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Overall Evaluation

Do any of the weaknesses constitute a “fatal flaw”, e.g., the problem is so severe that is renders the data
uninterruptible or substantially diminishes the likelihood of a successful outcome?
Yes [] No [] If “Yes”, which number(s)?

On the whole, do the strengths outweigh the weaknesses?
Yes [] No []

Please provide a numerical rating for the following criteria Cirel
Ircle

(5=lowest; 1=highest). High one Low
Significance - Does the study address an important problem? If
the aims are achieved, how will scientific knowledge be advanced? 1 2 3 4 5

Approach - Are the conceptual or clinical framework, design,
method, and analyses adequately developed, well integrated, well 1 2 3 4 5
reasoned, and appropriate for the aims and hypotheses?

Innovation - Scientific basis for the hypotheses. Is the project
original and innovative? Does the project develop or employ novel

concepts, approaches, methodologies, tools or technologies for the 1 2 3 4 5
area?

Investigators - Are the investigators appropriately trained and well

suited to carry out the work proposed? Is the work proposed 1 2 3 4 5
appropriate to the experience level of the investigator(s)?

Environment - Does the scientific environment in which the work 1 > 3 4 5

will be done contribute to the probability of success?

Overall score (not necessarily the average of the 5 areas) _
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