of separation between the 
roles of the private and public parties. On the one hand, the Industry and Research Committee 
nominated by the ARTEMIS Industry Association (ARTEMIS-IA), takes the lead in defining the 
Research Agenda, in proposing the Annual Work Programmes and in industrial policy and 
related innovation activities. On the other hand, the Public Authorities Board (nominated by the 
public authorities) has sole responsibility for the approval of the Annual Work Programmes, the 

                                                 

6 Council Decision 2006/971/EC of 19 December 2006 concerning the specific programme 'Cooperation' 
implementing the Seventh Framework Programme of the European Community for research, technological 
development and demonstration activities (2007-2013). 

7 OJ L 400, 30.12.2006, p.86. Corrected by OJ L 54, 22.2.2007, p.30. 
8  As adopted by the Governing Board of the ARTEMIS JU on 29 January 2009 (ARTEMIS-GB-02/09). 
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Calls for proposals and for the final selection of projects and allocation of public funds. 
Any potential conflicts of interest with the private partners are thus avoided. 

� Creating critical mass 

The ARTEMIS JU consolidated the mechanism that is able to combine, for the first time, 
national, EU and private funding within one coherent funding instrument while remaining 
effective and efficient. Such pooling of Union and national funding with industrial resources is 
essential to build sufficient critical mass to pursue the ambitious objectives set in a common 
Europe-wide Research Agenda driven by industry.  

As shown in section 2.2, progress continued in this direction in 2009 by approving the second 
ARTEMIS-JU R&D projects involving some 240 organisations for an overall budget of about 
208 million euros. Efforts to further increase the volume of research, extend the research 
community and involve more organisations were pursued in 2009 and will continue in future 
years. Furthermore, as called for in the ARTEMIS-JU Council Regulation, progress should be 
made, when added value can be created, in the progressive integration in the ARTEMIS Joint 
Undertaking of the related activities in this field currently implemented through 
intergovernmental R & D schemes (Eureka), in order to ensure that all available resources are 
leveraged and focused on the same industrial objectives. Discussions with Member States, 
industry and ITEA2 started in 2009 in order to have a clear picture of the R&D funding 
landscape and coordinate activities in order to achieve the required convergence of activities and 
coordination. 
 

� Increasing overall R&D investment in embedded computing systems 

The ARTEMIS JU has the potential to ramp up R&D investment in Europe by providing 
incentives to Member States and industry to increase their R&D expenditure. This is partly 
because of the ARTEMIS R&D funding mechanism in which the more national budget is 
committed to Calls the more additional Union funding is leveraged for R&D actors, thus creating 
a virtuous cycle. 

National initial commitments to the second Call (before negotiations) amounted to € 67,420,000 
and were complemented with € 37,086,500 of Union funding (calculated as a 55% of the 
national commitments), resulting in about €105 million of public funding for the Call. The 
cumulated commitment to the Calls launched by the Joint Undertaking is way behind the 
expectations. 

2009 showed that an increase in overall investment is not certain and should be assessed after the 
ARTEMIS mechanism has had the chance to work its influence in industry and Member State 
R&D budgets. In the short term, the financial crisis could result in industry curtailing its R&D 
investments; and Member States could support their participation in ARTEMIS simply by 
shifting funds from (trans)national programmes. Therefore, progress in this direction will need to 
be carefully evaluated within a few years through an independent study.  

2.2. R&D and innovation activities and achievements 

2.2.1. Overview of the achievements 

The overall aim of the ARTEMIS-JU is to develop key technologies for Embedded Computing 
Systems across different application areas in order to strengthen European competitiveness and 
sustainability, and to allow the emergence of new markets and societal applications. The overall 
strategy for achieving this aim is laid out in the Multiannual Strategic Plan whereas the Annual 
Work Programme provides the basis for launching annual Calls for R&D project proposals.  
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A first achievement of the ARTEMIS-JU was that the second Call for proposals was 
launched on 5 March 2009 consisting in a two-stage procedure: proposers had to submit Project 
Outlines (PO), followed by the submission of Full Project Proposals (FPP). This two-stage 
procedure is the one defined "by default" by the ARTEMIS-JU Public Authorities Board (2008 
exceptionally called only for FPPs) and the nomenclature for the proposals (PO/FPP) is similar to 
the one used in EUREKA.  

The procedures developed in 2008 and further elaborated in 2009 allowed the Call, evaluation 
and selection process to proceed smoothly and quickly in full cooperation between the JU, the 
Commission and 22 ARTEMIS Member States.  

The operation of the two-stages was very successful. The deadline for submission of POs was the 
15th April, and roughly one month later (19 May) the proposers received the assessment feedback 
that was used to improve the preparation of the Full Proposals. The preparation and execution of 
this PO phase was a major challenge, as it synchronised into one single assessment document the 
opinion of independent experts for the technical assessment and the public authorities' input for 
the eligibility for funding. This phase was performed with the participation of the first ARTEMIS 
JU project officer recruited in March. 

The introduction of the PO assessment in the evaluation process did not delay the overall 
evaluation process, as the deadline for FPPs (3rd September) was the same date as for the Call 
2008. The FPP evaluation took place in September/early October, and involved both 
Commission and ARTEMIS JU's staff (3 programme officers, the programme manager and the 
executive director). The interim and the appointed executive director co-chaired the evaluation 
process. The project selection decision was taken by the Public Authorities Board on 22 October, 
less than 2 months after the Call submission deadline on 3 September. Furthermore, the 
evaluation was carried out with the same procedures as in 2008, in which an independent 
monitoring of the proposal evaluation process concluded that the evaluation was valid and was 
executed fairly and equitably, and that the ARTEMIS Governing Board can have full confidence 
in the evaluation results. 

The negotiation of the R&D projects was carried out equally fast, and the ARTEMIS-JU project 
works are supposed to start between January and June 2010, on average about 7 months after the 
Call deadline. It should be reminded that time to project start was identified as an important 
economic factor in the preparation of the ARTEMIS-JU, as delays at this stage correlate with 
loss of market share by European companies.  

Similarly to the previous year, common, streamlined and quicker proposal evaluation, selection 
and project monitoring procedures are estimated to result in very significant direct savings in 
project management costs for participants, due to the lesser effort required for proposal 
preparation and submission and to removing unnecessary duplication in reporting and 
monitoring. Most importantly, such streamlined procedures have knock-on effect in terms of the 
productivity of the research process, allowing research results to be brought to market more 
rapidly. The potential reduced time-to-market is one of the most significant benefits. Cutting 
even a few months off the development cycle can allow a company to get to market ahead of its 
competitors (and so gain higher market share) and/or have a longer period through which to 
recoup its R&D investment. 

Overall, the 2009 R&D activities have resulted in launching 13 R&D projects with a cost of 
about 207.7 million € that will start implementing the ARTEMIS strategy as of the beginning of 
2010. This is a remarkable result in the same line as 2008. 50.9% of the project cost is covered 
by the project participants, 32.4% by ARTEMIS Member States and 16.7% by the Joint 
Undertaking 
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The ultimate aim is of course the realisation of the ARTEMIS industrial and technological 
objectives. Progress towards this aim will be periodically monitored and for the first time this 
will be done in 2010. 

2.2.2. The Multiannual Strategic Plan (MASP) 

The first Multiannual Strategic Plan (MASP) was adopted by the ARTEMIS Governing Board 
on 3 April 20089.  The Plan defines a strategy for achieving the goals of the ARTEMIS JU. It 
includes a Research Agenda (RA) and general implementation issues for a period of 5 years. The 
Governing Board decided that no update was necessary in 2009. The detailed execution plan for 
each year's activities is described in the Annual Implementation Plan whereas the objectives and 
scope for each year's Calls for proposals are described in the Annual Work Programme. 

2.2.3. The Annual Work Programme (AWP) 

The second Annual Work Programme (2009) was adopted by the ARTEMIS Public Authorities 
Board on 29 January 200910 based on the proposal of the Industry and Research Committee. The 
Work Programme describes the scope and objectives of calls for proposals, evaluation and 
proposal eligibility criteria that apply, and the JU contribution to the budget of the Call to 
support the R&D activities.  

The AWP addresses the three industrial priorities of the ARTEMIS-JU (reference designs and 
architectures, seamless connectivity and middleware and design methods and tools) through 8 
sub-programmes (ASPs) on (1) safety-relevant embedded systems, (2) health, (3) smart 
environments, (4) manufacturing, (5) computing environments, (6) security, (7) sustainable 
urban life and (8) human centric design. However, based on the results of Call 2008, projects 
addressing ASPs 2, 4 and 6 were especially welcome. 
 

2.2.4. The 2009 Call for Proposals 

� Publication of the Call 

The Call was published on 5 March with a two-step procedure: deadline for submission of 
Project Outlines (PO) on 15 April and of Full Project Proposals (FPP) on 3 September. 
Submission of a PO was mandatory. The Call text specified the contribution from the Joint 
Undertaking11 and the contributions from ARTEMIS Member States12 to the budget of the Call, 
as well as eligibility criteria, the Guide for Applicants and other information related to the Call. 
The integration in a coherent way of the different national funding rates and national eligibility 
criteria within the Call and the guidance to the research community on how to present their 
proposals presented a significant challenge and effort. This was achieved thanks to an intense 
and close interaction with the national administrations of the 22 ARTEMIS Member States. On 
the whole, the Call documents presented a clear and comprehensive picture that helped proposers 
to understand the scheme proposed by the ARTEMIS JU.  

� Proposal submission, assessment and evaluation 

For both Project Outline and Full Project Proposal phases the proposals were submitted 
electronically to the ARTEMIS JU via the ARTEMIS Proposal Submission system developed by 

                                                 

9  Decision ARTEMIS-GB-11/08  
10  Decision ARTEMIS-PAB-02/09 
11 €37,086,500   

12 €104,506,500. 
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ARTEMIS-IA. The system allowed the participants to provide the administrative data of all 
participants and upload the proposal as a PDF file. After the deadline all the data from the 
system was transmitted to the Commission proposal evaluation system RIvET. This system was 
used as IT support for the evaluation process. Both systems worked well and there were no major 
problems reported.  

� Proposal assessment and evaluation 

Project Outline (PO) phase: 56 proposals for research projects were submitted in response to 
Project Outline phase of this Call, of which 54 satisfied the eligibility criteria. Feedback was 
provided to proposers on 19 May regarding assessment criteria specified in the Call, plus 
information provided by national authorities on fulfilment of eligibility criteria for national 
funding. The submission of an eligible PO was mandatory for the submission of the subsequent 
full proposal. 

Full Project Proposal (FPP) phase: 44 FPPs were submitted in this phase, all of which satisfied 
the eligibility criteria for full project proposals. The evaluation was conducted according to the 
rules described in document ARTEMIS PAB-4/08: "ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking selection and 

evaluation procedures related to Calls for proposals". Each proposal was initially evaluated by 
four individual experts. This was followed by a panel meeting of external experts under the 
chairmanship of both the interim Executive Director and the appointed Executive Director. The 
panel produced the final evaluation result for each proposal after an in-depth discussion on the 
basis of the 4 individual reports from the experts. Proposers were informed of the evaluation 
results on 20 October 2009. At this stage, 24 proposals were evaluated above threshold (40 
points minimum on a maximum of 60) and 20 were evaluated below this selection threshold of 
40 points. 
 

