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CIMED project 
grants

• Announced yearly starting from 2019
• For clinical and translational research projects 

at Campus Flemingsberg
• Budget for current call: 56,5 MSEK (15,5 + 20 + 

20 MSEK)
• Junior: up to SEK 0.8 million/year
• Senior: up to SEK 1.5 million/year

• Deadline Thursday March 5th at 4.00 pm
• Applications through Region Stockholm’s 

application webpage



https://forskningsstod.vmi.se/Ansokan/start.asp

https://forskningsstod.vmi.se/Ansokan/start.asp




Who can apply?
• Researchers with a PhD + employed by KI or Region 

Stockholm
• Main applicant’s associated to one of the departments at 

Campus Flemingsberg 
• Project activity at Campus Flemingsberg 
• One applicant (main or co) at least 30% clinical duty at 

Region Stockholm
• Jr level: PhD for less than 10 years 

• Starting from the date of thesis defense
• Parental leave and sick-listing may be deducted

• Sr level: PhD for more than 10 years



Who cannot 
apply?

• Researchers with CIMED Junior/Senior 
Investigator grant 2017-21 

• Researchers (main applicants) with CIMED 
project grant for 2021

• Researchers not associated to one of the 
Flemingsberg departments 

• Exemption: CNS (SLSO-Psykiatri Sydväst) 



The review process for CIMED project grants

Application deadline 

Eligibility scan of applications by CIMED

Reviewers report potential conflict of interest and applications are distributed within the group

Review,  deadline: May 3rd

Review meetings – middle of May – beginning of June

Decision- based on reviewers' suggestion - by the CIMED board

Results visible to applicants through the application web page, end of June (week 26) 

Results posted at CIMED home page

March 5th 

at 4.00 pm



Review group 1: 
Cancer and haematological diseases, regenerative medicine, cell 
therapy, stem cells, paediatrics, gynaecology/ obstetrics and 
reproductive medicine, musculoskeletal diseases.

• Espen Melum, Universitetet i Oslo
• Sigvard Olofsson, Göteborgs universitet 
• Jakob Hedberg, Uppsala universitet
• Jorma Hinkula, Linköpings universitet
• Charlotte Ling, Lunds universitet
• Hanns Ulrich Marschall, Göteborgs universitet

Review group 2: 
Infection, inflammation, immunological and 
gastroenterological diseases, metabolism and endocrinology, 
upper GI cancer and transplantation.

• Anders Lindahl, Göteborgs universitet 
• Jörg Cammenga, Linköpings universitet
• Olle Svensson, Umeå universitet
• Marene Landström, Umeå universitet
• Margareta Hellgren Wångdahl, Göteborgs universitet
• Mats Jerkeman, Lund universitet
• Jovanna Dahlgren, Göteborgs universitet

Review group 3: 
Cardiovascular and respiratory diseases, emergency 
medicine, nephrological and urogenital diseases, 
diseases caused by aging, neurological and 
neurodegenerative diseases, mental disorders, 
odontology, nursing science.

• Eva Swahn, Linköpings universitet             
• Lisa Ekselius, Uppsala universitet                        
• Ingegerd Johansson, Umeå universitet
• Bengt Fellström Uppsala universitet
• Yngve Gustafsson, Umeå universitet
• Ingalill Rahm Hallberg, Lunds universitet

About the reviewers:
• Active researchers with competence level equal to at 

least docent (associate professor) 
• Understand Swedish
• Both clinical and experimental researchers
• Heads of dept. and heads of research at hospital are 

given the possibility to suggest reviewers



Evaluation 
criteria

1. The clinical relevance of the project
2. Method and scientific quality
3. Competence and feasibility
4. Benefit for the patients
5. Efficient use of research funds



1. The clinical 
research 
question

• The clinical relevance of the project.
• Does the project contribute to increased 

knowledge in the medical research area 
(given that the project can be performed in 
an original and meaningful way)?



2. Method 
and scientific 

quality

• Hypothesis/research question 
• Is the study design suitable?
• Are the methods and data processing 

correctly used, suitable and adequate for 
the aim of the project?

• All research must be performed with high 
quality

• Originality and re-thinking is rewarded



3. 
Competence 

and feasibility

• The applicant's competence and 
qualifications to carry out the research. 

• Is there access to relevant patient material, 
infrastructure, personnel and financing? 

• Is the project clinically anchored? 
• Does the project have the possibility to 

recruit enough patients? 
• Is there an ethical approval? Other relevant 

permissions/approvals? 
=>  Applicants above 65 years must provide 
information on how the research group has 
incorporated young research talent. 



4. Patient 
benefit

• Clinical research should benefit the patient and contribute to new ways to:
a. To achieve health
b. To relieve and cure disease 
c. Improve the efficacy of health resources 

• Plan for implementation 
• How will the knowledge generated in the project be used in the 

health care section?
• What does the process of research transfer to clinical praxis look like?
• Time plan?

• Clinically anchored – how is the health care section involved in this 
project? 

• How can the research result be translated into clinical practice? 
• Are the results applicable for other patient groups? Other related 

research areas or diseases?

 Central criteria for evaluation!
 If average score is less than 2 = weak and not eligible for CIMED 

funding



5. Efficient use 
of research 

funds

• The efficiency of the granted amount for the 
project in relation to other financing.

• Is the budget relevant and in line with the 
project description?



Scoring
- Evaluation 
criteria 1-4

• Score 7: Outstanding. Exceptionally strong, highest 
international level.

• Score 6: Excellent. Very strong with neglible
weaknesses.

• Score 5: Very good to excellent. Very strong with minor 
weaknesses.

• Score 4: Very good. Strong with minor weaknesses.
• Score 3: Good. Some strengths but also some 

weaknesses.
• Score 2: Weak. Few strengths and one major or several 

minor weaknesses.
• Score 1: Poor. Few strengths and several major 

weaknesses.
• Score 0: Not possible to evaluate – information is 

lacking.



Scoring 
- Efficient use 

of research 
funds

• Score 5: Excellent efficiency.
• Score 4: Very good efficiency. 
• Score 3: Good efficiency.
• Score 2: Deficient efficiency. 
• Score 1: Poor efficiency.
• Score 0: Not possible to evaluate –

information is lacking.



The review process – individual 
scoring 

• Reviewers score applications using individual 
accounts at the review platform

• No contact between reviewers before the review 
meeting 

• Reviewers are provided with ranking lists only
after all reviewers have finalized their scoring 



Review meetings
1. Chairman organizes a triage process; applications with lowest or highest scores discussed 

only briefly (if agreed by all reviewers) 

2. Applications are presented by one reviewer and discussed among the group 
i. If conflict of interest, reviewer leaves the room and is not involved in the discussion
ii. When necessary the score is adjusted to reflect the discussion
iii. The written evaluation is adjusted to reflect the group’s discussion

3. Recommendation to grant or not + suggestion for amount

=> Instruction to select a rising star (will receive funding equal to a senior grant)

Chairman 
Does not score applications
Member of CIMED board
Organizes discussion at the meeting



Suggestions 
for a good 

application

• Make it simple – can a person without expert 
competence understand what will be done? 

• Proofread your application
• Use figures to complement and visualize when 

possible
• NOT necessary to have the maximum page 

number 
• Use your friends for external peer-review
• Avoid abbreviations



Pitfalls 
• Aim and hypothesis not clearly stated
• Too long applications (above page limit)
• Methods that are not motivated or vaguely 

described
• Multiple applications within the same project =>  

collaborations recommended or very clear 
description of how the work will be divided

• Unclear abbreviations
• Incomplete application
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