The OV



Part 2. - Scores will be only integer numbers

understand.

Criteria Missing or unacceptable (deduct3) | Accomplished (add1-2-3) Exemplary (add 4-5)
Proposed budget and Budget or budget justification are Budget or budget justification are Budget or budget justification are
budget justification missing. present but not very clear or easy to | adequate to support the project

activities, costs are reasonable in
relation to the objectives of the project,
and the budget is clear to understand.

Letters of recommendation

The faculty mentor’s support letter is
missing, or the letter doesn’t indicate
at all that the project can be done
within the period of the grant.

The faculty mentor’s support letter
doesn’t strongly indicate that the
student has enough qualification to
run the project, or it cannot be done
within the period of the grant.

The faculty mentor’s support letter
strongly indicates that the research
project is significant and gives strong
evidence that the student has the
qualifications to carry out the project
successfully within the grant period.

Total (max is 10pts):

Overall Total (max is 60 pts):

Part 3. Please type-in below two paragraphs of summary indicating (1) the strengths and (2) the weaknesses of the proposal. These comments

will be shared with the student submitter(s) and their mentor(s), and therefore should be formulated in an articulated and constructive way.

A reviewer report should include these written comments, as mandatory part of the reviewer’s function and role in the process. Without these
two paragraphs submitted along with the scores, the review will not be accepted, and it will be sent back to reviewers for completion. We are
grateful to reviewers for their time, eUort, and diligent work in providing constructing advice formulated in an appropriate academic language.

(1) Strengths of the proposal:

(2) Weaknesses of the proposal:






