	#
	Question
	Answer

	Applicant eligibility and capacity

	1
	The timing of the submission differs between the website (13.00) and the information note (16.00), which is the correct?
	16:00

	2
	On page 10 is says: “Documentation that clearly confirms that the application meets the eligibility criteria should be provided separately. Is this in an extra annex to be produced, or how should additional information be shared?
	There is no specific format for this documentation

	3
	Within the eligibility criteria, should the points surrounding demonstrating a comprehensive understanding, or prior experience, be shown through evidence such as documentation in annexes?
	There is no specific format for this documentation

	4
	Are we allowed to submit more annexes, e.g. theory of change as a diagram, and the mentioned coordination map and other annexes we find relevant?
	Yes

	5
	Do you expect that we add an annex detailing how the proposed project meets the Rio Markers and what % of the budget is considered financing climate outcomes?
	No, that is not required. It is, however, important to take it into consideration in the project proposal.

	6
	Is there a minimum annual turnover, equity or other financial capacity threshold for the lead applicant, for example relative to the amount applied for? If so, can the combined financial capacity of consortium members be taken into account?  

	No fixed minimum annual turnover, equity requirement or grant-to-turnover ratio is specified. Financial capacity will be assessed in relation to the size, responsibilities and risks of the proposed engagement. The consortium’s resources and division of responsibilities may demonstrate its overall capacity, but cannot substitute for the lead applicant’s own capacity.  


	7
	Will a lower level of administrative costs be taken into account in the assessment of cost-efficiency under sub-criterion 4.1 (p. 9)?
	Administrative costs will be considered as part of the overall assessment of cost-efficiency. However, lower administrative costs will not automatically result in a higher score. The assessment will also consider whether the proposed budget is realistic and sufficient to deliver the expected results

	8
	Request for clarity regarding the following eligibility criteria: "For-profit entities can be part of the consortium if they have a development-oriented purpose and do not act as economic operators in the specific context of the proposal, but they cannot be the lead applicant." 

Could you provide some additional guidance on how this should be interpreted? For instance, can for-profit entities receive funding (i.e. be a budget owner for specific budget lines) from this allocation? And can they be pre-defined and named as a consortium partner, on the basis of a Partnership agreement/MoU rather than a procurement process? 

	For-profit entities may be named as consortium partners based on a partnership agreement and receive grant funding for eligible costs associated with their role in implementing the project, provided that their participation has a development-oriented purpose and they do not act as commercial suppliers of goods or services in the context of the proposal.



	9
	Is there is a similar funding mechanism or institution that considers proposals from civil society organisations working on water and water governance?

	Denmark just launched a number of business instruments that could be relevant. Read more here: One Stop Shop for Financing Emerging & Developing Markets

	10
	Can an entity established less than one year ago take part as lead applicant or as co-applicant? If so, what alternative documentation is accepted (e.g. opening balance, parent or owner guarantees, CVs and track record of key staff)?

	Entities may submit alternative documentation. This may include an opening balance sheet, available financial statements, an operating budget and evidence of available financing or documented financial support where relevant. CVs and the relevant track record of key staff may be submitted to demonstrate professional and operational capacity. 
The MFA will assess whether the documentation adequately demonstrates capacity to fulfil the proposed role and may request additional information during the final eligibility assessment.


	11
	Could you further explain the second eligibility criteria on “consortium members not acting as economic operators in the specific context of the proposal?” How do you define acting as economic operators versus facilitating or participating in a demonstration project? For example, would a Danish consulting company or a Danish tech company receiving budget from the grant to deliver services or products for a demonstration project be ineligible to be part of our consortium?


	The proposal should distinguish between consortium partners implementing grant-funded activities and companies/economic operators supplying goods or services commercially. An economic operator supplies goods or services to the project on a commercial basis. Such services are subject to the applicable procurement rules and cannot be exempted from those rules by including the supplier in the consortium. 



	12
	Is a non-profit business and employer organisation eligible as a Lead Applicant?
	Any organisation may act as lead applicant, provided it meets all eligibility requirements set out in the Call for Proposals.

	13
	Can partners be in multiple consortia?

	The Lead Applicant may participate in only one consortium. Other partners may participate in multiple.

	14
	What is meant by “affiliated entity(ies) (Lead applicant declaration), “sub-grantees and “national/local partners (Annex 1D)? And do all of them need to be a part of Annex 1F (background information on applicant(s))?

	Applicants should identify the relationship and any proposed funded role including affiliated entities and sub-grantees. Annex 1F should only include background information for applicants and co-applicants (members of the consortium). 


