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This form is only applicable for applications in the domain Health Research and Development (ZonMw). Only applications submitted before 12 September 2024, 14:00 hr CE(S)T, by uploading the form in My ZonMw, will be accepted. Please note that additional administrative details, including the abstract and the budget, have to be entered in My ZonMw before submitting your proposal.

In this application form the information on rules, conditions and guidelines (‘Explanatory notes’) are embedded in the form. Please expand the ‘Explanatory Notes’ for information on terms, conditions and requirements. PLEASE MAKE SURE THE NOTES ARE COLLAPSED AND NOT VISIBLE IN THE FINAL VERSION OF THE SUBMITTED PDF.
Note: on Apple computers the rules and guidelines can be made visible by selecting “Outline” under the “View” tab in Word. Also, the rules and guidelines are automatically visible when you open the form in Google docs.

← Expand for General Explanatory Notes

 
    General Explanatory notes

· The requested font is Calibri, black, 9.5 point font size. Only the references to the literature may be given in 9 point. Use line spacing 1 (single line spacing) with margins of 2,5 cm.
· Word counts include all text, including text in tables and figures. Exceptions are explicitly mentioned.
· Provide only the requested information. When asked for personal details, mention initials and last name, and refrain from mentioning first name(s), to avoid gender bias.
· Please make sure the Explanatory notes are not visible in the PDF version of your application. In order to achieve this you may either remove the Explanatory note text boxes, or collapse the Explanatory notes in the word document before converting to PDF.
· Do not mention H-indexes, impact factors, or any type of metric that refers to outlet-impact (see guidelines for the use of quality indicators in notes section 3).
· When writing your proposal, take into account that it will be read by experts as well as by a broadly composed assessment committee within your chosen domain.

[bookmark: Guidelines_hyperlinks]Guidelines for the use of hyperlinks

· The addition of hyperlinks to URLs is prohibited in all sections of the application except for the Key Output (section 3c). Note that some URLs will become active hyperlinks again when converting the document to pdf. To prevent this from happening, remove the 'https' affix. 
· In section 3c you may use only one URL with hyperlink per output item, on the condition that it links directly to               the output item. This hyperlink should preferably be in the form of a persistent identifier (e.g., a DOI). 


Before completing the grant application proposal form, please study the information and guidelines provided in the explanatory notes provided throughout the form and the ZonMw Open Competition Call for proposals 2024 and the Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ). You can download these texts from the Open Competition website or in Mijn ZonMw. The original Dutch-language text of the call is the authoritative version. Where the English-language text is open to a different interpretation, no additional rights may be derived from it.

Please note that PDF format is required for the documents. In order to process the application data properly, all submitted PDF files must be free of security locks and bookmarks. If you do not know how to convert your application to PDF format, allow extra time to get help from your institution’s computer support department or from the application system help desk (see below). To fill out the application form, you are free to use programs other than Word (e.g., LaTeX), as long as you preserve the form’s overall structure and lay-out.
Please submit your proposal application form and other optional documents (e.g., financial letters of commitment) electronically, at the Appendices section in the Mijn ZonMw system (https://mijn.zonmw.nl/). See website for available template and Call for proposals 2024 for detailed instructions. 

Note that the My ZonMw platform may use a session timeout. Save your application data regularly and avoid long sessions with periods of inactivity.

The deadline for submitting your proposal application (i.e., the proposal application form) is 12th of September 2024, 14:00 hrs (Central European Summer Time). This means that you must have filled out all the information fields, uploaded all the documents, and have clicked the ‘submit’ button before 14:00 hrs (CEST). Applications received after the deadline are automatically disqualified.

Complete the application entirely in English. Do not exceed the stated maximum number of words given for each section of the form. If you exceed the stated maximum number of words, or if you fail to provide the necessary documents, your application may be disqualified from the competition.

If you have any questions about the application form or application process, please do not hesitate to contact the program team via opencompetitie@zonmw.nl. Contact details can also be found in the Call for proposals.  

You will receive a confirmation of the eligibility of your submission —i.e., whether it complies with all formal requirements— within approximately two weeks after the submission deadline. Please make sure that you can be contacted by ZonMw within this period after submission of your full proposal, in case you are required to make any corrections to your proposal for eligibility reasons.

For any technical questions regarding submission, please contact the ZonMw helpdesk:
Mijn ZonMw: servicedesk@zonmw.nl or +31 70 349 51 78.

