US Military Cancer Institute/NCI Collaborative Research Program
Protocol Evaluation Criteria
1. Significance:

Does this study address an important scientific question?

Is this study likely to lead to significant findings if successful?

Will the study have any potential effects on the concepts, methods, and prevention/control/treatment of cancer? 

Score:  ____ (Range: 1 (outstanding), 2 (excellent), 3 (good), 4 (fair), 5 (unacceptable) )
2. Approach

Are the study hypotheses and rationale well developed?

Are the study design and analytical plan well described and integrated into the study aims?

Are the research methods well developed?

Is the proposed plan feasible?

Does the investigator(s) acknowledge potential limitations and consider alternative methods or tactics?  

Score:  ____ (Range: 1 (outstanding), 2 (excellent), 3 (good), 4 (fair), 5 (unacceptable) )

3. Innovation:

Is the study original or just a slight extension of previous research?
Does the study address an innovative hypothesis?

Does this study employ any novel concepts, approaches, or methodologies?

Score:  ____ (Range: 1 (outstanding), 2 (excellent), 3 (good), 4 (fair), 5 (unacceptable) )

4. Investigators:

Do the PI and the collaborators have relevant experience and expertise in the fields related to the study?

Score:  ____ (Range: 1 (outstanding), 2 (excellent), 3 (good), 4 (fair), 5 (unacceptable) )

5. Military relevance:

Will the findings from this study have direct effects on the prevention and control of cancer in the military or will increase the knowledge that will eventually contribute to the prevention and control of cancer in the military? 

Score:  ____ (Range: 1 (outstanding), 2 (excellent), 3 (good), 4 (fair), 5 (unacceptable) )
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