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2. OVERVIEW OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COOPERATION PROGRAMME (Article 50(2) of
Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 14(3)(a) of Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013)

Key information on the implementation of the cooperation programme for the year concerned, including
on financial instruments, with relation to the financial and indicator data.

Programme Implementation

e The physical and financial activities of the approved operations have been concluded thus enabling the
closure of the Operational Programme. Total Programme Budget is 130,262,836.00€ (CCI
2014TC16RFCB022, Version 4.0, 02.02.2023). Data and information presented in this report are based
on reports from the Management Information System (MIS).

¢ A total of 136 projects were approved for financing by the Programme Monitoring Committee. Two
projects withdrew before the signature of the Subsidy Contract (SC) and 7 were terminated without
implementing their investment plans due to the pandemic and unexpected financing issues. The final
number of completed projects is 128 with a total of 143,468,576.69 € public budget, according to the
Closure Decisions.

e For Priority Axis 1 oriented to direct and indirect support to SMEs, the verified expenditure is
22,411,225.92 € (115.62% of the total Axis allocation)

e For Priority Axis 2 oriented to flood prevention measures, environment protection, natural and cultural
heritage, the verified expenditure is 50,182,036.52 € (103.57%).

e For Priority Axis 3 involving one strategic road infrastructure project, the verified expenditure is
42,757,767.40 € (110.19%).

e For Priority Axis 4 concerning social economy and interventions for healthcare, the verified expenditure
1s 24,103,453.57 € (124.01%).

e For Priority Axis 5, concerning Programme technical assistance to the verified expenditure is
4,014,093.28 € (95.90%).

e Most of the targets of the Programme Output Indicators were achieved with certain insignificant
variations below or above the expected value thus fully ensuring the final targets in the Programme
Performance Framework. The implementation of the Programme positively contributed to the
achievement of the Result Indicators for the eligible Cross-border Territory.

¢ During the programming period: 9 Monitoring Committee meetings were organized, in person or online,
and 73 written procedures were launched to decide on issues concerning the Programme progress and
implementation, such as the approval of calls and of projects, projects’ and Programme modifications
etc. Several events were organized, in person and online, to familiarize the project beneficiaries with the
Programme and its procedures, including info days about the launching of Calls and the procedure to
submit a project proposal, seminars for beneficiaries to get familiar with the MIS and SAMIS systems,
the closure procedures etc. Open public events, such as the annual celebration of the Interreg (European)
Cooperation Day, were organized in the Programme area to promote to the citizens the Programme, the
projects and their results/achievements. Also, the Programme participated in all annual International
Fairs of Thessaloniki, whereas in 2023, a side event was organized by the Programme, entitled “Best
Practices and the new Programming Period” in the context of the 87th International Fair of
Thessaloniki, to which Bulgaria was the honored country.

e All controls and audits were performed following the Management and Control System (MCS) of the
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Programme and 39 Payments Claims were submitted to the European Commission (EC).
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3. IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PRIORITY AXIS

3.1 Overview of the implementation

ID

Priority axis

Key information on the implementation of the priority axis with reference to key developments, significant problems
and steps taken to address these problems

1

A Competitive and
Innovative Cross-Border
Area

Total PA1 available funding was 19,384,301.00 €. 60 projects with a total public budget of 22,411,225.92 € were
completed.

In Investment Priority (IP) 3a, 31 projects improving entrepreneurial support systems for SMEs in the cross-border area
through training, coaching, ICT tools etc. were implemented

In IP 3d, 29 projects were implemented providing direct grants to SMEs. This was a pilot action for the Cooperation
Programme, involving certain Programme activities and indicators readjustments, that were subject to Programme
modification in December 2020.

A Sustainable and Climate
adaptable Cross-Border area

Total PA2 available funding was 48,453,191.00 €. 41 projects with a total public budget of 50,182,036.52 € were
completed.

In Investment Priority (IP) 5b, 2 strategic projects on floods protection were implemented.

In IP 6¢, 21 projects on natural and cultural heritage were implemented.

In IP 6d, 12 projects on environment protection were implemented.

In IP 6f, 6 projects on resource efficiency were implemented.

Due to the identified extended needs of the projects financed, additional activities were approved, and budget was
reallocated from other PAs with the Programme modification in February 2023.

A Better interconnected
Cross-Border Area

Total PA3 available funding was 38,802,558.00 €. One strategic project CROSSBO was financed under Investment Priority
(IP) 7b with a total public budget of 42,757,767.40 €, aiming to increase mobility in the CB area and facilitate
transportation of people and goods. Due to unexpected construction problems, the implementation was significantly
delayed, however it was successfully finalized. The last road section "Dimario - Greek-Bulgarian Border" was opened to
traffic on 20/01/2026.

A Socially Inclusive Cross-
Border Area

Total PA4 available funding was 19,436,930 €. 24 projects with a total public budget of 24.103,453.57€ were completed.

In Investment Priority (IP) 9a, 13 projects in healthcare prevention were implemented.

In IP 9c, 11 projects in social entrepreneurship were implemented.

Due to the pandemic situation, extended needs were identified in healthcare, therefore additional activities were approved
for 8 projects of IP 9a, and a budget was reallocated from other PAs with the Programme modification in February 2023.

Technical Assistance

Total PAS available funding for technical assistance was 4,185,856.00 €. 2 projects with a total public budget of
4,014,093.28 € were implemented - one for the Managing Authority and one for the Bulgarian National Authority.
Considering the limited travels and events due to the pandemic situation, funds from this PA were reallocated to PA2 and
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ID

Priority axis

Key information on the implementation of the priority axis with reference to key developments, significant problems
and steps taken to address these problems

PA4 as needed with the Programme modifications approved by the Programme’s Monitoring Committee in December
2020 and February 2023.
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3.2 Common and programme specific indicators (Article 50(2) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013)

Priority axes other than technical assistance

Priority axis

1 - A Competitive and Innovative Cross-Border Area

Investment
priority

3a - Promoting entrepreneurship, in particular by facilitating the economic exploitation of new ideas and fostering the creation of new firms, including through business
incubators

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 1.3a

03] ID Indicator Measurement unit Target value 2023 Observations
F CO01 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving support Enterprises 275.00 289.00 | 5% overachievement of the target.
S CO01 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving support Enterprises 275.00 275.00
F CO04 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving non-financial support Enterprises 275.00 289.00
S CO04 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving non-financial support Enterprises 275.00 275.00

()] 1D Indicator 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F CO01 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving support 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S CO01 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving support 275.00 275.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
F CO04 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving non-financial support 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S CO04 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving non-financial support 275.00 275.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(1) S=Cumulative value - outputs to be delivered by selected operations [forecast provided by beneficiaries], F=Cumulative value - outputs delivered by
operations [actual achievement]

EN




Priority axis

1 - A Competitive and Innovative Cross-Border Area

Investment
priority

3a - Promoting entrepreneurship, in particular by facilitating the economic exploitation of new ideas and fostering the creation of new firms, including through business
incubators

Specific objective

1 - To Improve entrepreneurship SME support systems

Table 1: Result indicators - 1.3a.1

ID Indicator Measurement unit Baseline Baseline Target value 2023 2023 Observations
value year (2023) Total Total Qualitative
R0201 | Entrepreneurial business entrepreneurship barometer — 5.34 2015 5.90 6.24 Based on the contracted external experts survey finalized second
support environment composite index in 1-10 scale semester of 2025, the target value was overachieved by 6%.
1D Indicator 2022 Total 2022 Qualitative 2021 Total 2021 Qualitative 2020 Total 2020 Qualitative 2019 Total 2019 Qualitative
R0201 Entrepreneurial business support environment 5.60 5.60 5.34 5.34
1)) Indicator 2018 Total 2018 Qualitative 2017 Total 2017 Qualitative 2016 Total 2016 Qualitative 2015 Total 2015 Qualitative
R0201 Entrepreneurial business support environment 5.34 5.34 5.34 5.34
1)) Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative
R0201 Entrepreneurial business support environment 5.34
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Priority axis

1 - A Competitive and Innovative Cross-Border Area

Investment priority

3d - Supporting the capacity of SMEs to grow in regional, national and international markets, and to engage in innovation processes

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 1.3d

1) |ID Indicator Measurement Target 2023 Observations
unit value
F | COOI | Productive investment: Number of | Enterprises 60.00 | 55.00 | 37 out of the 55 submitted project proposals were approved for funding, with the participation
enterprises receiving support of 74 SMEs, 37 from each country (1 Greek and 1 Bulgarian SME per project proposal). 35 Subsidy Contracts were signed, since 2 projects withdrew before the signature of the SC. Due to the pandemic and unexpected financing
issues, 6 projects were terminated without implementing their investment plans and 3 projects remained with 1 PB only following Art. 13.k of the Subsidy Contract. In the end, 29 projects were implemented with 55 SMEs
receiving support (27 Greek and 28 Bulgarian).
8.33% underachievement of the target due to the complexity of this pilot activity, pandemic and financial uncertainties of the cross-border SMEs.
S | COO01 | Productive investment: Number of | Enterprises 60.00 | 55.00
enterprises receiving support
F | CO02 | Productive investment: Number of | Enterprises 60.00 | 55.00
enterprises receiving grants
S | COO02 | Productive investment: Number of | Enterprises 60.00 | 55.00
enterprises receiving grants
F | COO05 | Productive investment: Number of | Enterprises 20.00 | 23.00 | 15% overachievement of the target.
new enterprises supported
S [ COO05 | Productive investment: Number of | Enterprises 20.00 | 24.00
new enterprises supported
[€)) ID Indicator 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F CO01 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving support 70.00 70.00 72.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S CO01 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving support 68.00 70.00 72.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
F C0O02 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving grants 70.00 70.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S C0O02 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving grants 68.00 70.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
F CO05 Productive investment: Number of new enterprises supported 25.00 25.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S CO05 Productive investment: Number of new enterprises supported 25.00 25.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(1) S=Cumulative value - outputs to be delivered by selected operations [forecast provided by beneficiaries], F=Cumulative value - outputs delivered by
operations [actual achievement]
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Priority axis

1 - A Competitive and Innovative Cross-Border Area

Investment priority

3d - Supporting the capacity of SMEs to grow in regional, national and international markets, and to engage in innovation processes

Specific objective

2 - To improve SME capacity to expand beyond local markets

Table 1: Result indicators - 1.3d.2

1D Indicator Measurement Baseline Baseline Target value 2023 2023 Observations
unit value year (2023) Total Total Qualitative

R0202 | Total Value of Annual meuros 4,407.47 2013 4,540.00 7,252.15 Based on the contracted external experts survey, finalized second semester of 2025, the target value was

CB Area Exports overachieved by 59,7% as a result of pandemic ending and the consequences of market prices inflation.
1D Indicator 2022 Total 2022 Qualitative 2021 Total 2021 Qualitative 2020 Total 2020 Qualitative 2019 Total 2019 Qualitative
R0202 Total Value of Annual CB Area Exports 5,276.00 5,276.00 4,407.47 4,407.47
1D Indicator 2018 Total 2018 Qualitative 2017 Total 2017 Qualitative 2016 Total 2016 Qualitative 2015 Total 2015 Qualitative
R0202 Total Value of Annual CB Area Exports 4,407.47 4,407.47 4,407.47 4,407.47
1D Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative
R0202 Total Value of Annual CB Area Exports 4,407.47
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Priority axis

2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

Investment priority

5b - Promoting investment to address specific risks, ensuring disaster resilience and developing disaster management systems

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 2.5b

@[

Indicator

Measurement Target 2023 Observations
unit value

F | CO20 | Risk prevention and management: Population benefiting from flood | Persons 747,000.00 | 945,000.00 | The overachievement by 26.50% is due to extended coverage of the flood prevention measures reported for project "Flood Protection", while project "Flood Guard" reported

protection measures achievement equal to the target.
S | CO20 | Risk prevention and management: Population benefiting from flood | Persons 747,000.00 | 945,000.00

protection measures

@O | ID Indi 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014

F C0O20 Risk prevention and management: Population benefiting from flood protection measures 412,280.00 412,280.00 412,280.00 206,140.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S C0O20 Risk prevention and management: Population benefiting from flood protection measures 747,000.00 747,000.00 747,000.00 747,000.00 572,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(1) S=Cumulative value - outputs to be delivered by selected operations [forecast provided by beneficiaries], F=Cumulative value - outputs delivered by
operations [actual achievement]
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Priority axis 2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

Investment priority 5b - Promoting investment to address specific risks, ensuring disaster resilience and developing disaster management systems

Specific objective 3 - To improve CB cooperation on flood risk management plans at river basin level.

Table 1: Result indicators - 2.5b.3

1D Indicator Measurement Baseline Baseline Target value (2023) | 2023 2023 Observations
unit value year Total Total Qualitative
R0203 | Number of international river basin districts with jointly coordinated flood risks management plans in number 0.00 2014 3.00 3.00
compliance with Directive 2007/60/EC

ID Indicator 2022 2022 2021 2021 2020 2020 2019 2019
Total Qualitative Total Qualitative Total Qualitative Total Qualitative
R0203 | Number of international river basin districts with jointly coordinated flood risks management plans in 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

compliance with Directive 2007/60/EC

ID Indicator 2018 2018 2017 2017 2016 2016 2015 2015
Total Qualitative Total Qualitative Total Qualitative Total Qualitative
R0203 | Number of international river basin districts with jointly coordinated flood risks management plans in 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

compliance with Directive 2007/60/EC

1D Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative

R0203 Number of international river basin districts with jointly coordinated flood risks management plans in compliance with Directive 2007/60/EC 0.00
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Priority axis

2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

Investment priority

6¢ - Conserving, protecting, promoting and developing natural and cultural heritage

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 2.6¢

1 | ID Indicator Measurement unit Target value 2023 Observations
F CO09 Sustainable Tourism: Increase in expected number of visits to supported sites of cultural and natural heritage and attractions Visits/year 140,000.00 154,156.00 | 10.1% overachievement due to the additional activities performed in several projects
S CO09 Sustainable Tourism: Increase in expected number of visits to supported sites of cultural and natural heritage and attractions Visits/year 140,000.00 154,156.00
F 00202 | Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected number 16.00 17.00 | 6.25% overachievement due to reserve list 10 projects activated in 2019.
S 00202 | Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected number 16.00 17.00

@ |1 Indicator 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F CO09 ble Tourism: Increase in expected number of visits to supported sites of cultural and natural heritage and attractions 46,339.00 32,189.00 8,437.00 2,111.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S CO09 S ble Tourism: Increase in expected number of visits to supported sites of cultural and natural heritage and attractions 150,685.00 157,585.00 151,685.00 144,685.00 89,250.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
F 00202 Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected 9.00 5.00 2.00 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S 00202 Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected 18.00 18.00 18.00 17.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(1) S=Cumulative value - outputs to be delivered by selected operations [forecast provided by beneficiaries], F=Cumulative value - outputs delivered by

operations [actual achievement]

EN

14

EN




Priority axis

2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

Investment priority

6¢ - Conserving, protecting, promoting and developing natural and cultural heritage

Specific objective

4 - To valorise CB area cultural and natural heritage for tourist purposes

Table 1: Result indicators - 2.6¢.4

1D Indicator Measurement Baseline Baseline Target value 2023 2023 Observations
unit value year (2023) Total Total Qualitative

R0204 | Annual tourist overnight stays at Millions 5.80 2013 7.40 9.84 According to the latest Eurostat figures the result indicator shows considerable increase which

accommodation establishments coincides with the accelerated free movement after the pandemic. (32.97% overachievement)
1D Indicator 2022 Total 2022 Qualitative 2021 Total 2021 Qualitative 2020 Total 2020 Qualitative 2019 Total 2019 Qualitative
R0204 Annual tourist overnight stays at accommodation establishments 7.90 7.90 5.80 5.80
1D Indicator 2018 Total 2018 Qualitative 2017 Total 2017 Qualitative 2016 Total 2016 Qualitative 2015 Total 2015 Qualitative
R0204 Annual tourist overnight stays at accommodation establishments 5.80 5.80 5.80 5.80
1D Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative
R0204 Annual tourist overnight stays at accommodation establishments 5.80

EN

15

EN




Priority axis

2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

Investment priority

6d - Protecting and restoring biodiversity and soil and promoting ecosystem services, including through Natura 2000, and green infrastructure

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 2.6d

1 |ID Indicator Measurement unit Target value 2023 Observations
F C0O23 Nature and biodiversity: Surface area of habitats supported to attain a better conservation status Hectares 455,000.00 395,061.39 | 13.17% underachievement.
S C0O23 Nature and biodiversity: Surface area of habitats supported to attain a better conservation status Hectares 455,000.00 395,061.39

1 | Ip Indicator 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F CO23 Nature and biodiversity: Surface area of habitats supported to attain a better conservation status 243,205.00 218,718.72 170,797.40 180,600.00 9,287.15 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S C023 Nature and biodiversity: Surface area of habitats supported to attain a better conservation status 391,362.11 391,362.11 391,362.11 392,989.11 315,667.72 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

operations [actual achievement]
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Priority axis

2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

Investment priority 6d - Protecting and restoring biodiversity and soil and promoting ecosystem services, including through Natura 2000, and green infrastructure

Specific objective 5 - To enhance the effectiveness of biodiversity protection activities

