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. EE&M ? filling the gaps?

. FEM (AL &P, a major leap in the field) ?

. BAFHE?

. BmEFH?
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1. #EMRTE AR
(1) a testable hypothesis
(11) of high significance

2. RBEMHEF] (RFFER)

3. FMIr EMAK AT FHRA

Adopted from Hossein Ardehali (2014) Circ Res. 2014;114:1231-1234.



A

A story that is easy to follow, even to someone
not familiar with the topic.

(1) Specific Aims . 2or3aims; not dependent on each other
(2) Significance /Innovation
(3) Approach ey -

Adopted from Hossein Ardehali (2014) Circ Res. 2014;114:1231-1234.
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II. The Significance /Innovation Section

(1) a comprehensive but succinct review of the literature
(“gaps in the field” to “a preview of the goals of the proposal”).

(2) Significance

(3) Innovation: (a) , (b)
(c) potential (clinical) implications

Adopted from Hossein Ardehali (2014) Circ Res. 2014;114:1231-1234.



Ill. The Approach Section
( 1) Preliminary Results (& #i6e5 » T4

( 2 ) Experimental Designs | )

Aim-1 . To determine or to elucidate (hypothesis
statement. (2 or 3 aims; not dependent on each
other)

Experimental design
Expected Results and Interpretation
Potential Problems and Alternative Strategies.

Adopted from Hossein Ardehali (2014) Circ Res. 2014;114:1231-1234.

(a)

(b)

Figures and tables that
summarize the results
should be included, but
if any of the results have
been published, it is
acceptable to reference
them.

If there are any
techniques that the
applicant is not familiar
with, a collaborator who
is familiar with the
method should be
recruited to serve on
the application.



- AENAEABTHHEE
Easy to read and understand.

1. Reviewers in general are busy.

2. Many of the reviewers may have expertise not related
to the subject of your application.

3. Abstract is crucial.

4. Make sure the application is structured well and does
not contain spelling and grammatical errors.

5. Including figures and flowcharts that summarize the
aims of the grant application.

6. Proofread the grant and ask colleagues to review it for
you.

Adopted from Hossein Ardehali (2014) Circ Res. 2014;114:1231-1234.
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*3L B &9 B 4%

*F A RE By R

*8 5 F R E- clarity of idea

*To B P &R

* B 402 B (potential difficulties and limitations )

*BEIR 3L X T 4K

*Z 8% /1 (Synergy)

* % 4 (Integration )

BT R (eg, Bt EXHA 7R BREENFR)
*3L B A 7% B R (cores)




Review Criteria for
Multi-Project Proposals

» Significance
 Investigators/Program Leadership

e Innovation

« Approach

e Environment
* Integration
« Cores

« 3 < # of PI
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