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 Introduction 
 

Development research 
The Government of Sweden has assigned the Swedish Research Council to administer support 
to the area of Swedish Development Research through the Government’s international aid 
budget. The Research Council funds research of the highest quality within the research area. 
Development Research supported by the Research Council encompasses Swedish research of 
particular relevance for low-income countries according to the DAC list of ODA recipients, 
and support to research collaboration between Swedish researchers and researchers in low-
income and lower-middle income countries. The research should be relevant to the overall 
objectives of Swedish international aid, namely to create improved living conditions for 
people living in repression and poverty, and thereby contribute to the overarching objective of 
Sweden’s Policy for Global Development – equitable and sustainable global development. 
The funds allocated to Development Research should be used in accordance with the OECD 
Development Assistance Committee DAC’s guidelines.  

In 2013, the Swedish Research Council established a Committee for Development 
Research (here also referred to as “the Committee”) at the Research Council. The Committee 
is tasked with shaping strategies and developing the process for issuing calls and evaluating 
scientific quality and relevance of the applications received. Furthermore, the Committee 
works on integrating Development Research more closely within the Swedish Research 
Council and the Swedish research landscape more generally. The Committee also issues calls 
and appoints review panel members, makes funding decisions based on the panels’ reviews 
and recommendations, and develops the evaluation process. Read more about the Committee 
here. 

Three types of grants are issued by the Committee this year, the research project grant in 
Development Research, the research network grant Swedish Research Links (SRL), and an 
international post-doc grant within development research. 

Research project grant in Development Research 
The aim of the project grant in Development Research is to strengthen Swedish research of 
particular relevance to low-income countries. Support is given to high quality research, in all 
scientific areas, that is relevant to the overall goals of Swedish international aid, and to the 
goals of the global development policy. The research may target knowledge that is 
immediately or potentially useful in fulfilling the goals of this call, and involve basic through 
to applied research. 

Research network grant for Swedish Research Links (SRL)  
The purpose of the grant is to support the development of long-term research partnerships of 
high scientific quality between Swedish researchers and researchers from low and lower-
middle income countries. The grant should support the establishment of a 
network/collaboration around a specific research idea, aimed at a joint research project on 
topics of particular relevance to the fight against poverty and for sustainable development in 
low-income and lower middle-income countries, and based on principles of mutual benefit 
and equality. The network grants shall lead to joint applications for research funds from 
relevant funding bodies, nationally and internationally. 

http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/DAC_List_ODA_Recipients2018to2020_flows_En.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dac/
http://www.oecd.org/dac/
https://vr.se/english/en_-sidfot/about-the-swedish-research-council/scientific-councils-councils-and-committees/the-committee-for-development-research.html
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International Post-Doc grant within Development Research  
The purpose of the grant is to give newly qualified researchers with a doctoral degree from a 
Swedish university the opportunity to expand their networks and their competences by 
working abroad under secure employment conditions. At least one third of the grant period 
should be spent in a low income or lower middle income country. In addition, the research 
should be relevant to the overall goals of Swedish international aid, and to the goals of the 
global development policy. 
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 Review 

General starting points and principles 
There are certain guidelines and principles which apply during all steps of the review work, 
and which are important for you as a reviewer to know about. 

Peer review 
The Swedish Research Council’s Instruction establishes that “the Swedish Research Council 
shall give support to basic research of the highest scientific quality within all fields of 
science”. The fundamental principle for assessing scientific quality is the peer review of 
applications for research grants that is carried out by the various review panels within each 
subject area.  

Conflict of interest 
A process involving peer review means that the evaluation of applications is carried out by 
researchers who are themselves part of the collective of researchers applying for grants. This 
creates a particular risk of conflicts of interest. In order to avoid any situation involving a 
conflict of interest, the Swedish Research Council has established strict internal guidelines. 
Should you discover that you have a conflict of interests during the review work, please 
contact the staff of the Swedish Research Council immediately. 

Confidentiality 
Throughout the review process, applications and the review of applications shall be treated 
confidentially. You must not spread the documents that you have access to in your work as a 
member, and you must delete them after the assignment has been completed. Nor shall any 
third parties be informed of the views of any of the reviewers in the ongoing review process. 
All communications between applicants and the Swedish Research Council concerning the 
review process or the grounds on which decisions are made shall be carried out via the 
Research Council’s research officer responsible. 