Table 1: Result indicators - 2.6d.5

1D Indicator Measurement Baseline Baseline Target value 2023 2023 Observations
unit value year (2023) Total Total Qualitative
R0205 | % of Natura areas reporting % 54.00 2015 60.00 74.40 Based on the contracted external experts survey, finalized within the second semester of 2025, the
excellent or good degree of target value was overachieved by 24% due to more extensive and effective interventions in Natura
conservation areas, than initially planned by the Programme.
1D Indicator 2022 Total 2022 Qualitative 2021 Total 2021 Qualitative 2020 Total 2020 Qualitative 2019 Total 2019 Qualitative
R0205 % of Natura areas reporting excellent or good degree of conservation 79.00 79.00 54.00 54.00
1D Indicator 2018 Total 2018 Qualitative 2017 Total 2017 Qualitative 2016 Total 2016 Qualitative 2015 Total 2015 Qualitative
R0205 % of Natura areas reporting excellent or good degree of conservation 54.00 54.00 54.00 54.00
1D Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative
R0205 % of Natura areas reporting excellent or good degree of conservation 54.00
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Priority axis

2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

Investment
priority

6f - Promoting innovative technologies to improve environmental protection and resource efficiency in the waste sector, water sector and with regard to soil, or to reduce
air pollution

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 2.6f

[0)) ID Indi Measurement unit Target value 2023 Observations
F 00203 Surface water resources under joint monitoring hm3 7,500.00 7,305.00 | Underachievement is 2.6% All 6 projects under IP 6f contributed.
S 00203 Surface water resources under joint monitoring hm3 7,500.00 7,305.00
(1)) ID Indicator 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F 00203 Surface water resources under joint monitoring 7,345.00 2,460.00 68.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S 00203 Surface water resources under joint monitoring 7,345.00 7,268.05 7,305.00 7,305.00 6,059.45 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(1) S=Cumulative value - outputs to be delivered by selected operations [forecast provided by beneficiaries], F=Cumulative value - outputs delivered by
operations [actual achievement]
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Priority axis

2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

Investment
priority

6f - Promoting innovative technologies to improve environmental protection and resource efficiency in the waste sector, water sector and with regard to soil, or to reduce

air pollution

Specific objective

6 - To enhance water management

Table 1: Result indicators - 2.6f.6

ID Indicator Measurement | Baseline Baseline | Target 2023 2023 Observations
unit value year value Total Qualitative
(2023)
Total
R0206 | % of characterized % 43.88 2014 55.00 44.50 Based on the contracted external experts survey, finalized within the second semester of 2025, there is underachievement
surface water bodies by 19.1%. The final measured value shows a marginal increase over the baseline, primarily due to the methodological
in GES nature of the indicator, which depends on periodic reclassification of water bodies under successive River Basins
Management Plans revisions, the inclusion of previously unclassified sections, and the application of updated monitoring
and assessment methods. As such, changes in the indicator reflect regulatory updates and broader monitoring cycles
rather than the effectiveness of specific programme interventions. The limited progress towards the target should
therefore be interpreted as the result of structural and exogenous factors, rather than as a shortcoming in programme
implementation.
1D Indicator 2022 Total 2022 Qualitative 2021 Total 2021 Qualitative 2020 Total 2020 Qualitative 2019 Total 2019 Qualitative
R0206 % of characterized surface water bodies in GES 59.00 59.00 43.88 43.88
1D Indicator 2018 Total 2018 Qualitative 2017 Total 2017 Qualitative 2016 Total 2016 Qualitative 2015 Total 2015 Qualitative
R0206 % of characterized surface water bodies in GES 43.88 43.88 43.88 43.88
1D Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative
R0206 % of characterized surface water bodies in GES 43.88
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Priority axis 3 - A Better interconnected Cross-Border Area

Investment priority 7b - Enhancing regional mobility by connecting secondary and tertiary nodes to TEN-T infrastructure, including multimodal nodes

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 3.7b

1) ID Indicator Measurement unit Target value 2023 Observations
F COl13a Roads: Total length of newly built roads, of which: TEN-T km 5.00 5.32 | 6.4% overachievement.
S CO13a Roads: Total length of newly built roads, of which: TEN-T km 5.00 5.00
1 ID Indicator 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F COl13a Roads: Total length of newly built roads, of which: TEN-T 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S COl3a Roads: Total length of newly built roads, of which: TEN-T 5.00 5.00 5.00 4.00 3.80 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(1) S=Cumulative value - outputs to be delivered by selected operations [forecast provided by beneficiaries], F=Cumulative value - outputs delivered by
operations [actual achievement]
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Priority axis

3 - A Better interconnected Cross-Border Area

Investment priority

7b - Enhancing regional mobility by connecting secondary and tertiary nodes to TEN-T infrastructure, including multimodal nodes

Specific objective

7 - Improve cross-border accessibility

Table 1: Result indicators - 3.7b.7

1D Indicator Measurement Baseline Baseline Target value 2023 2023 Observations
unit value year (2023) Total Total Qualitative
R0207 | Number of operating border | number 6.00 2014 7.00 7.00 On 30/12/2025 the Adminitrative Receipt Protocol between the contruction company and the
crossings Lead Beneficiary of CROSSBO was signed.

The road section "Dimario - Greek-Bulgarian Border" was opened to traffic on 20/01/2026.
1D Indicator 2022 Total 2022 Qualitative 2021 Total 2021 Qualitative 2020 Total 2020 Qualitative 2019 Total 2019 Qualitative
R0207 Number of operating border crossings 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00
ID Indicator 2018 Total 2018 Qualitative 2017 Total 2017 Qualitative 2016 Total 2016 Qualitative 2015 Total 2015 Qualitative
R0207 Number of operating border crossings 6.00 6.00 6.00 6.00
1D Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative
R0207 Number of operating border crossings 6.00
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Priority axis

4 - A Socially Inclusive Cross-Border Area

Investment
priority

9a - Investing in health and social infrastructure which contributes to national, regional and local development, reducing inequalities in terms of health status, promoting
social inclusion through improved access to social, cultural and recreational services and the transition from institutional to community-based services

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 4.9a

1 [ ID Indicat Measurement unit Target value 2023 Observations
F CO36 Health: Population covered by improved health services Persons 632,000.00 648,828.00 | 2.67% overachievement is due to the additional activities and funding approved for 8 projects under IP 9a in 2022.
S CO36 Health: Population covered by improved health services Persons 632,000.00 648,828.00
F 00204 Number of health care institutions reorganized, modernized or reequipped number 12.00 12.00
S 00204 Number of health care institutions reorganized, modernized or reequipped number 12.00 12.00
F 00205 Number of health ICT systems developed Number 3.00 3.00
S 00205 Number of health ICT systems developed Number 3.00 3.00

(1 [ID Indi 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F CO36 Health: Population covered by improved health services 363,512.00 302,900.00 190,059.00 149,095.00 847.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S CO36 Health: Population covered by improved health services 623,298.00 607,644.00 607,644.00 607,644.00 607,644.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
F 00204 Number of health care institutions reorganized, modernized or reequipped 7.00 6.00 4.00 2.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S 00204 Number of health care institutions reorganized, modernized or reequipped 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
F 00205 Number of health ICT systems developed 2.00 2.00 2.00 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S 00205 Number of health ICT systems developed 3.00 3.00 3.00 4.00 3.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(1) S=Cumulative value - outputs to be delivered by selected operations [forecast provided by beneficiaries], F=Cumulative value - outputs delivered by
operations [actual achievement]
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Priority axis 4 - A Socially Inclusive Cross-Border Area

Investment 9a - Investing in health and social infrastructure which contributes to national, regional and local development, reducing inequalities in terms of health status, promoting
priority social inclusion through improved access to social, cultural and recreational services and the transition from institutional to community-based services

Specific 8 - To improve access to primary and emergency health care (at isolated and deprived communities) in the CB area
objective

Table 1: Result indicators - 4.9a.8

ID Indicator Measurement | Baseline Baseline | Target value 2023 Total 2023 Observations
unit value year (2023) Total Qualitative
R0208 | Annual visits to visits 1,123,561.00 | 2013 1,235,917.00 4,356,620.00 The final results demonstrate that the programme’s interventions significantly contributed for the
primary healthcare strengthening of primary healthcare capacity and altered patient pathways in the cross-border area.
Although absolute numbers of visits increased at all levels due to exceptional external factors—most
notably the COVID-19 pandemic—the relative distribution of healthcare demand shifted decisively
towards primary care.
The increasing ratio of primary to secondary/tertiary healthcare visits (from 2.35 at baseline to 3.11 in
2025) confirms the structural effectiveness of the investments and validates the programme’s strategic
objective of reducing unnecessary hospital utilization through reinforced primary healthcare services.
The observed overachievement therefore reflects not a deviation from programme logic, but rather the
combined effect of strengthened PHC capacity
R0209 | Annual visits to visits 477,275.00 2013 421,097.00 2,207,061.00 same as above
secondary/tertiary
healthcare
1)) Indicator 2022 Total 2022 Qualitative 2021 Total 2021 Qualitative 2020 Total 2020 Qualitative 2019 Total 2019 Qualitative
R0208 Annual visits to primary healthcare 1,063,241.00 1,063,241.00 1,123,561.00 1,123,561.00
R0209 Annual visits to secondary/tertiary healthcare 461,964.00 461,964.00 477,275.00 477,275.00
1)) Indicator 2018 Total 2018 Qualitative 2017 Total 2017 Qualitative 2016 Total 2016 Qualitative 2015 Total 2015 Qualitative
R0208 Annual visits to primary healthcare 1,123,561.00 1,123,561.00 1,123,561.00 1,123,561.00
R0209 Annual visits to secondary/tertiary healthcare 477,275.00 477,275.00 477,275.00 477,275.00
1D Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative
R0208 Annual visits to primary healthcare 1,123,561.00
R0209 Annual visits to secondary/tertiary healthcare 477,275.00
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Priority axis

4 - A Socially Inclusive Cross-Border Area

Investment priority

9c¢ - Providing support for social enterprises

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 4.9¢

1) _[ID Indicator Measurement unit Target value 2023 Observations
F 00206 Number of participants in social entrepreneurship projects promoting gender equality, equal opportunities and social inclusion across borders. number 50.00 53.00 | 6% overachievement.
S 00206 Number of participants in social entrepreneurship projects promoting gender equality, equal opportunities and social inclusion across borders. number 50.00 53.00

@ |ID Indicator 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F 00206 Number of participants in social entrepreneurship projects promoting gender equality, equal opportunities and social inclusion across borders. 50.00 50.00 46.00 19.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
S 00206 Number of participants in social entrepreneurship projects promoting gender equality, equal opportunities and social inclusion across borders. 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

(1) S=Cumulative value - outputs to be delivered by selected operations [forecast provided by beneficiaries], F=Cumulative value - outputs delivered by
operations [actual achievement]

EN

24

EN




Priority axis

4 - A Socially Inclusive Cross-Border Area

Investm

ent priority

9c¢ - Providing support for social enterprises

Specific objective

9 - To expand social entrepreneurship in the CB area

Table 1: Result indicators - 4.9¢.9

1D Indicator Measurement Baseline Baseline Target value 2023 2023 Observations
unit value year (2023) Total Total Qualitative
R0210 | Social enterprise employees 954.00 2014 1,004.00 896.00 Underachievement by 11% due to:
employees in the CB area Baseline values were fixed before the establishment of Bulgarian Register for Social Enterprises in

2020, therefore including a number of Bulgarian companies that had declared social activities.
In 2023 40% of the social enterprises in the Greek eligible Programme area have been temporarily or
permanently removed from the Greek Register, thus affecting the achievement of the target value.

1D Indicator 2022 Total 2022 Qualitative 2021 Total 2021 Qualitative 2020 Total 2020 Qualitative 2019 Total 2019 Qualitative

R0O210 Social enterprise employees in the CB area 2,054.00 2,054.00 954.00 954.00

1D Indicator 2018 Total 2018 Qualitative 2017 Total 2017 Qualitative 2016 Total 2016 Qualitative 2015 Total 2015 Qualitative

R0O210 Social enterprise employees in the CB area 954.00 954.00 954.00 954.00

1)) Indicator 2014 Total 2014 Qualitative

R0210 Social enterprise employees in the CB area 954.00
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Priority axes for technical assistance

Priority axis

| 5 - Technical Assistance

Table 2: Common and programme specific output indicators - 5.Technical Assistance

@ |ID Indicator Measurement Target 2023 Observations
unit value
F | 00207 | Number of employees (FTEs) whose salaries are co-financed by technical | employees 12.00 | 10.00 | Underachievement is 16.67%. The number of employees comprises 9 Joint Secretariat members and 2 National Authority staff members half paid by the Programme, therefore
i o calculated as 1.
S [ 00207 | Number of employees (FTEs) whose salaries are co-financed by technical | employees 12.00 | 12.00
assistance
F | 00208 | Number of publicity and outreach events organized Events 15.00 | 19.00 | 26.67% overachievement, due to additional activities during the Programme implementation.
S [ 00208 | Number of publicity and outreach events organized Events 15.00 | 15.00
@ 1D Indicat 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018 2017 2016 2015 2014
F 00207 Number of employees (FTEs) whose salaries are co-financed by technical assistance 10.00 9.00 9.00 12.00 15.00 9.00 12.00 11.00 11.00
S 00207 Number of employees (FTEs) whose salaries are co-financed by technical assistance 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00 15.00 12.00 12.00 11.00 11.00
F 00208 Number of publicity and outreach events organized 17.00 15.00 17.00 16.00 14.00 10.00 7.00 3.00 1.00
S 00208 Number of publicity and outreach events organized 17.00 15.00 17.00 16.00 14.00 10.00 7.00 3.00 1.00
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3.3 Table 3: Information on the milestones and targets defined in the performance framework

Priority Ind 1D Indicator Measurement Milestone for 2018 Final target (2023) 2023 Observations
axis type unit total total
1 0 C002 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving grants Enterprises 0 60.00 55.00
1 o CO04 | Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving non-financial | Enterprises 0 275.00 289.00
support
1 F F0201 Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 1,011,765 20,235,295.00 | 22,339,204.90 | (Value reported in Table 3.3.1 -
internal MIS)
1 I K0201 | Selection of enterprises Number 6 9.00 13.00
2 (¢} C020 Risk prevention and management: Population benefiting from flood | Persons 0 747,000.00 945.00
protection measures
2 F F0202 | Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 4,328,824 47,602,197.00 | 50,055,340.56 | (Value reported in Table 3.3.1 -
internal MIS)
2 I K0202 | Selected projects CO20 (Decision of approval) Projects 2 2.00 2.00
2 O 00202 | Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected number 3 16.00 17.00
3 0 CO13a | Roads: Total length of newly built roads, of which: TEN-T km 0 5.00 5.32
3 F F0203 | Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 8,602,941.00 38,802,558.00 | 42,208,427.08 | (Value reported in Table 3.3.1 -
internal MIS)
3 I K0203 | Projects with at least one signed Contract of technical - construction | number 2 4.00 4.00
works sub-projects
4 F F0204 | Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 1,078,896 19,072,943.00 | 23,972,965.04 | (Value reported in Table 3.3.1 -
internal MIS)
4 I K0204 | Projects with at least one signed Contract of (technical - construction | Number 8 12.00 12.00
works or other) sub-projects
4 0 00204 | Number of health care institutions reorganized, modernized or reequipped | number 0 12.00 12.00
Priority Ind ID Indicator Measurement 2022 2021 2020 2019 2018
axis type unit
1 (6] C002 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving grants Enterprises 68.00 70.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 [6) CO04 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving non-financial support Enterprises 275.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 F F0201 | Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 4,402,343.62 247,246.45 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 1 K0201 | Selection of enterprises Number 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 (6] C0O20 Risk prevention and management: Population benefiting from flood protection measures Persons 412,280.00 412,280.00 206,140.00 206,140.00 0.00
2 F F0202 | Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 36,165,073.32 | 28,280,852.35 7,730,125.24 7,730,125.24 | 2,833,488.98
2 1 K0202 | Selected projects CO20 (Decision of approval) Projects 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00
2 (6] 00202 | Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected number 9.00 5.00 2.00 2.00 0.00
3 (6] COl13a | Roads: Total length of newly built roads, of which: TEN-T km 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 F F0203 | Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 29,971,082.80 | 26,634,911.17 | 12,667,694.48 | 12,667,694.48 | 5,557,339.70
3 1 K0203 | Projects with at least one signed Contract of technical - construction works sub-projects number 4.00 4.00 3.00 3.00 1.00
4 F F0204 | Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 17,447,899.38 | 16,335,257.84 7,675,428.17 7,675,428.17 | 1,665,924.03
4 1 K0204 | Projects with at least one signed Contract of (technical - construction works or other) sub- | Number 12.00 12.00 12.00 12.00 8.00
projects
4 (6] 00204 | Number of health care institutions reorganized, modernized or reequipped number 7.00 6.00 12.00 12.00 0.00
Priority axis Ind type 1D Indicator Measurement unit 2017 2016 2015 2014
1 (0] C0O02 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving grants Enterprises 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 (0] CO04 Productive investment: Number of enterprises receiving non-financial support Enterprises 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 F F0201 Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
1 1 K0201 Selection of enterprises Number 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 o C020 Risk prevention and management: Population benefiting from flood protection measures Persons 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 F F0202 Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
2 1 K0202 Selected projects CO20 (Decision of approval) Projects 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Priority axis Ind type 1D Indicator Measurement unit 2017 2016 2015 2014