2


1. Research Proposal

← Expand for Explanatory Notes on section 1

Notes 1b. Description of the proposed research

Describe the proposed research as accurately as you can within the stated maximum number of pages and words adhering to the margins and font size. 

The maximum is no more than 8 pages single-sided A4. This maximum includes all information used in section 1b (1b1 – 1b4). including figures, in-text references, footnotes, figure captions and tables. Section 1b4 (Methodology) should consist of at least 400 words within these 8 pages. The page count does not include the reference list in 1f.

Include a description of the overall aim, key objectives, and the research plan. These sections must at least contain a description of:

1b1. Problem definition and relevance 
Explain the relevance of the project in relation to the objectives of the ZonMw Open Competition:
· Originality and innovative (ground breaking) character of the research plan;
· Scientific and societal relevance and challenges, urgency;
· Team science: new synergistic and creative collaboration between research groups in their composition and approach (see Call for proposals section 5.1). The members of the team have not yet collaborated or published together on this topic. 

1b2. Overall aim/key objectives/hypothesis including:
· Clear and concise description of the project aims in relation to the main research question;
· High innovative value in terms of scientific content;
· Original research question with the potential to make a groundbreaking contribution to science;
· Integrates all perspectives relevant to the central research question. The potential of the project as a whole clearly exceeds the sum of its parts.

1b3. Research plan
· Focused, optimally cohesive and effective plan of approach;
· Methodology/techniques as well as (statistical) analyses intended to answer the research questions, including power calculations and statistical support where applicable;
· Specific attention is requested for the consideration of sex, gender and diversity in the design, execution, analysis and reporting of results; 
· General timetable/timeline over the grant period;
· Feasibility, risk analysis with discussion of possible pitfalls and solutions/backup plans.

1b4. Methodology (min. 400 words within the maximum of 8 pages)
Please refer to reporting standards of your field(s) to rigorously describe the methodology. You may use existing reporting guidelines as inspiration to tailor this section to the needs of your proposal: https://www.equator-network.org/reporting-guidelines/

In general, include at least:
· The type of research - e.g., qualitative and/or quantitative;
· Core components of the study design;
· Power calculation (where applicable) including statistical methods and substantiation, theoretical and/or empirical arguments;
· Data characteristics, including sample size, inclusion and exclusion criteria, potential bias and confounders;
· Method of data collection and outcomes;
· Data analysis and (statistical) tools used;
· Solidity of the methodology/techniques intended to apply to answer research questions (e.g., the validity (internal/external), reliability (accuracy) and reproducibility);
· A clear description of how sex, gender and diversity (ethnicity, age, SES and sexual orientation) will be taken into account in the design, implementation, analysis and reporting of results. If certain forms of diversity are not relevant to the proposed research or if it is not practically possible to take differences between subgroups into account, this should be clearly substantiated.


Notes 1c. Investment module (optional)

If applied for, please describe the importance and relevance of the investment module for your project, using max. 1000 words.

Address the following aspects (see also section 5.2 Call for Proposals): 
· Importance and urgency of the investment to this proposal and research in the relevant field;
· The proposed equipment/facility, technical feasibility and extent to which it is technologically innovative;
· Quality and competence of the research team in relation to the investment module;
· Local (and national) interest and access;
· Environment and implementation of the investment;
· Surrounding infrastructure;
· Continuation of the investment after the grant period;
· Contribution of the investment to technical or other innovation in industry or society at large;
· Contribution to major scientific, technological or social changes as a result of the use of the investment;
· A plan to transfer results of the use of the facility to potential users.


Notes 1d. Knowledge utilisation and participation

Please describe your project’s potential for knowledge utilisation, using max. 1000 words.

Provide a concise description of the envisioned and expected knowledge utilization and impact of the research, both at a scientific and a societal level. Describe how you will involve the relevant stakeholders (participation).

Researchers funded by NWO for non-programmed research have the freedom to explore fundamental questions that may not immediately align with industry or societal needs, or other academic disciplines. However, many of such research projects have successfully contributed to advancements beyond their own field, sometimes having a significant impact over time. NWO encourages researchers to thoughtfully consider knowledge utilisation and, where possible, to outline concrete plans for how their findings might benefit broader areas.

The Dutch National Research Agenda (https://wetenschapsagenda.nl/) can be a source of inspiration for the description of the potential for knowledge utilisation of your proposed research. The routes within the Agenda can inspire researchers and help them to pinpoint the potential importance of their research for other scientific disciplines as well as for society and to make this tangible. 