Prisma 
All the review work is carried out in the web-based system Prisma. In order to carry out the 
review work in Prisma, you must register as a user in the system – further information on this 
is available in Prisma’s User Manual. If you have any questions concerning the system and 
cannot find the answer in Prisma’s user manual, please contact the research officer 
responsible. 

The role of the external reviewer 
Each application shall be reviewed and graded by at least four members of the review panel. 
If the scientific character of an application means that the joint competency of the review 
panel is not sufficient for a thorough review, or if a conflict of interest situation within the 
group makes an application difficult to evaluate, the review panel chair may identify a need 
for external review. The external assessment will be made available for the panel to be taken 
into account for in the discussions at the meeting and in the panel’s final statement. Your 
written assessment will not be made available to the individual applicant. Your assessment, as 
expert in the field of the application, is highly valuable for the panel, especially when the 

http://prismasupport.research.se/user-manual/reviewer/create-account.html
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grading is well motivated in the written assessment. In particular, it is helpful if you clearly 
highlight both strengths and weaknesses in the proposal. If you have received more than one 
proposal to evaluate, it is also helpful if you rank them with respect to each other.  

Evaluation criteria 
Your review shall only be based on the application contents. Information that is irrelevant to 
the review should not be used. Irrelevant information can sometimes be difficult to distinguish 
from expertise in the field. Examples of irrelevant information are details of the applicant’s 
private life, various types of rumour, such as lack of research ethics or assumptions that 
someone else might have written the application. 

The starting point for the evaluation is that the content of an application and the 
information about the applicant shall not be shared with others during the review process. 
Sometimes questions arise whether it is acceptable to consult with a colleague on certain parts 
of a research plan. This may be justified as long as the application is not shared with third 
parties, and the consultation is limited to specific questions, such as the use of statistics or 
new research findings. It is your task as a reviewer to assess the application in its entirety. 

You must contact the Swedish Research Council immediately if you suspect any deviation 
from ethical guidelines or good research practice, or if you suspect scientific misconduct. The 
Swedish Research Council will ensure that the matter is further investigated. 
 

Evaluation criteria and grading scales 
Your review shall be based on four evaluation criteria – the scientific quality of the proposed 
research, novelty and originality, the merits of the applicant, and the feasibility of the project. 
These are the Research Council’s basic criteria for evaluating quality. In addition, network 
grants are assessed according to a fifth basic criteria; Complementarity of the research. Also 
post-doc grants are assessed according to a fifth basic criteria; Internationalization and the 
research environment. 

Applications within all three calls should also be reviewed based on their Relevance for the 
call. 

The criteria are evaluated against a seven- or three-point grading scale (as detailed below), 
and are intended to reflect the application’s “quality profile”. To facilitate the evaluation of 
the various criteria, there are also a number of guiding questions to be taken into account in 
the evaluation work. 

 
Please observe that the grading scale is an ordinal scale, where it is not possible to specify 
distances between the values. 
 
Please note: 
You do not have to pay attention to the classification codes for research topic and SDG 
relevance. These are included for administrative and reporting purposes. 

Guiding questions for research project grants 
The scientific quality of the proposed research 
• Is the project scientifically significant? 
• Does the proposal have clear conceptual and theoretical foundations?  
• Is the overall design and description of the project sufficiently clear and systematic, for 

example in its definition of research questions, hypotheses and methodology?  



 
 6 
 
 

 

• Are the scientific/intellectual merits of the proposed research clear, convincing and 
compelling?  

• Does the proposed project have the character of thoroughness, e.g. in its definition of the 
problem, and review of the state of the art? 

• Are the proposed research methods suitable to the aims and objectives? 
• Are the methods of data management such as data collection, analysis and statistics well 

defined and appropriate? 
• Only if applicable: To what extent and how well are aspects concerning gender equality 

included into the research contents. 
 

Novelty and originality 
• Does the project extend or challenge current understanding, opinion or practice in its 

field?  
• To what extent does the proposed project define new, compelling scientific questions 

within its scientific area? 
• Does the proposed project have the potential to substantially increase the knowledge 

within its scientific area? (For example novel concepts or theories, new directions for 
research and advancement of the field) 

• Does the project include use of novel technologies/methodologies, or innovative 
application of existing methodologies/technologies in a novel way or context?  

• Does the researcher propose a line of research with clear progression and novelty in 
relation to previous research in the field or is he/she simply adding details to existing 
knowledge?  

• If applicable: In what novel way does the proposed project have potential for scientific 
and/or societal impact in low-income countries? 