2 o 00202 Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected number 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 (0] COl13a Roads: Total length of newly built roads, of which: TEN-T km 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 F F0203 Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 192,885.36 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 1 K0203 Projects with at least one signed Contract of technical - construction works sub-projects number 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4 F F0204 Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis Euro 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4 I K0204 Projects with at least one signed Contract of (technical - construction works or other) sub-projects Number 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
4 (0] 00204 Number of health care institutions reorganized, modernized or reequipped number 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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3.4. Financial data

Table 4: Financial information at priority axis and programme level

As set out in Table 1 of Annex II to Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 1011/2014 (Model for transmission of financial data) and table 16 of
model for cooperation programmes under the European territorial cooperation goal

Priority Fund Calculation Total funding Co- Total eligible cost of Proportion of the Public eligible cost of | Total eligible expenditure Proportion of the total Number of Total eligible expenditure

axis basis financing operations selected total allocation operations selected declared by beneficiaries allocation covered by operations incurred by beneficiaries and
rate for support covered with selected | for support to the managing authority | eligible expenditure selected paid by 31/12/2023 and certified

operations declared by beneficiaries to the C i

1 ERDF | Public 19,384,301.00 85.00 22,411,225.92 115.62% 22,411,225.92 23,176,532.77 119.56% 60 22,339,204.90

2 ERDF | Public 48,453,191.00 85.00 50,182,036.52 103.57% 50,182,036.52 53,673,148.31 110.77% 41 50,055,340.56

3 ERDF | Public 38,802,558.00 85.00 42,757,767.40 110.19% 42,757,767.40 44,571,964.94 114.87% 1 42,208,427.08

4 ERDF | Public 19,436,930.00 85.00 24,103,453.57 124.01% 24,103,453.57 25,674,525.72 132.09% 24 23,972,965.04

5 ERDF | Public 4,185,856.00 85.00 4,014,093.28 95.90% 4,014,093.28 4,065,632.76 97.13% 2

Total ERDF 130,262,836.00 85.00 143,468,576.69 110.14% 143,468,576.69 151,161,804.50 116.04% 128 138,575,937.58

Grand 130,262,836.00 85.00 143,468,576.69 110.14% 143,468,576.69 151,161,804.50 116.04% 128 138,575,937.58

total
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Where applicable, the use of any contribution from third countries participating in the cooperation programme should be provided (for example IPA
and ENI, Norway, Switzerland)

N/A
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Table 5: Breakdown of the cumulative financial data by category of intervention

As set out in Table 2 of Annex II to Commission Implementing Regulation (EU) No 1011/2014 (Model for transmission of financial data) and tables 6-9 of
Model for cooperation programmes

Priority | Fund | Intervention Form of Territorial Territorial delivery | Thematic objective | ESF secondary Economic Location Total eligible cost of operations Public eligible cost of The total eligible expenditure declared by Number of

axis field fi di i hani: di i theme di i di i ! d for support operations sel d for support ficiaries to the ing authority operations d
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 03 BG413 222,201.74 222,201.74 222,201.74 2
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 03 BG422 284,274.02 284,274.02 284,274.02 3
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 03 BG424 184,114.75 184,114.75 184,114.75 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 03 BG425 50,372.75 50,372.75 50,372.75 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 03 EL114 45,650.74 45,650.74 45,650.74 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 03 EL115 184,114.75 184,114.75 184,114.75 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 03 EL122 360,157.22 360,157.22 360,157.22 4
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 03 EL126 146,195.76 146,195.76 146,195.76 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 04 BG424 186,764.26 186,764.26 186,764.26 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 04 EL114 186,764.26 186,764.26 186,764.26 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 BG413 474,833.57 474,833.57 474,833.57 5
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 BG422 739,043.79 739,043.79 739,043.79 6
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 BG424 148,755.66 148,755.66 148,755.66 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 BG425 570,753.36 570,753.36 570,753.36 4
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 EL111 543,881.56 543,881.56 543,881.56 4
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 EL113 311,416.79 311,416.79 311,416.79 2
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 EL115 399,100.70 399,100.70 399,100.70 3
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 EL122 621,659.60 621,659.60 621,659.60 5
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 07 EL126 36,898.84 36,898.84 36,898.84 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 11 BG413 54,638.15 54,638.15 54,638.15 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 BG413 349,951.10 349,951.10 349,951.10 4
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 BG422 439,551.93 439,551.93 439,551.93 5
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 BG424 205,600.02 205,600.02 205,600.02 2
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 BG425 147,984.12 147,984.12 147,984.12 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 EL112 126,574.56 126,574.56 126,574.56 1
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 EL114 218,070.10 218,070.10 218,070.10 2
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 EL115 289,292.89 289,292.89 289,292.89 3
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 EL122 506,254.12 506,254.12 506,254.12 6
1 ERDF | 064 01 07 07 03 15 EL126 36,898.84 36,898.84 36,898.84 1
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 BG413 2,607,108.91 2,607,108.91 2,739,321.55 18
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 BG422 1,324,508.97 1,324,508.97 1,370,236.36 12
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 BG424 1,888,102.08 1,888,102.08 2,015,617.52 15
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 BG425 502,869.91 502,869.91 535,414.55 7
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 EL111 689,567.31 689,567.31 743,789.92 7
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 EL112 644,286.74 644,286.74 697,805.05 9
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 EL113 754,877.17 754,877.17 832,605.95 8
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 EL114 298,606.12 298,606.12 309,723.28 6
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 EL115 631,902.50 631,902.50 647,526.75 7
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 EL122 4,357,679.92 4,357,679.92 4,540,000.64 23
1 ERDF | 066 01 07 07 03 24 EL126 639,946.34 639,946.34 672,721.25 7
2 ERDF | 021 01 01 07 06 24 BG413 372,611.59 372,611.59 393,386.14 3
2 ERDF | 021 01 01 07 06 24 BG422 11,698.53 11,698.53 11,890.16 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 01 07 06 24 BG424 32,396.23 32,396.23 33,745.33 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 01 07 06 24 BG425 26,443.59 26,443.59 27,583.52 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 01 07 06 24 EL113 82,816.62 82,816.62 86,386.66 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 01 07 06 24 EL114 151,682.27 151,682.27 160,983.30 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 01 07 06 24 EL122 379,723.28 379,723.28 399,903.77 4
2 ERDF | 021 01 01 07 06 24 EL126 46,997.35 46,997.35 48,954.49 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 BG413 410,030.27 410,030.27 462,222.52 3
2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 BG422 210,573.28 210,573.28 214,022.85 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 BG424 64,792.46 64,792.46 67,490.66 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 BG425 26,443.59 26,443.59 27,583.52 1
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2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 EL111 206,842.13 206,842.13 245,868.47 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 EL112 120,914.56 120,914.56 143,728.35 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 EL113 132,648.45 132,648.45 145,620.61 2
2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 EL122 541,208.64 541,208.64 554,279.18 3
2 ERDF | 021 01 02 07 06 24 EL126 93,994.69 93,994.69 97,908.98 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 03 07 06 24 BG413 444,794.63 444,794.63 476,210.49 3
2 ERDF | 021 01 03 07 06 24 BG422 11,698.52 11,698.52 11,890.16 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 03 07 06 24 BG424 10,798.74 10,798.74 11,248.44 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 03 07 06 24 BG425 26,451.53 26,451.53 27,591.79 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 03 07 06 24 EL113 82,841.47 82,841.47 86,412.58 1
2 ERDF | 021 01 03 07 06 24 EL122 592,589.03 592,589.03 633,423.99 4
2 ERDF | 021 01 03 07 06 24 EL126 15,665.78 15,665.78 16,318.16 1
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 BG413 907,652.47 907,652.47 937,204.56 [3
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 BG422 267,082.77 267,082.77 274,177.94 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 BG424 273,961.70 273,961.70 280,872.13 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 BG425 153,060.79 153,060.79 156,659.97 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 EL111 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 EL112 599,153.16 599,153.16 620,855.48 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 EL113 418,859.22 418,859.22 429,460.92 4
2 ERDF [ 085 01 01 07 06 24 EL114 806,738.97 806,738.97 819,979.82 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 EL115 111,634.50 111,634.50 116,528.48 2
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 EL122 760,356.06 760,356.06 782,911.85 6
2 ERDF | 085 01 01 07 06 24 EL126 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 BG413 183,611.27 183,611.27 187,949.53 3
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 BG422 520,273.22 520,273.22 524,554.50 5
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 BG424 25,078.16 25,078.16 25,836.23 2
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 BG425 83,214.97 83,214.97 84,610.09 3
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 ELI111 235,313.89 235,313.89 236,419.97 3
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 EL112 42,016.74 42,016.74 43,302.32 2
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 EL113 48,675.46 48,675.46 49,781.02 3
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 EL114 48,079.91 48,079.91 49,284.73 2
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 EL115 12,549.54 12,549.54 12,917.43 1
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 EL122 374,139.52 374,139.52 379,492.20 5
2 ERDF | 085 01 02 07 06 24 EL126 12,549.54 12,549.54 12,917.43 1
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 BG413 588,846.32 588,846.32 617,785.77 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 BG422 310,961.78 310,961.78 316,319.02 5
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 BG424 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 BG425 310,630.21 310,630.21 320,611.39 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 EL111 341,057.27 341,057.27 350,157.99 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 EL112 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 EL113 73,198.69 73,198.69 73,745.12 2
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 EL114 15,580.34 15,580.34 15,983.48 2
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 EL115 373,186.77 373,186.77 399,589.66 2
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 EL122 146,759.32 146,759.32 148,112.48 4
2 ERDF | 085 01 03 07 06 24 EL126 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 BG413 96,233.10 96,233.10 98,825.17 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 BG422 516,350.14 516,350.14 525,707.40 3
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 BG424 240,608.59 240,608.59 244,765.94 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 BG425 46,034.95 46,034.95 47,155.46 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 EL111 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 EL112 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 EL113 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 EL114 46,034.95 46,034.95 47,155.46 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 EL115 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 EL122 1,046,543.48 1,046,543.48 1,064,968.51 3
2 ERDF | 086 01 01 07 06 24 EL126 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.71 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 BG413 148,476.21 148,476.21 152,624.16 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 BG422 131,840.32 131,840.32 133,880.90 3
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 BG424 12,549.54 12,549.54 12,917.43 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 BG425 48,079.91 48,079.91 49,284.73 2

m
pa

3 EN




Fund | Intervention Form of Territorial delivery | Thematic objective Location Total eligible cost of operations Public eligible cost of The total eligible expenditure declared by

