Review Form
2027 NTUST-CTU Collaborative Research Proposals
Project No:  ____
Project Title:  ____________________________________________________________
NTUST PI:  ____________________ 
CTU PI:  _______________________
· Please evaluate each category in the table below by assigning a raw score (1–10).
Each category carries a specific weight.
For each item, please indicate:
· the raw score (before weighting), and
· the weighted score (after applying the assigned weight).
· The maximum raw score for each category is 10.
To promote consistency across reviewers, please refer to the attached appendix, which outlines the detailed review criteria.
Range of Raw Scores
· Outstanding: 9–10
· Excellent: 7–8
· Good: 5–6
· Fair: 3–4
· Poor: 1–2
Evaluation Table  
	[bookmark: _Hlk226627764]Item
	Category
	Raw score
A (1–10)
	Weighting
 B
	Weighted score
A * B

	1
	Research Team Qualification
	
	20%
	

	2
	Originality and Merits in Scientific/Technology 
	
	30%
	

	3
	Quality of project and Appropriateness of Method
	
	30%
	

	4
	Expected Achievements and Contributions
	
	20%
	

	□8.5 and above : Highly recommended
□8.0-8.4 : Recommended
□7.0-7.9 : Slightly recommended           
□Below 7.0 : Not recommended
	Total score
(Sum of weighted scores)
	


· Reviewer’s Comments to the Committee：
(Please write your comments in the space below)









…………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………………
Appendix: Review Criteria
1) Qualification of the Research Team
Does the joint research team, when combining the expertise of NTUST and CTU members, possess sufficient breadth and depth to successfully conduct the proposed research? Will the team be fully committed to carrying out the project?
2) Originality and Scientific/Technological Merits
How important is the proposed research to advancing knowledge within or across fields?
Does the project have potential for innovation or development of new technologies?
To what extent does it explore original or creative ideas?
3) Quality of the Project and Appropriateness of the Methodology
How well-conceived and structured is the research plan?
Are the objectives and potential challenges clearly described?
Are the proposed methods appropriate for addressing the key issues?
4) Expected Achievements and Contributions
Will the project advance academic understanding or technological development in relevant fields?
Is there potential for high-quality publications (e.g., in high-impact journals)?
Will the project support industry or innovation in the Czech Republic and/or Taiwan?

※ Please treat the content of this proposal as confidential and adhere to relevant academic ethics.
Reviewer Name: __________________________________________
Date of Review: __________________________________________