When filling out this section, consider the three focal points of the program in terms of potential and implementation and the period over which utilisation is expected to occur:
1) Knowledge utilisation in science, widely projecting; 
· Involving, informing and integrating new knowledge, results and insights in various scientific disciplines, both nationally and internationally; 
· Participation to nurture research creativity and to strengthen quality is part of the strategy;
· Possibilities for dissemination via Open Science strategies;
· Sharing knowledge gained from the investment module (if applicable).

2) Knowledge utilisation to facilitate innovation development and valorisation: 
· A clear vision, including concrete and feasible plans, on the potential impact, applications and further development in areas within and outside science, even if this is a longer term perspective; 
· Opportunities for valorisation are explored.

3) Knowledge utilisation aimed at the practice, education, policy, industry and society in general:
· Informing and implementing knowledge and results among parties involved and relevant for the project. Examples of parties are patients and practitioners organisations and professionals; policy and education; cultural institutions; industry; citizens as a broad group with possible focus on certain focus groups;
· Early involvement of these stakeholders, users and end-users in order to achieve creative and inclusive science, results and implementation;
· Research activities that pre-empt and address ethical, legal and social implications or aspects of emerging sciences, ideals and foundations and possible societal debates.

For further information on knowledge utilisation see the NWO website on Knowledge Utilisation.


Notes 1e. Description of the research team  

Please describe the quality of the proposed research team in narrative form, using max. 1000 words. Detailed individual information of the main and co-applicants should be provided in section 3 Biosketches. 

See also Call for proposals section 2.2 and 5.2. Address the following aspects: 
· Why this specific research group is new and ideally suited to carry out the proposed research;
· Team science: synergistic and innovative collaboration between research groups in their approach;
· In what way your individual research lines complement each other and is synergistic as a whole;
· The composition of the team is optimal and tailored to the content and execution of the proposed research project;
· Synergistic composition and complementarity in (technical) skills and expertise of the research team, at group and individual level, and the elements that make it innovative and creative;
· Description of the individual roles in research as well as management, education/training and knowledge utilisation. Specific attention is requested for inclusivity, for example with respect to level of seniority, gender and ethnic diversity.
· The team includes researchers with a strong (inter)national scientific position. These expert and innovative researchers are able to make a profound and unique contribution to the development of their field(s);
· The team's main applicant has proven skills in leading and inspiring teams and collaborations, and forms a well-balanced team with the other team members.

Please use this section to list all members of the research team, including co-applicants, consortium partners, and advisors. Be sure to include any individuals or organizations relevant to your project proposal, such as communication and implementation specialists or patient organisations.

Please note that the committee does not evaluate individual CVs but instead assesses the overall appropriateness of the researchers and other involved individuals as a whole.


1a. Title
Please use the exact same title here as in My ZonMw.

1b. Description of the proposed research 
Please see Explanatory notes section 1b for further explanations on the required content.

1b1. Problem definition and relevance

1b2. Overall aim and key objectives 

1b3. Research plan

1b4. Methodology (min. 400 words)

Total page count total 1b (1b1, 1b2, 1b3, 1b4): ____________ pages (max. 8 pages)
Word count section 1b4: ______________ words (min. 400 words within the max. 8 pages)


1c. Investment module (optional)
Please see Explanatory notes section 1c for further explanations on the required content.

Word count section 1c: ______________ words (max. 1000 words)


1d. Knowledge utilisation and participation
Please see Explanatory notes section 1d for further explanations on the required content.

Word count section 1d: ______________ words (max. 1000 words)


1e. Description of the research team
Please see Explanatory notes section 1e for further explanations on the required content.

Word count section 1e: ______________ words (max. 1000 words)


1f. Literature references
Please list all relevant literature used in your research proposal and include full bibliographical details. References may not be used to provide additional information regarding your own contribution in any way. (Calibri, font size 9)

[bookmark: _Hlk96088392]2. Data management

← Expand for Explanatory notes on section 2

Notes 2. Data management

Responsible data management is integral to good research. For the collection/generation of data and the analysis of this data, timely measures need to be taken to ensure the storage and later reuse of the data. This means that prior to the start of the research project researchers must ascertain a) which data could be relevant and b) how these data could be stored so that the data are accessible for reuse. After a proposal has been awarded funding, a detailed data management plan (DMP) must be created, ensuring all research data is findable, accessible, interoperable, and reusable (FAIR).

