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CORRIGENDUM NO. 1

Reply to Pre-Bid Queries and Amendments to RFP No. MC2P/IT-S1/12026-27/001 — Selection of a System
Integrator for the Integrated Startup Platform for Asset, Resource & Knowledge Exchange ("the

Platform")
RFP No. & Title MC2P/IT-S1/2026-27/001 — System Integrator for the Integrated Startup Platform
Original RFP Date 18.08.2026
Corrigendum No. & Date |No. 1, dated 26.08.2026
Issued Pursuant To Written pre-bid queries and the Pre-Bid Meeting held 25.08.2026, 1600 hrs (video conference)
Subject + Consolidated replies to pre-bid queries

» Consequential amendments — scope, phasing, integrations, data volume, UAT and support
» Slab-wise scoring metrics inserted under Annexure VI §1.2, Parameters B, C and D

Bid Due Date Extended to 27.08.2026 up to 11:59 hrs (originally 25.08.2026)
IApplicability Binding on all bidders; to be acknowledged in the bid submission
1. Preamble

The pre-bid meeting was held on 25.08.2026 (1600 hrs, video conference); written queries were also received
and have since been deliberated internally. This Corrigendum places on record MC? Foundation's replies, the
consequential RFP amendments, and the slab-wise scoring breakup under Annexure VI §1.2 for Parameters B,
C and D — the total marks per parameter/sub-criterion remain unchanged; only the internal breakup is being
notified.

This Corrigendum forms an integral part of RFP No. MC2P/IT-S1/2026-27/001 dated 18.08.2026 and prevails
over the original RFP in case of conflict. All other RFP terms, eligibility criteria, scope, annexures and formats
remain unchanged. Bidders must acknowledge receipt of this Corrigendum in their bid submission.

2. Consolidated Replies to Pre-Bid Queries

A. Queries — M/s Amantya Technologies

i Query Reply of MC? Foundation IClause
1 Scope — four » All 4 modules are in scope, priced by bidder. Annexure | CL.1.2 (note

modules vs. two |, Module-to-phase mapping governs: Phase 1 = Module 1 (Resource [nserted); §6.1 & 6.2
& Facility Widget) + Module 2 (IP & Commercialization Portal);

Phase 2 = Module 3 (Research & Knowledge Hub) + Module 4
(Mentor/Expert/HR Directory).

» Phase 1 covers ~500 MC2?-backed startups; Phase 2 is national roll-

out.
* Price against BOQ Sr. 1 (Phase 1) and Sr. 2 (Phase 2).
2 Payment gateway |- Payment gateway integration advanced to Phase 1 (Module 1): Annexure | Cl.1.2
vs. invoicing in secure gateway (UPI/net-banking), system-generated (Module 1); §6.1 Key
Phase 1 invoicing/receipts. Scope

» Workflow: booking confirmation — auto invoice + compliance
checklist — payment via gateway — auto status update — utilization
— post-use rating.

- Admin facility to record offline/exempted settlements manually, with
audit trail.
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# uery Reply of MC? Foundation Clause

3 Integration with * Phase 1 integrates with MC?+'s existing cohort management system|§6.1 (Phase 1 heading);
cohort/managementjvia OAuth 2.0. /Annexure | — Technical
systems * API docs, endpoints, credentials and sandbox access shall be Scope

shared with successful bidder during implementation.
* Bidders should estimate effort for one external integration in Phase
1.

4 Data onboarding — |+ Phase 1 includes >2,000 equipment/asset records from PSU R&D [§6.1 Key Scope (data
volume & source llabs as well as MC2 Foundation’s partner institute’s, plus IP records |volume specified)
formats and mentor details.

* ~1000 assets (each ~100-word description) shared as a PDF
compendium; remainder in digital (PDF/spreadsheet/image) or
physical/manual form.

* Digitisation, structuring, validation and upload are in Sl's Phase-1
scope and price.