 

The merits of the applicant 
• Do the applicants have sufficient research experience and expertise in the research area of 

the proposed project? 
• Of what merits are the previous publications and other scientific achievements (e.g. 

supervisor experience, external funding): do these show a distinct and independent line of 
research or in case of a researcher in his/her early career stage, the potential of such? 
Focus is on the most relevant and important reports, with emphasis on quality rather than 
quantity. 

• How significant are the academic achievements, the impact and other qualifications of the 
applicants from a national and international perspective seen in relation to the research 
area and the applicant´s career age? 

• Is there appropriateness of the team members, if applicable, in terms of availability and 
complementarities of all the relevant expertise, and in how the different roles and 
responsibilities are distinguished?  

• Is there ability to successfully disseminate research findings? 
• Does the applicant have a sufficient scientific network for implementing the proposed 

project? 
 
A seven-grade scale is used to evaluate the criteria scientific quality of the proposed research, 
novelty and originality, and the merits of the applicant. 
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Outstanding 
Exceptionally strong application with negligible weaknesses 

7 

Excellent 
Very strong application with negligible weaknesses 

6 

Very good to excellent 
Very strong application with minor weaknesses 

5 

Very good 
Strong application with minor weaknesses 

4 

Good 
Some strengths, but also moderate weaknesses 

3 

Weak 
A few strengths, but also at least one major weakness or several minor 
weaknesses 

2 

Poor 
Very few strengths, and numerous major weaknesses 

1 

 

Feasibility 
• Is the general design, including time schedule, optimal for implementing the proposed 

project?  
• Does the project include the availability and accessibility of relevant personnel, skills, 

equipment, facilities/infrastructures and other necessary resources?  
• Is the environment suitable for carrying out the proposed research? 
• If applicable, is it described how the permits for implementation of the project will be 

acquired? 
• Are the proposed research methods, infrastructures, experiments and fieldwork 

appropriate for the implementation of the project?  
• How is the balance between the project´s feasibility and risks and its potential gains? 

(high risk/high gain)  
 

A three-grade scale is used to carry out an evaluation of the feasibility of the proposed 
project. 

 

Feasible 3 

Partly feasible 2 

Not feasible 1 
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Overall grade 
Finally, you shall weigh together the various subsidiary criteria into an overall grade 
according to the seven-grade scale above. The overall grade is not the same as an average 
grade or a summary of the subsidiary evaluations; instead, it shall reflect the scientific quality 
of the application as a whole. It is not a condition that the quality concept covers all aspects of 
the various criteria, nor that they have the same relative weight for all applications. In normal 
cases, however, a strongly positive evaluation of only one criterion cannot outweigh other 
weaknesses of an application when weighed together. 

Relevance for the call 
Relevance to the program objectives is evaluated separately from the scientific quality, and is 
not included in the overall grade. Research Project Grant in Development Research are 
financed through development aid funds provided by the government, and research receiving 
support must be of relevance to poverty reduction and sustainable development in low income 
countries. 

 
• To what extent is the proposed project relevant to the described call objectives? 
• Does the proposed research have the potential to create preconditions for better living 

conditions for people living in poverty and under oppression? 
• To what extent does the proposed research contribute to tackling important societal and 

environmental challenges in low-income countries?  
• Does the proposed research have the potential to promote equitable and sustainable 

development in low-income countries?  
 
A three-grade scale is used to evaluate relevance. 

 

Very relevant 3 

Relevant 2 

Not relevant 1 

 

Guiding questions for network grants – Swedish Research Links 
The scientific quality of the proposed research 
• Does the proposed collaboration network have the potential to build a sustainable/equal 

scientific partnership to address local and global development challenges? 
• To what extent can the proposed network, based on the included collaborators, define 

new, compelling scientific questions within its scientific area? 
• How does the research collaboration build on the research conducted independently by 

the partners, and what is the potential added value of the network? 
• Is the overall description of the collaborative network sufficiently clear, convincing and 

compelling, for example in the definition of research questions, description of planned 
activities and impact of the research collaboration?   
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• Does the proposal contain plans for sustaining the collaboration/partnership beyond the 
proposed duration of network funding? 

• Only if applicable: To what extent and how well are aspects concerning gender equality 
included into the research contents. 
 