� Proposal ranking, selection and allocation of funding 

The selection decision was taken by the Public Authorities Board at its meeting on 22 October 
2009, following eligibility checks performed by the national authorities and the Commission. 
Some national authorities thought that the time they had available to do the eligibility checks 
was too short but this tight schedule had to be observed if the projects were to be negotiated 
before year-end. It was agreed to consider only the 24 proposals above threshold. After some 
changes in the ordering list, proposed by 2 countries, a consensus was reached on a final ranking 
list, with 13 proposals retained for negotiation, 6 projects on a reserve list, and 5 good projects 
but not fundable (no funding available). This final ranking list was established, following the 
procedure described and decided by the PAB on April 3rd 2008, in the document ARTEMIS–
PAB-4/08 "Decision of the Public Authorities Board of the ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking on the 
evaluation and selection procedures related to calls for proposals" ("On the basis of this "above 
threshold" list and the evaluation results, the PAB decides on the final ranking of proposals. Any 
change to the relative order of proposals as established by the panel of experts (step A.4(7)) is 
decided by the PAB taking into account the proposals' synergy with EU and national R&D and 
innovation policies and activities as well as the overall coverage of the objectives of the Call. 
The justifications for such changes are recorded and communicated by the Executive Director to 
the proposers"). At the end, a mandate was given to the Executive Director to negotiate the final 
contracts, resulting in 13 projects: 12 from the initial top 13 list, with a merge of 2 projects, and 
1 issued from the reserve list. Some PAB members commented that some tools to aid consensus 
building would help in the re-ordering process. Consequently, a Working Group was set up by 
the PAB Chair that has defined a non-mandatory tool for this purpose. 
 
Overall, the Public Authorities Board allocated €101.9 million of public funds from the 
ARTEMIS Member States and the EC to 13 projects with a total cost of €207.7 million. The 
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€34.7 million of Union funding resulted in a leverage effect of 6 to 1. National budgets 
published in the Call, subsequently increased by some countries to permit strategically important 
projects to be funded, were allocated at 93.7% overall and the Union budget at 91.4%.  

 The main reason for not being able to spend a larger percentage of the Union and the national 
budgets is that some projects were deemed to be non-viable due to the exhaustion of the budget 
committed by a few countries. The increases in national funds by some countries at project 
selection stage were very helpful as an ad hoc corrective measure but were not sufficient to 
completely remedy the shortage. Nevertheless, the allocation of 102 million of public funds from 
20 different sources in one go to a coherent set of projects is a major achievement. 

The selected proposals covered the priority objectives of the Call (safety-relevant embedded 
systems for transportation and automation, smart environments and digital services and 
embedded computing platforms) in a very satisfactory manner. The areas of health, 
manufacturing and security were less well covered. About 10.5 million euros of funding 
concerned projects related to safety critical systems (typically for transport applications), 15 
million to industrial efficiency (manufacturing and logistics), 3 million on smart environments 
and digital services, and 38 million were earmarked for computing architectures projects. An 
additional 13.5 million will be spent on work targeting energy reduction in urban areas and 7 
million on human-centric design. One project on "Health", with 5.8M€ funding, and one on 
secure digital services at 8.9 M€ funding complete the line-up.   

Additional information was provided to successful proposers to guide them in the subsequent 
stages of the Call process: the negotiation guidelines for applicants who were invited for project 
negotiation following the evaluation of proposals, and the financial guidelines to help 
beneficiaries to understand and interpret the financial provisions of the Model Grant Agreement 
(GA) that they are signing with the ARTEMIS JU. All these documents are available in the 
ARTEMIS JU website and were sent directly to successful proposers. 

� Negotiation and start of R&D projects of the call 2009 

The consortia were invited to negotiations for establishing a grant agreement on November 9th 
2009. Two projects kicked off on January 1st, one on February 1st and 4 projects started in March 
and 4 in April 2010, and the remaining two in the course of 2010. There are therefore about 5 
months between the Call deadline and the possible start of project, for those projects that got 
their national agreements signed in time. For the last group this is an excellent result, comparing 
favourably to any R&D programme worldwide.  

The final allocation of public funds is €101.91 million to 13 projects with a total cost of €207.73 
million. The €34.69 million of Union funding will result in a leverage effect of 6 to 1. One of the 
main problems during negotiation resulted from the high oversubscription rate for some of the 
national funding alluded to in section 2.2.4.4. As a consequence, a number of project partners 
from these countries were left with no national funding. Many of them left the consortia and 
suitable replacements from other countries with available national funding were promptly found.  
However, over all participants in the 13 projects, a total of 12 are participating with no national 
funding, only receiving funding from the JU (16.7% of their eligible costs). Though this should 
not be relied upon in a structural manner, it is a strong and positive indication that the ARTEMIS 
programme is very compelling for the participants.  

� Monitoring and review of the 2008 Call projects  

In June 2009 the Public Authorities Board made a major step for the smooth running of the 
projects launched in the first Call by approving the rules of procedure for the monitoring of 
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Projects funded by the ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking (decision ARTEMIS-PAB-08/09). 
This procedure establishes a mandatory annual review, with possible intermediate reviews at the 
discretion of the ARTEMIS JU. The accompanying "Guidance notes and templates for Project 
Technical Review involving independent expert(s)" (ARTEMIS-ED-21-09) and "Guidance 
Notes on Project Reporting" (ARTEMIS-ED-20-09) were also made available at the same time 
and include the corresponding explanations and templates necessary for the monitoring and 
review of projects, and most importantly, to provide national funding authorities the necessary 
information to approve submitted costs and proceed with national payments.  

In addition to two intermediate project reviews held prior to the autonomy of the JU, a calendar 
of (in some cases provisional) dates for the first annual review of all Call 2008 projects has been 
set up. All 12 projects will be reviewed in the period from 15th January to the end of June, with 5 
of them in March and 4 in April/May.  

� Lessons from the 2009 Call 

On the whole, the response of the research community to the second Call was strong. The overall 
good success rate can increase the popularity of the scheme and encourage a bigger number of 
participants in future Calls. More than 189 M€ of the 208 million R&D cost (91%) is in 
relatively large projects of more than 10 million budget, which is consistent with the strategic 
character of the ARTEMIS initiative. The participation of SMEs in proposals (about 22% of 
participant organisations and about 15% of the total eligible costs are attributed to SMEs) is very 
satisfactory but further efforts should be made to strengthen this participation.  

The total commitment of the ARTEMIS Member States in Call 2009 was, as in 2008, 
insufficient by far to finance all the good projects that deserve public support according to the 
evaluation process. In the case of the 2009 Call, it is the opinion of the Executive Director that 
the 24 projects of the above-threshold list should all be funded. Due to the funding limitations, 
only 14 of them (with 2 initial projects being merged) could receive funding.   

On the other hand, as expected, the rates of consumption of the national budgets committed to 
the Call by the different ARTEMIS Member States are unequal. This shows that  

(a) better communication effort should be made to attract partners for under-
spending countries, and  

(b) countries with a high oversubscription of their funds should increase their 
commitment to Calls in order to realistically meet the expectations and 
interest of their industry and research organisations. 

� Information on payments for 2008 Call and projects of 2009 Call  

This information is provided in Appendix 6.   

 
2.2.5. Innovation environments 

The purpose of this activity is to ensure that there is a clear and obvious value chain from the 
first steps of research all the way down to designing products and services. The players in such a 
value chain constitute an eco-system. In the ARTEMIS eco-system model, high-tech SMEs, 
centres for excellence and innovation as well as standardisation play a key role. No specific 
activities were carried out by the JU Office in this area in 2009 since this year was dedicated 
mostly to the autonomy objective. Nevertheless, future activities in this field were prepared in 
2009, in cooperation with ARTEMIS-IA. 
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The ARTEMIS-IA Steering Board organised six new working groups next to the existing 
WG SRA in 2009 to address the strategic issues as defined in the Multi-Annual Strategic Plan. 
The working groups are: 

� WG-SRA Strategy and Planning, co-chaired by L. Gide (Thales) and T. Koljonen (VTT) 
� WG SME Involvement, chaired by S. Bandinelli (ESI) 
� WG Tool Platforms, chaired by F. Bichet ( Dassault) 
� WG CoIE, chaired by H. Daembkes (EADS) 
� WG Standardisation, chaired by J. Affenzeller (AVL) 
� WG Education and Training, chaired by E. Schoitsch (Austrian Institute of Technology) 
� WG Success Criteria and Metrics, chaired by P. Pype (NXP) 

 

WG SRA (L. Gide, T.  Koljonen) 

The WG SRA is responsible to prepare the ARTEMIS Strategic Research Agenda (SRA) to be 
endorsed by the ARTEMIS-IA General Assembly and to propose the Multi-Annual Strategic 
Plan (MASP) with its annex Research Agenda (RA) and the Annual Working Plan (AWP) to the 
ARTEMIS-JU IRC (which consists of the same persons as the members of the ARTEMIS-IA 
Steering Board). After agreement with the IRC, the MASP/RA is to be endorsed by the 
ARTEMIS-JU Governing Board, and the AWP by the ARTEMIS-JU PAB.  

As part of the yearly operation in 2009, the WG SRA has prepared both the MASP/RA 2010 and 
the Annual Working Plan 2010. The WG SRA organised several meetings to accomplish this 
task, among which the Summer Camp workshop in Brussels, a two day event in June, with about 
a hundred participants from the ARTEMIS community. In April 2009, a team was formed to 
update all the subprogramme sections in the Research Agenda, the MASP was modified on 
details in 2009, since it had a major revision in 2008. 

The ARTEMIS SRA was originally issued in 2006 and is planned to be updated in the autumn of 
2010. The process for the update was kicked-off at the Summer Camp workshop with a SWOT 
analysis for the existing SRA to start the revision process. Next to this, an “Experts Team” was 
set-up in October to identify new trends and new challenges and to emphasise the scientific 
aspects. This Experts team has had its first meeting in November 2009 where the main 
challenges for the years to come have been identified. These challenges will be worked out into 
more detail in 2010. 

WG-CoIE (H. Daembkes) 

This WG is responsible to develop the strategy for labelling and supporting Centres of 
Innovation Excellence by ARTEMIS-IA. Its kick-off meeting was organised in Muenchen, in 
July 2009 and a next workshop was held during the Co-Summit in Madrid in October 2009. 
Several candidates for a CoIE were identified. This resulted in a first meeting held in Stockholm 
in Jan. 2010  to identify a new CoIE in getting started, the ProcessIT.EU CoIE.  
A presentation of ProcessIT.EU is available and a draft proposal document has been submitted to 
the ARTEMIS-IA Steering Board. 

The WG worked on the preparation of the Labeling criteria for CoIE as part of the process to 
establish the ARTEMIS label for CoIE’s (to be granted by ARTEMIS-IA) and the WG has 
prepared an Application guide for clusters that intend to become an ARTEMIS CoIE. A draft 
version of both documents was written in 2009 and submitted to the ARTEMIS-IA Steering 
Board for review in March 2010. 
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WG Success Criteria and Metrics (P. Pype) 

The WG is responsible to develop the success criteria and metrics to measure the results and 
achievements of the ARTEMIS programme.  

This working group organized several telephone conferences and several meetings at ARTEMIS 
events. The WG defined three Criteria SubGroups (SG), each covering specific elements of the 
SRA. Each of the SG will:  

� Define WHAT to measure -> quantitative & qualitative, measurable, concise 
� Define HOW to measure -> methodology to get the data from 1st call projects 

 
The WG has established several subgroups along three high level criteria:  
 

� SG 1 : Focusing on common R&D agendas more effectively 
� SG2 : Providing significant economic & social benefits 
� SG 3 : Successful Results in the Market 

The WG has defined detailed approaches for each of these high level targets. These will be 
discussed with the ARTEMIS-IA Steering Board during 2010. 

WG Tool Platforms (F. Bichet) 

This WG is responsible for the definition of the Tool Platform strategy of the ARTEMIS 
programme. The concept of the ARTEMIS Tool Platform has been defined by the WG in 2009 
and a draft document has been issued to the ARTEMIS-IA Steering Board. The WG is 
responsible to draft the SRA, MASP, AWP sections on Tool Platforms.   