fi hani di i di i d for support ted for support ficiaries to the authority d
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 EL111 72,133.42 72,133.42 72,501.31 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 EL112 12,549.54 12,549.54 12,917.43 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 EL113 12,549.54 12,549.54 12,917.43 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 EL114 48,079.91 48,079.91 49,284.73 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 EL115 12,549.54 12,549.54 12,917.43 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 EL122 96,134.96 96,134.96 98,544.01 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 02 07 06 24 EL126 12,549.54 12,549.54 12,917.43 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 BG413 65,778.49 65,778.49 67,653.21 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 BG422 278,341.68 278,341.68 278,963.71 3
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 BG424 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.72 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 BG425 15,580.34 15,580.34 15,983.49 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 EL111 319,090.13 319,090.13 319,274.08 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 EL112 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.72 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 EL113 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.72 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 EL114 15,580.34 15,580.34 15,983.49 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 EL115 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.72 1
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 EL122 31,154.17 31,154.17 31,960.31 2
2 ERDF | 086 01 03 07 06 24 EL126 6,274.77 6,274.77 6,458.72 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 22 BG413 477,898.86 477,898.86 585,507.81 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 22 BG422 446,038.93 446,038.93 546,473.95 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 22 BG424 446,038.93 446,038.93 546,473.95 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 22 EL111 446,038.93 446,038.93 546,473.95 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 22 EL112 446,038.93 446,038.93 546,473.95 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 22 EL122 477,898.86 477,898.86 585,507.81 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 22 EL126 446,038.94 446,038.94 546,473.95 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 24 BG413 876,767.63 876,767.63 929,255.04 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 24 BG422 1,136,411.26 1,136,411.26 1,204,442.15 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 24 BG424 1,422,395.55 1,422,395.55 1,507,546.80 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 24 BG425 1,204,144.38 1,204,144.38 1,276,230.10 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 24 EL111 3,586,092.48 3,586,092.48 3,800,772.76 1
2 ERDF | 087 01 07 07 05 24 EL126 4,317,359.33 4,317,359.33 4,575,816.66 1
2 ERDF | 090 01 02 07 06 24 BG413 40,393.23 40,393.23 43,294.11 1
2 ERDF | 090 01 02 07 06 24 BG424 18,468.67 18,468.67 19,795.02 1
2 ERDF | 090 01 02 07 06 24 EL112 12,844.12 12,844.12 13,766.54 1
2 ERDF | 090 01 02 07 06 24 EL114 68,208.17 68,208.17 73,106.61 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 BG413 18,592.75 18,592.75 19,134.79 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 BG422 24,290.62 24,290.62 25,012.21 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 BG424 6,092.70 6,092.70 6,270.33 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 BG425 12,432.74 12,432.74 12,799.17 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 EL111 521273 5212.73 5,373.79 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 EL114 35,040.18 35,040.18 36,061.72 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 EL115 9,657.45 9,657.45 9,955.85 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 EL122 49,861.34 49,861.34 51,321.61 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 01 07 06 24 EL126 10,497.75 10,497.75 10,803.80 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 02 07 06 24 BG413 333,218.08 333,218.08 340,145.89 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 02 07 06 24 BG422 39,203.01 39,203.01 40,386.21 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 02 07 06 24 BG424 5,913.50 5,913.50 6,085.91 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 02 07 06 24 BG425 16,690.56 16,690.56 17,189.08 2
2 ERDF [ 091 01 02 07 06 24 ELI111 15,638.19 15,638.19 16,121.38 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 02 07 06 24 EL114 34,009.59 34,009.59 35,001.08 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 02 07 06 24 EL115 28,972.35 28,972.35 29,867.55 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 02 07 06 24 EL122 56,123.91 56,123.91 57,780.05 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 02 07 06 24 EL126 504,811.72 504,811.72 515,155.45 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 BG413 290,324.20 290,324.20 300,955.85 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 BG422 62,303.51 62,303.51 64,200.48 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 BG424 5,913.50 5,913.50 6,085.90 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 BG425 23,525.29 23,525.29 24,234.98 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 EL111 31,276.38 31,276.38 32,242.77 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 EL114 34,009.59 34,009.59 35,001.08 1
2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 EL115 346,025.11 346,025.11 358,507.55 2
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2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 EL122 67,549.50 67,549.50 69,558.67 2
2 ERDF | 091 01 03 07 06 24 EL126 10,189.00 10,189.00 10,486.04 1
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 BG413 1,282,972.66 1,282,972.66 1,420,674.00 4
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 BG422 345,580.66 345,580.66 390,541.69 4
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 BG424 714,380.58 714,380.58 731,959.88 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 BG425 898,806.47 898,806.47 1,052,171.31 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 ELI11 34,444.60 34,444.60 34,706.85 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 EL112 219,621.78 219,621.78 226,406.25 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 EL113 351,081.38 351,081.38 406,808.08 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 EL114 52,560.27 52,560.27 54,092.58 1
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 EL115 9,657.45 9,657.45 9,955.85 1
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 EL122 741,633.53 741,633.53 812,787.81 6
2 ERDF | 094 01 01 07 06 24 EL126 1,160,351.44 1,160,351.44 1,249,742.85 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 BG413 2,014,839.52 2,014,839.52 2,126,266.22 6
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 BG422 398,301.41 398,301.41 418,352.23 4
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 BG424 328,001.33 328,001.33 331,394.78 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 BG425 141,795.28 141,795.28 163,280.69 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 EL111 132,565.67 132,565.67 133,453.61 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 EL112 275,128.98 275,128.98 299,255.57 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 EL113 56,820.45 56,820.45 59,477.56 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 EL114 348,185.53 348,185.53 361,122.48 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 EL115 514,991.84 514,991.84 535,623.88 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 EL122 941,119.08 941,119.08 1,004,632.44 5
2 ERDF | 094 01 02 07 06 24 EL126 291,321.00 291,321.00 291,806.61 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 BG413 70,810.30 70,810.30 80,990.41 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 BG422 70,354.76 70,354.76 72,486.45 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 BG424 8,870.26 8,870.26 9,128.85 1
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 BG425 531,962.80 531,962.80 544,279.77 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 EL111 622,352.86 622,352.86 636,776.53 2
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 EL114 51,014.38 51,014.38 52,501.62 1
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 EL115 57,944.70 57,944.70 59,735.09 1
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 EL122 128,922.48 128,922.48 139,961.33 3
2 ERDF | 094 01 03 07 06 24 EL126 15,283.49 15,283.49 15,729.06 1
2 ERDF | 095 01 01 07 06 24 BG413 512,071.45 512,071.45 577,486.44 2
2 ERDF | 095 01 01 07 06 24 BG422 614,968.06 614,968.06 663,712.49 1
2 ERDF | 095 01 01 07 06 24 EL111 683,544.06 683,544.06 734,779.97 2
2 ERDF | 095 01 01 07 06 24 EL122 426,942.69 426,942.69 484,216.17 2
2 ERDF | 095 01 02 07 06 24 BG413 131,224.33 131,224.33 159,397.22 1
2 ERDF | 095 01 02 07 06 24 BG424 676,507.84 676,507.84 769,150.25 1
2 ERDF | 095 01 02 07 06 24 EL114 618,987.84 618,987.84 703,753.33 1
2 ERDF | 095 01 02 07 06 24 EL122 117,071.47 117,071.47 142,205.85 1
2 ERDF | 095 01 03 07 06 24 BG413 43,741.44 43,741.44 53,132.41 1
2 ERDF | 095 01 03 07 06 24 EL122 39,023.82 39,023.82 47,401.95 1
3 ERDF | 029 01 03 07 07 24 BG422 3,065,731.92 3,065,731.92 3,195,809.89 1
3 ERDF | 029 01 03 07 07 24 BG424 9,137,334.90 9,137,334.90 9,525,028.91 1
3 ERDF | 029 01 03 07 07 24 BG425 7,893,083.86 7,893,083.86 8,227,984.73 1
3 ERDF | 029 01 03 07 07 24 EL112 22,661,616.72 22,661,616.72 23,623,141.41 1
4 ERDF | 053 01 01 07 09 24 BG413 1,074,547.08 1,074,547.08 1,274,816.31 3
4 ERDF [ 053 01 01 07 09 24 BG422 49,042.84 49,042.84 50,070.89 1
4 ERDF | 053 01 01 07 09 24 BG424 422,250.38 422,250.38 437,361.74 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 01 07 09 24 BG425 782,714.29 782,714.29 797,862.85 4
4 ERDF | 053 01 01 07 09 24 EL113 1,124,505.54 1,124,505.54 1,134,695.32 3
4 ERDF | 053 01 01 07 09 24 EL114 7,297.40 7,297.40 7,450.37 1
4 ERDF | 053 01 01 07 09 24 EL115 628,602.54 628,602.54 742,801.97 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 01 07 09 24 EL122 1,284,671.10 1,284,671.10 1,410,854.98 4
4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 BG413 168,727.09 168,727.09 174,042.26 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 BG422 196,729.07 196,729.07 204,297.16 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 BG424 694,318.13 694,318.13 718,188.62 4
4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 BG425 727,655.32 727,655.32 786,812.36 4
4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 EL112 250,630.92 250,630.92 255,933.57 1
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4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 EL113 375,475.42 375,475.42 412,662.85 3
4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 EL114 24,296.30 24,296.30 24,805.60 1
4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 EL115 568,943.66 568,943.66 597,230.13 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 02 07 09 24 EL122 1,872,451.62 1,872,451.62 1,927,409.09 5
4 ERDF | 053 01 03 07 09 24 BG413 588,656.70 588,656.70 638,009.40 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 03 07 09 24 BG422 1,350,572.40 1,350,572.40 1,523,659.72 3
4 ERDF | 053 01 03 07 09 24 BG424 172,670.49 172,670.49 179,237.09 1
4 ERDF | 053 01 03 07 09 24 BG425 395,362.58 395,362.58 428,349.39 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 03 07 09 24 EL111 234,934.33 234,934.33 264,048.59 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 03 07 09 24 EL114 463,798.49 463,798.49 526,383.48 2
4 ERDF | 053 01 03 07 09 24 EL115 329,397.66 329,397.66 363,448.80 1
4 ERDF | 053 01 03 07 09 24 EL122 855,753.17 855,753.17 878,020.70 3
4 ERDF | 081 01 01 07 09 24 BG413 396,187.33 396,187.33 431,699.59 2
4 ERDF | 081 01 01 07 09 24 BG424 19,227.35 19,227.35 19,721.89 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 01 07 09 24 BG425 40,861.35 40,861.35 44,239.64 2
4 ERDF | 081 01 01 07 09 24 EL113 290,831.97 290,831.97 300,165.19 2
4 ERDF | 081 01 01 07 09 24 EL115 157,150.63 157,150.63 185,700.49 2
4 ERDF | 081 01 01 07 09 24 EL122 209,482.96 209,482.96 216,608.03 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 02 07 09 24 BG413 269,810.93 269,810.93 278,564.23 2
4 ERDF | 081 01 02 07 09 24 BG422 8,360.91 8,360.91 9,397.23 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 02 07 09 24 BG424 470,152.64 470,152.64 480,938.24 3
4 ERDF | 081 01 02 07 09 24 BG425 116,974.83 116,974.83 130,402.82 3
4 ERDF | 081 01 02 07 09 24 EL112 375,946.38 375,946.38 383,900.36 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 02 07 09 24 EL113 226,873.91 226,873.91 240,694.62 3
4 ERDF | 081 01 02 07 09 24 EL115 606,367.24 606,367.24 623,258.60 2
4 ERDF | 081 01 02 07 09 24 EL122 254,805.98 254,805.98 265,048.78 3
4 ERDF | 081 01 03 07 09 24 BG413 216,799.81 216,799.81 223,185.17 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 03 07 09 24 BG422 116,683.04 116,683.04 132,689.87 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 03 07 09 24 BG425 74,926.01 74,926.01 82,671.41 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 03 07 09 24 EL111 10,107.80 10,107.80 11,494.41 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 03 07 09 24 EL114 50,539.01 50,539.01 57,472.06 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 03 07 09 24 EL115 82,349.41 82,349.41 90,862.20 1
4 ERDF | 081 01 03 07 09 24 EL122 216,799.81 216,799.81 223,185.17 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 01 07 09 24 BG413 424,293.49 424,293.49 431,367.20 4
4 ERDF | 113 01 01 07 09 24 BG422 142,800.03 142,800.03 143,853.56 2
4 ERDF | 113 01 01 07 09 24 BG424 244,004.93 244,004.93 254,124.86 2
4 ERDF | 113 01 01 07 09 24 EL112 253,920.24 253,920.24 260,895.68 2
4 ERDF | 113 01 01 07 09 24 EL113 416,768.44 416,768.44 427,486.06 3
4 ERDF | 113 01 01 07 09 24 EL115 48,028.71 48,028.71 50,103.76 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 01 07 09 24 EL122 795,876.90 795,876.90 814,230.06 4
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 BG413 607,138.25 607,138.25 614,296.57 4
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 BG422 234,246.78 234,246.78 239,795.97 2
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 BG424 160,586.49 160,586.49 165,343.76 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 EL111 159,775.81 159,775.81 160,745.08 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 EL112 51,457.42 51,457.42 52,586.78 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 EL113 96,806.80 96,806.80 98,931.45 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 EL114 54,857.19 54,857.19 56,061.16 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 EL115 274,835.85 274,835.85 279,161.36 3
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 EL122 753,177.31 753,177.31 770,969.98 5
4 ERDF | 113 01 02 07 09 24 EL126 118,616.76 118,616.76 120,440.16 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 03 07 09 24 BG413 15,395.29 15,395.29 16,060.44 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 03 07 09 24 BG422 4,799.35 4,799.35 5,006.70 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 03 07 09 24 BG425 271,704.15 277,704.15 377,817.40 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 03 07 09 24 EL112 84,739.27 84,739.27 115,288.05 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 03 07 09 24 EL115 9,605.74 9,605.74 10,020.75 1
4 ERDF | 113 01 03 07 09 24 EL122 18,774.55 18,774.55 19,585.69 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 BG413 217,066.51 217,066.51 226,982.14 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 BG422 217,066.51 217,066.51 226,982.14 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 BG424 217,066.51 217,066.51 226,982.14 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 BG425 217,066.51 217,066.51 226,982.14 1
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Fund | Intervention Form of Territorial delivery | Thematic objective Location Total eligible cost of operations Public eligible cost of The total eligible expenditure declared by
fi hani di i di i d for support ted for support authority
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 EL111 310,528.21 310,528.21 311,602.09 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 EL112 310,528.21 310,528.21 311,602.09 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 EL113 310,528.21 310,528.21 311,602.09 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 EL114 310,528.21 310,528.21 311,602.09 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 EL115 310,310.90 310,310.90 311,384.03 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 EL122 310,310.90 310,310.90 311,384.03 1
5 ERDF | 121 02 07 07 24 EL126 310,310.90 310,310.90 311,384.03 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 BG413 1,181.77 1,181.77 1,235.75 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 BG422 1,181.77 1,181.77 1,235.75 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 BG424 1,181.77 1,181.77 1,235.75 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 BG425 1,181.77 1,181.77 1,235.75 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 EL111 38,816.03 38,816.03 38,950.26 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 EL112 38,816.03 38,816.03 38,950.26 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 EL113 38,816.03 38,816.03 38,950.26 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 EL114 38,816.03 38,816.03 38,950.26 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 EL115 38,788.86 38,788.86 38,923.00 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 EL122 38,788.86 38,788.86 38,923.00 1
5 ERDF | 122 02 07 07 24 EL126 38,788.86 38,788.86 38,923.00 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 BG413 4,727.08 4,727.08 4,943.01 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 BG422 4,727.08 4,727.08 4,943.01 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 BG424 4,727.08 4,727.08 4,943.01 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 BG425 4,727.08 4,727.08 4,943.01 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 EL111 96,816.98 96,816.98 97,151.81 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 EL112 96,816.98 96,816.98 97,151.81 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 EL113 96,816.98 96,816.98 97,151.81 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 EL114 96,816.98 96,816.98 97,151.81 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 EL115 96,749.23 96,749.23 97,083.81 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 EL122 96,749.23 96,749.23 97,083.81 1
5 ERDF | 123 02 07 07 24 EL126 96,749.22 96,749.22 97,083.81 1
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Table 6: Cumulative cost of all or part of an operation implemented outside the Union part of the programme area

1.
Operation

2

2. The amount of ERDF
support(l) envisaged to be
used for all or part of an
operation implemented
outside the Union part of the
programme area based on
selected operations

3. Share of the total financial
allocation to all or part of an
operation located outside the
Union part of the programme
area (%) (column 2/total amount
allocated to the support from the
ERDF at programme level *100)

4. Eligible expenditure of ERDF
support incurred in all or part
of an operation implemented
outside the Union part of the
programme area declared by
the beneficiary to the managing
authority

5. Share of the total financial
allocation to all or part of an
operation located outside the
Union part of the programme
area (%) (column 4/total amount
allocated to the support from the
ERDF at programme level *100)

5071072

74,704.38

0.07%

69,644.73

0.06%

(1) ERDF support is the Commission decision on the respective cooperation programme.
(2) In accordance with and subject to ceilings set out Article 20 of Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013.
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4. SYNTHESIS OF THE EVALUATIONS

The “Final Evaluation and Implementation Report of the Interreg V-A Greece — Bulgaria 2014-2020
Cooperation Programme” is an update of the previous Programme Evaluation, extended by its Closure. As
noted in the Evaluation Plan, it contains also 2 specific evaluations: a. about the added value of the
Programme and b. about the involvement and results of the Programme among the final recipients (target
audience).

According to the main evaluation results:

e The Evaluation verified the coherence of the Programme with the specific needs of the cross-border
area, as well as the validity of its intervention logic.

e At the end of the programming period the Programme achieved most of the output indicators. The
Performance Framework was also achieved for all priority Axes. In general, the effectiveness and
efficiency of the Programme were satisfactory for all Priority Axes.

e The surveys undertaken to identify the achievement of the Programme Specific Objectives depicted
also high levels of the expected results.

e The value added by the Cooperation Programme can be recognized in most of the Specific
Objectives and the Investment Priorities covered by the financed projects. Strategic Projects in the
field of improving the cross-border cooperation on flood risk management represent a high value
added, as well as projects implemented in the field of valorization of natural and cultural heritage. In
both cases, the Programme involved stakeholders from both countries in the implementation of
sustainable projects, covering specific needs of the area. Furthermore, the projects aiming to
improve access to primary and emergency healthcare, cover an extended part of the local population,
in complementarity with other initiatives undertaken by both countries.

The results and findings of the Evaluation were used for the drafting of the present report and will be
considered during the implementation of Greece-Bulgaria Programme for the period 2021-2027.
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Name

Fund

From
month

From
year

To
month

To
year

Type of
evaluation

Thematic
objective

Topic

Findings

Final Evaluation and
Final Implementation
Report of the Interreg
V-A Greece — Bulgaria
2014-2020 Cooperation
Programme

ERDF

2023

12

2023

Mixed

03

Evaluation of Final Implementation of
Cooperation Programme and
Communication Strategy, Evaluation of
Impact of Cooperation Programme, It
contained also 2 specific evaluations as
noted in the Evaluation Plan: a. about
added value of the Cooperation
Programme and b. about the
involvement and results of the
Cooperation Programme among the
final recipients (target audiences).

e The Evaluation verified the coherence
of the Programme with the specific
needs of the cross-border area, as well
as the validity of its intervention logic.

e At the end of the programming period
the Programme achieved the majority
of the output indicators, while the
Performance Framework was also
achieved for all priority Axes. In
general, the effectiveness and
efficiency of the Programme were
satisfactory for all Priority Axes.

e The surveys undertaken to identify the
achievement of the Programme
Specific Objectives depicted also high
levels of the expected results.

e The value added of the Cooperation
Programme can be recognized in the
majority of the Specific Objectives
and the Investment Priorities covered
by the financed projects. Projects of
high budget in the field of improving
the cross-border cooperation on flood
risk management represent a high
value added, as well as projects
implemented regarding the
valorization of natural and cultural
heritage. In both cases, the
Programme involved stakeholders
(public administration and
Universities) from both countries in
the implementation of sustainable
projects which covered specific needs
of the area in those thematic fields.
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Furthermore, the projects aiming to
improve access to primary and
emergency health care, covered an
extended part of the local population,
as the results of the projects indicate,
in complementarity with other
initiatives undertaken by both
countries.
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5.ISSUES AFFECTING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE PROGRAMME AND MEASURES TAKEN

(a) Issues which affect the performance of the programme and the measures taken

The Programme’s implementation was marked by unprecedented external challenges and structural difficulties
that influenced its smooth performance, such as global inflationary pressures, the pandemic, technological
adjustments linked to the introduction of the updated Management Information System (MIS), lengthy
procurement processes, and varying beneficiary capacities. Despite these obstacles, the Programme Bodies
sought to maintain flexibility, transparency, and continuity, often adopting tailored solutions for each project
while safeguarding the overall strategic objectives of the Programme.

One of the most pressing issues emerged from the sharp rise in global inflation during 2021 - 2023. This
economic phenomenon severely impacted the Programme’s project portfolio, particularly in the construction
sector. Rising prices for building materials created budget shortfalls, delaying outputs and necessitating
budgetary adjustments. Equipment-related deliverables were similarly affected by supply chain disruptions,
with delayed delivery times particularly visible in sectors such as the automotive industry. To address these
disruptions, several options were explored: reallocations within existing project budgets, the provision of
additional Programme-level funding, and extensions of project implementation periods. While this inflationary
impact was a horizontal issue, the Programming Bodies handled cases individually, assessing the unique
circumstances of each beneficiary. The challenge was especially visible in the 5th Call for SMEs, where
beneficiaries struggled with higher-than-expected market prices, forcing reconsideration of investment scopes.
Although most concerns initially stemmed from private beneficiaries, the Programme Bodies anticipated
broader implications and intensified financial monitoring.

The pandemic added a further layer of complexity, particularly in 2020 and 2021. Lockdowns, health risks, and
restrictions on public participation hindered implementation of deliverables, many of which relied on physical
presence. Programme Bodies prioritized safety and granted beneficiaries flexibility to adapt their approaches,
often through rolling-wave planning: some deliverables were postponed, physical events were substituted with
online formats, deliverables were canceled without altering the essential character of the projects. These
adjustments created significant administrative burden for beneficiaries and Programme Bodies, inevitably
affecting Programme timely performance.

Teleworking, introduced rapidly in 2020, represented another fundamental shift. While the transition was
relatively successful within a few months, the initial phase was marked by technical and logistical obstacles,
such as limited internet connectivity and delays in accessing online resources. This added strain to project
workflows.

The modernization of Programme management through the introduction of the updated MIS system in 2018—
2019 also shaped implementation. Many beneficiaries initially struggled with its complexity, leading to errors
in form submissions and repetitions. To mitigate this, the Joint Secretariat provided guidance, organized
training seminars, and made resources and guidance widely available online. Continuous collaboration between
Programme Bodies and the MIS unit facilitated ongoing improvements, progressively tailoring the system to
the needs of European Territorial Cooperation projects. This gradual adaptation underscored the importance of
institutional learning and technological flexibility in cross-border cooperation programmes.

Procurement procedures constituted a persistent source of delay in projects’ implementation. The legal
framework, allowing for appeals, affected the start of construction works, service contracts, and equipment
deliveries. These delays often required revised procurement plans and extensions of project duration. While
pre-tender checks to Greek beneficiaries by the Managing Authority helped minimize potential appeals and
financial corrections, the systemic need for streamlined procedures at governmental level became increasingly
apparent. Balancing the principles of transparency, equal treatment, and efficiency remains a critical policy
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challenge for the future.

Beneficiaries’ capacity also posed obstacles. Lack of sufficient experience with the management requirements
of European Territorial Cooperation projects lead to implementation difficulties. Public beneficiaries were
constrained by procedural and financial restrictions. Changes in legal representatives or project teams often
resulted in modification requests, conceptual adjustments, or, in some cases, withdrawal from the project,
which necessitated the redistribution of project activities and budget. While the Joint Secretariat and the
Managing Authority provided continuous support through technical meetings and systematic communication, a
limited number of cases revealed persistent implementation weaknesses. In instances where beneficiaries
recorded no verified expenditure even after 18 months from project initiation, budgetary reductions were
applied in line with Programme rules and sound financial management principles.

Political calendar introduced additional delays. Persistent parliamentary, municipal and regional elections in
Greece and Bulgaria led to temporary disruptions in project implementation due to legal requirements and
administrative limitations during pre- and post-election periods. While these interruptions were temporary, they
nevertheless slowed the pace of Programme execution, particularly for projects dependent on municipal or
regional authorities.