	15
	Can the Lead Applicant both manage the facility and be responsible for private-sector mobilisation (e.g tenders for Danish companies to provide services for demonstration projects), and which conflict-of-interest/procurement safeguards does UM expect in that case?

	The Lead Applicant may combine management of the Facility with responsibility for private-sector mobilisation, including organising procurement of services or equipment for demonstration projects, provided that these functions comply with the applicable MFA guidelines and grant conditions.


	16
	Section 3 (p. 6) states that for-profit entities may join the consortium "if they have a development-oriented purpose and do not act as economic operators in the specific context of the proposal". What does this mean in practice? Can a for-profit consortium member be paid under the grant for technical services, advisory work or equipment for a demonstration project? Or must such goods and services be procured competitively from parties outside the consortium (cf. Annex 2 on eligible costs)?

	See answer to question 8

	17
	Are UN organizations (not-for-profit) ineligible as lead applicant due to being inter-governmental? If ineligible as lead applicant, may UN agencies be eligible as partners in a consortium under another lead applicant?


	UN organisations are intergovernmental organisations and are therefore not eligible as Lead Applicants under this Call for Proposals. They may, however, participate as consortium partners under an eligible Lead Applicant.

	Thematic scope and scale

	18
	Are demonstration projects on hygiene and sanitation products that are not delivered through water or sanitation utilities (specifically menstrual health products) within the scope of AWIF? Or is the call limited to water and sanitation service delivery linked to utilities, and not menstrual health which typically falls under WASH?

	Gender equality and inclusion are relevant cross-cutting considerations in projects addressing the Facility’s water-sector objectives. But a specific focus on menstrual health products does not address the focus areas and is therefore outside the intended scope of the Facility. 


	19
	(a) Is there a maximum size or share of the budget for capital investment (e.g. equipment, solar pumping systems, water meters) within a single demonstration project?

(b) Can private or commercial finance co-invest alongside AWIF funds in a demonstration project during the project period? If so, will this be seen positively in the evaluation?

	a) The requirement to allocate at least 70% of funding to pilot and demonstration implementation applies at facility level; it is not a capital investment requirement. 

b) Private or commercial finance may co-invest alongside AWIF funds in demonstration projects during the project period. Applicants are not expected to have secured additional funding at the proposal stage, but should outline an indicative model for how such co-financing could be mobilised. The proposal shall describe the implementation model under which AWIF will operate and deliver the ToC outlined in the information note and could include: 
-A model for identifying, selecting and supporting demonstration projects based on local demand.
-A capacity-building strategy for participating institutions and partners.
-An approach to mobilising partnerships and co-financing.
-An approach to scaling and replicating successful solutions.
-Indicative implementation phases and key milestones.
Applicants should not provide a final list of specific demonstration projects at the proposal stage, as the proposed model for identifying and selecting such projects forms an integral part of several evaluation criteria.


	20
	What is the definition of a large-scale investment? Is it above a certain amount?

	The call does not define “large-scale investments” by a fixed monetary threshold. The distinction concerns the purpose and scope of the investment: AWIF supports pilot and demonstration projects that test or demonstrate locally relevant water solutions and prepare for replication and scaling.


	21
	(a) Must every demonstration project be linked to an existing SSC project? Or is it enough to operate in an SSC country in coordination with the SSC partner institutions?
(b) What documentation of SSC anchoring is expected at proposal stage (e.g. a letter of support from the Danish SSC authority or the partner institution)? 
(c) Will the Danish SSC authorities and partner institutions be available to all potential applicants on equal terms during the proposal phase? 

	a) No, it is not a requirement that demonstration projects are linked to an existing SSC project. It is sufficient to operate in an SSC country and coordinate with SSC partner institutions.

b) Documentation of SSC anchoring is not required at the proposal stage. It is important to note that specific project ideas and descriptions are not expected to be included in the proposal. The proposal must describe the implementation model under which AWIF will operate. 
c) The MFA cannot guarantee access to Danish SSC authorities, utilities or partner institutions during the proposal phase. Decisions on whether and how to engage with potential applicants rest with the respective institutions. Detailed information about the SSC is less relevant at the proposal stage, where focus should be to describe the implementation model under which AWIF will operate and deliver the ToC outlined in the information note. (see answer to question 19)

	22
	Does the MFA expect that all activities build explicitly on existing SSC activities, case studies, or pilot schemes, in the same locations (such as cities or regions), or that the principles and knowledge generated under the SSC should be applied through new activities in new locations within SSC countries?