Meetings and contacts with initial Tool Platforms candidates will be organized from 2010 
onwards by the WG. Some examples of candidate projects from the first two calls are: SOFIA 
(Glue Platform lead by NOKIA), iFEST (HW / SW Co-design for Multi-cores lead by ABB) and 
CESAR, lead by AVL. 

In parallel several documents will be developed to guide projects that either create or apply an 
ARTEMIS Tool Platform. 

• Guidelines for Tool Platforms Projects 
• Guidelines for Tool Platforms-based Projects. 

 

These are planned to be drafted in 2010. 

WG SME Involvement (S. Bandinelli) 

This WG is responsible to develop plans to involve a high level of SME participation in the 
ARTEMIS projects. For that purpose the WG participates in drafting the SRA for the relevant 
parts. For 2010 it plans to also use the Web based Forum tool of ARTEMIS-IA. 

SMEs are an important link in the value chain for high-tech systems and solutions. Collaborating 
with other members of the value chain has many benefits, and the ARTEMIS-ETP SRA 
recognises this. Yet it remains difficult for SMEs to participate in collaborative, pre-competitive 
research and innovation initiatives, which aim to bring together the various pieces of the value-
chain for mutual benefit. The reasons for this reticence are several and varied. They can range 
from a simple “it’s too expensive to set up” to more complex concerns about, for example, IPR. 
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However, the portion of the budget used by SMEs in these projects is very much lower 
than their numerical strength would imply. 

Building on existing SME support ideas within ARTEMISIA, such as the web-based Partner 
Search Tools, the group has already defined some key issues and boundary conditions.  

A major and ambitious goal of the group is to see ARTEMIS-JU projects being set-up and led by 
SMEs.  

The WG noticed an unbalanced distribution of participation of SMEs in various countries and 
will investigate the root causes in 2010. A second target is the increase of the SME member base 
in ARTEMIS-IA. Key to this is the roll-out of some activities to get more SMEs to become 
members of ARTEMISIA, as this is the best way for them to become visible in the ARTEMIS-
JU world of collaborative innovation and reap its benefits. Another topic that needs attention is 
the complementarities with SME specific programmes such as Eurostars, CORNET and 
EraSME.  

WG Standardisation, chaired by J. Affenzeller (AVL) 

ARTEMIS established a standardisation working group very early on, as such activities have a 
high priority for increasing the effectiveness of embedded systems for European innovation. 
Standardisation is driven by the market and is governed by a complex network of standardisation 
organisations and bodies.  

Standardisation issues require a long-term perspective, as it is impossible to see the success of 
such activities initially. ARTEMIS started to draft a document in 2007, describing the mission 
and planned activities.  At the same time, a project proposal for a supporting action in FP 7 
called “ProSE” was prepared, aiming to push forward the activities needed to support 
ARTEMIS. ProSE, which began work in 2008, provides the baseline for such activities in 
ARTEMIS. Since its inception, ProSE’s tasks include the drafting of the landscape for embedded 
systems middleware and application areas and to identify existing and potential (evolving) R&D 
results. These could be used as a first list of applicants for adaptation of existing standards and 
influencing evolving standards, as well as defining requirements for new standardization areas. 
From among the existing and evolving R&D results, the partners will identify those that could 
claim to be a good standardisation candidate in any of the addressed types of standards, as if they 
are applying to be accepted as a standardisation candidate. The list of applicants will be filtered 
according to agreed evaluation criteria. This task is in its final stage. 

WG Education and Training, E. Schoitsch (Austrian Institute of Technology) 

The Working Group Education & Training was created in June 2008. Education and Training is 
a crucial factor in maintaining leadership and competitiveness in such a dynamically evolving 
domain as embedded systems: it builds the foundations for sustainable evolution.  

The WG E&T mission is therefore to be an enabling factor for the long-term sustainability of the 
ARTEMIS innovation eco-systems. The strategy to fulfil this is: 

� To build an infrastructure for E&T that facilitates the introduction of new content and 
curricula. 

� To strengthen links between industry and academia,  
� To build on and integrate the results of recent and ongoing European activities, networks 

and projects by co-operation (e.g. COSINE2, AMSD-DES, Artist2, ReSIST, DECOS, 
ERCIM, EWICS TC7, to name just a few)  
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� To raise business awareness, and to perform short-term exchange and training in 
both directions (industry and academia), complimentary to long-term basic research.  

 

The WG provided inputs on E&T for the ARTEMIS-JU MASP in 2009. This contribution 
describes the goals of the WG in more detail, addressing not only academic/university issues, but 
professional training of people in the active workforce as well. This includes training of 
entrepreneurs, covering SME and recruitment issues. Complementary to and in collaboration 
with initiatives like EIT’s “KICs”, a platform of excellence should be supported by ARTEMIS 
and the E&T WG. Cooperation with other initiatives and groups working on E&T related topics 
has already been initiated (EWICS TC7, ARTIST 2 and ARTIST Design, ReSIST, COSINE2 
and others).  

A strategic meeting with COSINE2, with representatives of national public authorities, was held 
in Salzburg on May 25th 2009 to clarify possibilities to create ARTEMIS related E&T 
programmes and projects. The meeting resulted in recommendations for the ARTEMIS-JU 
Working Plan for 2010.  

These cover the inclusion of an E&T section in each ARTEMIS project proposal as a mandatory 
requirement, and of “Contribution to E&T objectives” as separate point in the evaluation criteria. 
Also, for the ARTEMIS SRA, it recommends to provide a section (elaborated on MASP 2009) 
requesting E&T related projects, strongly backed by industry, as a long-term goal.  

2.2.6. Relations with EUREKA/ITEA2 

In 2009, discussions with EUREKA/ITEA2 organisation started, addressing the convergence and 
synergy of the ITEA2 and the ARTEMIS-JU programmes in order to meet the objectives set by 
the ARTEMIS-JU Council Regulation. A first ITEA/ARTEMIS Working Group meeting was 
held on 24 Sept. 2009. Although no formal decision was taken, the main conclusions were that:  

(a) it was early to agree on a common strategy and action for 2010, but more 
coordination/synchronisation with the ITEA processes could be possible for 
the 2011 Call, and  

(b) work will continue in order to introduce more flexibility in the ARTEMIS-JU 
operations and achieve more synergy and coordination with ITEA2. 

On October 29 & 30, the ARTEMIS Autumn Event & Co-summit 2009 took place in Madrid. It 
was co-ordinated and hosted by ARTEMIS Industry Association and ITEA2. The event 
comprised a big project exhibition with parallel sessions, key note speakers, a press event and 
also the second ARTEMIS-IA General Assembly of 2009 took place. 

Twelve ARTEMIS-JU projects have presented their projects at the exhibition in Madrid. 
Together with the ITEA2 projects, this entailed an exhibition of some 65 European innovative 
projects in Information Systems and Embedded Intelligence.   

The ARTEMIS sub theme of the Co-Summit was: Recalibrating the ARTEMIS ETP Strategic 

Research Agenda.  

Over 550 participants from industry, public authorities, research institutes, universities and press 
visited the event.  

In its meeting of November 24th, the ARTEMIS Governing Board decided to start a discussion 
with ITEA2 about the positioning and profile of the ARTEMIS-JU and ITEA2 programmes. The 
Public authorities were invited to encourage at their level more cooperation between the 
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ARTEMIS-JU and ITEA2. The JU Governing Board will organise a high level meeting 
with the ITEA2 Board and their PA directors, in 2010. 

2.3. Set up activities and organisational achievements 

2.3.1. Overview 

The objective for 2009 was to complete the set up of the JU, including laying down the project 
review procedures, establishing a temporary office and IT infrastructure, and hiring the necessary 
staff, including the Executive Director. Overall, the aim was to make a smooth transition from 
the Commission's interim management to autonomous operation. 

This objective was largely achieved as shown in the sections underneath and the ARTEMIS-JU 
is now autonomous since 26 October 2009. This autonomy has been conditioned to the 
implementation of a number of recommendations given by the Director General of INFSO and 
the reporting back on their implementation within two months of autonomy. The Executive 
Director has reported to the Governing Board of 28 January 2010 on the actions taken to 
implement the recommendations, and has sent a report to the Commission on 1st February 2010.  

A number of Service Level Agreements (SLA) were established during 2009 with different 
Commission services (ADMIN, BUDG, PMO) and the REA agency to allow the autonomous 
operations of the JU (see table below). The General Financing Agreement with the EC was also 
signed in autumn. Although the initial plans were to reach full autonomy by June 2009, the 
signature of SLAs, and the establishment of contracts for the necessary staff and especially the 
Executive Director took longer than anticipated. However the biggest delay was due to the 
arrangements for the physical location (offices in Covent Garden building, office equipment, 
telephone; etc) and in particular the establishment of the IT infrastructure and the accounting 
systems (ABAC). 

2.3.2. Operations of the JU bodies 

The running of the Governing Board (GB) and the Public Authorities Board (PAB) continued to 
run smoothly during 2009. At its last meeting before the autonomy of the ARTEMIS JU (22 
October 2009), according to its rules of procedure, the PAB elected a new Chair (Aldo Covello, 
Italy). The Industry and Research Committee (IRC) held two physical meetings and one 
telephone conference. During 2009 the Governing Board held 4 meetings and the Public 
Authorities Board held 5 meetings.  

Appendices 3, 4 and 5 (section 4) list the members of the three governing bodies of the 
ARTEMIS JU as of 31 December 2009. 

2.3.3. Service Level Agreements 

The following Service level Agreements have been signed by ARTEMIS in 2009: 

Service/DG Content Date 

PMO  Administration and payment of individual entitlements 2.02.2009 

Medical 
service 

Medical service for pre-recruitment examinations 19.03.2009 

REA Renting of 14th floor of COV2 with the 4 other JTIs 7.05.2009 

BUDG Provision of services in relation to implementation of ABAC 26.05.2009 
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system 

HR (ex 
ADMIN) 

Information systems security policy 27.10.2009 

EPSO Provision of staff selection services 14.12.2009 

 

2.3.4. General Financing Agreement 

A General Financing Agreement (GFA) between the EC and the ARTEMIS JU was signed on 17 
October 2009 determining the modalities and conditions applicable to the Union contribution to 
be provided annually to the Joint Undertaking and other items defining mutual rights and 
obligations as considered appropriate by the parties. The GFA is complemented annually by an 
Annual Financing Agreement between the EC and the ARTEMIS JU. 

Amongst other dispositions, the GFA establishes that the EC will inform the Joint Undertaking, 
no later than 30 June, about the amount of the Union contribution, in terms of both commitment 
and payment appropriations, which it intends to propose and about the number of staff it 
considers the Joint Undertaking needs. 

Administrative Agreements  

The Administrative Agreement for the last ARTEMIS Member State to join the JU (Latvia) was 
negotiated and signed between the JU and the competent national funding authority in 
ARTEMIS Member States on 9 December 2009, making a total of 23 administrative agreements 
(see Appendix 2). The purpose of these agreements is to set out the modus operandi between 
national funding authorities and the JU in order to ensure operational efficiency and 
effectiveness and to reduce administrative delays and overheads to the extent possible, in 
accordance with Article 12 of the Statutes13.  

2.3.5. Internal Control  

Following the minimum control standards adopted by the Governing Board 2008, an Internal 
Control Framework was thereafter developed and will be submitted to the Governing Board for 
adoption in March 2010.  

2.3.6. Personnel  

Following the publication of three posts in 2008 and filled in 2009 (Executive Director, Head of 
Administration and Finance, and one Programme Officer), 6 more posts were filled in 2009 (1 
assistant to the Executive Director, 1 Programme Manager, 2 Programme Officers, 1 Legal 
Officer, and 1 Finance & Contract assistant). This ensured that the JU counted with the necessary 
staff to proceed to autonomy. 

