	
	 
	



Application form: GRIOS call for systematic reviews on Open Science
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APPLICATION TEMPLATE
GRIOS CALL FOR EVIDENCE SYNTHESIS ON OPEN SCIENCE
The Application Template should be filled in a .docx template and submitted as a .pdf file on SmartSimple: https://esf.smartsimple.ie

· Review Topic addressed (Refer to the Guidelines for Applicants, “Objective” section).
[Enter your response here]

· Project Title
[Enter your response here]

· Lead Applicant
[Enter your name, affiliation and position here]

· Proposed Project Duration
(Max.12 months unless otherwise specified) 
[Enter proposed project duration here]

· Proposed Total Budget
[Enter proposed total budget here]




Instructions
Before completing this form, please read the following guidelines carefully — along with the Guidelines for Applicants document — to ensure your proposal meets all eligibility requirements. 
Formatting and content
· Complete the form in English.
· Keep all given headings; you may add subheadings within sections if needed.
· Respect the word limitations and add the word count after each section, as indicated. The word limitations do not include the guiding questions.
· Do not use footnotes. Instead, include hyperlinks and references in the running text and list all references in section 7. References.
· Do not mention the h-index, journal impact factors, or any type of metric that refers to personal, journal, publisher or platform reputation. 
Saving your file
· Save the completed application form as a PDF;
· Ensure the PDF content can be processed as text (for example, text search is possible). Scanned images are not accepted;
· Do not password-protect the PDF file. 
Submitting your file
· Submit your application through the SmartSimple platform: https://esf.smartsimple.ie 
· Refer to the SmartSimple platform user guide instructions in Annex 2 for creating a new account and logging in. 
· Applications submitted after the deadline will not be considered. 


1. Scope and objectives (max. 300 words)
Describe the conceptual framework/rationale, scope, and the primary and secondary objectives of your proposal. Also indicate where relevant:
· Any parts of the call requirements that you consider not feasible or that you think should be approached differently. 
· Any important aspects or considerations that are missing from the call requirements, but you think should be included.  

[Enter your response here]
Word count:   /300

2. Approach and methodology (max 1400 words in total)
Refer to the Guidelines for Applicants for scope and methodological requirements. 
2.1 Outline the approach and methodology you will use, covering the following (max 1000 words): 
· What evidence synthesis methodology to be used (e.g., scoping review, systematic review, meta-analysis where relevant). 
· What are the inclusion and exclusion criteria, including but not limited to the following:
· What time period will the review cover?
· What geographic scope will be considered (global, regional, specific countries)?
· Which languages will be covered? How will non-English studies be identified, screened, and, where necessary, translated?
· What disciplines or sectors are included or excluded?
· As indicated in the Guidelines, the review should be as exhaustive as possible and include, if appropriate, peer-reviewed academic literature, preprints and grey/policy literature. What types of literature will be included (academic, policy reports, grey literature, etc.)? Please justify any restrictions on types of sources used.
· What information sources and search strategy will be used? (possible key areas, process, etc)
· What databases and sources will be searched? 
· A brief description of the search strings to be used and/or the method used to develop the search strategy.
· What software will be used? 
· How will the selection process of articles be conducted (number of reviewers, procedures)?
· How will data collection process of articles be conducted (number of reviewers, procedures)?
· What data extraction protocol will be used?
· What data items will be extracted, including outcomes and other variables?
· How will quality assessment or risk-of-bias evaluation be performed (if applicable)?
· How will the evidence be synthesized (narrative synthesis, meta-analysis, mapping review, etc.)
· Use of AI (if applicable): If AI is to be used in the conduct of the review, please specify the approach and provide evidence of its validity. Note that GRIOS conducts state-of-the-art reviews and does not aim to develop new evidence synthesis tools. Any AI-based approach must be justified according to established best practices, with clear criteria demonstrating its validity.

[Enter here the approach and methodology you will use]
Word count:   /1000

2.2 Embedding Open Science practices (max 400 words)
Refer to the Guidelines for Applicants for Open Science practice requirements. 
· Describe how you will embed Open Science principles into your work, which practices you will implement and how. 
· State in advance whether reporting and/or conducting guidelines will be applied, and, if so, specify which ones.
· Explain how you plan to address the use of open versus proprietary data sources. 