5 UAT process for * MC? Foundation conducts UAT with the Centre for High Technology §6.1 — Exit Criterion; §5
Phase 1 (CHT) and is sole accepting authority. (BOQ Sr.1)

+ Feedback from ~40 pilot startups and anchor institutions informs
national roll-out but is not a separate sign-off.

* Sl submits UAT plan, test cases, defect log and closure report.
Sign-off + soft launch = milestone for BOQ Sr. 1 payment.

6 Post-UAT support &+ 6-month stabilisation/handholding from UAT sign-off, included in §6.1 — Exit Criterion; §5

maintenance BOQ Sr. 1 price (defect fixes, minor enhancements, monthly (BOQ Sr.3,4&5)
maintenance, handholding — no extra cost).
- Beyond that: BOQ Sr. 3 & 4 (Year 1 & 2 post go-live, per annum,
quarterly arrears, per SLA at Annexure IlI).
» Out-of-scope work: person-day rate card, BOQ Sr. 5.
7 Phase-2 scope not |- Confirmed — bidders may propose additional Phase-2 features/use [§6.2; Annexure VI §1.2-
detailed cases in the technical proposal and presentation. A&C
- Evaluated under Parameter A (Solution & Technology) and C.2
(Phase 2 roadmap).
» Commercial impact included within the BOQ Sr. 2 lump sum.
8 Al engine — * Approach deliberately left open to the bidder. 5 (BOQ Sr.2);
xpectations not . Bigders should propose use cases (e.g. intelligent search/discovery, {Annexure VI §1.2-A
defined recommendations, auto-tagging/classification, analytics) and
deliverables in the technical proposal/presentation.
* Al engine is a Phase-2 deliverable, priced in BOQ Sr. 2, evaluated
under Parameter A.

B. Queries — Second Participating Bidder
Query Reply of MC? Foundation Clause

1 Al engine —use |- As per reply to Query A.8. Bidders propose their own Al-engine Annexure VI §1.2-A
cases, features, approach as part of the technical solution/presentation; evaluated
deliverables under Parameter A.

2 DigiLocker » MC? Foundation will not approach the agency on the bidder's behalf, JAnnexure | — Technical
integration — but will provide authorisation/support letters on request within a Scope; §6.1 Key Scope
onboarding reasonable time.
assistance » Liaison, onboarding and integration effort remain in the Sl's scope.

* DigiLocker/Aadhaar eKYC integration now forms part of Phase 1.

3 Evaluation criteria |* Accepted. Slab-wise breakup of marks for Parameters B, C and D is |Annexure VI §1.2-B, C &
— breakup of at Section 4 of this Corrigendum. D (amended)
marks » Parameter A sub-criteria and maximum marks remain as already

notified (Annexure VI §1.2-A).

3. Consequential Amendments to the RFP




Pursuant to Section 2 above, the RFP stands amended as under; the amended text prevails.

# _ |RFP Clause [Amendment
1 Cover page — RFP Close [Read as "27.08.2026 upto 11:59 hrs" in place of "25.08.2026".
Date
2 Annexure |, Cl. 1.2 — Note inserted: module-to-phase mapping governs solutioning/pricing. Phase 1 =
Functional Modules Modules 1 & 2 only; Modules 3 & 4 = Phase 2. Each module tagged with its delivery
phase.
3 Annexure |, Cl. 1.2 — Phase-1 feature set expressly includes secure payment gateway, invoicing and receipts.
Module 1 (Resource &
Facility Widget)
4 Section 6.1 — Phase 1,  |Adds: (i) Integrations — payment gateway, DigiLocker/Aadhaar eKYC; (i) uploading of
Key Scope PSU R&D lab facility data (>2,000 equipment records, digital or physical) with IP details;
(iii) integration with the existing cohort management system.
5 Section 6.2 — Phase 2, |Phase-2 (payment gateway & DigiLocker/eKYC moved to Phase 1). Modules 3 & 4,
Key Scope analytics portal and national expansion remain in Phase 2.
6 Section 6.1 — Exit Per reply A.6 — 6 months' stabilisation, monthly maintenance and handholding post
Criterion soft-launch included in Phase-1 price.
7 /Annexure VI, §1.2 — Slab-wise scoring metrics inserted at Section 4 of this Corrigendum; maximum marks
Parameters B,C & D per parameter/sub-criterion unchanged.