2.3.7. Office facilities  

The ARTEMIS JU is housed temporarily in the Covent Garden building in Brussels, together 
with the other 4 JUs, by subletting space from the European Research Agency. The office space 
was delivered in September 2009. The procedure for selecting the definitive seat was launched 

                                                 

13  See template Administrative Agreement at ARTEMIS-PAB-25/08 adopted by the PAB on 17 April 2008. 
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during the 1st half of 2009. The move to the definitive location is planned for the 2nd half of 
2010.  

3. MANAGEMENT, COMMUNICATIONS AND INTERNAL CONTROL 

ARTEMIS is a public-private partnership (PPP) between industry and other research actors in 
the field of embedded systems, as represented by the ARTEMIS Industry Association, the Union 
and 22 States (21 EU Member States and Norway). On the other hand, the Joint Undertaking is 
set up as a Community body as referred to in Article 185 of the Financial Regulation. Being a 
Community body does not however mean that a JU is a Community agency since its objective is 
to create a public-private partnership14. In practice, however, Joint Undertakings are often 
assimilated to regulatory/traditional agencies as evident, for example, from their financial rules. 

In this context, the management of the JU presents several challenges. First, it should facilitate 
the process of identifying the common ground and building consensus among this broad 
partnership; this is essential given the overall operational objective of ARTEMIS, which is to 
align the Union and Member States activities to co-finance a strategy developed by industry. 
This means that the JU has an important role to play as the "independent and fair broker". 

Second, the co-existence of industry and the Union in the same body needs to be carefully 
managed. The Community body status of the JU results in a number of rules, e.g. for finances or 
for staff, that may often seem as too bureaucratic to industry; on the other hand, the Commission 
is reluctant to make any concessions that could seem to compromise rigour in the management 
of public funds. It is therefore of extreme importance that the right balance is struck so that both 
the private and public parts of the partnership feel at ease; or else the whole concept of PPPs 
under Union law is at doubt. 

Third, ARTEMIS is fully dependent on its Member States' annual commitments for determining 
its annual R&D budget (which equals 55% of the sum of national commitments). These 
commitments should be in appropriate amounts that reflect a country's weight in embedded 
systems R&D and allow consumption of the earmarked Union budget. This is important to 
minimise the risk that some partners in selected projects are left without national funding. 
Although the JU does not play a direct role in determining these annual national commitments, it 
plays a coordination and communication role that is very important; it should thus take all 
actions under its responsibility to encourage balanced budget commitments by Member States.  

A fourth challenge relates to the leanness of the future JU organisation. This is by design: the 
ARTEMIS-JU model relies on the financial processing and verification operations of national 
administrations (see section 3.2), whereas some services functions such as communications, 
R&D proposal handling, internal audit etc., are to be outsourced to private organisations. As a 
result, the number of staff needed is around 10 by end 2009, rising to no more than 12 in 2011. 
The fact that the majority of running costs (including salaries) is to be contributed by the private 
partner reinforces a constant vigilance for avoiding any hiring that is not essential. On the other 
hand, ensuring all the functions and procedures implied by the financial rules, the Staff rules or 
requested by the Commission with just 10 or even 12 staff will not be obvious. Management will 
need to constantly show creativity in optimising procedures in order to ensure not only 
effectiveness but also efficiency, retaining only activities that have a clear added value.   

                                                 

14  see section 5.1 in SEC/2007/692 
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Because the short period of activities since autonomy (6 weeks) the financial system was 
close to the completion stage at the end of 2009. It must be noted that the underlying business 
processes was not fully formalised and have not been validated by the Accounting Officer. 
This formalisation issue is critical for the internal control and should be addressed in 2010. 
 

3.1. Commission management 

As said before, most of 2009 was still in the preparatory transition for the ARTEMIS JU where 
the Commission had the overall operational responsibility. The Commission allocated one of its 
staff the function of the Executive Director ad interim (Kostas Glinos until February 2009 and 
replaced by Jose Cotta until September 2009), and assigned a few other staff of DG INFSO to 
continue working on the set up and initial operations of the ARTEMIS JU. From the 1st 
September 2009 (date in which the appointed Executive Director took office) until the autonomy 
on 26 October 2009 the Commission staff still ensured the JU operations in close collaboration 
with the ARTEMIS JU staff. In addition, a significant number of working groups established in 
2008 continued to operate in 2009 under the leadership of DG RTD in order to coordinate the 
effort across all the involved EC Directorate Generals and to set up the necessary conditions for 
autonomy of the JTIs.  

3.2. Management as autonomous entity  

As from October 26th 2009, the ARTEMIS JU operated in a fully autonomous way, while 
keeping the coaching of the Commission staff previously involved. With a staff of 9 people in 
total, all needed financial transactions (payment of salaries, payments to project participants…) 
could be made according to the Financial Regulations, with all financial circuits being defined, 
including the necessary back-ups. Only the function of the Accounting Officer could not receive 
a back-up, due to the small size of the organization. This issue has been solved early February 
2010, by the addition to the team of a second Finance and Contract Assistant. 

3.3. Collaboration with ARTEMIS Member States 

Collaboration with and between ARTEMIS Member States in 2009 was excellent, continuing in 
the same line since the establishment of the JU. As in 2008, the result of this collaboration was 
the integration of all national requirements and rules in the Call. For the Call itself, and 
according to the evaluation and selection procedures of the JU, national authorities intervened 
for verifying the national eligibility criteria for funding and the legal and financial viability of 
project participants and provided the results back to the JU in a timely fashion (either at Project 
Outline phase or at Full Project Proposal phase). During the project negotiation stage, there was 
also a strong interaction between the JU and national authorities to ensure that changes in project 
finances or partnership are accepted by all parties and that the ARTEMIS JU and the national 
grant agreements will be coherent. 

In 2009 this collaboration has been even stronger as national funding authorities have facilitated 
the implementation of R&D projects by processing cost claims and carrying out financial 
viability checks. In future years they will carry out administrative and financial audits of project 
participants on behalf of the Joint Undertaking. This way, ARTEMIS Member States contribute 
significantly to the administrative operations required for R&D project management. 

This method of implementation has several advantages: it allows for a lean administrative 
structure for the ARTEMIS JU, is not disruptive for national administrations, and uses 
contractual models that are familiar to the R&D actors. It should also be very cost-effective as it 
avoids duplication of evaluation and technical review procedures and of checking cost claims or 
the financial viability of partners. 
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3.4. Collaboration with industry 

During the preparatory period of the JU, the ARTEMIS Industry Association (ARTEMIS-IA) 
assisted the Commission in the preparation of the proposal submission modalities in relation to 
the 2008 and 2009 calls for proposals. This collaboration was formalised in 2008 through a 
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU) signed between ARTEMIS-IA and the Commission, that 
was signed again in 2009. As part of this, ARTEMIS-IA established the ARTEMIS Proposal 
Submission IT system, which despite minor adaption required to adapt the proposals format, 
functioned well during the whole submission period. ARTEMIS-IA also managed a helpdesk for 
proposers for any questions related to the functionality of the proposals submission tool. 

As described in point 2.2.6, the ARTEMIS Autumn Event & Co-summit 2009 took place in 
Madrid. It was co-ordinated and hosted by ARTEMISIA Association and ITEA 2.  

3.5. Budget, commitments, transactions 

Most operations during 2009 were carried out during the transitory period based on Article 16 of 
the ARTEMIS Regulation on "preparatory actions", and therefore the expenses and all associated 
costs incurred in this period were borne by the Members. The following table shows the 
commitment and payment credits transferred from the EC to the ARTEMIS JU. 

  Commitments 
€ 

Payments 
€ 

Operational expenditure 45.787.800,00 6.980.361,00 

Administrative expenditure 984.540,31 984.540,31* 

Total 46.772.340,31 7.964.901,31 

 

*This amount includes 375.000,00 € for the anticipated budget 2010. 

These amounts were established in collaboration with the services of the ARTEMIS JU. They 
include the RAL of commitments made by the EC on behalf of the JU in the transition period. 
Nevertheless for technical reasons related with the EC local systems, commitments linked with 
the payment of experts and missions remain in the EC side and will continue to be managed and 
consumed by the EC. Because the autonomy starts at end October the Administrative 
expenditure includes also the anticipated budget for the first quarter 2010.  

All the details concerning the Budgetary and Financial transitions of the ARTEMIS JU from the 
moment of autonomy on 26 October 2009 until 31 December 2009 are given in Appendix 1.  

For the year 2009, it was agreed between the Commission and ARTEMISIA that all 
administrative expenditure would be paid by the Commission. The agreement for 2010 foresees 
that the Commission pays 60% and ARTEMISIA 40% of the administrative costs. Over the total 
period, there is an agreement, between the Commission and ARTEMISIA, to split these costs 
into 1/3 for the Commission and 2/3 for ARTEMISIA. 

3.6. Communication 

In preparation for the second call for proposals a comprehensive list of activities were conducted 
by the Commission and ARTEMISIA in order to prepare the constituency.  

ARTEMIS-IA organised a Co-summit with ITEA2 in Madrid on October 29 & 30 (see point 
2.2.6).  
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ARTEMIS-IA organised an ARTEMIS Brokerage Event in Brussels, on 13 & 14 January. 
This event gave potential participants the opportunity to present proposal ideas, coordinate with 
other proposers, seek partners and in general network in order to enable good proposals. The 
event was very well attended, and was useful in many follow up events, where proposal ideas 
were further discussed and extended. 

 
In addition to this Brokerage Event the Commission and ARTEMIS-IA attended several 
information days in the Member States. ARTEMIS was also promoted at the following events 
during 2009: 

− ARTEMIS Information & promotion day - 22&23January 2009, in Budapest  
 

− ARTEMIS Information & promotion day - London , January 27, 2009 
 

− ARTEMIS seminar - Stockholm, January 28, 2009 
 

− GENESYS Workshop, February 4, 2009, Munich, Germany 
 
− ARTEMIS Information & promotion day – Copenhagen, February 26, 2009 

 
− Embedded World Conference 2009, 3 - 5 March 2009, Nuremberg, Germany 

 
− ARTEMIS Information & promotion day - Rome , March 10, 2009 

 
− ICT 4 EE: High Level Event on ICT for Energy Efficiency, Brussels March 19 - 20, 2009 

 
− Workshop on wireless sensor networks and cooperating objects, March 25, 2009 in 

Darmstadt, Germany 
 

− ARTEMIS spring event 2009 (conjunction with DATE 2009) from April 21st to 23rd in 
Nice, France.  

 
− ARTEMIS Brokerage Event, December 2009, Amsterdam, the Netherlands (for call 

2010) 
 

ARTEMIS-IA launched three issues of the ARTEMIS Magazine in 2009. It covers news and 
events linked to the ARTEMIS-JU Programme and it has interviews and longer articles on topics 
related to the ARTEMIS work.  

The ARTEMIS JU website (https://www.artemis-ju.eu/) contains all information about the 
ARTEMIS JU activities including background, documents from the boards, vacancies, news and 
events and most importantly all information related to the call for proposals. It was hosted by 
ARTEMISIA in 2008 and 2009. In addition, ARTEMIS-IA is maintaining the ARTEMIS-IA 
website (https://www.artemisia-association.eu/ to be converted to www.artemis-ia.eu) containing 
all information about the industrial organisation including members, press releases, publications, 
partner search, news and events. These two websites can also be accessed through a common 
portal website: http://www.artemis.eu/. 

The Governing Board adopted the Joint Undertaking's Annual Activity Report (AAR) for 2008 
as well as the analysis and assessment of the Executive Director's annual report. The AAR was 
sent to the European Parliament, the Council and the Court of Auditors on 11 June 2009.  
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3.7. JU staff and outsourcing 

The three posts published in 2008 were filled during 2009. The procedure for the selection and 
appointment of the Executive Director Mr. Eric Schutz was completed before summer 2009 and 
he took office on 1 September 2009. The procedures and hiring of the other five posts were 
performed during 2009. All published posts for the ARTEMIS JU (8) have been covered.  

