

ERP PRELIMINARY EXAM REVIEWER SCORE SHEET 
(Completed by Advisor following consultation with Committee)

Student Name: _________________________  Preliminary Exam Date: ________________

Advisor Name: _________________________

To be completed by advisor in consultation with thesis committee to provide feedback on PhD student’s preliminary document.  This form is excerpted from the NIH F31 grant proposal feedback document, and can be adapted as needed to suit other grant proposals.


1) Committee feedback on answers to written questions:
 
 
2) Committee feedback on oral responses to questions:



3) Overall Impact
Thesis committee members will provide an overall impact score to reflect their assessment of the likelihood that the proposed research will enhance the trainee’s potential for, and commitment to, a productive independent scientific research career in a health-related field, in consideration of the following scored and additional review criteria.

	Overall Impact/Merit Write a paragraph summarizing the factors that informed your Overall Impact score.

	



4) Review Criteria
Thesis committee members will consider both of the required review sections below to evaluate scientific and technical merit. 

	4a) Required review section:  Student 
Are the trainee’s academic record and research experience of high quality?  Does the trainee have the potential to develop into an independent and productive researcher? Does the trainee demonstrate commitment to a research career in the future? Does the trainee demonstrate a mastery of the literature surrounding the proposed research area?  

	Strengths
· 
Weaknesses
· 




	4b) Required review section: Research Training Plan
Is the proposed research project of high scientific quality, and is it well integrated with the proposed research training plan? Is the research project consistent with the trainee’s stage of research development? Is the proposed timeframe feasible to accomplish the proposed training? Are the proposed research questions, design, and methodology of significant scientific and technical merit?  Is the prior research that serves as the key support for the proposed project rigorous?  Has the trainee included plans to address weaknesses in the rigor of prior research that serves as the key support for the proposed project?  Has the trainee presented strategies to ensure a robust and unbiased approach, as appropriate for the work proposed?  Has the trainee presented adequate plans to address relevant biological variables, such as sex, for studies in vertebrate animals or human subjects?  

	Strengths
· 
Weaknesses
· 





Revised 09-24-2024		2