	See answer to question 21

	23
	Where the technical proof of concept for a solution has already been established (e.g. through earlier SSC, E4 or other programmes), and a business and financing model (Strategic Priority 2) has already been proven, can the applicant propose more scaled investments leveraging commercial financing? If so, will this be seen positively in the evaluation? 

	Applicants may build on solutions and business or financing models already demonstrated through SSC, E4 or other programmes, and propose models for replication or scaling supported by commercial financing. The assessment criteria outlined in the information note will be applied to assess the proposals. 


	24
	(a) Can replication of the proven model with additional utilities or in additional SSC countries be counted as "implementation of pilot and demonstration projects" under the 70% requirement (p. 5)?
(b) Can AWIF funds be used as a catalytic component alongside commercial or concessional finance, e.g. as grant co-funding, results-based payments or first-loss/guarantee elements, provided AWIF does not finance the investment as a whole? If so, are such instruments eligible costs under Annex 2?
(c) Will such approaches be viewed positively in the evaluation, for example under sub-criterion 2.6 (p. 8)?

	a) Replication of a proven solution may count towards the 70% allocation where the activities constitute pilot or demonstration implementation within AWIF’s scope. Applicants should explain what will be demonstrated in the additional utility or country context. Routine infrastructure roll-out does not qualify because it replicates a previously demonstrated solution. 

b) AWIF is a grant-based facility that may complement commercial or concessional financing by funding eligible activities that facilitate demonstration, replication and investment readiness and is within the overall objective of AWIF.

c) The criteria outlined in the information note will be applied to assess the proposals.

	25
	Will evaluators take into account (a) the share of co-financing mobilised and (b) the number of final beneficiaries reached per DKK? If so, under which sub-criteria (e.g. 2.3, 2.6 or 4.1)?

	Applicants are not expected to have secured co-financing at proposal stage. Rather, the proposal should present a credible approach to attracting and increasing public and private co-financing for the demonstration projects during the implementation of AWIF. To this end, it is important to note that the proposal must describe the implementation model under which AWIF will operate and not necessarily detailed project descriptions (see answer to question 19).


	General clarifications 

	26
	Can the MFA kindly confirm that the Annex 5 on the CfP website is the same budget template as the Annex 2b on the Bilateral “General Guidelines for Financial Management website?

	Yes, it is the same

	27
	Which annex 5 is the MFA referring to in the guidance of Annex 1 / appendix C?  

	It is an omission that the reference was included. Applicants should not use the internal template referred to in the note for this Call for Proposals.


	28
	Will the MFA kindly elaborate on why the AWIF grant is to be budgeted on Output/Activity-level?

	The level of budget detail reflects the type of grant rather than its size. AWIF is a project grant governed by the MFA’s guidelines for single projects, whereas Strategic Partnership Agreements follow a different framework. That said, applicants have the flexibility to provide budget information per outcome if it adds value to the understanding of the budget. See answer to question 33 for more info.  


	29
	For the outcome statements on page 4. Can we adapt them, so that they fit the ToC also on page 4? Can we add more outcomes, as the Appendix A: results framework states we can put max 3 outcomes, or is it expected that we stay on 2 outcomes? 

	Applicants may refine the wording of the two outcome statements provided that their substance is maintained. Applicants may also propose a third outcome if it contributes to AWIF’s objectives and is clearly justified in the Theory of Change. A third outcome is optional.


	30
	Can business models also be based on SROI (social return on investment) or is it focused on financial returns only?

	The business models should be based on financial viability. Social benefits remain relevant to AWIF’s development objectives but cannot substitute for financial viability in the proposed business models.


	31
	Would you be able to share all current SSC project documents/results frameworks in the water sector across countries?

	The proposal should outline a model for using SSC as a platform for piloting innovative approaches to sustainable investments, rather than present detailed activities linked to individual SSC projects.


	32
	Are we correct in assuming the E4 Innovation Bridge project has not been launched yet? Can you recommend how we can align our proposal with this initiative?

	It was launched 28/09/2026 and more information about E4 is available on www.um.dk. 
As with other Danish financing instruments and funds, relevant partners should be consulted and engaged as early as appropriate in the design of demonstration projects.

	33
	Please elaborate on how to distribute the A1, A2 and A3 etc. as cost categories in the current budget structure of the Annex 5 budget template. Or could we use a cost-category-compatible budget template e.g. like the Annex 3 used on Single Grants?

	While the budget must be output based, the cost categories in Annex 5 are examples and can be replaced by e.g. the cost categories in annex 3 listed here: Enkeltprojekter.  