The Governing Board appointed on 29 January 2009 Mr. Juan Pablo Contreras Solis (Head of 
administration and finance) as accounting officer. 
 
The multi-annual staff policy plan 2010-2012 for the ARTEMIS Joint Undertaking was adopted 
by the Governing Board on March 16th, 2009. 

Organisation Chart 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
Note that the internal audit function, and activities related to communication, including website 
design and development, are planned to be outsourced. 

3.8. Internal Control Framework (ICF) 

The interim Executive Director developed in 2008, according to Article 38(4) of the JU financial 
rules, the ICF of the JU in compliance with the minimum standards set by the Governing 
Board15. The ICF uses as starting point the current Commission control systems but is tailored to 
the specificities and small size of the JU. It is based on the assumption that it has to be 
progressive and evolve over time according to the operational needs and the volume of the JU 
activities and in line with the Executive Director's assessment of risks.  

A first version of the ICF was presented to the Governing Board for information at its meeting of 
24 November 2009. A revised ICF will be submitted for approval through a written procedure in 
March 2010.  

                                                 

15  ARTEMIS-GB-50/08 

Executive Director 
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3.9. Financial circuits, documentation of procedures, registration of 

documents 

In 2008 a number of procedures were already documented in accordance to the control standards. 
This is for example the case for the submission of proposals, the negotiation of JU Grant 
Agreements or for the evaluation. In 2009 the main task was the definition of the financial 
circuits (e.g. for commitments) that have been defined and adopted by the interim Executive 
Director before autonomy. 

During the transition period, the JU legal documents such as the PAB and GB decisions are 
registered and numbered. All relevant JU correspondence was registered and filed according to 
the current EC guidelines in the appropriate database (Adonis). As from autonomy, the 
ARTEMIS JU has put in place a registration and numbering of documents and has set up its own 
registering and filing system.  

In addition, CIRCA has been kept as the main electronic repository and documents exchange 
tool for the different JU bodies. The decisions of the JU bodies are also uploaded onto the 
ARTEMIS JU website. 

3.10. Internal audit 

Before autonomy the function of internal audit has been secured according to standard rules in 
place in the Commission. After autonomy, due to the limited size of the JU, it is planned to be 
outsourced. Note that the Internal Audit Service of the Commission does not have any 
responsibility in the internal audit of Joint Undertakings according to Article 14 of the Statutes. 
During 2010, various possibilities will be investigated, such as outsourcing to a professional 
audit company, outsourcing to the staff of another JTI or outsourcing to various services of the 
Commission (including its Internal Audit Service). A decision will be taken during the second 
quarter of 2010. 

3.11. IT systems 

During 2009, the IT needs of the ARTEMIS JU were fully covered by the IT infrastructure put in 
place by the Commission acting in accordance with Article 16 of ARTEMIS Regulation 
74/2008.  

The Commission services, under the coordination of DG-RTD, have put in place the IT 
infrastructure, which secures full adherence to all legal and technical requirements. The IT 
infrastructure available in the JU facilities (Covent Garden) is shared amongst the 5 JUs, it 
secures segregation of access and data amongst the different entities and it is fully operational as 
from October 2009 and it will be operational until October 2010, when most of the software 
licenses will expire16.  

The system currently in place uses ABAC for all financial transactions (accessed through a 
physically segregated and encrypted line, the S-TESTA) and Microsoft Office solution for 
administration. 

Access to a number of dedicated project management tools (FP7 tools) are being granted by the 
relevant system owners (Commission services, REA, DG-BUDG, etc.) to the JUs having 

                                                 

16  Software licenses for office administration IT tools (i.e. Microsoft office) were purchases by the Commission 
acting under article 16 of the Council regulation through Commission Framework Contracts, some of which will 
expire in October 2010. The JUs need to find they own IT solution by then.    
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requested them.  Correspondingly SLAs and/or MoU are signed / being signed with the 
relevant system owners. 

For ARTEMIS the list of IT tools includes the following tools (already granted): 

URF – Registration facility for FP7 Legal Entities (owned by the REA) 
CaP – Call Passport (owned by the REA) 
EFP – Evaluation Floor Planning (owned by the REA) 
EMI/EMM – expert database (owned by Dg-RTD) 
CED – Central exclusion database (DG-Budg) 
EPSS - Electronic Proposal Submission System (owned by the DG-RTD, managed by the 
REA) 
ESS – Evaluation tools (owned by the DG-RTD, managed by the REA) 

In addition, use of the following FP7 tools has been requested, but not yet granted: 

NEF – Tool supporting Contract negotiation (owned by Dg-RTD) 
CPM – Contract Management Tool (owned by Dg-RTD) 
 

Access to the FP7 tools will be granted through S-TESTA line. 

The current JU location is temporary. A final seat will be identified upon completion of a public 
procurement, which is currently in its final stage (the establishment of the contract is expected in 
June 2010). 

Once the final seat is defined, a new IT infrastructure needs to be realized. The 5 JUs have 
decided to join forces and publish a unique common tender that will cover all JUs’ needs.  

Technical specifications are being currently drafted with the support of the Commission services, 
with a view to secure that IT infrastructure, IT tools and services will be in place and fully 
operational at the latest by the time the JU will move to the final seat. 

3.12. Handover 

The interim Executive Director delivered a detailed hand-over file to the appointed Executive 
Director together with all relevant electronic and hardcopy files (archives, project files, 
correspondence etc.). This hand-over file was signed by the interim Executive Director on 14 
December 2009.  
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4. APPENDICES 

4.1. Appendix 1: Financial report: financial year 2009, administrative 

budget   

Table 1  : Commitments 

  

Table 2  : Payments 

  

Table 3  : Commitments to be settled 

  

Table 4 : Balance Sheet 

  

Table 5 : Economic Outturn Account 

  

Table 6  : Average Payment Time Limits 

  

Table 7  : Income 
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Additional comments 

 

 

This Financial Report shows the Budgetary and Financial transactions of ARTEMIS JU from the 
moment of the autonomy on October 26, 2009 until December 31, 2009. 
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 TABLE 1: OUTTURN ON COMMITMENT APPROPRIATIONS IN 2009 (in Mio €) 

 
Chapter 

Commitment 

appropriations 

authorised * 

Commitment

s made 
% 

   1 2 3=2/1 

 Title  A-1 STAFF 

 A-11 STAFF IN ACTIVE EMPLOYMENT 0.29 0.25 87.91 % 

 
A-12 

Miscellaneous expenditure on staff recruitment 
and 

0.02 0.02 100.00 % 

 A-14 SOCIOMEDICAL STRUCTURE 0.03 0.00 12.74 % 

 A-17 ENTERTAINMENT AND REPRESENTATION 0.02 0.00 19.86 % 

 Total Title  A-1 0.35 0.28 79.30 % 

 Title  A-2 BUILDINGS EQUIPMENT AND MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING EX 

 
A-20 

RENTAL OF BUILDINGS AND ASSOCIATED 
COSTS 

0.09 0.08 96.11 % 

 A-21 INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY PURCHASES 0.05 0.04 81.84 % 

 
A-22 

MOVABLE PROPERTY AND ASSOCIATED 
COSTS 

0.01 0.00 47.75 % 

 A-23 CURRENT ADMINISTRTATIVE EXPENDITURE 0.02     

 A-24 POSTAGE AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS 0.02 0.00 8.11 % 

 
A-25 

EXPENDITURE ON FORMAL AND OTHER 
MEETINGS 

0.02     

 Total Title  A-2 0.19 0.13 64.90 % 

 Title  B0-3 OPERATIONAL EXPENDITURE 

 
B3-1 

R&D SELECTED PROJECTS-EC 
CONTRIBUTION 

45.79 37.09 81.00 % 

 B3-2 R&D SUPPORT 0.04     

 B3-4  INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION 0.02     

 Total Title  B0-3 45.85 37.09 80.89 % 

         

 TOTAL ARTEMIS 46.40 37.49 80.81 % 
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* Commitment appropriations authorised include, in addition to the budget voted by the legislative authority, appropriations 
carried over from the previous exercise, budget amendments as well as miscellaneous commitment appropriations for the 

period (e.g. internal and external assigned revenue).  
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 TABLE 2: OUTTURN ON PAYMENT APPROPRIATIONS IN 2009 (in Mio €) 

 
Chapter 

Payment 

appropriation

s authorised * 

Payments 

made 
% 

   1 2 3=2/1 

 TITLE A-1 STAFF 

 A-11 STAFF IN ACTIVE EMPLOYMENT 0.29 0.15 52.29 % 

 A-12 Miscellaneous expenditure on staff recruitment and 0.02     

 A-14 SOCIOMEDICAL STRUCTURE 0.03 0.00 0.70 % 

 A-17 ENTERTAINMENT AND REPRESENTATION 0.02 0.00 15.25 % 

 TOTAL A-1 0.35 0.15 43.61 % 

      

 TITLE A-2 BUILDINGS EQUIPMENT AND MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING EX 

 A-20 RENTAL OF BUILDINGS AND ASSOCIATED COSTS 0.09 0.00 3.74 % 

 A-21 INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY PURCHASES 0.05 0.04 80.33 % 

 A-22 MOVABLE PROPERTY AND ASSOCIATED COSTS 0.01     

 A-23 CURRENT ADMINISTRTATIVE EXPENDITURE 0.02     

 A-24 POSTAGE AND TELECOMMUNICATIONS 0.02 0.00 2.38 % 

 A-25 EXPENDITURE ON FORMAL AND OTHER MEETINGS 0.02     

 TOTAL A-2 0.19 0.04 20.46 % 

      

 TITLE B0-3 OPERATIONAL EXPENDITURE 

 B3-1 R&D SELECTED PROJECTS-EC CONTRIBUTION 6.98 1.35 19.31 % 

 B3-2 R&D SUPPORT 0.04     

 B3-4  INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATION 0.02     

 TOTAL B0-3 7.04 1.35 19.15 % 

      

 TOTAL ARTEMIS 7.59 1.54 20.32 % 
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* Payment appropriations authorised include, in addition to the budget voted by the legislative authority, appropriations 
carried over from the previous exercise, budget amendments as well as miscellaneous payment appropriations for the 
period (e.g. internal and external assigned revenue).   
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TABLE 3 : BREAKDOWN OF COMMITMENTS TO BE SETTLED AT 31/12/2009 (in Mio €) 

  2009 Commitments to be settled 

Chapter 
Commitment

s 2009 

Payments 

2009 
RAL 2009 

% to be 

settled 

    1 2 3=1-2 4=1-2//1 

Title A-1 STAFF 

A-11 STAFF IN ACTIVE EMPLOYMENT 0.25 -0.15 0.10 40.51 % 

A-12 
Miscellaneous expenditure on staff 
recruitment and 

0.02 0.00 0.02 100.00 % 

A-14 SOCIOMEDICAL STRUCTURE 0.00 0.00 0.00 94.54 % 

A-17 
ENTERTAINMENT AND 
REPRESENTATION 

0.00 0.00 0.00 23.23 % 

Total Title A-1 0.28 -0.15 0.13 45.01 % 

      

Title A-2 BUILDINGS EQUIPMENT AND MISCELLANEOUS OPERATING EX 

A-20 
RENTAL OF BUILDINGS AND 
ASSOCIATED COSTS 

0.08 0.00 0.08 96.11 % 

A-21 
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY 
PURCHASES 

0.04 -0.04 0.00 1.84 % 

A-22 
MOVABLE PROPERTY AND 
ASSOCIATED COSTS 

0.00 0.00 0.00 100.00 % 

A-23 
CURRENT ADMINISTRTATIVE 
EXPENDITURE 

        