4. Revised Annexure VI, §1.2 — Detailed Scoring (Parameters B, C & D)

Parameter B — Company Credentials (25 Marks)

Focus: firm profile, financial capacity, certifications, team strength. Sub-criteria and maximum marks are
unchanged from the RFP.

B.1 Firm profile, legal status & years in IT services (Max. 5)

Scoring Band Marks

Operating in IT services less than 3 years as on bid due date 1
Operating 3 to 5 years 3
Operating more than 5 years 5

Evidence: Certificate of Incorporation/Registration; company profile with date of commencement of IT services business.

B.2 Financial capacity — avg. annual turnover, last 3 FYs (Max. 8)

Scoring Band Marks
Below %10 Crore 3
%10 Crore to 350 Crore 5
IAbove %50 Crore 8
Evidence: Audited financials / CA-certified turnover statement (last 3 FYs), per methodology at RFP Section 4.

B.3 Quality & security certifications (Max. 6)

Recognised: CMMI L3+, ISO 9000/9001 (QMS); ISO 27000/27001 (ISMS).

Scoring Band Marks
No valid certification / documentation not furnished 0
Any 1 of the 3 certifications, valid as on bid due date 3
IAny 2 of the 3 certifications, valid as on bid due date 4
All 3 certifications, valid as on bid due date 6

Evidence: Valid, current certification copies indicating accreditation body and validity date.

B.4 Team strength, key personnel & availability (Max. 6)

Reference roles: Solution/Enterprise Architect, Project Manager, Back-end/Microservices Lead, Front-end Lead, Security Lead,
QA/Test Lead.

Scoring Band

Marks

Key roles not fully proposed, or CVs missing for one or more mandatory roles

0
All roles proposed with CVs, but 22 key personnel have <5 yrs relevant experience 2
All roles proposed with CVs; no more than 1 key person has <5 yrs experience 4




Scoring Band Marks

All roles proposed with CVs; every key person has 25 yrs experience, and Solution Architect/PM holds 6
a relevant certification

Evidence: Organogram, CV's of proposed key personnel, manpower deployment/availability plan.

Parameter B — Total: B.1+B.2+B.3+B.4 = 25 Marks

Parameter C — Committed Delivery Time Period (25 Marks)

Focus: realism/detail of the project plan against the Phase 1-2 roadmap. Each sub-criterion scores (i)
committed timeline vs. RFP's stipulated period, and (ii) completeness of milestone mapping to the RFP's key-
scope items.

C.1 Phase 1 roadmap — detailing, milestones & deliverables (Max. 15)

Stipulated period: up to 3 months from contract effective date, for UAT sign-off and soft launch. Phase-1 key-scope items
(6): (a) design/architecture/tech-stack finalisation; (b) core module development — Resource & Facility Widget, IP
Knowledge Base; (c) legal-framework support & anchor-institution onboarding; (d) internal testing & pre-launch VAPT; (e)
data upload (>1,500 equipment records); (f) integrations — payment gateway, DigiLocker/eKYC, cohort management
system.

Scoring Band Marks
UAT sign-off & soft launch within 3 months, with month-wise plan mapping all 6 key-scope items to 15
dated milestones

\Within 3 months, but plan maps only 4-5 of 6 items, or lacks month-wise granularity 10
Exceeds 3 months but within 4 months, with an otherwise adequate plan 6
Exceeds 4 months, or plan is generic / doesn't map to key-scope items 0

Evidence: Detailed project plan/Gantt chart mapped to Phase 1 roadmap; milestone/deliverable schedule with dependencies and
resourcing.