In summary, the Programme trajectory was shaped by a complex interplay of global disruptions, technological
transitions, procedural rigidities, and capacity limitations. Inflation and the pandemic emerged as external
shocks with direct and profound impact, while MIS adaptation, procurement delays, and variable beneficiary
performance reflected more systemic internal challenges. Despite this pressure, the Programme Bodies
maintained a pragmatic and adaptive stance, prioritizing safety, accountability, and flexibility. Their response
underscores the resilience of the Programme’s governance framework, even under conditions of sustained
uncertainty.

Moving forward, lessons from this period highlight the importance of anticipating external risks, strengthening
administrative capacities, simplifying procedures, and sustaining cooperative mechanisms to ensure robust and
resilient Programmes implementation in the future.
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(b) OPTIONAL FOR LIGHT REPORTS, otherwise it will be included in point 9.1. An assessment of
whether progress made towards targets is sufficient to ensure their fulfilment, indicating any remedial
actions taken or planned, where appropriate.
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6. CITIZEN'S SUMMARY (ARTICLE 50(9) OF REGULATION (EU) No 1303/2013)

A citizen's summary of the contents of the annual and the final implementation reports shall be made public and
uploaded as a separate file in the form of annex to the annual and the final implementation report

You can upload/find the Citizen's summary under General > Documents
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7. REPORT ON THE IMPLEMENTATION OF FINANCIAL INSTRUMENTS (ARTICLE 46 OF
REGULATION (EU) N0 1303/2013)
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8. PROGRESS IN PREPARATION AND IMPLEMENTATION OF MAJOR PROJECTS AND JOINT ACTION PLANS (ARTICLE 101(H) AND
ARTICLE 111(3) OF REGULATION (EU) N0 1303/2013 AND ARTICLE 14(3)(B) OF REGULATION (EU) N0 1299/2013)

8.1. Major projects

Table 7: Major projects

Project| CCI| Status of | Total Total Planned Date of tacit agreement/

Planned start  of

Planned

Priority

Axis/

Current state of realisation — financial progress (% of|
iture certified to Ci ission compared to total eligible

MP investments eligible notification/submission date | approval by Ci
costs

ion date

priorities

cost)

Current state of realisation — physical progress
Main implementation stage of the project

Main
outputs

Date of signature of first| Observations

‘works contract (1)

(1) In the case of operations implemented under PPP structures the signing of the PPP contract between the public body and the private sector body (Article

102(3) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013).

Significant problems encountered in implementing major projects and measures taken to overcome them

Any change planned in the list of major projects in the cooperation programme
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8.2. Joint action plans

Progress in the implementation of different stages of joint action plans

EN 47

EN



Table 8: Joint action plans (JAP)

CCI Total public| OP contribution to| Observations

Title of the|
support JAP

JAP

Stage of implementation of| Total eligible
JAP costs

Priority | Type of|

[Planned] submission to the[[Planned] start 0[| [Planned] Main outputs and| Total eligible expenditure certified to the
axis JAP issi impll i leti issi

C results C
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Significant problems encountered and measures taken to overcome them
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9. ASSESSMENT OF THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE COOPERATION PROGRAMME
(ARTICLE 50(4) OF REGULATION (EU) No 1303/2013 AND ARTICLE 14(4) OF REGULATION (EU) No
1299/2013)

9.1 Information in Part A and achieving the objectives of the programme (Article 50(4) of
Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013)

| Priority axis | 1- A Competitive and Innovative Cross-Border Area

The total funding of the PA1 is € 19,384,301 €. The legal commitments (budget contracted) for the
projects funded, following the calls for proposals, amount to 23,771,165.07€ (122.63% of the total
funding) and the certified payments amount 22,339,204.90€ (93.58% of the legal commitments and
115.24% of the total funding). In total, 60 projects are financed under PA1. The PA includes two (2)
Investment Priorities:

3a - Promoting entrepreneurship, in particular by facilitating the economic exploitation of new ideas and
fostering the_ creation of new firms, including through business incubators, whose payments represent
90.0% of the legal commitments.

3d - Supporting the capacity of SMEs to grow in regional, national and international markets, and to
engage in innovation processes, whose payments represent 99.8% of the legal commitments.

In terms of effectiveness, PA1 contains five (5) output indicators, whose achievement is between 91%
and 120%. Under the Investment Priority 3a, a total of 289 enterprises received non-financial support,
105.09% of the target of the output indicator “Productive Investments: Number of enterprises receiving
support”. Under the Investment Priority 3d, 55 enterprises received financial support (grants) (91.67% of
the target of the output indicator “Productive Investments: Number of enterprises receiving support”
Within the above number, 23 new enterprises were supported (115.0% of the target of the indicator
“Productive Investments: Number of new enterprises supported”).

The estimation of the efficiency of the Cooperation Programme, is based on the estimation of the
Efficiency Ratio (ER) at the level of each Investment Priority of the Programme. Methodologically, the
estimation of the ER is based on the comparison of the expected unit cost with the real unit cost achieved,
as indicated by the project implementation data. The Expected Unit Cost (EUC) is estimated as the ratio
of: Total financial resources allocated to an action (or group of projects, or an Investment Priority /
expected outputs of this action (or group of projects, or Investment Priority). For the estimation of the
Expected Unit Cost, the financial data used are those of the Programme. In addition, the latest
“Methodological Note on the Indicators of the Programme” was also considered regarding the estimation
of unit cost in some investment priorities. Respectively, the Unit Cost Achieved (UCA) is estimated as the
ratio of: Total certified payments to an action (or group of projects, or an IP / Achieved outputs of this
action (or group of projects, or Investment Priority). For the estimation of the Unit Cost Achieved, the
data used are those of the MIS (cerified payments). Following this approach the Efficiency Ratio (ER) is
estimated as: Expected Unit Cost (EUC) / Unit Cost Achieved (UCA). ER values higher than 1 indicate
satisfactory efficiency of implementation, as the real cost of the interventions was lower than the cost had
been suggested in the period of the Programme preparation.

The efficiency of the interventions financed under PA 1 is assessed as generally satisfactory, based on the
comparison between expected and achieved unit costs. Under Investment Priority 3d, the efficiency of
interventions supporting enterprises is considered satisfactory, as the achieved unit cost per supported
enterprise (€146,497.03) was lower than the expected unit cost defined by the Programme (€166,000),
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resulting in an Efficiency Ratio (ER) of 1.13. This indicates that the outputs were delivered at a lower cost
than initially planned. However, within the same Investment Priority, the unit cost per new enterprise
supported (€194,416) exceeded the expected unit cost (€166,000), resulting in an ER of 0.85, indicating
lower efficiency compared to Programme expectations.Under Investment Priority 3a, the achieved unit
cost per enterprise receiving support (€49,418.22) was higher than the expected unit cost (€37,219.30),
resulting in an ER of 0.75. This suggests that the cost of delivering support was higher than initially
estimated in the Programme.

The achievement of all indicators of the Performance Framework of PA1 is between 90.0% and 123.3%

The interventions of the PA were implemented according to the Intervention Logic of the Programme,
addressing adequately all needs identified by the Programme document.

The Results regarding the “Entrepreneurial business support environment” (R0201) have been achieved.
The target value was estimated through a survey carried out by the Consultant, in the context of the
methodology defined by the Cooperation Programme. According to the survey results, the achievement
value of 6,24 exceeds the Programme target (105.7%). The results on the annual value of cross-border
exports (R0202) have been achieved, as a result of pandemic ending and the consequences of market
prices inflation.

Priority axis | 2 - A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

The total funding of the PA2 is 48,453,191.00€. The legal commitments (budget contracted) for the
projects funded, following the calls for proposals, amount to 57,083,122.17€ (117.81% of the total
funding) and the certified payments amount 50,055,340.56€ (87,69% of the legal commitments and
103.31% of the total funding). In total, 41 projects are financed under PA2. The PA includes four (4)
Investment Priorities:

5b - Promoting investment to address specific risks, ensuring disaster resilience and developing disaster
management systems (certified payments represent 88.3% of the legal commitments).

6¢ - Conserving, protecting, promoting and developing natural and cultural heritage, (certified payments
represent 85.5% of the Legal Commitments).

6d - Protecting and restoring biodiversity and soil and promoting ecosystem services, including through
Natura 2000, and green infrastructure (certified payments represent 90.1% of the legal commitments).

6f - Promoting innovative technologies to improve environmental protection and resource efficiency in the
waste sector, water sector and regarding soil, or to reducing air pollution (certified payments represent
90.2% of the legal commitments).

The effectiveness of the PA, measured as the achievement rate of the output indicators, stands between
86.8% and 126.5%. Through the projects funded, 18 cultural and/or natural assets were rehabilitated or

EN

51 EN




protected, leading the output indicator “Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected”
(Investment Priority 6¢) to an achievement of 106.2%. The output indicator “Sustainable Tourism:
Increase in expected number of visits to supported sites of cultural and national heritage and attractions”
achieved 112.5% of the target for 2023, while the other output indicators have a lower performance
(97.4% for the indicator “Surface water resources under joint monitoring”, whose target for 2023 is
7,500,00 cubic hectometers and 86.8% for the indicator “Nature and Biodiversity: Surface area of habitats
supported to attain a better conservation status”, whose target for 2023 is set at 455,000 hectares). The
interventions under the Investment Priority 5b achieved 126.5% of the target (945,000 persons benefited
from flood measures, while the expected value is 747,000 persons), the highest rate of overachievement
among all of the output indicators of the PA.

The efficiency of the Cooperation Programme is assessed through the estimation of the Efficiency Ratio
(ER) at the level of each Investment Priority. Methodologically, the ER is calculated by comparing the
expected unit cost, as defined during the Programme planning stage, with the actual unit cost achieved
during implementation, based on certified expenditure and achieved outputs. The Expected Unit Cost
(EUC) is calculated as the ratio between the total financial resources allocated to an action, group of
projects, or Investment Priority, and the corresponding planned outputs. The financial data used for this
estimation derive from the Programme document and relevant methodological guidance, including the
“Methodological Note on the Indicators of the Programme,” where applicable. The Unit Cost Achieved
(UCA) is calculated as the ratio between the total certified expenditure recorded in the Management
Information System (MIS) and the outputs actually achieved. Based on this methodology, the Efficiency
Ratio (ER) is calculated as: Efficiency Ratio (ER) = Expected Unit Cost (EUC) / Unit Cost Achieved
(UCA). ER values greater than 1 indicate satisfactory efficiency, as the achieved outputs were delivered at
a lower cost than initially planned, while values below 1 indicate that the actual cost exceeded Programme
expectations.

Overall, the efficiency of interventions under Priority Axis 2 is assessed as satisfactory, although
variations are observed among Investment Priorities.

Under Investment Priority 6¢ (conservation, protection, promotion, and development of natural and
cultural heritage), the achieved unit cost (€1,079,494.61) was slightly lower than the expected unit cost
(€1,125,000), resulting in an ER of 1.04. This indicates that the planned outputs were delivered at a cost
marginally lower than initially estimated, reflecting satisfactory efficiency.

Under Investment Priority 6f (promotion of innovative environmental technologies and improvement of
water management), the achieved unit cost (600.23) was slightly higher than the expected unit cost
(561.20), resulting in an ER of 0.94. This indicates a minor deviation from initial cost estimates, while
overall efficiency remains within an acceptable range.

Investment Priority 5b (promoting investment to address specific risks and enhancing disaster resilience)
demonstrates the highest efficiency among the Investment Priorities of Priority Axis 2, with an achieved
unit cost (18.20) significantly lower than the expected unit cost (21.00), resulting in an ER of 1.15. This

confirms that the planned outputs were delivered more efficiently than initially anticipated.

In contrast, under Investment Priority 6d (protection and restoration of biodiversity and ecosystems), the
achieved unit cost (26.99) exceeded the expected unit cost (21.60), resulting in an ER of 0.80. This
indicates lower efficiency compared to initial Programme estimates, reflecting higher-than-expected
implementation costs relative to the outputs achieved.
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Overall, despite some variation across Investment Priorities, the majority of interventions under Priority
Axis 2 delivered outputs within or close to the expected cost levels, confirming the generally satisfactory
efficiency of Programme implementation.

The achievement of all indicators of the PA2 Performance Framework is between 100% and 126,5%.
The interventions of the PA were implemented following the Intervention Logic of the Programme,
addressing adequately all Needs identified in the Programme document. The projects for improving CB
collaboration on flood risk management plans at river basin level contributed to increasing the technical
and administrative capacity of civil protection services for joint actions in the field preparedness and
response in case of floods.

The implementation of the projects led to the achievement of most of the Result indicators, referred in the
Programme. The number of the international river basin districts with jointly coordinated flood risks
management plans (R0203) and the annual overnight stays at accommodation establishments (R0204)
achieved 100% of the targets set. The percentage of Natura 2000 areas with excellent or good
conservation status (R0205) reached 86% of the total areas in the CB area, while the Programme target
was 60%. The only exception is the indicator counting the percentage of the surface in Good Ecological
Status (R0206), for which the achieved value is almost identical to the baseline of the indicator, indicating
that there was no progress during the implementation period.

| Priority axis | 3 - A Better interconnected Cross-Border Area

The total funding of the PA3 is 38,802,588.00€. The legal commitments (budget contracted) for the
project funded, following the call for proposal, amount 44,268,726.69€ (114.09% of the total funding) and
the certified payments amount 42,208,427.08€ (95.35% of the legal commitments and 108.78% of the
total funding). The project “Aiming at Improving Cross Border Accessibility” (CROSSBO) was financed
under the Investment Priority 7b - Enhancing regional mobility by connecting secondary and tertiary
nodes to TEN-T infrastructure, including multimodal nodes.

The effectiveness of the PA is measured at 106.4% as the sole output indicator “Roads: Total length of
newly built roads”, whose 2023 target was 5 Km was overachieved, with the construction of 5,32 Km of
newly built roads

The efficiency is assessed through the estimation of the Efficiency Ratio (ER) at the level of each
Investment Priority. Methodologically, the ER is calculated by comparing the expected unit cost, as
defined during the Programme planning phase, with the actual unit cost achieved during implementation,
based on certified expenditure and achieved outputs.The Expected Unit Cost (EUC) is calculated as the
ratio between the total financial resources allocated to an action, group of projects, or Investment Priority,
and the corresponding planned outputs. The financial data used for this estimation derive from the
Programme document and relevant methodological guidance, including the “Methodological Note on the
Indicators of the Programme,” where applicable. The Unit Cost Achieved (UCA) is calculated as the ratio
between the total certified expenditure recorded in the Management Information System (MIS) and the
outputs actually achieved. Based on this methodology, the Efficiency Ratio (ER) is calculated as

follows: Efficiency Ratio (ER) = Expected Unit Cost (EUC) / Unit Cost Achieved (UCA). ER values
greater than 1 indicate satisfactory efficiency, as the achieved outputs were delivered at a lower cost than
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initially planned, while values below 1 indicate that the actual cost exceeded Programme expectations.

Under Priority Axis 3, the efficiency of implementation is assessed as very high. The achieved unit cost
(€4,311,012.40 per kilometre of constructed road) was significantly lower than the expected unit cost
defined by the Programme (€7,760,511.00), resulting in an Efficiency Ratio (ER) of 1.80. This represents
the highest Efficiency Ratio among all Investment Priorities of the Programme and indicates that the
planned infrastructure outputs were delivered at substantially lower cost than initially estimated.

This result confirms the efficient use of Programme resources in delivering improved cross-border
accessibility and achieving the objectives of Priority Axis 3.

The achievement of the Performance Framework indicators of the Axis lies between 106.6% and
108.8%. Key Implementation Step “Projects with at least one signed contract of technical — construction
works sub-projects” target is achieved by 100%. One project was implemented consisting of 4
construction sub-projects, thus achieving the set target.

The project funded covered the needs identified by the Programme document, according to the adopted
Intervention Logic. The 7th border crossing was opened to the public on 20/01/2026.

| Priority axis | 4 - A Socially Inclusive Cross-Border Area

The total funding of the PA4 is 19,436,930.00€. The legal commitments (budget contracted) for the
projects funded, following the calls for proposals, amount 26,578,218.21€ (136,74% of the total funding)
and the certified payments 23,972,965.04€ (90,20% of the legal commitments and 123.34% of the total
funding). In total, 24 projects are financed under PA4. The PA includes 2 Investment Priorities.

9a - Investing in health and social infrastructure which contributes to national, regional and local
development, reducing inequalities in terms of health status, promoting social inclusion through improved
access to social, cultural and recreational services and the transition from institutional to community-based
services, whose payments represent 90.9% of the legal commitments.

9¢ - Providing support for social enterprises, whose payments represent 88.4% of the legal commitments.

The effectiveness of the PA is estimated based on the four output indicators. The achievement of all
indicators stands between 100% and 106.0%. The indicator “Number of Health Care institutions
reorganized, modernized or re-equipped”, has fully achieved (100%) the 2023 target., The indicator
“Number of health ICT systems developed” has been fully achieved (100% (. The achievement of the
indicator “Health: Population covered by improved health services”, amounts 649,081 persons (or
100.27% of the target for 2023). Overachievement is due to the additional activities contracted to several
9a projects. Finally, the achievement of the indicator “Number of participants in social entrepreneurship
projects promoting gender equality equal opportunities and social inclusion across borders” (Investment
Priority 9c), whose target for 2023 is 50 participants, amounts to 53 participants (106.0% of the target).
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The efficiency is assessed through the Efficiency Ratio (ER), calculated as the ratio of the Expected Unit
Cost (EUC) to the Unit Cost Achieved (UCA), based on Programme financial data and certified
expenditure recorded in the MIS. ER values above 1 indicate satisfactory efficiency, as the actual unit cost
is lower than initially estimated.