A-24 
POSTAGE AND 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS 

0.00 0.00 0.00 70.63 % 

A-25 
EXPENDITURE ON FORMAL AND 
OTHER MEETINGS 

        

Total Title A-2 0.13 -0.04 0.09 68.48 % 

      

Title B0-3 OPERATIONAL EXPENDITURE 

B3-1 
R&D SELECTED PROJECTS-EC 
CONTRIBUTION 

37.09   37.09 100.00 % 

B3-2 R&D SUPPORT         
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B3-4 
 INFORMATION AND 
COMMUNICATION 

        

Total Title B0-3 37.09   37.09 100.00 % 

      

TOTAL ARTEMIS 37.49 -0.19 37.30 99.48 % 
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TABLE 4 : BALANCE SHEET  

             

BALANCE SHEET  

ARTEMIS 2009 2008  

NON CURRENT ASSETS 4,008.09    

Intangible Assets 0.00    

 Tangible fixed asset 4,008.09    

CURRENT ASSETS 6,644,043.82    

Short-term Pre-Financing 212,779.21    

Short-term Receivables 11,293.60    

Cash and Cash Equivalents 6,419,971.01    

ASSETS 6,648,051.91    

NON CURRENT LIABILITIES 0.00    

Long-term provisions 0.00     

CURRENT LIABILITIES  -112,645.11    

Short-term provisions -5514.97   

Accounts Payable  -107,130.14    

LIABILITIES  -112,645.11    

    

NET ASSETS (ASSETS less LIABILITIES)   6,535,406.80       

  Members Contribution   9,949,543.84    

P.I.2. Accumulated Surplus / Deficit 0.00    

           

    

     

NET ASSETS   6,535,406.80    
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TABLE 5 : ECONOMIC OUTTURN ACCOUNT 

   

ECONOMIC OUTTURN ACCOUNT 

ARTEMIS 2009 2008 

FROM OPERATING ACTIVT   3,422,577.81   

OPERATING EXPENSES  3,422,577.81   

Administrative Expenses   302,614.51   

Operating Expenses   3,119,963.30   

SURPLUS/DEF. NON OPERATING ACTIVIT -8,440.77   

FINANCIAL OPERATIONS -8,440.77   

Financial revenue -8,440.77   

ECONOMIC OUTTURN ACCOUNT   -3,414,137.04   

   

It should be noted that the balance sheet and economic outturn account of ARTEMIS JU, presented in this Annual Activity Report, 
represent assets, liabilities, expenses and revenues that are under the control of this Joint Undertaking and follows the structure 
advised by DG Budget and the Court of Auditors in its preliminary findings. A formal note with further explanations will be given and 
explained in the Annual Accounts. 
 
Additionally, the figures included in this table are provisional since they are, at this date, still subject to the final audit by the Court 
of Auditors. It is thus possible that amounts included in these tables may have to be adjusted following this audit. 
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TABLE 6: AVERAGE PAYMENT TIME LIMITS FOR 2009 - ARTEMIS JU  

 
Full Year 

2009 
       

Maximum 

Payment 

Time 

(Days) 

Total 

Number of 

Payments 

Nbr of 

Payments 

within 

Time 

Limit 

Percentage 

Average 

Payment 

Times 

(Days) 

Nbr of 

Late 

Payments 

Percentage 

Average 

Payment 

Times 

(Days) 

30 12 11 91.67 % 11.36 1 8.33 % 31.00 

45 40 32 80.00 % 15.75 8 20.00 % 87.50 

        

Total 

Number of 

Payments 

52 43 82.69 %   9 17.31 %   

Average 

Payment 

Time 

26.15     14.63     81.22 

Q4 2009        

Target 

Payment 

Time 

(Days) 

Total 

Number of 

Payments 

Nbr of 

Payments 

within 

Target 

Time 

Percentage 

Average 

Payment 

Times 

(Days) 

Nbr of 

Late 

Payments 

Percentage 

Average 

Payment 

Times 

(Days) 

30 52 41 78.85 % 13.73 11 21.15 % 72.45 

        

Q4 Total 

Number of 

Payments 

52 41 78.85 %   11 21.15 %   

Q4 

Average 

Payment 

Time 

26.15     13.73     72.45 
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Late Interest paid in 2009     

DG GL Account Description Amount (Eur)     

               

 

The interest generated by each of the 9 late payments (one administrative and 8 operational) are below the thresholds. As a result, 
no interest is due unless the beneficiary requests so.  

 

TABLE 7 : SITUATION ON REVENUE AND INCOME IN 2009 

Title Description 
Year of 

Origin 

Revenue and 

Income 

recognized 

Revenue and 

Income cashed 

Oustanding 

Balance 

A-2 
REVENUES AND 
CONTRIBUTIONS 

2009 7,964,901.00 0.00 7,964,901.00 

TOTALARTEMIS JU 7,964,901.00 0.00 7,964,901.00 
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4.2. Appendix 2: List of national funding authorities having signed an 

administrative agreement with the ARTEMIS JU 

1. Österreichische Forschungsförderungsgesellschaft mbH (FFG) (Austria) 
2. Instituut voor de Aanmoediging van Innovatie door Wetenschap en Technologie 

in Vlaanderen (IWT) (Belgium) 
3. “Research Promotion Foundation” (Cyprus) 
4. Ministry of Education, Youth and Sports (Czech Republic) 
5. Danish Council for Technology and Innovation (Denmark) 
6. Estonian Science Foundation (Estonia) 
7. TEKES – Finnish Funding Agency for Technology and Innovation (Finland) 
8. Direction Générale des Entreprises du Ministère de l'économie, de l'industrie et 

de l'emploi (France) 
9. Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung (Germany) 
10. General Secretariat for Research and Technology of the Ministry of Development 

(Greece) 
11. Hungarian National Office for Research and Technology (NKTH) (Hungary) 
12. Enterprise Ireland (Ireland) 
13. Ministero dell’Istruzione, dell'Università e della Ricerca (MIUR) (Italy) 
14. “Ministry of Education and Science” (Latvia) 
15. SenterNovem (Netherlands) 
16. Research Council of Norway (Norway) 
17. Fundação para a Ciência e a Tecnologia (FCT) (Portugal) 
18. Centrul National de Management Programe – CNMP (Romania) 
19. Ministry of Higher Education, Science and Technology (MHEST) (Slovenia) 
20. Ministerio de Industria, Turismo y Comercio (Spain) 
21. VINNOVA - Swedish Governmental Agency for Innovation Systems (Sweden) 
22. Engineering and Physical Sciences Research Council (EPSRC) (United 

Kingdom) 
23. Technology Strategy Board (TSB) (United Kingdom) 
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4.3. Appendix 3: List of members of the ARTEMIS Governing Board  

LD Lohstroh Jan ARTEMISIA 

INDUSTRY 

(ARTEMISIA) 

Chair Grimm Klaus ARTEMISIA 

LD Wiesmüller Michael Austria 
AT 

  Zimmermann Kerstin Austria 

LD Van de Loock Leo Belgium 

  Deprez Francis  Belgium BE 

  Deblauwe Nico Belgium 

CY LD Sepou Kalypso Cyprus 

LD Kadlec Jiri 
Czech 
Republic 

CZ 

  

Frycova Jirina 
Czech 
Republic 

LD Metzger Maximilian Germany 

  Dieter  Ralph Germany DE 

  Zeisel Herbert Germany 

LD Madsen Jan Denmark 

DK 

  Windmüller Jan Denmark 

LD Raim Toivo Estonia 

EE 

 
Kaine Aavo Estonia 

LD Prieto Luis Spain 

  Dueñas Salvador Spain 
ES 

  Rico Fernando Spain 

FI LD Tilli Kari Finland 
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  Sere Kaisa Finland 

LD Dubarry Cécile France 

FR 

  Tarrier Franck France 

LD  Koutrokoi Maria Greece 

EL 

  Kyriakopoulos Constantinos Greece 

LD Vass Ilona Hungary 

HU 

  Gulyás Ágnes Hungary 

IE LD Sheedy Tom Ireland 

LD 
Ali Mario 

Italy 

  Covello Aldo Italy 

  
Sangiovanni 
Vincentelli 

Alberto Italy 

IT 

  
Prof. Lorenzo Marconi 

Italy 

LD Alberts Maris Latvia 

LV 

 Greitans Modris Latvia 

LD Zwalve Willem Netherlands 

NL 

  Beekman Lukas Netherlands 

LD Espeli Tron Norway 

NO 

  Gretland Paul Norway 

LD Melo Luis Portugal 

PT 

  Carrilho Dina Portugal 
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RO LD Ionita Angela Romania 

LD Wallberg Jonas Sweden 

SE 

  Elshiewy Nabiel Sweden 

LD Mihelic Ales Slovenia 

  Zalar Barbara Slovenia SI 

  Sabo Rajko Slovenia 

LD Vousden Lee 
United 
Kingdom 

UK 

  Foggie Richard 
United 
Kingdom 

EC   Van der Pyl  Thierry  
European 
Commission 

EC   Clausen Tom 
European 
Commission 

 

LD= Lead Delegate 
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4.4. Appendix 4: List of members of the ARTEMIS Public Authorities Board  

LD Wiesmüller Michael Austria 

  Zimmermann Kerstin Austria 
 Niklfeld Georg Austria 

AT 

  

  

  

 Zergoi Thomas Austria 

LD Van de Loock Leo Belgium 

 Deblauwe Nico Belgium 
BE 
  
  

  Deprez  Francis  Belgium 

CY LD Tsoumpanou Lina Cyprus 

LD Kadlec Jiri Czech Republic 

CZ 

  Frycova Jirina Czech Republic 

LD Landvogt Erasmus Germany  

  Dieter Ralph Germany 

DE 

  
  

  Weber Michael Germany 

DK LD Windmüller Jan Denmark 

EE LD Raim Toivo Estonia 

LD Alonso José Angel Spain 

  Rico Fernando Spain 

ES 
  
  

  Pérez Buendía Juan Spain 

LD Knuuttila Oiva Finland FI 

  
  Ahola Kimmo Finland 

LD Dubarry Cécile France 

  Schouller Patrick France FR 

 Tarrier  Franck  France  

EL LD Koutrokoi Maria Greece 

    Pavlidou Niovi Greece 
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LD Pap David Hungary HU 

  

  Bottka Sandor Hungary 

IE LD Sheedy Tom Ireland 

LD 
Ali Mario Italy 

  Covello Aldo Italy 

  
Prof. Lorenzo Marconi 

Italy 

IT 
  
  
  

  
Sangiovanni 
Vincentelli 

Alberto Italy 

LD Greitans Modris Latvia LV 
  

 Berzina Dina Latvia 

NL LD Beekman Lucas Netherlands 

LD Espeli Tron Norway NO 

  

  Gretland Paul Norway 

LD Melo Luis Portugal PT 

  

  Carrilho Dina Portugal 

LD Dumitrache Nicoleta Romania 

RO 

  Paraschiv Andrei Romania 

LD Elshiewy Nabiel Sweden 

  Bäcklund Ylva Sweden 

SE 

  

  

  Wallberg Jonas Sweden 

LD Mihelic Ales Slovenia 

  Zalar Barbara Slovenia 

SI 

  

  

  Sabo Rajko Slovenia 

UK LD Appleyard Nick United Kingdom 

UK   Foggie  Richard UK  

  Clausen Tom  
European 
Commission 
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LD=Lead Delegate 
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Observers 

  Firkavičiūt÷  Karina Lithuania 

LT 

  Kalytis Romualdas Lithuania 

IL   Geifman Dorit Israel 

LU   Ludwig Jean-Michel Luxemburg 

MT   Warrington Brian Malta 

PL   Grabarczyk Leszek Poland 

SK   Lavrin Anton Slovakia 

CH   Odermatt André Switzerland 

TR   Basak Ebru Turquey 

YU   Litovski Vančo  Serbia 
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4.5. Appendix 5: List of members of the ARTEMIS Industry and Research 

Committee  

At the end of 2009 the IRC consisted of 24 members and 1 vacancy: 

Tomas Kristofic ARDACO a.s.  

