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Similarity Check



Review Criteria 

Research Approach 

➢Is the research  fundamentally sound?

➢Is the experimental design clear & well-developed

➢Are the methods to be used current & appropriate?

➢Is the timeline realistic?

➢Is the PI/ team able to perform the study

➢Are there enough samples / patients?

➢Is the project cost justified / realistic?

➢Are potential problems & alternatives discussed?



Points to Consider 

✓How or Why Qs addressed? Why is this not applied research?

✓Don't simply cut budget

✓Make sure you have a grasp of the research question – seek opinion from 
others if no doubt (within ethical limit)

✓Google search alone is definitely not enough

✓Spend time understanding the concepts & proposed work to be done

✓Explain clearly why you think the proposal is not recommended or of 
lower rank than others

✓Be aware of conflicts of interest

✓At least 2 reviewers must be assigned to each proposal

✓When monitoring – look at the science first rather than the deliverables



Is FRGS for everyone?



Example 1: Assessment Criteria @ UM Level









Example: Summary of Assessment Criteria @ KPT Level (R)

➢ Not Recommended: One or more criteria 
less than 5)

➢ Recommended : All criteria must be ≥ 5

Rating Marking 
Criteria

Results

1 59% & below Not Recommended (NR)

2 60% - 64% Recommended (R)
(60% - 79%)

3 65% - 69%

4 70% - 74%

5 75% - 79%

6 80% - 84%

7 85% - 89% Highly Recommended (HR)
(85%-100%

8 90% - 94%

9 95% - 99%

10 100%



Example 2: Evaluation @ KPT Level (R)







Example 3: Evaluation @ KPT Level (NR)