Under this Priority Axis, projects supporting social enterprises (Investment Priority 9¢) demonstrate high
efficiency, with an ER of 1.17, indicating that implementation costs were lower than expected. In contrast,
investments in health and social infrastructure (Investment Priority 9a) show comparatively lower
efficiency, with an ER of 0.68, reflecting higher actual unit costs than initially estimated.

The achievement of the Performance Framework indicators of the Axis, is between 100% and 125.7%.

The interventions were implemented according to the adopted Intervention Logic, addressing
satisfactorily the needs identified by the Programme for the relevant Investment Priorities. The annual
visits to primary healthcare (R0208) and the annual visits to secondary healthcare (R0209) cover the
targets by more than 3 times. In contrast, the number of employees in social enterprises (R0210) seems to
be behind the target for 2023, due to readjustments in the Registers for social enterprises.

Priority axis | 5 - Technical Assistance

The total funding of PAS is 4,185,856.00€. The legal commitments (budget contracted) for the projects
funded amount to 4,185,856.00 (100% of the total funding) and the certified payments amount
4,014,093.28 € (95,90%) of the legal commitments and of the total funding). In total, 2 projects are
financed under PAS.

In terms of effectiveness, the achievement of output indicator “Number of employees FTEs whose salaries
are cofinanced by technical assistance” is 10 (83.33% of the target value of 12 employees) and the
“Number of publicity and outreach events organized” is 19 (126.7% of the target of 15 events).

Technical Assistance interventions were implemented with satisfactory efficiency, as both indicators
measured represent average costs closer to those expected by the Programme document. More
specifically, the co-financed employees’ salaries cost is a bit lower than expected (ER=0.87), while the
cost for the organization of publicity and outreach events is a bit higher than the expected cost (ER=1.26).

The estimation of the efficiency of the Axis, is based on the estimation of the Efficiency Ratio (ER).
Methodologically, the estimation of the ER is based on the comparison of the expected unit cost with the
real unit cost achieved, as indicated by the project implementation data. The Expected Unit Cost (EUC) is
estimated as the ratio of: Total financial resources allocated to an action / expected output of this action.
For the estimation of the Expected Unit Cost (EUC), the financial data used are those of the Programme.
The Unit Cost Achieved (UCA) is estimated as the ratio of: Total certified payments to an action
/Achieved output of this action. For the estimation of the Unit Cost Achieved, the data used are those of
the MIS (certified payments). Following this approach the Efficiency Ratio (ER) is estimated as: Expected
Unit Cost (EUC) / Unit Cost Achieved (UCA). ER values higher than 1 indicate satisfactory efficiency of
implementation, as the real cost of the intervention was lower than the cost suggested during the
Programme preparation.
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9.2. Specific actions taken to promote equality between men and women and to promote non-
discrimination, in particular accessibility for persons with disabilities, and the arrangements
implemented to ensure the integration of the gender perspective in the cooperation programme and
operations (Article 50(4) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 14(4), subparagraph 2, (d) of
Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013)

An assessment of the implementation of specific actions to take into account the principles set out in
Article 7 of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 on promotion of equality between men and women and non-
discrimination, including, where relevant, depending on the content and objectives of the cooperation
programme, an overview of specific actions taken to promote equality between men and women and to
promote non-discrimination, including accessibility for persons with disabilities, and the arrangements
implemented to ensure the integration of the gender perspective in the cooperation programme and
operations

The Programme ensured compliance with Article 7 of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 by systematically
integrating the principles of equality between men and women, non-discrimination, and accessibility for
persons with disabilities across its design and implementation. Following the European Commission’s
observations on the Annual Implementation Report 2016 concerning the need for clearer alignment and
demonstration of specific actions, the Programme strengthened its procedures and clarified the integration
of these horizontal principles throughout Programme implementation.

In particular, equality, non-discrimination, gender equality, and accessibility were explicitly embedded as
mandatory criteria in project selection and evaluation procedures. The Application Guidelines and
Application Form required beneficiaries to demonstrate compliance with relevant EU and national
legislation, including accessibility provisions. Compliance was verified during quality assessment, and
only projects fulfilling these requirements were approved for funding.

The Monitoring Committee played a key role in ensuring effective oversight. The National Confederation
of People with Disabilities of Greece and the Bulgarian Commission for Protection against Discrimination
participated as full members with voting rights, contributing their expertise and ensuring that equality and
accessibility considerations were adequately addressed in Programme implementation and decision-
making.

The Programme also ensured accessibility and inclusiveness in communication and dissemination
activities. Programme events were organized in accessible venues, while information and communication
materials were adapted to meet accessibility requirements. Specific measures included the production of
materials in Braille and the development of accessible digital tools to facilitate access for persons with
visual impairments.

Furthermore, several supported projects contributed directly to promoting social inclusion and improving
accessibility. Projects such as Bio2Care developed accessible infrastructure and guidebooks for inclusive
tourism, while Vine SOS, Access2Heritage, and Destinations for All produced accessible information
materials. The Agri-Ability project promoted participation of persons with disabilities in social
entrepreneurship. These actions contributed to improving accessibility, promoting equal opportunities, and
supporting vulnerable groups in the Programme area.

Overall, the Programme effectively addressed the Commission’s previous observations by reinforcing
governance arrangements, strengthening selection and monitoring procedures, and ensuring the systematic
integration of equality, non-discrimination, gender equality, and accessibility principles throughout
implementation. These measures contributed to ensuring equal access to Programme benefits and

57 EN




promoting inclusive and sustainable territorial development.
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9.3.Sustainable development (Article 50(4) of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 14(4),
subparagraph 2, (e) of Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013)

An assessment of the implementation of actions to take into account the principles set out in Article 8 of
Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 on sustainable development, including, where relevant, depending on the
content and objectives of the cooperation programme, an overview of the actions taken to promote
sustainable development in accordance with that Article

The Programme consistently integrates sustainable development as a binding horizontal principle,
applying it as a mandatory evaluation criterion in all calls for proposals, including the 5th call in 2018.
This reflects the European Regional Development Fund’s (ERDF) objective to promote economic, social,
and territorial cohesion through sustainable growth. Beneficiaries are required to comply with
sustainability standards when implementing investments, ensuring environmental considerations are
embedded in Programme activities.

This principle is operationalized through the active participation of environmental authorities and
institutions as beneficiaries. These include the Regional Forest Directorate of Kardjali, the Management
Bodies of Dadia—Lefkimi—Soufli Forest National Park, the Nestos Delta and Lakes Vistonida—Ismarida,
the Rodopi Mountain-Range National Park, and National Park “Rila.” Additional stakeholders include the
Hellenic Ornithological Society, civil protection volunteer networks, regional environmental
inspectorates, and environmental departments of universities such as Aristotle University of Thessaloniki
and South-West University “Neofit Rilski.” Their involvement ensures scientific expertise, environmental
stewardship, and institutional capacity.

Within Investment Priorities 5b, 6¢, 6d, and 6f, projects address environmental protection, resource
efficiency, climate change mitigation, biodiversity conservation, disaster resilience, and risk prevention.
Representative initiatives include Flood Protection, Flood Guard, Fire Detection, ForPro, Bats Conserve,
E-Outland, Water Rescue, LYSIS, WRESTLE, and BestU, demonstrating efforts to strengthen
environmental safeguards while supporting regional development.

Flagship projects illustrate this approach. Flood Protection enhances ecosystem resilience in line with
environmental legislation, reducing flood risks and economic impacts while supporting long-term growth.
Flood Guard improves flood management through coordinated cross-border responses. Fire Detection
established advanced monitoring systems for early fire detection and management in protected areas.

Sustainability is also integrated into cultural and infrastructure projects. The Cultural Dipole project
applies energy-efficient “green” technologies in upgrading cultural facilities, linking heritage with
environmental and financial sustainability. The Green Pump project promotes water conservation by
replacing potable water with groundwater for secondary uses such as irrigation and cleaning. It also
reduces chlorination residues entering rivers and replaces fossil fuels with shallow geothermal energy
through open-loop heat pumps, particularly in high water table areas.

Overall, the Programme demonstrates a comprehensive approach to sustainable development, integrating
environmental and resource-efficiency priorities across sectors, from risk management and biodiversity
protection to cultural infrastructure and water conservation. The involvement of local authorities,
universities, and environmental organizations ensures projects are technically sound and environmentally
integrated, supporting resilience, innovation, and balanced cross-border development.
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9.4. Reporting on support used for climate change objectives (Article 50(4) of Regulation (EU) No
1303/2013)

Calculated amount of support to be used for climate change objectives based on the cumulative financial
data by category of intervention in Table 7

Priority Amount of support to be used for climate | Proportion of total allocation to the
axis change objectives (EUR) operational programme (%)

2 18,779,055.66 45.60%
Total 18,779,055.66 16.96%

The Programme’s strategic projects under Investment Priority 5d make a strong contribution to climate
change mitigation and adaptation in the Greece—Bulgaria cross-border region. Key initiatives, Flood
Protection and Flood Guard, address the urgent need to reduce flood risks, strengthen resilience, and
improve coordinated management of transboundary river systems. Focusing on high-risk areas in the
Struma/Strymon and Evros/Maritsa river basins, these projects provide immediate protection and long-
term adaptation measures aligned with European and national climate priorities.

Flood Protection represents a major infrastructure investment, with total public expenditure exceeding
€12.54 million. Interventions included strengthening dikes at Eastern Kerkini Lake and constructing
protective works along the Struma/Strymon and Evros/Maritsa rivers. These measures protect settlements
from recurring floods while safeguarding livelihoods, agricultural land, and critical infrastructure. Beyond
physical protection, the project reduces the socio-economic impacts of climate-related disasters and
supports regional stability.

Flood Guard complemented these actions by focusing on prevention and preparedness. It enhanced the
region’s capacity to manage climate risks by strengthening institutional readiness and reducing
vulnerability to natural and human-induced hazards. A key feature was its integrated cross-border
approach, supporting coordinated flood risk management for major rivers, including the Strymon/Struma,
Nestos/Mesta, Ardas/Arda, and Evros/Maritsa. By promoting joint planning, harmonized response
mechanisms, and complementary measures, the project improved cooperation and ensured more effective
management of shared water resources.

Both projects also emphasized awareness and capacity building for civil protection authorities and local
communities. Training, awareness campaigns, and preparedness activities equipped stakeholders and
residents with the knowledge and skills needed to prevent and respond to flood events. This approach
ensures that resilience extends beyond institutions to society as a whole, strengthening the ability of
communities to respond effectively to emergencies.

In summary, the strategic interventions under Investment Priority 5d demonstrate a comprehensive
approach to climate adaptation and risk reduction. Flood Protection delivered large-scale infrastructure to
reduce vulnerability, while Flood Guard strengthened coordination, preparedness, and cross-border
cooperation. By combining structural measures, institutional strengthening, and public awareness, the
Programme enhances regional resilience and supports sustainable socio-economic development in the face
of increasing climate challenges.
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9.5 Role of partners in the implementation of the cooperation programme (Article 50(4) of
Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013 and Article 14(4), subparagraph 1, (¢) of Regulation (EU) No
1299/2013)

Assessment of the implementation of actions to take into account the role of partners referred to in Article
5 of Regulation (EU) No 1303/2013, including involvement of the partners in the implementation,
monitoring and evaluation of the cooperation programme

The establishment and functioning of the Programme’s Monitoring Committee fully complied with
Regulation (EU) No. 1303/2013, ensuring transparency, legitimacy, and alignment with EU standards.
The Committee supervised Programme implementation, approved methodologies and selection criteria,
reviewed annual and final implementation reports, and participated directly in selecting operations. Its
structure ensured broad representation from both participating countries, reflecting the principles of
partnership, coordination, and multilevel governance.

The Monitoring Committee included a wide range of partners relevant to the Programme’s Thematic
Objectives. Representatives from national ministries responsible for environment, economy, regional
development, education, labour, tourism, internal affairs, finance, health, and culture contributed to
oversight and decision-making. Regional governors ensured that local and regional perspectives were
represented. Additional members included municipal unions, non-governmental organizations
representing persons with disabilities and environmental interests, socio-economic partners, and academic
institutions from the eligible area. This inclusive structure ensured that implementation and project
selection benefited from governmental, civil society, and academic expertise.

The Committee operated under clearly defined Rules of Procedure, reflecting the principles of partnership,
transparency, and impartiality. This formal framework strengthened trust among stakeholders, enhanced
accountability, and ensured balanced, participatory decision-making in line with EU cohesion policy
standards.

Its inclusive approach was especially evident during the preparation of Calls for Proposals. In the 5th Call,
employers’ organizations actively contributed by identifying key economic needs in the cross-border
region. This cooperation enabled stakeholders to define priorities and promote effective collaboration
between businesses in Greece and Bulgaria. As a result, funding mechanisms were better aligned with real
economic challenges and supported sustainable cross-border development.

Chambers of industry and commerce and professional associations also played an important role in
disseminating information to their members. Their involvement expanded outreach, strengthened links
with the private sector, and increased awareness among SMEs about funding and cooperation
opportunities. This encouraged broader participation and enhanced the Programme’s impact.

In summary, the Monitoring Committee was a cornerstone of the Programme’s governance system.
Through its representative composition, clear procedures, and commitment to inclusiveness, it ensured
transparent and effective implementation. Its partnership-based approach strengthened cooperation,
improved responsiveness to beneficiary needs, and contributed to regional development and cross-border
Integration.
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10. OBLIGATORY INFORMATION AND ASSESSMENT ACCORDING TO ARTICLE 14(4),
SUBPARAGRAPH 1 (A) AND (B), OF REGULATION (EU) No 1299/2013

10.1 Progress in implementation of the evaluation plan and the follow-up given to the findings of
evaluations

The Evaluation Plan was approved by the Monitoring Committee during its 2nd meeting, held in
Komotini on 18/10/2016. The plan set out the evaluation strategy for the entire implementation period of
the Programme, considering lessons learned from evaluations made in previous programming periods and
the budgetary framework. It set out the framework to properly plan and implement quality Programme
evaluations with the aim of securing the Programme’s effectiveness, efficiency and impact. All the
assessments that were prescribed were carried out as scheduled.

Following the evaluation plan, a mid-term review of the Programme was produced in 2018. An external
contract was signed with subject “Ist Evaluation of the Implementation Progress and the Impact of the
Cooperation Programme “Interreg V-a Greece-Bulgaria 2014-2020” on 4/10/2018 with a duration till
30/6/2019 and covering Programme progress till 31/12/2018. The final report of the evaluator considered
a highly satisfactory level of Programme budget decided (included in calls) and contracted amount
(subsidy contracts). Level of payments was considered low due to procedural delays and specific
challenges; however, it was noted that the advancement for 2018 was significant. The overall
implementation progress of the Programme was considered satisfactory both as concerns projects’
implementation, policy interventions and scope of the Programme. The Programme was expected to
contribute significantly in the cross-border area, tackling the particular needs of the population, supporting
the development, and lifting the barriers that border areas face. The implementation progress of the
Communication Strategy was considered very satisfactory with a balanced geographical allocation of the
activities and special communication actions for disabled people.

In 2021, an update of the 1st Evaluation of the Cooperation Programme has been completed. It concerned
all sections of the previous evaluation; Implementation impacts and communication strategy covering
Programme progress till 31/12/2020. The implementation of the Programme was considered satisfactory
in terms of effectiveness, performance framework, efficiency and relevance. The impact of the projects
was less successful with regards to the attributable effects of the Programme actions. This was supposed
due to the moderate goals of the Programme in terms of result indicators and/or that the effects of the
outputs have not at that time been manifested adequately. It was noted that the Programme had made an
important effort to utilize transparent, independent, and dependable indicators to assess the impact of its
actions.

Recommendations for improvements included:

* The shift of focus from expected outcome to expected result evaluation of the projects though a clear
reasonable and meaningful intervention logic or theory of change

* The continuation of utilizing transparent, independent, and dependable indicators

* Further enhancing the impact assessment mechanism by improving the result indicators’ monitoring.

* The Ex-ante development of a Monitoring and Evaluation system that would allow granular
counterfactual analysis of the projects and programmes impact.
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The findings and recommendations of the above Evaluations fed the following revisions of the
Programme.

Finally, in July 2025 an external contract was signed with subject “Final Evaluation and Final
Implementation Report of the Interreg V-A Greece — Bulgaria 2014-2020 Cooperation Programme” which
covered an update of the previous Evaluation until the end of the Programme. It contained also 2 specific
evaluations as noted in the Evaluation Plan: a. about added value of the Cooperation Programme and b.
about the involvement and results of the Cooperation Programme among the final recipients (target
audiences).

The results and findings of the Evaluations were used for the drafting of the corresponding Annual
Implementation Report, assisted the implementation and specialization of the Programme and its
revisions, as well as supported the planning and the implementation of the Cooperation Programme
Interreg V-A “Greece-Bulgaria 2021-2027” which is in progress.
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Status Name Fund | Year of Type of Thematic | Topic Findings (in case of execution) Follow up (in case of execution)
finalizing evaluation | objective
evaluation
Executed E;Stcljgggzggg of | ERDF | 2019 Mixed o Implementation of The CP’s intervention logic remains The results and findings
Programme 06 Cooperation Programme and | relevant to the macroeconomic of the Evaluation were
ANTERREG VA o Communication Strategy, situation, labour market conditions, used for the drafting of
BULGARIA (EL- Preparation for impact and environmental needs of the cross- | the Annual

BG) 2014-2020"

assessment

border area. By 2018, €98,971,465 had
been contracted, representing 75.98%
of the total budget. This level of
contracting is considered satisfactory.

