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Evaluation Form 

Reviewing guidelines: Projects are evaluated by considering 4 main items, rated as compared to the best international standards using a A (outstanding), B (average) or C (poor) score.
For each item, additional comments (in French or in English) will be provided for the only purpose of the scientific committee (comments are required for each item). 
Reviewer Name:

Date:

Name of the project: 
1. GRAL objective: integrative aspects of the project (aiming at bridging molecular and cellular aspects)
Comments:

Weak point: 

Strength: 


A (Outstanding) B (average) C (Poor)
2.  Scientific interest and impact of the project
The evaluation must take into account:

- Originality and specificities of the project 
- The scientific and technical excellence of the partners 
- The quality of the publications

Comments:

Weak point: 

Strength: 


A (Outstanding) B (average) C (Poor)
3. Innovative and competitive aspects of the project 

The evaluation must consider:

· The clarity and originality of the objectives beyond the current state-of-the-art.

Comments:

Weak point: 

Strength: 


A (Outstanding) B (average) C (Poor)
4. Feasibility, risk assessment (see track record)


The evaluation must consider:

· Relevance and appropriateness of request according to the objectives of the project, and beyond the current state-of-the-art.

· The matching of the timetable and the methodology with the objectives of the project.

· The feasibility of the project and probability of success

Comments:

Weak point: 

Strength: 


A (Outstanding) B (average) C (Poor)

 


Global Score  

1 (to be funded) 2 (to be discussed) 3 (to be rejected)
Overall comments (comments required for the scientific committee) 

General Comments: 
Strengths:
Weaknesses:
Recommendations:
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