[Enter your Open Science practices description here]
Word count:   /400



3. Team composition, expertise, tasks and responsibilities (max 400 words)
Provide a summary of the team members assigned to this project, their key roles and responsibilities in carrying out the work. Describe their relevant expertise with systematic reviews, evidence synthesis, the specific Open Science topic, and translating scientific evidence into policy-relevant messages. 
	Name 
	Affiliation
	Expertise
	Tasks and responsibilities

	[Enter name]
	[Enter affiliation]
	[Enter expertise]
	[Enter tasks & responsibilities]

	[Enter name]
	[Enter affiliation]
	[Enter expertise]
	[Enter tasks & responsibilities]

	[Enter name]
	[Enter affiliation]
	[Enter expertise]
	[Enter tasks & responsibilities]

	[Enter name]
	[Enter affiliation]
	[Enter expertise]
	[Enter tasks & responsibilities]

	…
	…
	…
	…



Give examples of any similar pieces of work your team has conducted – especially those which included systematic reviews, meta-analyses, scoping reviews, rapid reviews, umbrella reviews and other structured approaches in the domain of Open Science. Provide links to any relevant public documents, as appropriate.
NB: Refrain from using references to the h-index, the Journal impact factor or any type of metric that refers to personal, journal, publisher or platform reputation when describing the expertise of the team. 

[Describe examples of similar work conducted by your team here]
Word count:   /400

4. Work Plan (max. 500 words)
Describe the feasibility and relevance of the workplan for achieving the project’s objectives. Cover the main phases of the project (such as protocol development, search, screening, synthesis, reporting, etc), the indicative timeline for each phase and the milestones and deliverables planned.
Identify any project risks and the corresponding mitigation plans. Specifically, assess the risk of insufficient literature to carry out a meaningful review, and propose mitigation actions — for example, a possible reformulation of the project after the initial collection of publications, should the available literature not be rich enough.

[Describe your work plan here]
Word count:   /500


5. Communication and Dissemination Plan (max. 400 words)
Outline a communication and dissemination plan for the results of the work, including public interventions. The communications deliverables should include at least the following:
· A summary for policymakers or policy brief summarising the results and possible implications for policy-makers
· Visual materials communicating the main findings to a non-specialist audience (e.g. fact sheets, graphs, schemas)

[Provide a communication and dissemination outline here]
Word count:   /400

6. Budget breakdown (no word limitation)
Provide a short budget breakdown to show how the financing will match your schedule and objectives and justify the budget requested (see table below). 
	Budget Item 
	Day rate 
	Number of days 
	Total cost (EUR)

	Personnel costs 
	
	
	

	Material 
	
	
	

	Other (please specify) 
	
	
	

	
	
	
	

	Total costs 
	
	
	




7. References (max 400 words)
This section may only contain a list of references. 
[Add any references here]



8. Declaring the use of Generative Artificial Intelligence (GAI) in the writing of the application
Please indicate whether you have used any generative Artificial Intelligence tools in writing this application.
Option A – No generative AI used
	I declare that I have not used any generative artificial intelligence (GAI) tools in the context of this application.
	☐


Option B – Generative AI used 
	I declare that I have used one or more generative artificial intelligence (GAI) tools (e.g., ChatGPT, Gemini, Copilot, DALL·E, DeepL, Consensus App, etc.) for one or more of the tasks listed below. Please indicate which tasks apply.
	☐

	Task
	 Check if yes

	Generating ideas or plans
	☐
	Writing text or content
	☐
	Text summarisation or synthesis
	☐
	Linguistic correction or rephrasing
	☐
	Text translation
	☐
	Automated data analysis (e.g., classification, clustering, visualization)
	☐
	Generation of scientific illustrations or diagrams
	☐
	Assistance in solving a scientific problem (mathematical, physical, etc.)
	☐
	Literature search
	☐
	Generation of images, schemes, or presentation material
	☐
	Any other task: [Specify other task(s) here]
	☐


I certify that I have read the call guidelines governing the use of artificial intelligence in writing the application. I confirm that all sources of information I have used are cited completely and accurately, and that any use of generative AI is reported in accordance with the instructions in the call.
I acknowledge that I am fully responsible for the content of the application (even those parts produced by the AI tool) and for any omissions of sources and any fictitious, inaccurate, or incomplete citations. 
	I agree ☐
	I disagree ☐
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