NWO and ZonMw promote good data management by asking researchers to make all relevant research data findable, accessible, interoperable and reusable (FAIR). Therefore, in the data management section, researchers are asked to consider how the collected data can be ordered and categorised such that it can be made freely available – before their research starts. Researchers will often need to take measures for data management during data production and analysis. NWO defines 'data' broadly, including raw and processed digital and non-digital forms (e.g., samples, questionnaires, recordings). 

NWO only requires the storage of data that are relevant for reuse. NWO assumes that within disciplines there are widely held opinions about which data are relevant for storage and reuse. Research Data Netherlands offers a https://researchdata.nl/en/services/datamanagement/ for selecting data eligible for archiving. Research results should be stored for long-term retrieval and reuse by various researchers. The operating principle is that all stored data are, in principle, freely accessible and that access is only limited if required for reasons such as privacy, public security, ethical limitations, property rights or commercial interests.

Data management costs are eligible for funding and should be included in the project budget. Important factors that determine the costs are: 
-	the type of data; 
-	the capacity needed for storage and backup; 
- 	the amount of manual work needed to allocate metadata and the compilation of other documentation such as codebooks and the queries used in the statistical package; 
-	the extent to which the data needs to be protected; 
-	the hiring of external data management expertise or other expertise.

With the data management section NWO mainly wants to raise awareness about the importance of responsible data management. The section is therefore not included in a committee's decision about whether or not a proposal should be awarded funding. NWO does, however, submit this section to the committee and referees for advice. After a proposal has been awarded funding, the researcher should elaborate this section into a DMP.




2.1. Will data be collected or generated that are suitable for reuse? 
☐	Yes: Then answer questions 2 to 4.
☐	No: Then explain why the research will not result in reusable data or in data that cannot be stored or data that for other reasons are not relevant for reuse. 

2.2. Where will the data be stored during the research? 

2.3. After the project has been completed, how will the data be stored for the long-term and made available for use by third parties? To whom will the data be accessible?

2.4. Which facilities (ICT1, (secure) archive, refrigerators or legal expertise) do you expect will be needed for the storage of data during and after the research? Are these facilities available?


ICT facilities for data storage are considered to be facilities such as data storage capacity, bandwidth for data transport and calculating power for data processing.


3. Individual biographical sketch

← Expand for Explanatory Notes on section 3

Notes 3. Biosketches

Please provide a biosketch for each (main and co-) applicant. Please start each biosketch on a new page.


Notes 3a. Personal details

Please provide only the details requested and applicable to your situation. Other information regarding training and work history that may be relevant can be placed under section 3b.


Notes 3b. Academic profile

· The word count (minimum 250 and maximum 600 words) includes all text used in section 3b, including – but not limited to – footnotes, text in figures, figure captions and tables
· References are not allowed in this section
· No hyperlinks are allowed, as stated in the general notes

Provide a focused description of your academic profile in narrative form. Please address your research focus, research agenda and vision – focus on how you achieved this (other than output). You can describe your position in the (inter)national academic field, your motivation for conducting research and for this project in particular, and the academic and societal potential of your work and your leadership in academia.

The relevant elements in the description of your academic achievements depend on the particular field and on your personal situation. In some cases, it may be relevant to also specify commercial contributions. 

Examples of topics you may address are listed below. This list is meant as inspiration. You do not need to address all these topics and may choose to include others. Note: a narrative is requested rather than a list of items. For readability we suggest you use headers:
· Lines of (independent) research;
· Theoretical and/or methodological contributions;
· Collaborations with industry or other stakeholders; with other (interdisciplinary) research groups
· Networking capabilities;
· International orientation and activities;
· Conference participation and organisation;
· Educational activities, e.g., the connection of research and education;
· Supervision of students, academic and non-academic staff;
· Relevance of research results and their position relative to societal topics;
· Societal impact e.g., creation of new policy;
· Knowledge utilisation, outreach, popularisation and public engagement;
· Good research practice;
· Membership of scientific boards, editorial boards, and committees;
· Invited lectures;
· Prizes, awards and grants, and how the opportunities offered by grant(s) were used*;
· Interdisciplinary activities;
· Administrative and managerial tasks;
· Contributions to (FAIR) open data and open science;
· Motivation for doing research in general and this project in particular.

