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Appendix No. 5

EVALUATION OF ECONOMIC VIABILITY


1. EVALUATION OF TENDER OFFERS

1.1. A procuring entity selects the most economically viable tender offer according to the price-quality ratio.
1.2. Calculation of economic viability:
	Evaluation criteria
	Comparative weight in the evaluation of economic viability

	1. First criterion - price (C) 
	X = 0.4

	2. Second criterion - warranty, service time, and energy efficiency (T) 
	Y = 0.6



Characteristics assessed in the evaluation of tender offers:
	Tn
	Criterion parameter
	Criterion value
	Points

	T1
	Equipment manufacturer’s warranty

	≥12 months
	T1=0

	
	
	≥24 months 
	T1=0.1

	
	
	≥36 months
	T1=0.2

	T2
	Service time (from the moment the notice is submitted)

	≥48 hours 
	T2=0

	
	
	25-47 hours
	T2=0.1

	
	
	≤24 hours
	T2=0.2

	T3
	Maximum power consumption of the device (Pipe bending)
	≥26 kW
	T3=0

	
	
	19-25 kW
	T3=0.1

	
	
	≤18 kW
	T3=0.2


 
1.3.  Evaluation of a tender offer
1.4.  Economic viability (S) is calculated by summing the scores of the supplier’s tender offer price (C) and other criteria (T):

[image: ]

1.5.  The tender offer price score (C) is calculated by multiplying the ratio of the lowest offered price (Cmin) to the evaluated tender offer price (Cp) by the comparative weight of the price (X).
[image: ]


1.6.  The criteria scores (T) are calculated by summing the individual criterion scores (Ti).
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1.7. The tender offer with the highest total score will be recognised as the most economically viable offer. The final scores are rounded to two decimal places. 
1.8. If only one tender offer is received, no economic viability evaluation will be conducted.
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