Overall, Programme implementation is
progressing satisfactorily in terms of
both project execution and policy
impact. It is expected to contribute
positively to the CB area by addressing
local needs, supporting regional
development, and reducing barriers
affecting border communities.

However, disparities exist between
PAs, with significant delays in PA 1.
As Calls for Proposals under this Axis
were scheduled for 2019, timely a
strong recommendation was made to
launch the 6th Call without delay and
accelerate evaluation and contracting
procedures for projects submitted
under the 5th Call, both linked to PA 1.

Delays since the start of the
Programming Period are likely to
affect overall timelines, and some

Implementation Report
and assisted the
implementation and
specialization of the
Programme and its
revisions.
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indicators may lag. Nevertheless, most
CP targets are expected to be achieved
by the end of the period, with PA 1
facing the highest risk.

The Communication Strategy
implementation is very satisfactory,
with balanced geographic coverage
and strong accessibility considerations.
However, increased promotion through
social media is recommended to
improve outreach and visibility.

Executed | Update of the First
Evaluation of the
Cooperation
Programme
"INTERREG V-A
GREECE-
BULGARIA (EL-
BG) 2014-2020"

ERDF

2021

Mixed

03

06
07
09

Update of Evaluation of
Implementation of
Cooperation Programme and
Communication Strategy,
Update in Preperation of
impact assessement

The implementation of the CP is
considered satisfactory in terms of:

e cffectiveness (the programme
delivered what was planned),

e performance framework (the
implementation performance is
satisfactory)

e cfficiency (the cost to achieve
the outputs is satisfactory)

e relevance (the programme
addresses true needs in the
area)

The impact of the projects is less
successful with regards to the
attributable effects of the programme
actions. This may be due to the

The results and findings
of the Evaluation were
used for the drafting of
the Annual
Implementation Report
and assisted the
implementation and
specialization of the
Programme and its
revisions.
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moderate goals of the programme in
terms of result indicators and/or that
the effects of the outputs have not yet
been manifested adequately.

It must be noted that the CP has made
an important effort to utilize
transparent, independent, and
dependable indicators to assess the
impact of its actions.

Further suggestions for improvements
that lie within the JS focus of control
are:

o The shift of focus from
expected outcome to expected
result evaluation of the projects
though a clear logical and
meaningful intervention logic
or theory of change.

e The ex-ante development of a
Monitoring and Evaluation
system that would allow
granular counterfactual analysis
of the projects and programmes
impact.

e The establishment of strong ties
with the indicator providers, as
well as the assignment of a
liaison officer between the data
providers and the JS in order
to:
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e Safeguard that data are
available on the necessary time
series and level for a
meaningful impact assessment.

e Timely address changes in the
indicators methodologies in
order to achieve continuity.

Executed

Final Evaluation and
Final
Implementation
Report of the
Interreg V-A Greece
— Bulgaria 2014-
2020 Cooperation
Programme

ERDF

2023

Mixed

03

06
07
09

Evaluation of Final
Implementation of

Cooperation Programme and
Communication Strategy,
Evaluation of Impact of
Cooperation Programme, It
contained also 2 specific
evaluations as noted in the
Evaluation Plan: a. about

added value of the

Cooperation Programme and
b. about the involvement and
results of the Cooperation
Programme among the final
recipients (target audiences).

e The Evaluation verified the
coherence of the Programme
with the specific needs of the
cross-border area, as well as the
validity of its intervention
logic.

e At the end of the programming
period the Programme achieved
the majority of the output
indicators, while the
Performance Framework was
also achieved for all priority
Axes. In general, the
effectiveness and efficiency of
the Programme were
satisfactory for all Priority
Axes.

e The surveys undertaken for
identifying the achievement of
the Programme Specific
Objectives depicted also high
levels of the expected results.

e The value added of the
Cooperation Programme can be

The results and findings
of the Evaluation were
used for the drafting of
the Final Implementation
Report and supported
the implementation of the
Cooperation Programme
Interreg V-A “Greece-
Bulgaria 2021-2027”
which is in progress.
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recognized in the majority of
the Specific Objectives and the
Investment Priorities covered
by the financed projects.
Projects of high budget in the
field of improving the cross-
border cooperation on flood
risk management represent a
high value added, as well as
projects implemented regarding
the valorization of natural and
cultural heritage. In both cases,
the Programme involved
stakeholders (public
administration and
Universities) from both
countries in the implementation
of sustainable projects which
covered specific needs of the
area in those thematic fields.
Furthermore, the projects
aiming to improve access to
primary and emergency health
care, covered an extended part
of the local population, as the
results of the projects indicate,
in complementarity with other
initiatives undertaken by both
countries.
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10.2 The results of the information and publicity measures of the Funds carried out under the communication strategy

The objectives of the Communication Strategy of the Interreg V-A Greece—Bulgaria Programme were to raise awareness of the EU’s role in regional
development, to ensure transparency in the use of Funds, to inform potential beneficiaries, and to engage the general public in understanding the added value
of cross-border cooperation. The results of the information and publicity measures demonstrate that these provisions were largely implemented in practice,
although the degree of visibility varied based on the specific communication methods used. Indicatively, more than 10 Info Days took place addressing the
potential beneficiaries and the general public, 6 distinct Euroepan/Interreg Cooperation Days, and more than 80 project-linked events (listed at https://old-
2014-2020.greece-bulgaria.eu/).

At programme level, the Managing Authority and Joint Secretariat delivered a structured calendar of activities — including European/Interreg Cooperation
Day (E/ICDay) events, information days for beneficiaries, and targeted seminars on project implementation and communication. These activities directly
fulfilled the Strategy’s provision to “organise at least one major public event per year” and to “provide capacity-building for beneficiaries.” All such events
were announced and reported on the Programme website and social media channels, ensuring compliance with regulatory requirements for visibility.

The evaluation of media coverage shows that several events open to the public — particularly E/ICDay celebrations — achieved independent visibility
through regional and local media in both countries. This reflects the Strategy’s expectation to “strengthen outreach beyond official channels and ensure wide
recognition of EU support.” Independent press mentions, although uneven, provided evidence that the Programme’s message reached citizens beyond the
immediate circle of beneficiaries and stakeholders.

At project level, the Strategy required beneficiaries to apply standardised visibility rules and to promote their results to the wider public. The analysis
confirms that most projects issued press releases, maintained dedicated websites, and engaged with local portals. In practice, some projects managed to
mobilise significant local press attention, while others remained confined to their own communication channels. This variation can be explained by the fact
that some themes attract more public and media interest than others but also indicates the need for stronger monitoring of beneficiary compliance with the
Strategy’s publicity provisions.

The introduction of a Media Intensity Index (0-3) in the evaluation allowed for a differentiated view of outreach: events with only official mentions scored
low, while those reported by multiple independent outlets reached higher levels. This mirrors the Strategy’s emphasis on both qualitative and quantitative
indicators of communication impact.

Main conclusions of the evaluation of the Communication Strategy are:

e Youth and policy makers were less frequently targeted compared to beneficiaries and the general public. Policy-level engagement appears
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somewhat lower in number, though present through strategic events and committee meetings. Due to COVID-19 restrictions engagement of MC
members, representatives of local authorities etc. was achieved mainly via written procedures and/or online meetings. General public had strong
representation, especially via EC Days, fairs, and regional festivals. Beneficiaries were also well-supported throughout the whole programming
period, with thematic closure events and meetings of their projects.

e There is a concentration of events in 2023, especially project-level events. Thematic diversity (e.g., tourism, environment, innovation) was a strength
of the Strategy implementation.

e The geographical coverage demonstrates a well-balanced and strategic territorial spread across both Greek and Bulgarian border regions, ensuring
Cross-sectoral outreach, Participation from both urban and rural stakeholders and engagement at local, regional, and national levels.

In summary, the Greece—Bulgaria Programme largely delivered on the provisions of its communication strategy: it organised mandatory programme-level
events, ensured minimum visibility standards, and reached independent media coverage in several cases. The analysis highlights that the communication
measures contributed to transparency, accountability, and citizen awareness of EU co-financing. At the same time, it points to areas for improvement, notably
the systematic involvement of independent local media, the engagement of youth groups and stronger beneficiary guidance. Overall, the results show
compliance with commitments and highlight lessons for the future.
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11. ADDITIONAL INFORMATION WHICH MAY BE ADDED DEPENDING ON THE CONTENT AND OBJECTIVES OF THE COOPERATION
PROGRAMME (ARTICLE 14(4), SUBPARAGRAPH 2 (A), (B), (C) AND (F), OF REGULATION (EU) N0 1299/2013)

11.1. Progress in the implementation of the integrated approach to territorial development, including integrated territorial investments, sustainable urban
development, and community led local development under the cooperation programme

Even though no integrated territorial development tools were envisaged in the Programme, it must be noted that the challenges addressed and the
interventions implemented had an important territorial dimension.

An integrated territorial approach was embedded in the Programme’s design and implementation:

e The projects brought together national and regional authorities, municipalities, chambers of commerce, universities and civil society organisations,
strengthening governance across territorial levels.

e Under Priority Axis 1 — A Competitive and Innovative Cross-Border Area, several projects supported local SMEs, directly and indirectly, and
innovation ecosystems, contributing to regional development.

e Under Priority Axis 2 — A sustainable and climate-adaptable Cross-Border Area, projects addressed cross-border environmental challenges with
strong territorial impact, such as integrated water management, biodiversity protection, protection and promotion of cultural and natural heritage for
tourist purposes and climate change adaptation measures.

e Also, under Priority Axis 2, the two strategic projects, FLOOD PROTECTION and FLOOD GUARD, increase the institutional capacity in terms of
climate change and flood response, limiting the damage caused, reducing the socio-economic consequences of climate-induced disasters and
supporting the economic development of the region, protecting local livelihoods, agricultural areas, and regional infrastructure.

e Under Priority Axis 3 — A better interconnected Cross-Border Area, the CROSSBO strategic project has a substantial role in enhancing and
developing the road transport network in the cross-border region between Greece and Bulgaria, which is also integrated into the Trans-European
Transport Network (TEN-T). The project improves accessibility and mobility between the two nations, fostering broader economic growth in tourism,
industry and trade in both countries.

e Under Priority Axis 4 — A socially inclusive Cross-Border area, health projects invested in health and social infrastructure, contributing this way to
national, regional and local development, reducing inequalities in terms of health status, promoting social inclusion through improved access to social,
cultural and recreational services.
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11.2 Progress in implementation of actions to reinforce the capacity of authorities and beneficiaries to administer and to use the ERDF

All members of the Joint Secretariat, the Managing Authority and the Bulgarian National Authority representatives participated in a number of events
organised by EC, Interact and national bodies reinforcing capacity on dissemination and capitalisation of projects results, communication networks,
dimensions of cooperation, Keep.eu information platform, indicators post 2020, AIR and Performance Framework, public procurements, etc.

In addition, in order to enhance the capacity of the project beneficiaries, other events (i.e.seminars, forums) have taken place as also as distribution of
guidance materials (i.e. MIS and SAMIS users’ manuals, implementation manual, communication guide) which were made available on the web-site of the
Programme in a separate section ‘Library’ as soon as approved by the relevant authorities. In addition, training seminars were organized for audit bodies of
the Programme and manuals were prepared and published on the programme website (i.e. MIS and SAMIS manuals for FLCs) to enhance the skills and
consistency of First-Level Controllers, improve the reliability of verification procedures and ensure a harmonised application of eligibility rules.

The Joint Secretariat, Managing Authority and Bulgarian National Authority competent staff provided guidance to the project beneficiaries on a daily basis at
technical meetings, by electronic and phone communication on project implementation procedures, reporting, funds allocations, MIS.
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11.3 Contribution to macro-regional and sea basin strategies (where appropriate)

As stipulated by the Regulation (EU) No 1299/2013, recital 19, article 8(3)(d) on the "Content, adoption and amendment of cooperation programmes" and article 14(4)
2nd subparagraph (c) "Implementation reports", this programme contributes to MRS(s) and/or SBS:

The Managing Authority has completed and strengthened Section 11.3 to better reflect the Programme’s contribution to the EU Strategy for the Danube
Region (EUSDR) and the EU Strategy for the Adriatic and Ionian Region (EUSAIR), with a focus on achieved results.

The Programme contributed to the objectives of both strategies through implemented projects, notably under Priority Axes 2, 3 and 4:

e EUSDR contribution:
The Programme supported key priority areas including environmental protection, risk management, connectivity, and competitiveness.
o Flood Protection and Flood Guard improved cross-border flood risk management and contributed to Priority Areas 2.1 (water quality) and
2.2 (environmental risks).
o Environmental and biodiversity projects enhanced ecosystem protection and Natura 2000 areas, contributing to Priority Area 2.3.
o CROSSBO improved transport connectivity, contributing to Priority Area 1.2 (mobility).
o SME and innovation projects supported regional competitiveness and entrepreneurship (Priority Area 3.2).
e EUSAIR contribution:
The Programme contributed mainly to Pillars “Environmental Quality” and “Sustainable Tourism™:
o Projects on cultural and natural heritage promoted sustainable tourism development and diversification of tourism products.
o Environmental projects strengthened biodiversity protection and ecosystem resilience.
o SME support actions contributed to innovation capacity and business development, in line with Blue Growth and competitiveness
objectives.

Overall, the Programme delivered tangible results aligned with macro-regional priorities, including improved environmental protection, increased
resilience to climate risks, enhanced connectivity, and strengthened socio-economic development in the cross-border area.

These results demonstrate a complementary and reinforcing role of the Programme in relation to EUSDR and EUSAIR objectives, despite not being a
primary funding instrument for macro-regional strategies.

[] EU Strategy for the Baltic Sea Region (EUSBSR)
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M EU Strategy for the Danube Region (EUSDR)

M EU Strategy for the Adriatic and Ionian Region (EUSAIR)
[ EU Strategy for the Alpine Region (EUSALP)

[J Atlantic Sea Basin Strategy (ATLSBS)
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EUSDR

The pillar(s) and priority area(s) that the programme is relevant to:

Pillar Priority area
[1 | 1- Connecting the Danube region 1.1 - Mobility - waterways
[1 | 1- Connecting the Danube region 1.2 - Mobility - rail, road & air
O | 1 - Connecting the Danube region 1.3 - Energy
M | 1- Connecting the Danube region 1.4 - Culture and tourism
M | 2 - Protecting the environment in the Danube region 2.1 - Water quality
M | 2 - Protecting the environment in the Danube region 2.2 - Environmental risks
M |2 - Protecting the environment in the Danube region 2.3 - Biodiversity, landscapes, air and soil quality
O | 3 - Building prosperity in the Danube region 3.1 - Knowledge society
M | 3 - Building prosperity in the Danube region 3.2 - Competitiveness
M | 3 - Building prosperity in the Danube region 3.3 - People & skills
M | 4 - Strengthening the Danube region 4.1 - Institutional capacity & cooperation
] | 4 - Strengthening the Danube region 4.2 - Security
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Actions or mechanisms used to better link the programme with the EUSDR

A. Are macro-regional coordinators (mainly National Coordinators, Priority Area Coordinators or Steering Group members) participating in the Monitoring
Committee of the programme?

Yes 0 No M

B. In selection criteria, have extra points been attributed to specific measures supporting the EUSDR?
Yes [0 No M

C. Has the programme invested EU funds in the EUSDR?

Yes [0 No M

Does your programme plan to invest in the EUSDR in the future? Please elaborate (1 specific sentence)

D. Obtained results in relation to the EUSDR (n.a. for 2016)

E. Does the programme contribute to the targets as validated by the national coordinators and priority area coordinators in 2016 (uploaded on the EUSDR
website)? (Please specify the target(s))
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EUSAIR

Pillar(s), topic(s) and/or cross cutting issue(s) that the programme is relevant to:

Pillar Topic / Cross cutting issue

1 - Blue growth 1.1.1 - Blue technologies

1 - Blue growth 1.1.2 - Fisheries and aquaculture

1 - Blue growth 1.1.3 - Maritime and marine governance and services
1 - Blue growth 1.2.1 - Strengthening R&D, innovation

1 - Blue growth 1.2.2 - SMEs development

1 - Blue growth 1.2.3 - Capacity building

2 - Connecting the region 2.1.1 - Maritime transport

O

O

O

O

O

O

O

M | 2 - Connecting the region 2.1.2 - Intermodal connections to the hinterland

M | 2 - Connecting the region 2.1.3 - Energy networks

M | 2 - Connecting the region 2.2.1 - Strengthening R&D, innovation

M | 2 - Connecting the region 2.2.2 - SMEs development

O | 2 - Connecting the region 2.2.3 - Capacity building

1 | 3 - Environmental quality 3.1.1 - The marine environment

[ | 3 - Environmental quality 3.1.2 - Transnational terrestrial habitats and biodiversity
[ | 3 - Environmental quality 3.2.1 - Strengthening R&D, innovation

M | 3 - Environmental quality 3.2.2 - SMEs development

M | 3 - Environmental quality 3.2.3 - Capacity building

[] | 4 - Sustainable tourism 4.1.1 - Diversified tourism offer (products and services)
[ | 4 - Sustainable tourism 4.1.2 - Sustainable and responsible tourism management\r(innovation and quality)
[1 | 4 - Sustainable tourism 4.2.1 - Strengthening R&D, innovation

M | 4 - Sustainable tourism 4.2.2 - SMEs development

[ | 4 - Sustainable tourism 4.2.3 - Capacity building
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Actions or mechanisms used to better link the programme with the EUSAIR

A. Are macro-regional coordinators (mainly National Coordinators, Pillar Coordinators, or Thematic Steering Group members) participating in the
Monitoring Committee of the programme?