Diamantino Costa Critical Software SA  

Sergio Bandinelli European Software Institute - ESI Tecnalia  

Jokin Garatea GAIA, Asociacion de Industrias de las Tecnologias  

From 
SME’s 

Pauli Kuosmanen TIVIT Ltd.  

Joseph Sifakis CEA: Commissariat a l'Energie Atomique  

Dieter Fellner IGD: Fraunhofer Institute for Computer Graphics Research  

Alberto Ruiz de Olano IKERLAN  

Rudy Lauwereins IMEC  

From 
Universities 
and 
Research 
Institutes 

Luca Benini Università di Bologna - Alma Mater Studiorum  

Dagfin Brodtkorb ABB AB  

Christian Schyr AVL List GmbH  

Wolfgang Klingenberg BOSCH: Robert Bosch GmbH  

Klaus Grimm Daimler A.G.  

Francois Bichet Dassault Systemes  

Heinrich Daembkes EADS Deutschland GmbH  

Giovani Barontini Finmeccanica-Societá per azioni  

Evangelos Ladis Hellenic Aerospace Industry S.A.  

Götz-Philip Brasche Microsoft: European Microsoft Innovation Center GmbH  

Petri Liuha Nokia Corporation  

Gerard Beenker NXP Semiconductors 

Emile Aarts Philips 

Lothar Borrmann Siemens AG  

Dominique Vernay Thales Corporate  

From  
Large 
Enterprises 

Vacancy*  
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4.6. Appendix 6: Information on payments for 2008 Call and projects of 2009 

Call 

1. Call 2009 Analysis 

Call 2009 was the first to operate in a two-phase mode. A Project Outline (PO) phase yielded 56 
proposals which were reviewed and feedback given to the proposers (the PO phase is non-gating, 
but mandatory). For the FPP phase, 44 proposals were received on 3/9/2009 and evaluations 
completed on 2/10/2009. (During this phase, the handover from the Commission staff to the JU 
staff was completed). The Mandate to negotiate the scored projects was finalised in the PAB 
meeting of 22/10/2009, with 13 projects retained for negotiation, 6 projects on a Reserve List, 5 
projects not feasible financially though above the minimum score threshold. 20 projects were 
rejected as they were below the selection threshold. 

On December 15th (the end of negotiation mandate), 11 projects had successfully completed 
negotiations, while another 3 projects were granted temporary extension of the mandate. Of these 
three, two became merged and, just prior to the PAB and GB meeting of 28th January 2010, a 
total of 13 projects had successfully completed the negotiation phase. 

These 13 projects are reviewed in this document. 

2. List of successfully negotiated projects 

The following table lists the results of the successfully negotiated projects, with their total 
eligible cost, National Funding and JU Funding. As information, the distribution of funding per 
participant type and the corresponding average funding rates is also given. 

 

Total Eligible Cost, JU- and National Funding per project 

 

Project 
Total Eligible 

Cost 
JU Funding National Funding 

ACROSS 16,066,012.26 2,683,024.05 4,965,155.81 

ASAM 5,829,365.00 973,503.59 1,786,001.40 

CHIRON 18,064,346.00 3,016,745.78 6,205,747.27 

eSONIA 12,084,895.75 2,018,177.59 4,801,982.88 

iFEST 15,794,707.00 2,637,716.07 5,158,992.92 

ME3GAS 15,732,529.20 2,627,332.38 2,717,219.47 

POLLUX 33,245,302.00 5,551,965.43 10,255,145.98 

pSHIELD 5,392,809.07 900,599.11 1,522,774.16 

R3-COP 18,319,660.00 3,059,384.58 6,737,692.86 

RECOMP 25,772,220.00 4,303,960.74 9,339,154.66 

SIMPLE 7,433,467.00 1,241,388.00 2,798,967.00 
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SMARCOS 13,461,741.00 2,248,110.75 4,420,052.11 

SMECY 20,537,505.00 3,429,763.34 6,513,371.00 

TOTAL 207,734,559.28 34,691,671.40 67,222,257.52 

 

 

Funding breakdown per partner type 

  LE SME PRO Total 

Total 

Eligible 

Costs 

 114,475,343.73 31,474,150.55 61,785,065.00 207,734,559.28 

JU 

Contribution 
 19,117,383.58 5,256,182.86 10,318,104.96 34,691,671.40 

National 

Funding 
 26,758,077.38 11,346,614.52 29,117,565.62 67,222,257.52 

Total 

Funding 
 45,875,460.96 16,602,797.38 39,435,670.58 101,913,928.92 

         

Total 

Eligible 

Costs 

55.1% 15.2% 29.7% (pct of total) 

National 

Funding 
39.8% 16.9% 43.3% (pct of total) 

         

National 

Funding 

Rate 

23.4% 36.1% 47.1% 32.4% 

Total 

Funding 

Rate 

40.1% 52.8% 63.8% 49.1% 

 

LE: Large Enterprise. SME: Small-Medium Enterprise. PRO: Public Research Organisation. JU 

contribution fixed at 16.7% of eligible costs. 

 

3. Consolidated budget breakdown, by ARTEMIS Member State 

This table consolidates the national funding requested by the projects in each participating 
ARTEMIS Member State, and the associated National budget. Note that some countries have 
graciously extended their budgets compared to the committed numbers, so as to accommodate 
specific projects important for their national strategies.  
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Proposal Grand Total AT BE CZ CY DE DK EE

ACROSS 4,965,155.81     2,000,091.31  1,877,259.50  
ASAM 1,786,001.40     324,363.00     
CHIRON 6,205,747.27     395,604.00     
eSONIA 4,801,982.88     686,890.00     
iFEST 5,158,992.92     390,725.00     449,842.92     
ME3GAS 2,717,219.47     
POLLUX 10,255,145.98   2,499,526.00  699,254.00     663,808.00     651,121.48     
R3-COP 6,737,692.86     300,000.00     660,583.00     2,220,210.86  321,701.00     
RECOMP 9,339,154.66     1,301,499.00  2,797,078.66  796,766.00     
p.S.HI.E.L.D. 1,522,774.16     
SIMPLE 2,798,967.00     296,548.00     
SMARCOS 4,420,052.11     961,728.00     75,977.00       
SMECY 6,513,371.00     807,816.00     478,926.00     

Grand Total 67,222,257.51   4,799,617.31  2,056,586.00  4,587,298.00  -                   7,995,513.41  1,921,756.00  296,548.00     

Budget 71,728,007.19   4,799,617.31  2,500,000.00  4,600,000.00  350,000.00     8,000,000.00  1,921,756.00  300,000.00     
Unused Budget 4,505,749.68     -                   443,414.00     12,702.00       350,000.00     4,486.59         -                   3,452.00         

Unused 6.3%

Proposal ES FI FR GB GR HU IE

ACROSS 417,550.00     
ASAM

CHIRON 1,170,207.00     760,596.00     579,820.00     260,229.00     
eSONIA 848,083.00        2,109,590.88  
iFEST 489,373.00        434,419.00     901,757.00     

ME3GAS 438,754.00        716,143.00     
POLLUX 932,513.00        467,497.00     1,039,811.00  
R3-COP 292,313.00        551,050.00     641,335.00     357,357.00     
RECOMP 990,149.00        1,537,337.00  417,429.00     835,191.00     283,857.00     

p.S.HI.E.L.D.
SIMPLE 383,000.00        496,130.00     253,200.00     

SMARCOS 445,608.00        1,341,912.00  239,760.00     
SMECY 946,744.00     1,067,847.00  184,836.00     282,715.00     

Grand Total 5,990,000.00     6,486,633.88  2,804,742.00  3,961,951.00  2,000,000.00  870,786.00     1,000,000.00  

Budget 5,990,000.00     6,486,633.88  4,500,000.00  4,000,000.00  2,000,000.00  1,980,000.00  1,000,000.00  
Unused Budget -                      -                   1,695,258.00  38,049.00       -                   1,109,214.00  -                   

Proposal IT LV NL NO PT SE SI

ACROSS 670,255.00        
ASAM 540,878.40        920,760.00     

CHIRON 2,163,837.27     463,704.00     411,750.00     
eSONIA 1,157,419.00     
iFEST 601,431.00     642,241.00     1,249,204.00  

ME3GAS 266,350.00        1,096,907.47  199,065.00     

POLLUX 1,842,150.50     793,333.00     666,132.00     
R3-COP 898,565.00        221,578.00     273,000.00     
RECOMP 379,848.00     

p.S.HI.E.L.D. 982,472.72        160,537.10     85,114.80       294,649.54     

SIMPLE 620,726.00        267,049.00     284,886.00     197,428.00     
SMARCOS 429,095.11        925,972.00     

SMECY 1,428,251.00     693,226.00     623,010.00     
Grand Total 11,000,000.00   221,578.00     4,938,475.00  1,468,910.10  749,848.80     2,969,121.47  1,102,892.54  

Budget 11,000,000.00   500,000.00     5,000,000.00  1,500,000.00  800,000.00     3,000,000.00  1,500,000.00  
Unused Budget -                      278,422.00     61,525.00       31,089.90       50,151.20       30,878.53       397,107.46     

50,001.00           = Unused budget available > 50000 Euro

Call 2009 Budget Allocation

 

 

The distribution of the projects over the various participating countries has allowed us to come to 
close to 6% of total consumption of the available national budgets. We must thank the maturity 
and flexibility, both of the participating countries and of the participating R,D & I actors in this 
Call, which played a major part in achieving this figure. 

4. Programme 

a) Call 2009 contribution 

Project proposals often address more than one of the ARTEMIS Sub-Programmes. During the 
FPP evaluation panels, the experts were asked to document their opinion of the contribution each 
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project makes to each of the ASPs, expressed as a percentage. Using this percentage to 
weight the distribution of the total eligible cost across the ASPs gives the following distribution. 

 

 

Final distribution, 13 negotiated projects. Eligible cost based on negotiation outcome, weighted according to experts’ 

evaluation 

 

Form this it is evident that the preponderance of focus on ASP5, also seen in Call 2008 projects, 
has still continued. While this indicates a strong need on the part of the R&D&I community to 
solve the many and difficult architectural and development problems that are faced in practice, it 
also implies a risk that the ARTEMIS programme may start to reduce its focus on market-facing 
innovation in the more application-oriented sub-programmes: this is a point for attention in 
future calls that has already been taken up in the preparation phase of Call 2010. 

 

More positively, it shows that progress is being made on the application-oriented sub-
programmes ASP2, 4, 6, 7 and 8, which were severely under-subscribed in Call 2008. This, in 
particular for ASPs 2, 4 and 7, addressing areas of Healthcare, Manufacturing Efficiency and 
Environments Sustainability, indicates that the community is starting to take up the ARTEMIS 
approach of "Think Socio-Economic". This is something to be further encouraged in later calls. 

 

b) Aggregate contribution Calls 2008 and 2009 

Data from projects from two calls becomes a more significant statistical indicator, and 
accumulating the results from the calls allows the following observations. 

