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The story so far (1)

• ESPD only allowed above EU 
thresholds

• Tool: slightly customized 
version of the EC’s ESPD 
service (EDM 1.0.2)
• Stand-alone application

• Optional use – other (non-
structured) formats also 
allowed



The story so far (2)

• 2023: new federal 
e-Procurement platform

• 2025: integration of 
ESPD data model 3.3.0
• Live as of 31/10/2025



Difficulties encountered

• Implementation path quite different from the one for eForms 
(SDK, metadata-driven forms, extensive validation, ...)

• Validation: a lot of DIY
• Schematron: requires XML + “coherent” form requires additional logic

• Codelists not always aligned with those in eForms

• Need for translations (descriptions, labels, but also certain 
codelists (e.g. financial ratios))

• Current EDM allows 'national' adaptations → interoperability

• Not always clear what the expected information is for a certain 
criterion



We appreciate

• Extensive and well-organized documentation

• OP is very responsive and always available for questions

• OUC meetings help to "stay in the loop"



What we feel could be improved

• Align data model and its components with eForms

• Update the regulation and apply a truly universal data model

• Enrich the business handbook with detailed information on 
criteria 
• E.g. purpose, especially for fields that were added somewhere 

along the way but cannot be traced back directly to the 
implementing regulation, ...



Choices made (1)

• JSON instead of XML

• Various tweaks and 
deviations from EDM
• Input types, cardinalities, …



Choices made (2)

• Return of the alpha criterion
• Main request by key-users during demo of initial release candidate

• Expected to facilitate the adoption of the integrated ESPD service

• CA decides whether the EO…
• must use the alpha criterion

• must use the embedded selection criteria

• can choose between both



Key features – buyers

• Integrated with publications and invitations to tender
• Intuitive validation
• Support for multiple languages
• Export & import (JSON)
• Automatically generated PDF

• Added to the procurement documents

• Indicative basic validation of received ESPD responses
• Missing information
• Answers that don’t meet the requirements or require analysis







Key features – suppliers

• Integrated in the eSubmission flow

• Intuitive validation
• Missing information

• Answers that don’t meet the requirements or require analysis

• Support for joint submission (ESPD for group members, 
entities relied upon, subcontractors)

• Automatically generated PDF
• Added to the tender documents





Uptake of the integrated service

• Only live since 31/10/2025!

• Some early figures:
• +/- 580 publications above the EU threshold

• 52 of which use the integrated ESPD service, 
• 36 for which the alpha criterion is mandatory

• 9 for which the embedded selection criteria are mandatory

• 7 for which the choice is left up to the EO

• +/- 130 ESPD responses drafted by EO



Goals for 2026 and beyond

• Implement minor improvements based on user feedback

• Improve user-friendliness for EO by implementing OOP

• Improve support for joint submissions
• limit access for party members to their ESPD only

• (Better) integration with authentic sources

• Align with EDM 4.0 or beyond
• Support same SC with different requirements per lot

• ESPD as a first step towards semi-automatic evaluation



Demo
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