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	Date:

	Position:
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2. Project Applicant’s Information
	Personal Information of Applicants

	Title, Name, and Surname:

	Employer at:


	Address for correspondence
	Phone Number(Whatsapp-Telegram)
	E-mail(s)

	
	
	

	Graduation from
	Year
	Expertise field

	B.Sc.
	
	
	

	M.Sc
	
	
	

	PhD.
	
	
	

	Academic Profiles
	Link

	Google Scholar
	

	ORCID
	

	SCOPUS Author ID:
	

	WoS Researcher ID:
	



3. Project Information
	Project Title: 

	Abstract:


	Keywords of the Project:



4. Evaluation in Detail
	Overall Proposal Evaluation:
	

	Originality and Scientific Impact:
	

	Methodology Evaluation:
	

	Realistic Project Management Timeline:
Success and Risk Management:
	

	Project Leader’s Academic Qualification:
	

	Budget and Justification:
	

	Other:
	



5. Overall Evaluation
	Cretaria
	Evaluation Scale

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	1. The project is found to be effective, doable, and contributive. 
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝

	2. The objectives of the project are achievable. 
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝

	3. The project's methodology is effective in reaching outcomes.
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝

	4. The project management plan is well organized. 
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝

	5. The project timeline is reasonable. 
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝

	6. The project’s Plan B is applicable based on Risk evaluation.
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝

	7. The Project’s leader’s academic qualifications. 
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝

	8. The budget and its justification are realistic and achievable.
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
	⃝
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⃝ The budget and its justification are realistic and well-aligned with project needs.
⃝ The research team has adequate expertise and experience.
⃝ The project is expected to produce significant academic, scientific, or societal impact.

	⃝
	Sent back to the applicant
	⃝ Clarifications are needed in the research objectives or scope.
⃝ The methodology requires minor improvements or additional justification.
⃝ The budget details or cost justifications are incomplete or unclear.
⃝ The timeline needs to be adjusted to ensure feasibility.
⃝ Required documents or administrative information are missing or need correction.
⃝ 
⃝
⃝

	⃝
	Rejected
	⃝ The research proposal lacks originality or scientific merit.
⃝ The methodology is inappropriate, weak, or not feasible.
⃝ The budget is unrealistic or insufficiently justified.
⃝ The project objectives are unclear or not aligned with the program’s priorities.
⃝The proposal does not demonstrate sufficient potential impact or sustainability.
⃝
⃝
⃝
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