 

Number of Partners and Total Eligible Cost 
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Together, these give an indication of the 'size' of projects. The ARTMIS approach to 
achieving lasting impact of R&D project results through a "Think Big" approach seems to be 
well subscribed: there is a mix of large strategic initiatives supported by smaller, more targeted 
projects. The following two charts show the number of partners and total eligible costs for all of 
the 25 ARTEMIS projects, from Calls 2008 and 2009. 
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Average Eligible Costs per project: 16.17 M€, (Std Dev 13.27 M€), Grand Total: 404.32 
M€. The Average number of partners is 20.64 (Std Dev 11.84) 

Multi-Nationality 

 

Another ARTEMIS focus is that of "Act Multi-National". Though the programme rules dictate a 
minimum participation of 3 ARTEMIS Member States in any project, the following chart 
indicates that the community is truly following this multi-national directive. The minimum 
number of countries is 4, and the maximum is 12. The average number of countries is 6.68 (Std 
Dev 2.39), which is almost double the equivalent number typically seen in other Pan-European 
initiatives. 
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5. Payments Made (Call 2008) 

During 2009, payments to beneficiaries in projects from Call 2008 have been receiving 
payments. Initially, while the ARTEMIS programme was being run by the EC staff, these were 
made by DG-INFSO. After the autonomy of the ARTEMIS-JU Office, these were made by the 
JU staff. 

 

Summary: 

A Paid by INFSO  

 Pre-financing 1,984,642.84  

 Cost claims 63,497.78  

 Total INFSO 2,048,140.62  

   

B Paid by ARTEMIS-JU 1,348,099.67  

   

A+B Total Paid 3,396,240.29  

   

 Total PF 3,332,742.51  

 Cleared 2009 3,119,963.30  

 Net PF 212,779.21  

   

C Estimated 2009 9,028,501.26  

   

C-(A+B) Backlog 2010 5,632,260.97  
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Details of payments made: 
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Detail Paid Infso:

Comm PR Ptype Desc Euro
ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009SI2.2533998 PF 100035 SYSMODEL /  SOLIDUX TELECOM AB 20,679.30          
ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009SI2.2534027 PF 100035 SYSMODEL / CATENA WIRELESS ELECTRONICS AB 20,679.30          
ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009SI2.2534020 PF 100035 SYSMODEL / KUNGLIGA TEKNISKA HOEGSKOLAN*THE 39,493.80          
ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009SI2.2533266 PF 100035 SYSMODEL / STING NETWORKS AB 30,669.30          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2602169 PF 100017 SOFIA /  CONANTE 4,665.09            
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2602500 PF 100017 SOFIA /  NXP SEMICONDUCTORS NETHERLANDS BV 51,461.33          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2602505 PF 100017 SOFIA /  PHILIPS ELECTRONICS NEDERLANDS BV 78,863.83          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2602480 PF 100017 SOFIA /  TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITEIT EINDHOVEN 22,077.63          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2602313 PF 100017 SOFIA /  TWENTE INSTITUTE FOR WIRELESS AND MOBILE COMMUNI 12,544.14          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605018 PF 100017 SOFIA /  CONANTE 3,735.43            
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605617 PF 100017 SOFIA /  NXP SEMICONDUCTORS NETHERLANDS BV 41,206.13          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605646 PF 100017 SOFIA /  PHILIPS ELECTRONICS NEDERLANDS BV 63,147.87          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605556 PF 100017 SOFIA /  TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITEIT EINDHOVEN 17,651.50          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605511 PF 100017 SOFIA /  TWENTE INSTITUTE FOR WIRELESS AND MOBILE COMMUNI 10,044.35          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605445 PF 100017 SOFIA /  CONANTE 3,735.43            
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605631 PF 100017 SOFIA /  NXP SEMICONDUCTORS NETHERLANDS BV 41,206.13          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605654 PF 100017 SOFIA /  PHILIPS ELECTRONICS NEDERLANDS BV 63,147.87          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605569 PF 100017 SOFIA /  TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITEIT EINDHOVEN 17,651.50          
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2605525 PF 100017 SOFIA /  TWENTE INSTITUTE FOR WIRELESS AND MOBILE COMMUNI 10,044.35          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608954 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  ASICENTRUM SRO 77,158.01          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607853 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  CEA 62,178.28          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2609040 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  HPC PROJECT 15,209.67          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2603993 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  NXP SEMICONDUCTORS NL BV 134,123.96        
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607437 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  RECORE SYSTEMS BV 9,521.61            
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2609008 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  SCALEO CHIP 58,908.48          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607820 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  STICHTING IMEC NEDERLAND 15,802.21          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608000 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITEIT DELFT 25,592.75          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607070 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  THALES COMMUNICATIONS SA 16,382.03          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608074 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  THALES RESEARCH & TECHNOLOGY SA 5,931.51            
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607160 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  UNIVERSITEIT LEIDEN 18,038.65          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608748 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  UNIVERSITEIT VAN AMSTERDAM 9,263.82            
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608984 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  USTAV TEORIE INFORMACE A AUTOMATIZECE 43,767.36          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2606945 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  NXP SEMICONDUCTORS NETHERLANDS BV 107,299.17        
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607450 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  RECORE SYSTEMS BV 7,617.29            
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607828 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  STICHTING IMEC NEDERLAND 12,641.77          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608030 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITEIT DELFT 20,474.20          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607180 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  UNIVERSITEIT LEIDEN 14,430.92          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608773 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  UNIVERSITEIT VAN AMSTERDAM 7,411.06            
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607005 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  NXP SEMICONDUCTORS NETHERLANDS BV 107,299.17        
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607460 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  RECORE SYSTEMS BV 7,617.29            
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607833 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  STICHTING IMEC NEDERLAND 12,641.77          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608043 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITEIT DELFT 20,474.20          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607203 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  UNIVERSITEIT LEIDEN 14,430.92          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2608797 PF 100029 SCALOPES /  UNIVERSITEIT VAN AMSTERDAM 7,411.06            
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009SI2.2607421 PF 100029 SCALOPES / PHILIPS CONSUMER LIFESTYLE 54,095.14          
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009SI2.2553390 PF 100021 INDEXYS / NXP SEMICONDUCTORS NETHERLANDS BV 16,466.20          
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009SI2.2553410 PF 100021 INDEXYS / TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITEIT DELFT 5,779.39            
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009SI2.2607389 PF 100021 INDEXYS / TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITAT DARMSTADT 2,883.75            
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009SI2.2607362 PF 100021 INDEXYS / TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITAT KAISERSLAUTERN 3,086.18            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606584 PF 100016 CESAR / ABB AB 18,236.40          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2617805 PF 100016 CESAR / ABSINT ANGEWANDTE INFORMATIK GMBH 1,431.31            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606628 PF 100016 CESAR / ASTRIUM SAS 6,154.10            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606674 PF 100016 CESAR / CEA 49,833.84          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606700 PF 100016 CESAR / CNRS 44,505.04          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606869 PF 100016 CESAR / DASSAULT SYSTEMS 6,279.95            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606838 PF 100016 CESAR / DELPHI FRANCE 18,450.77          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606910 PF 100016 CESAR / EADS IW 2,808.44            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606896 PF 100016 CESAR / EADS 32,083.59          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606922 PF 100016 CESAR / ESTEREL TECHNOLOGIES 23,104.67          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606940 PF 100016 CESAR / GEENSYS 49,536.08          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606441 PF 100016 CESAR / HISPANO SUIZA 8,331.62            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606975 PF 100016 CESAR / INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES 4,213.35            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2607009 PF 100016 CESAR / INRIA 42,074.23          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2607054 PF 100016 CESAR / KTH 27,568.76          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606464 PF 100016 CESAR / MESSIER BUGATTI 8,884.23            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2607083 PF 100016 CESAR / OFFIS 15,497.84          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2607110 PF 100016 CESAR / ONERA 13,281.38          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2607137 PF 100016 CESAR / SAGEM DEFENSE SECURITE 9,020.20            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2607168 PF 100016 CESAR / SIEMENS AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT 46,802.58          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2605807 PF 100016 CESAR / THALES AVIONICS 8,496.56            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2607197 PF 100016 CESAR / THALES COMUNICATIONS 4,835.69            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2605816 PF 100016 CESAR / THALES RESEARCH & TECHNO 8,906.20            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606501 PF 100016 CESAR / TURBOMECA 2,779.02            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2606408 PF 100016 CESAR / VOLVO TECHNOLOGY 64,884.89          

Total Pre-Financing 1,984,642.84     

ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009SI2.2548009 PN 100035 SYSMODEL / DA-DESIGN OY 3,740.30            
ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009SI2.2547983 PN 100035 SYSMODEL / FINNELPRO OY 1,729.78            
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2598483 PN 100017 SOFIA / MESH WORKS WIRELESS OY 3,168.16            
ART.SI2.532633.1.B2009SI2.2601494 PN 100017 SOFIA / VTT TECHNICAL RESEARCH CENTRE OF FINLAND FROM 52,649.75          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009SI2.2617936 PN 100016 CESAR / QUINTEC ASSOCIATES LIMITED 2,209.79            

Total Cost Claim 63,497.78          

Total Paid INFSO 2,048,140.62      
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Detail Paid ARTEMIS:

Comm PR Ptype Desc Euro
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.326 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / VIENNA UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY 19,639.93          
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.327 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / TTTECH COMPUTERTECHNIK AG 140,196.50        
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.329 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / AUDI AG 4,200.25            
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.328 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / AUDI AG 9,444.35            
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.330 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITAET KAISERSLAUTERN 5,860.35            
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.331 PF 100021 INDEXYS / TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITAET KAISERSLAUTERN 4,081.17            
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.332 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / THALES RAIL SIGNALLING SOLUTIONS GESMBH 69,271.47          
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.333 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / EADS DEUTSCHLAND GMBH IW 8,812.86            
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.337 PF 100021 INDEXYS  /  DELFT UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY 4,623.51            
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.323 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / NXP SEMICONDUCTORS NETHERLANDS B.V. 13,173.07          
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.324 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / TECHNISCHE UNIVERSITAT DARMSTADT 3,238.17            
ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009ART.334 PF 100035 SYSMODEL  / DANMARKS TEKNISKE UNIVERSITET*TECHN 4,436.39            
ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009ART.335 PF 100035 SYSMODEL  / TECHNOCONSULT APS 11,350.39          
ART.SI2.530360.1.B2009ART.336 PF 100035 SYSMODEL  / SIB DEVELOPMENT AS*REAL EAR AS 11,014.59          
ART.SI2.533381.1.B2009ART.350 PF 100021 INDEXYS  / OPTXWARE RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT LIMITED LIABIL 30,137.56          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.344 PF 100016 CESAR  / AVL LIST GMBH* 389,110.00        
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.349 PF 100016 CESAR  / INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES AUSTRIA AG 244,846.05        
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.338 PF 100016 CESAR / AIRBUS DEUTSCHLAND GMBH 12,608.58          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.339 PF 100016 CESAR  / OFFIS E. V. 18,171.32          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.340 PF 100016 CESAR / /OFFIS E.V. 14,453.51          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.341 PF 100016 CESAR / SIEMENS AKTIENGESELLSCHAFT 35,125.29          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.342 PF 100016 CESAR  / FRAUNHOFER GESELLSCHAFT ZUR FÖRDERUNG DER ANGEWAN 37,586.70          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.343 PF 100016 CESAR / DEUTSCHES ZENTRUM FÜR LUFT- UND RRAUMFAHRT E.V. 35,207.48          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.345 PF 100016 CESAR  / THE VIRTUAL VEHICLE COMPETENCE CENTER 18,036.00          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.346 PF 100016 CESAR  / ABSINT ANGEWANDTE INFORMATIK GMBH 7,495.32            
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.347 PF 100016 CESAR  / BTC - EMBEDDED SYSTEMS AG 10,004.74          
ART.SI2.534005.1.B2009ART.348 PF 100016 CESAR / INFINEON TECHNOLOGIES AG 13,843.88          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009ART.355 PF 100029 SCALOPES  / BUDAPEST UNIVERSITY OF TECHNOLOGY AND ECONOMICS 75,270.24          
ART.SI2.532648.1.B2009ART.356 PF 100029 SCALOPES  / AITIA INTERNATIONAL 96,860.00          

Total Paid ARTEMIS 1,348,099.67     

Grand Total 3,396,240.29      

 