Yes M No O

Name and function

| Ministry of Economy and Finance - Special Service of Planning, Evaluation and Implementiation.

B. In selection criteria, have extra points been attributed to specific measures supporting the EUSAIR?
Yes [0 No M

C. Has the programme invested EU funds in the EUSAIR?

Yes 0 No M

Does your programme plan to invest in the EUSAIR in the future? Please elaborate (1 specific sentence)

D. Obtained results in relation to the EUSAIR (n.a. for 2016)

E. Does the programme contribute to the objectives and/or targets which are attached to each topic under the Pillars, as stated in the Action Plan? (please
specify the objective(s) and target(s))
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11.4 Progress in the implementation of actions in the field of social innovation

One of the Programme’s purposes was to effectively address social inclusion by using innovative tools. Indicative examples of projects that have been
implemented are:

e Social Plate created a social structure (NGO) in food distribution to vulnerable social groups and the development of the “food angels” platform,
through which social cooperatives or other companies can donate long-lasting products for the purposes of the NGO. The Social Plate NGO gave the
opportunity to people from financially and professionally disputed teams to ensure the day-to-day operations of the business.

e SoSEDEE enhanced employment of individuals belonging to vulnerable social groups and residing in the cross-border area of the Programme,
through a Training Course for gaining the appropriate knowledge and the necessary skills for the establishment and operation of efficient Social
Enterprises. An innovative end—product was the development of an academically recognized distance learning programme in "Social
Entrepreneurship" that would target long-term unemployed, vulnerable or sensitive social groups, existing social entrepreneurs and individuals who
were willing to engage in social entrepreneurship. The project also provided specialized support in the development of two social enterprises
“Colorful City” in Gotse Delchev (BG) and “ACTOIAA” in the region of Thrace (GR).

Agri-ability project aimed at the engagement of disabled people in agricultural and rural entrepreneurship. The project developed a comprehensive toolbox
that supports individuals with disabilities in designing, financing, establishing and operating social enterprises. This toolbox includes ready-to-use business
model templates tailored to agriculture, agrotourism and rural entrepreneurship. Also, an online incubator was launched, designed as a one-stop shop
providing access to networking tools, capacity-building resources and ongoing support for aspiring entrepreneurs. The project also established a fully
equipped and accessible agricultural field, offering opportunities for hands-on agricultural engagement and skill development. In addition, field labs were
organized providing practical training and skill enhancement to individuals with disabilities interested in entrepreneurship.
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13. SMART, SUSTAINABLE AND INCLUSIVE GROWTH

Information and assessment of the programme contribution to achieving the Union strategy for smart, sustainable and inclusive growth.

The Programme directly addressed the EU2020 objectives for smart, sustainable and inclusive growth. All projects that have been implemented involved
specific actions contributing to the integrated growth of the region adopting the principles of these objectives.

Indicative examples are:

¢ E-Outland enhanced the existing Civil Protection Volunteers of the CB area establish a joint certified, integrated and appropriately equipped
framework for their education, training and operational support in matters of wildland fire and flood management.

e Water Rescue contributes to sustainable cross—border drinking water supply management aiming at water resources efficiency and conservative use
with a special accent on “green behavior”, water saving and reducing water consumption through public awareness campaigns, methodologies and
tools managing both water quantity & quality in the cross-border area.

e E-Tourist promotes gastronomy and wines in Haskovo-Evros region, as well as the cultural and natural heritage, for tourist purposes through a smart
application and an interactive web-portal, with digitalized material and videos of cultural and natural sites and of traditional culinary and wines.

Access2Herritage supports the sustainable development tourism improving the accessibility to cultural and natural heritage assets in the region. A joint
strategic planning study is developed towards the cross-border area branding as an international tourist destination for elderly and disabled, of high quality at
low to medium cost.
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14. ISSUES AFFECTING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE PROGRAMME AND MEASURES TAKEN — PERFORMANCE FRAMEWORK (ARTICLE 50(2)
OF REGULATION (EU) No 1303/2013)

Where the assessment of progress made with regard to the milestones and targets set out in the performance framework demonstrates that certain milestones and targets
have not been achieved, Member States should outline the underlying reasons for failure to achieve these milestones in the report of 2019 (for milestones) and in the
final implementation report (for targets).

Regarding the Performance Framework the Cooperation Programme “INTERREG V-A Greece-Bulgaria 2014-2020” has a total of 14 indicators and in
particular, 6 Output Indicators, 4 Key Implementation Steps, and 4 Financial Indicators. The Priority Axes (the Technical Assistance is not included in the
Performance Framework), have a set of 1 indicator of each type with the exception of Priority Axes 1 and 2 that include 2 output indicators.

The assessment of the Performance Framework of the Cooperation Programme per Priority Axis is presented as follows. The Performance Framework has
been achieved for all Priority Axes.

Priority Axis 1: A Competitive and Innovative Cross-Border area

e The output indicator of the Performance Framework “Productive Investment: Number of enterprises receiving grants with a target value 60 enterprises
was underachieved by 8,33% - 55 SMEs received grants. The significant delays due to the need for Programme adaptation for direct grants to SMEs,
the innovative Cooperation Programmes activity and external disruptions were the major affecting factors. However, the % of underachievement does
not constitute a failure factor for the Axis’ Performance Framework according to the Regulation (REG. (EU) 215/2014).

e The other three indicators of the 1st Priority Axis “Productive Investments: Number of enterprises receiving non-financial support”, “Eligible verified
(certified) Expenditure of the Axis “and the Key Implementation Step “Selection of Enterprises” achieved the targets set for 2023.

Priority Axis 2: A Sustainable and Climate adaptable Cross-Border area

¢ All indicators of the performance Framework of the 2nd Priority Axis achieved the 2023 targets: “Risk Prevention and Management: Population
benefiting from flood protection measures”, “Number of cultural and/or natural assets rehabilitated/protected”,
e “Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis” and the Key Implementation Step “Selected projects CO20”

Priority Axis 3: A Better Interconnected Cross-Border area
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¢ All indicators of the Performance Framework of Priority Axis 3 achieved the 2023 targets: “Roads: Total length of newly built roads”, the Financial
Indicator “Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis”, and The Key Implementation Step.

Priority Axis 4: A Socially Inclusive Cross-Border area

e The 2023 targets of all Performance Framework Indicators have been achieved: “Number of Health Care institutions reorganized, modernized or re-
equipped”, the Financial Indicator “Eligible verified (certified) Expenditure of the Axis”, and the Key Implementation Step “Projects with at least one
signed Contract of technical — construction works sub-projects”.
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ANNEX I. LIST OF ALL OPERATIONS PHASED FROM 2014-2020 INTO 2021-2027

Priorit Fun Operatio Operatio Date (and number) of tacit Phased Phased Total cost of operation Total cost of operation Total certified Public Planned/final | 2021-2027 Programme
y d n n title agreement/approval by operation operation (in EUR) - Total (for (in EUR) - For the expenditure for contribution completion date of | under which the
reference commission (if major under under both phases, final or second phase (final or | the first phase (in for the first the second phase | operation will be/was
project) article 118 | article estimated) estimated)) EUR) phase (in (year, quarter) | completed
118a EUR)

ANNEX II. LIST OF NON-FUNCTIONING OPERATIONS

Priorit
y

Fun
d

Operation
reference

Operation
title

Name of the beneficiary /

recipient

Total cost of the operation (in
EUR)

Total Certified Expenditure (in

EUR)

Public contribution (in

EUR)

ANNEX III. LIST OF OPERATIONS AFFECTED BY ONGOING NATIONAL INVESTIGATIONS / SUSPENDED BY A LEGAL PROCEEDING OR BY AN ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL

HAVING SUSPENSORY EFFECT

Priorit | Fund | Operatio | Operation Name of the beneficiary / Total Certified Public Operation affected by Operation suspended by a legal proceeding
y n title recipient Expenditure contribution ongoing national or by an administrative appeal having
reference affected (in EUR) affected (in investigations suspensory effect
EUR)
1 ERD 5070090 STRENGTHE | Chamber of Commerce and 9,126.58 9,126.58 v
F N Industry - Blagoevgrad
1 ERD 5070714 SeeG Local Economic Development 65,620.00 65,620.00 v
F Agency - Razlog
1 ERD 5071121 BU4Inno Business Incubator - Gotse 17,102.74 17,102.74 v
F Delchev, Entrepreneurship
Promotion Center
2 ERD | 5016071 VineSOS Executive Agency for Vine and 12,782.30 12,782.30 v
F Wine
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Priorit | Fund | Operatio | Operation Name of the beneficiary / Total Certified Public Operation affected by Operation suspended by a legal proceeding
y n title recipient Expenditure contribution ongoing national or by an administrative appeal having
reference affected (in EUR) affected (in investigations suspensory effect
EUR)
4 ERD | 5022591 Equal2Health Multispecialty ~ Hospital  for 4,632.38 4,632.38 v
F Active Treatment Devin JSC
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DOCUMENTS

Document title

Document type

Document date

Local reference

Commission reference

Files

Sent date

Sent By
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LATEST VALIDATION RESULTS

Severity|

Code

Message

Info

Implementation report version has been validated

Warning

243

In Section 'Macro-regional and sea basin strategies' when the answer to question C is No, the field 'Does your programme plan to invest...' should not be empty for strategy EUSAIR

Warning

243

In Section 'Macro-regional and sea basin strategies' when the answer to question C is No, the field 'Does your programme plan to invest...' should not be empty for strategy EUSDR

Warning

2.48.1

Annual value entered in table 1 is below the baseline value and moving away from the target for priority axis: 4, investment priority: 9a, specific objective: 8, indicator: R0208, year: 2021 (1,063,241.00 < 1,123,561.00).

Please check.

Warning

2.48.1

Annual value entered in table 1 is below the baseline value and moving away from the target for priority axis: 4, investment priority: 9a, specific objective: 8, indicator: R0208, year: 2022 (1,063,241.00 < 1,123,561.00).

Please check.

Warning

2.48.1

Annual value entered in table 1 is below the baseline value and moving away from the target for priority axis: 4, investment priority: 9c, specific objective: 9, indicator: R0210, year: 2023 (896.00 < 954.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 1, investment priority:

3a, specific objective: 1,

indicator: R0201, year: 2023 (6.24 > 5.90). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 1, investment priority:

3d, specific objective: 2, indicator: R0202, year: 2021 (5,276.00 > 4,540.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 1, investment priority:

3d, specific objective: 2, indicator: R0202, year: 2022 (5,276.00 > 4,540.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 1, investment priority:

3d, specific objective: 2, indicator: R0202, year: 2023 (7,252.15 > 4,540.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 2, investment priority:

6¢, specific objective: 4,

indicator: R0204, year: 2021 (7.90 > 7.40). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 2, investment priority:

6¢, specific objective: 4,

indicator: R0204, year: 2022 (7.90 > 7.40). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 2, investment priority:

6¢, specific objective: 4,

indicator: R0204, year: 2023 (9.84 > 7.40). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 2, investment priority:

6d, specific objective: 5,

indicator: R0205, year: 2021 (79.00 > 60.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 2, investment priority:

6d, specific objective: 5,

indicator: R0205, year: 2022 (79.00 > 60.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 2, investment priority:

6d, specific objective: 5,

indicator: R0205, year: 2023 (74.40 > 60.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 2, investment priority:

6f, specific objective: 6,

indicator: R0206, year: 2021 (59.00 > 55.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 2, investment priority:

6f, specific objective: 6,

indicator: R0206, year: 2022 (59.00 > 55.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 4, investment priority: 9a, specific objective:

8,

indicator: R0208, year: 2023 (4,356,620.00 > 1,235,917.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 4, investment priority: 9c, specific objective:

9,

indicator: R0210, year: 2021 (2,054.00 > 1,004.00). Please check.

Warning

2.49.1

Annual value entered in table 1 exceeds the target value for priority axis: 4, investment priority: 9c, specific objective:

9, indicator: R0210, year: 2022 (2,054.00 > 1,004.00). Please check.

Warning

2.50.1

Annual value entered in table 1 is greater than the baseline value and moving away from the target for priority axis: 4,

477,275.00). Please check.

investment priority: 9a, specific objective: 8, indicator: R0209, year: 2023 (2,207,061.00 >

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 102.66% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

4, investment priority:

9a, indicator: CO36, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 103.35% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority:

6¢, indicator: CO09, year: 2019. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 106.00% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

4, investment priority:

9c, indicator: 00206, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 106.25% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority:

6¢, indicator: 00202, year: 2019. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 106.25% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority:

6¢, indicator: 00202, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 106.67% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

S, investment priority:

-, indicator: 00208, year: 2019. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 107.63% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority:

6c¢, indicator: CO09, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 108.35% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority:

6c¢, indicator: CO09, year: 2020. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 110.11% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority:

6c¢, indicator: CO09, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 112.50% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority:

6c¢, indicator: 00202, year: 2020. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 112.50% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority:

6¢, indicator: 00202, year: 2021. Please check.
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Severity|

Code

Message

Warning]

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 112.50% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority: 6¢, indicator: 00202, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 112.56% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority: 6c¢, indicator: COQ9, year: 2021. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 113.33% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COO01, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 113.33% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO02, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 113.33% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

5, investment priority: -, indicator: 00208, year: 2020. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 113.33% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

5, investment priority: -, indicator: 00208, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 116.67% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COO01, year: 2021. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1]

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 116.67% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO02, year: 2021. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 120.00% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COO01, year: 2020. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 120.00% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO05, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 125.00% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO05, year: 2021. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 125.00% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO05, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 125.00% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

5, investment priority: -, indicator: 00207, year: 2018. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 126.51% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

2, investment priority: 5b, indicator: CO20, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.52.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 133.33% of the total target value for "S", priority axis:

4, investment priority: 9a, indicator: 00205, year: 2019. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 102.66% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

4, investment priority: 9a, indicator: CO36, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 105.09% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3a, indicator: COO01, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 105.09% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3a, indicator: CO04, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 106.00% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

4, investment priority: 9c, indicator: 00206, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 106.25% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

2, investment priority: 6¢, indicator: 00202, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 106.40% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

3, investment priority: 7b, indicator: CO13a, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 106.67% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

S, investment priority: -, indicator: 00208, year: 2019. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 110.11% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

2, investment priority: 6¢, indicator: CO09, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning]

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 113.33% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

5, investment priority: -, indicator: 00208, year: 2020. Please check.

Warning]

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 113.33% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

5, investment priority: -, indicator: 00208, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 115.00% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COO0S5, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 116.67% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COO01, year: 2021. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 116.67% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COO01, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 116.67% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO02, year: 2021. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 116.67% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO02, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 120.00% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COO01, year: 2020. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1]

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 125.00% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COOQ5, year: 2021. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 125.00% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: COOQ5, year: 2022. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 125.00% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

5, investment priority: -, indicator: 00207, year: 2018. Please check.

Warning

2.53.1

In table 2, the annual total value entered is 126.51% of the total target value for "F", priority axis:

2, investment priority: Sb, indicator: CO20, year: 2023. Please check.
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Warning] 2.53.1| In table 2, the annual total value entered is 126.67% of the total target value for "F", priority axis: 5, investment priority: -, indicator: 00208, year: 2023. Please check.

Warning 2.54.1| In table 2, the annual total value entered for "F" (implemented) is 102.94% of the annual total value entered for "S" (forecast from selected) for priority axis: 1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO01, year: 2022. Please
check.

Warning 2.54.1| In table 2, the annual total value entered for "F" (implemented) is 102.94% of the annual total value entered for "S" (forecast from selected) for priority axis: 1, investment priority: 3d, indicator: CO02, year: 2022. Please
check.

Warning 2.54.1| In table 2, the annual total value entered for "F" (implemented) is 105.09% of the annual total value entered for "S" (forecast from selected) for priority axis: 1, investment priority: 3a, indicator: COO01, year: 2023. Please
check.

Warning 2.54.1 In table 2, the annual total value entered for "F" (implemented) is 105.09% of the annual total value entered for "S" (forecast from selected) for priority axis: 1, investment priority: 3a, indicator: CO04, year: 2023. Please
check.

Warning 2.54.1| In table 2, the annual total value entered for "F" (implemented) is 106.40% of the annual total value entered for "S" (forecast from selected) for priority axis: 3, investment priority: 7b, indicator: CO13a, year: 2023. Please
check.

Warning 2.54.1 In table 2, the annual total value entered for "F" (implemented) is 126.67% of the annual total value entered for "S" (forecast from selected) for priority axis: 5, investment priority: -, indicator: 00208, year: 2023. Please
check.

Warning 2.177| A Citizens' summary (IR.CIT) should be uploaded in working versions > 0.

Warning 2.182| The number of distinct Major Projects in Table 12 (in status "Completed") + in Annex 1 + in Annex 2 (0) doesn't correspond to the number of distinct Major Projects (both MPN and MPS) in status "Approved by EC",
"Adopted by EC", "Tacitly approved by EC" and "Acknowledged by EC" (29). Please verify and revise.
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