C.2 Phase 2 roadmap — detailing, milestones & deliverables (Max. 10)

Stipulated period: up to 12 months, commencing after Phase-1 stabilisation (at MC?'s sole discretion). Phase-2 key-scope
items (3): (a) launch of Modules 3 & 4; (b) DPIIT start-up portal integration; (c) Al engine, analytics portal, national
expansion.

Scoring Band Marks
National public go-live within 12 months of Phase 2 start, with plan mapping all 3 key-scope items 10
to dated milestones

\Within 12 months, but plan maps only 2 of 3 items, or lacks granularity 6
Exceeds 12 months but within 14 months, with an otherwise adequate plan 3
Exceeds 14 months, or plan is generic / doesn't map to key-scope items 0

Evidence: Detailed project plan/Gantt chart mapped to Phase 2 roadmap; milestone/deliverable schedule; risk-mitigation plan for
schedule slippage.

Parameter C — Total: C.1+C.2 = 25 Marks

Parameter D — Experience in Similar Solutions (25 Marks)

Focus: number, scale and relevance of comparable platforms delivered; client references. "Comparable
platform” = innovation-management, research-collaboration or resource-booking digital platform (per RFP
Section 4).

D.1 No. of comparable platforms delivered, last 5 years (Max. 7)

Scoring Band [Marks
0-1 comparable projects delivered

2 Comparable project delivered

3-4 comparable projects delivered

More than 4 comparable projects delivered

~N (AN O

D.2 Scale of deployment — users, transactions, data volume (Max. 6)



Scored on the single largest comparable project cited under D.1 (whichever measure below is more favorable to the bidder).

Scoring Band Marks
No verifiable scale evidence furnished for any cited project

Largest project: <1,000 registered users, or <5,000 transactions/records
Largest project: 1,000—9,999 users, or 5,000—49,999 transactions/records
Largest project: 210,000 users, or 250,000 transactions/records

oA N|O

D.3 Sector relevance — accelerator/incubation/startup-ecosystem/EdTech (Max. 6)

Scoring Band Marks
No demonstrated sector relevance in any cited project
Generic enterprise/IT platforms, no sector-specific relevance

Adjacent domain — EdTech, e-governance/citizen-services, institutional booking/marketplace —
not startup-ecosystem specific

At least one project directly in accelerator/incubation/startup-ecosystem domain 6

AINO

D.4 Client references, completion certificates & testimonials (Max. 6)

Scoring Band Marks
2 valid, verifiable references furnished (minimum, per 2 comparable projects at D.1) 4
More than 2 valid, verifiable references furnished 6

Parameter D — Total: D.1+D.2+D.3+D.4 = 25 Marks

5. Consolidated Summary of Marks

Parameter Sub-Criteria Marks
¢ — Solution & A.1 Architecture & design (6); A.2 Tech stack, scalability & performance 25
echnology Proposed (6); A.3 Functional/module coverage (6); A.4 Security & data protection
(4); A.5 Integration approach (3) — unchanged
B — Company B.1 Firm profile & experience (5); B.2 Financial capacity (8); B.3 25
Credentials Certifications (6); B.4 Team strength (6)
C — Committed Delivery [C.1 Phase 1 roadmap (15); C.2 Phase 2 roadmap (10) 25
Time Period
D — Experience in Similar|D.1 No. of comparable projects (7); D.2 Scale of deployment (6); D.3 25
Solutions Sector relevance (6); D.4 Client references (6)
Total 100

Minimum qualifying criteria (Annexure VI §1.3) unchanged: overall score 260/100, and 210/25 in each of
Parameters A, B, C and D. Only technically qualified bidders' financial bids shall be opened.

6. General

* Bid due date extended to 27.08.2026, up to 11:59 hrs. All other submission requirements unchanged.

* Bidders shall submit a signed copy of this Corrigendum with their Technical Proposal, acknowledging receipt.
* No further extension or clarification shall ordinarily be entertained after this Corrigendum.

* This Corrigendum is being uploaded on the tender portal and MC? Foundation's website.

For and on behalf of MC? Foundation
Authorised Signatory
Date: 26.08.2026 | Place: New Delhi



