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1 Quality of research

Please review:

1.1 Scientific quality, novelty and innovativeness of research Iﬁ@

+ scientific quality and significance of project’s objectives and hypotheses

+ ambitiousness and state of the art of objectives, including| Sub-rating given by the panel.
approaches or development across disciplines

« (if applicable) scientific added value of consortium for at§ The panel gives sub-ratings, if
« impact of research within academia the overall rating given by the
- potential for breakthroughs or exceptionally significant od Panel is 5 or 6.

risk, high-gain research

* project’s potential to generate new knowledge, new methods, new technology or new
practices
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12 Additional comments on aspects of societal effects and impact of the project, if relevant
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Text is written before the panel
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2 Implementation

21 Feasibility of research plan, including aspects of responsible science _% @

Please review:

o feasibility of project, taking into account extent to whic
risks

e materials, research data and methods The panel gives sub-ratings if
* working arrangements and management of research tas| the overall grade given by the
e research environment including research infrastructure panel is 5 or 6.

e identified potential scientific or methodological proble - :

Sub-rating given by the panel.

¢ consideration of research ethics, open access to research publications and data, data
management, promotion of equality and nondiscrimination in society at large, and
sustainable development within the project
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2.2 Expertise, human resources, and collaborations, including aspects of ﬁ @

responsible science
Please review:

- i . Sub-rating given by the panel.
e competence and scientific expertise of applicant (and

terms of project implementation

o complementary expertise of team, who are directly wg
including appropriateness and sufficiency for propose

The panel gives sub-ratings if
the overall rating given by the
panel is 5 or 6.
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e adequateness of human resources for project implementation, with attention to promoti
equality and nondiscrimination within project

e contribution of both national and international research collaborators, who are engaged
their own funding, and impact of their environment on project’s potential success

ng

with

e significance of planned mobility for implementation of research plan and researcher training
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3 Review panel’s summary assessment of proposal

Section written after the panel discussion.

31 Main strengths and weaknesses of proposal and their justifications; possible other remarks
TO BE COMPLETED ONLY AT THE PANEL MEETING
Section 3 of the form is applicable only to the top-tier applications selected for discussion
during the review panel meeting.

311 Main strengths and their justifications
» Summary assessment of application’'s main strengths with justifications
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312 Main weaknesses and their justifications

» Summary assessment of application's main weaknesses with justifications
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3.13 Other remarks (if any):

* For example: possible contradictions in individual reviews, or other relevant remarks from
the panel discussion (incl. societal effects and impact)
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Overall ratings given by the individual
< reviewers (reviewerl and reviewer2). Ratings
are given before the panel meeting.

Reviewerl: 5
Reviewer2: 3

Your applicatioxc@as ranked xxth of all the xx AcademyProject Funding 2025 applications reviewed in
this panel. Only applicationsgwith the final rating of 5 or 6 are ranked. Altogether, Academy Project
Funding 2025pplications Addressed to Scientific Council for XXX were reviewed in XX panels._—>

rating 5 or 6 from the panel are
usually ranked (not in all funding
schemes). If the application is
ranked, the ranking number and
how many applications were
ranked in this panel are shown
here.

Applications receiving overall N

Name of the decision making
body, and in how many panels
applications in this funding
scheme were evaluated are
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