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OUTLINE
lHow does it go?
lWho are the reviewers?
lWhat are they after?
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How does it go? — It depends.

Grant Programs Reviewers Review Method Interview

Scientific Research (S) Broad Section 
Comprehensive 
Review

Yes

Scientific Research (A)

Medium-sized 
Section 

No

Challenging Research
(Pioneering)

Challenging Research
(Exploratory) Two-Stage Document 

ReviewScientific Research (B)
Basic Section

Scientific Research (C)
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Who are the reviewers? — It depends.
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https://www.jsps.go.jp/english/e-grants/data/09/2023/review_section_table_e.pdf
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My personal comments
lReviewers are not necessarily specialists of your 

research topic.
• If you write a grant proposal in the same way as you 

write a journal article, there is little chance that it will be 
accepted.

lWrite your proposal in an engaging and self-
contained way.
• It is no less important to fascinate non-specialists with 

your proposal.
lKnow thy readers!
• Take a close look at JSPS’s Review Section Table before 

you start writing your proposal.
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Assessment Criteria for 
Document Review
Scientific Research (S, A, B, C)
1. Academic Importance of Research Project 
2. Validity of Research Method
3. Appropriateness of Ability to Conduct Research 

and Research Environment 
Challenging Research (Pioneering, Exploratory)
1. Validity as Challenging Research  
2. Validity of Research Objective and Research Plan 
3. Appropriateness of Ability to Conduct Research
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My personal comments
lWrite your proposal in a self-contained way.
• Unless your points are made clear only by the 

application document, they will be evaluated to be 
unclear.

lIt is always a good idea to have your application 
read by someone from a different field within the 
relevant Review Section.

lSome reviewers may check Researchmap for 
further information, so always keep TRIOS up-to-
date.
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RECAP
lHow does it go?
• Depending on grant programs, the number and 

spectrum of reviewers vary, and so do review methods.

lWho are the reviewers?
• Reviewers are not necessarily specialists of your 

research topic.

lWhat are they after?
• All the reviewers are after the three assessment criteria, 

which you should highlight in your proposal. 
• Unless your points are made clear only by the 

application document, they will be evaluated to be 
unclear.
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