Please note that the focus of section 3b is not on publications nor on output indicators, as output can be addressed in section 3c. You are only allowed to refer to the output items you also mention in section 3c: in that case you must refer to the number of output item as it is listed under 3c. Do not refer to any additional publications, publication metrics, or expected/future output and do not mention total numbers of publications. see also ‘guidelines for the use of quality indicators’ below.

* You may not mention lists or total numbers of grants or prizes, nor the total acquired sum. In case you mention specific prizes or grants, you must provide context, e.g., by describing how the opportunities offered by the grant or prize were used.

Guidelines for the use of quality indicators
All types of quality indicators may be stated, as long as they only relate to a single output item. Indicators that do not satisfy this guideline are excluded. This means that you may not mention H-indexes, impact factors, or any type of metric that refers to the journal, publisher or publication platform, rather than to the individual output item. References to journal or publisher reputation (e.g. terms such as ‘top journal’) are not allowed either; the scientific content of a paper is much more important than publication metrics or the identity of the journal in which it was published. You may not mention lists or total numbers of publications, grants or prizes, nor the total acquired sum. In case you mention specific prizes or grants you must provide context, e.g. by describing how the opportunities offered by the grant or prize were used. You may consider a broad range of impact measures directly related to the output item, including qualitative indicators of research impact, such as influence on policy and practice. You are encouraged to provide context for each motivation to support the assessment. 


Notes 3c. Key output

· Min 200 - max 350 words including max. 5 items. The word count includes all text used in section 3c, except the output titles and references to the output items.
· Per output item, provide one reference using the conventions applicable to your field and a motivation for the selection of each of these items: how does this output show your abilities/qualities as a researcher and/or how is it related to the ZonMw Open Competitie project.
· For journal publications, book publications, and where possible all other output, provide the following information: the author(s) in the order as published, date, title of the publication, journal or series in which the publication appeared, volume, page numbers, and (if applicable) publisher and place. Do not use “et al.”, so committee members and referees can see your position in the author list. If the author list is exceptionally long, please clarify your position in the author list by stating your position number of the total number of authors directly after your name in the author list. In this case, the list of authors does not have to be written out in full.
· In section 3c you may use only one hyperlink per output item (URL), on the condition that it links directly and uniquely to the output item. 
· Please make sure that the hyperlink is not active. Converting a document to pdf may automatically turn all non-active hyperlinks into active hyperlinks. In order to prevent this from happening, please remove https:// and/or www. This hyperlink should preferably be in the form of a persistent identifier (e.g., a DOI).
· Please number your items consecutively and mark key items directly relevant to the proposed research with an “S” (the S stands for significant). Mark open output, e.g., open access publications, open access databases and open source software, with “O”. Output marked “O” must be freely accessible worldwide at least from the time of the full proposal deadline forward.
· Where available add to the reference a Digital Object Identifier (DOI), arXiv ID, handle, or other standard persistent identifier that uniquely links to your key output item. Do not use links to (personal) webpages.
· Briefly motivate your selection of key output, describing your individual contribution to the research or output, the significance of this work for your application and profile, and its impact on your scientific field and beyond. Note that your motivation may not include any mention of other publications by the applicant.
· All types of quality indicators may be stated, as long as they only relate to a single output item. Indicators that do not satisfy this guideline are excluded. This means that you may not mention H-indexes, impact factors, or any type of metric that refers to the journal, publisher or publication platform, rather than to the individual output item. Use our ‘guidelines for the use of quality indicators’ above.

The choice of which articles and other output to include on this form is your own. You are encouraged to consider a broad range of output types. This may include, but is not limited to: refereed articles, non-refereed articles, letters (to editors), books, book chapters, pre-prints, patents, working papers, proceedings, conference reports, (open) software, code and open access research data. You may mention all types of output that occur in your field (with a maximum of 5 items in total). 

Do not refer to publications that are still in preparation or under review. Do not use the term “forthcoming” (or any derivative thereof) as its meaning is ambiguous. Note that book contracts are not considered unconditionally accepted publications and thus may not be mentioned, unless the definitive version of the book manuscript has been unconditionally approved by the publisher.

Clearly indicate the status of the publication: only mention publications that have actually been published, are in print (which implies that you are able to mention page numbers or a DOI), are unconditionally accepted, or are available as pre-print in an open archive with identifier (DOI, arXiv id, handle, or other standard persistent identifiers). For a list of pre-print servers, see: https://asapbio.org/preprint-servers.

