First results from the European
Partnership for Innovation in
Photovoltaics (EUPI-PV)
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|AA: need for a clear framework to bridge the gap
between R&l and industry:

» Clear "Made in Europe” definition to provide long term perspective for investors in
scaling up innovation in Europe

* Predictable implementation timeline to align innovation and industrialization
timelines

 Innovation as a key condition to safeguard Europe’s competitiveness in PV in
medium term: high relevance of a robust ecosystem for iterative definition of R&lI
funding between the EC and the PV R&l + Industry
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ETIP PV and EUPI-PV governance

EUPI-PV Partnership Board Tolkes @ acleiame o he
ETIP-PV rgpresentat!vgs as non-EU part.ners (.Composmon: validated by Horizon
Chairs, 2 associations representative, 2 industry
representatives, 1 research institute representative)
European Commission

Europe funding
countries

ETIP PV Steering Committee
- 30 experts from industry & academia (half §
renewed by elections every 2 years) 2
- 5 permanent seats for PV industry and R&l Implementation WG PV -
associations - Advisory role to the Partnership
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ETIP PV WGs
- Expert groups with specific expertise on which
the Steering Committee can build its decisions Py
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Partnership board composition

Partners other than the EU

ETIP PV Chairs:
Rutger Schlatmann, HZB, ETIP PV Chair
David Moser, EURAC, ETIP PV Vice-Chair
Delfina Munoz, CEA-Ines

Associations representatives:
Walburga Hemetsberger, SolarPower Europe
lvan Gordon/ Simon Philipps, EERA JP PV
Industry representatives
Peter Fath, RCT Solutions
Marina Foti, 3Sun
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Research representative
Ralf Preu, Fraunhofer ISE




Implementation pillars of EUPI-PV

e Coordination of representative inputs from the partners other than the Union
e Definition of priority areas for funding in line with EU priorities

Leveraging private investments into PV R&I

e Mapping private R&I spending in PV R&I in nature and in kind and evaluating against EU contribution to
EUPI-PV

e Deliver periodic reporting on PV sector R&lI efforts in the framework of EUPI-PV implementation
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EUPI-PV calls in Horizon Europe

2025 Work Programme:

« HORIZON-CL5-2025-02-D3-09: Optimised/Alternative Silicon Growth Technologies
(from either liquid or gaseous phase) for PV Applications (EUPI-PV Partnership)

« HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-10: Towards commercialisation of Perovskite PV and
development of dedicated manufacturing equipment (EUPI-PV Partnership)

« HORIZON-CL5-2025-02-D3-11: Novel inverter technologies and flexibility in PV
systems (EUPI-PV Partnership)

« HORIZON-CL5-2026-02-D3-12: Extending the lifetime of crystalline silicon PV
modules (EUPI-PV Partnership)
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EUPI-PV calls in Horizon Europe

e Calls in WP2026-2027
« HORIZON-CL5-2026-03-D3-12: Long-lifetime and optimised use of materials in
recyclable Ag and In-free Si PV modules

« HORIZON-CL5-2026-03-D3-13: Industrial scale up and circularity pathway for IPV
technologies

« HORIZON-CL5-2027-02-D3-15: Production technologies for solar photovoltaics beyond
the state-of-the-art

« HORIZON-CL5-2026-11-D3-14: Improved system design for innovative PV applications

« HORIZON-CL5-2027-07-D3-17: PV based electrification of the economy: Designing &
optimising PV systems supporting industrial electrification and promoting participation
in electricity markets
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Results from EUPI-PV

Calls

funding

D3-9 D3-10 D3-11 D3-12 D3-13
Ingot/Wafer P.K PV Inverters Long lifetime Industrial scale
equipment up IPV

Number of proposals submitted
(including proposals transferred 2 20 18 25 14
from or to other calls)
Number of inadmissible proposals 0 1 2 17 -
Number of ineligible proposals 0 0 0 - -
Number of above-threshold 9 3 10 5 3
proposals
Total budget requested for above-
threshold proposals (EUR/millions) 18,08 64 59,08 24.7 779
Number of proposals retained for 5 3 3 3 3
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Results from EUPI-PV calls

% above threshold 41.8%
Success rate 17.7%
Success rate without ingot call 15.6%
% above threshold without ingot call 41.8%
%inadmissible proposals 25.3%
Average grant expected per proposal 3.1 Million

Success rate discounting ineligible proposals 23.7%

* Relatively high success rate (15,6% when ignoring the ingot call, compared to 12% for HE in 2025)

* Expected income per proposal remains valuable, though on specific call competition is very high with high
quality of applicants (e.g. 10/18 proposals above thresholds on inverter call, 8/14 on industrial scale up)

* Clarity in scope and industrial focus of the calls supposes less wasted efforts from community (more open
ended call was the most subject to ineligible proposals)
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https://sciencebusiness.net/news/r-d-funding/horizon-europe/data-corner-horizon-success-rates-are-dropping

Qualitative takeaways

» Clarity of calls interpretation guidelines could be improved.: it is often not clear
what is essential and what is optional leading to spread out proposals instead of
focused high-impact projects on a more narrow topics

* Improved iteration and exchanges with the EC on co-definition and more
importantly on interpretation guidelines would be relevant

* Timing of the calls is important: Specific topics arrived a little late for some
sections of the sectors: institutional stability and consolidating established input
channels into HE would further help align not only priorities with needs but also
timing alignment

 EXxisting projects voiced a lack of clarity on the EUPI-PV engagement requirement
(despite openness), this could be clarified in upcoming calls

The European Tec

etip-pv.eu



Takeaways from EUPI-PV first
calls

Robust success rates despite global HE degradation: EUPI-PV topics
achieved encouraging results despite declining Horizon Europe success rates and
Increasing proposal pressure.

* Highly competitive calls Greater demand than available funding, demonstrating
the need of the R&l community for the programmes and the relevance of selected
topics.

* Positive outlook on the partnership model Results show the value of aligning
industrial needs, research priorities and EU funding through a co-created agenda
and cooperative R&l framework.
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« Confirms strong demand for collaborative EU R&I funding The level of
participation highlights continued confidence in Horizon Europe partnerships as
an effective mechanism to accelerate innovation and industrial competitiveness



Survey results on Making EU and National
Funding work together

1. Which best describes your role? More details

Research institute /

e university 14
@ Industry — manufacturing 3 B
Industry — downstream / ]
o . 4
project development
° Funding agency or 3 [
EU or... . . cp -
programme owner (EU or /7 2. Which funding programmes have you engaged with in the past 3 years? More details
° Policy / public 3 -
administration ]
® Other 5
0 5
® Horizon Europe / EUPI PV 22 (e
@® National R&I programmes 24 A
@® Regional programmes 9 O 3
Innovation Fund / other EU O a
o . 6 i
instruments 12
Py E:};?te / corporate funding 11 ] @
|
@® None 1



Survey results on Making EU and National
Funding work together

3. How well is today's PV funding landscape aligned with the technology needs alor 4. Where does the current funding landscape fall short most? Pick your top 2.
g the innovation chain? (scale 1-5, "not at all aligned" to "very well aligned")

2.81 o GopsatspecficRisleg. 11—
¢ pilot lines, scale-up...
A Rati i
verage Rating ° EU and national 4 ]
programmes fund the sa...
0@ “®© O Application and evaluation '
o 17
processes are too slow for...
° Priorities in calls don't 0
Level 4 N © ® L’;ﬁﬂiﬂ";‘e“‘t totel funding 12
|
° Lack of continuity — 11 ‘
Level 3 (G 10 projects end before result... ] ;
° Access barriers for industry 5
Level 2 (S 1 / SMEs 6 T :
Level 1 (D 2 ® Other 3 0 5 10 15



Survey results on Making EU and National
Funding work together

5. What single change would most improve the situation? More details

Coordinated EU-national
o . 3 L]
call planning around shar...
Dedicated instruments for .
o : 7
the pilot/scale-up gap
® Fas’[e.r'J Simpler application 3 _
and evaluation processes .|
° Multi-stage funding 10
continuity (follow-on... [ ]
® Stronger industry voice in ’
setting call priorities ]
® Other 2

]
MJ

funding terms research projects limited funding

i et contanIty calls national programs companies

innovation TRL fundil‘lg TRL research

o Lack | suitable TRL
funded due to limited aC proposa Sknowledge and innovation

research consortiummedium TRL
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research and development



For more information, visit our website: www.etip-pv.eu
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