In the motivation for the choice of output, reference can be made to certain quality indicators, but not to additional output. The guideline for these indicators is as follows: all types of quality indicators may be stated, as long as they only relate to a single output item. 

Both quantitative and qualitative indicators that satisfy this guideline are permitted. For instance, the number of times a dataset is downloaded may be stated, or the impact of a certain article on policy. NWO and ZonMw encourage stating several quality indicators per output, so for example the use of the results presented in professional practice as well as a sentiment analysis of the citations or the number of citations for that one output. It is therefore possible to state the article was cited exceptionally often or has led to changes in textbooks but also, for example, that this collaboration resulted in a successful H2020 application. Applicants are requested to motivate why the chosen indicators are relevant: how do the indicators chosen in this specific case provide insight into the quality of the work and/or the applicant?

ZonMw may request proof of the status of your output.
The committee ZonMw Open Competition will be asked to ignore any mention of output that does not meet the guidelines.


3a. Personal details/Education/Training
· Titles(s), initial(s), first name, surname:
· Current position:

Doctorate/PhD (‘Promotie’)
· University/College of Higher Education:
· Date (dd/mm/yy):
· Supervisor (‘Promotor’):
· Title of thesis:
· If applicable: registration as a specialist (dd/mm/yy):
· If applicable: medical specialty:


3b. Academic profile
Provide a focused overview of your academic achievements, research focus, research agenda, position in your (inter)national academic field, motivation, and the academic and societal potential of your work. Follow our guidelines for the use of quality indicators, Explanatory Notes section 3. 


Word count section 3b: ______________ words (min 250 - max. 600 words)


3c. Key Output
Provide the references to your key output (max. 5 items), and a brief motivation for the selection of each of these. Please number the items consecutively. You are allowed to use one hyperlink per item that refers directly to the output (e.g. a DOI), see guidelines of the use of hyperlinks in the General Explanatory Notes. Also follow our guidelines for the use of quality indicators, see Explanatory Notes for section 3. 
You may list max. 5 key output items and motivate the items using min. 200 – max. 350 words (excl. output titles and references to the output). Combining motivations is allowed, but it must be clear which key output is involved.

Key output 1
Mark: S/O
Open Access: Yes/No
	Reference:

	URL:

	Type: Choose an output type

	Quality indicators:
1) Choose an indicator 
2) Optional: choose a second indicator
3) Optional: choose a third indicator


Motivation: 

Key output 2											       
Mark: S/O
Open Access: Yes/No
	Reference:

	URL:

	Type: Choose an output type

	Quality indicators:
1) Choose an indicator 
2) Optional: choose a second indicator
3) Optional: choose a third indicator


Motivation: 




Key output 3	
Mark: S/O
Open Access: Yes/No						       
	Reference:

	URL:

	Type: Choose an output type

	Quality indicators:
1) Choose an indicator 
2) Optional: choose a second indicator
3) Optional: choose a third indicator


Motivation: 

Key output 4	
Mark: S/O
Open Access: Yes/No							       
	Reference:

	URL:

	Type: Choose an output type

	Quality indicators:
1) Choose an indicator 
2) Optional: choose a second indicator
3) Optional: choose a third indicator


Motivation: 

Key output 5	
Mark: S/O
Open Access: Yes/No
	Reference:

	URL:

	Type: Choose an output type

	Quality indicators:
1) Choose an indicator 
2) Optional: choose a second indicator
3) Optional: choose a third indicator


Motivation: 


Min. 200 – max. 350 words, including max 5 items, excl. output titles and references to the output. 

Word count section 3c: ______________ words (min. 200 – max. 350 words)



4. Rebuttal letter to committee advice preproposal

← Expand for Explanatory Notes on section 4

Notes 4 Rebuttal letter

The requested font is Calibri, black, 9.5 point font size. Only the references to the literature may be given in 8.5 point. Use line spacing 1 (single line spacing) with margins of 2,5 cm.

· Write a point-by-point rebuttal letter to the comments of the committee
· Structure your rebuttal using the provided headings below
· Use brief and concise sentences to avoid repetition with the proposal. You can refer to the Case-ID of the reviewer and the criterion and to specific paragraphs in the full proposal form
· Please ensure that the rebuttal letter does not exceed 1.5 A4 pages.

· Relevance (contribution to program objectives)
· Research plan
· Research team
· Other (i.e. investment module)
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