Novelty and originality 
• Does the network combine scientific expertise and capacity in a novel way in relation to 

the research area and the countries involved? 
• To what extent does the proposed network promote the establishment of new researcher-

to-researcher relationships? 
• Does the network have the potential to extend or challenge current understanding, opinion 

or practice in its field?   
• Does the research network propose a line of research with clear progression and novelty 

in relation to previous research in the field or will the formed network simply add details 
to existing knowledge?  

• If applicable: In what novel way does the proposed network have potential for scientific 
and/or societal impact in low-income and lower middle-income countries? 
 

The merits of the applicant 
• Do the network applicants have sufficient research experience, expertise, level of 

independence and scientific network for the implementation of the proposed 
collaboration?  

• Of what merits are the previous publications and other scientific achievements (e.g. 
supervisor experience, external funding)  in relation to stage of career and active time for 
research: do these show a distinct and independent line of research or in case of a 
researcher in his/her early career stage, the potential of such? Focus is on the most 
relevant and important reports, with emphasis on quality rather than quantity. 

• How significant are the academic achievements, the impact and other qualifications of the 
applicants from a national and international perspective seen in relation to the research 
area and the applicant´s career age?  

• Is the team´s collective competence/representation of relevant expertise in relation to the 
proposed research? 

• Does the applicant have previous experience from research collaborations with partners in 
low or lower middle-income countries? 

• Does the applicant have relevant language skills? 
 
A seven-grade scale is used to evaluate the criteria scientific quality of the proposed research, 
novelty and originality, and the merits of the applicant. 
 

Outstanding 
Exceptionally strong application with negligible weaknesses 

7 

Excellent 
Very strong application with negligible weaknesses 

6 

Very good to excellent 
Very strong application with minor weaknesses 

5 
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Very good 
Strong application with minor weaknesses 

4 

Good 
Some strengths, but also moderate weaknesses 

3 

Weak 
A few strengths, but also at least one major weakness or several minor 
weaknesses 

2 

Poor 
Very few strengths, and numerous major weaknesses 

1 

 
Feasibility 
• Is the proposed plan in general, including time schedule, optimal for starting up and 

implementing the proposed network? 
• Does the plan include generating preliminary data? 
• Does the network aim to establish long-term research collaboration and contain a realistic 

plan for how to raise funds for such collaboration? 
• Is the timeline and related activities of the network realistic? 
• Does the proposed collaboration network include the availability and accessibility of 

relevant personnel, skills, equipment, facilities/infrastructures and other necessary 
resources?  

• Is the environment suitable for carrying out the proposed network activities? 
• Are the proposed methods appropriate? 
 
A three-grade scale is used to carry out an evaluation of the feasibility of the proposed 
project. 
 

Feasible 3 

Partly feasible 2 

Not feasible 1 

 
Complementarity of the research collaboration 
• Is there appropriateness of the team members in terms of how the researchers´ expertise 

complement each other, and in how the different roles and responsibilities are 
distinguished? 

• Does the collaboration bring mutual added value to the proposed research; compared to if 
the partners were not working together? 

• Can the collaboration lead to transfer of knowledge between applicants? 
• Is the collaboration based on principles of co-design, mutual benefit and equality? 
• Does the network partnership have an appropriate gender balance? 
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The above outlined seven-grade scale is used to evaluate the criterion complementarity of the 
research collaboration, which applies only to applications for network grants (SRL). 
 
For all criteria, you can also mark “Insufficient”, if you consider that the application lacks 
sufficient information to allow a reasonable evaluation to be made of the criterion. 

Overall grade 
Finally, you shall weigh together the various subsidiary criteria into an overall grade 
according to the seven-grade scale above. The overall grade is not the same as an average 
grade or a summary of the subsidiary evaluations; instead, it shall reflect the scientific quality 
of the application as a whole. It is not a condition that the quality concept covers all aspects of 
the various criteria, nor that they have the same relative weight for all applications. In normal 
cases, however, a strongly positive evaluation of only one criterion cannot outweigh other 
weaknesses of an application when weighed together. 

Relevance for the call 
Relevance to the program objectives is evaluated separately from the scientific quality, and is 
not included in the overall grade. Network grants (SRL) are financed by development aid 
funds provided by the government, and research receiving support must be of relevance to 
poverty reduction and sustainable development in low income countries. 

 
• To what extent is the proposal relevant to the described call objectives?  
• Can support for the proposed research collaboration lead to the establishment of a long-

term research partnership?  
• Does the proposed collaboration network have the potential to build a scientific 

network/partnership to address local and/or global development challenges? 
• Does the proposed research have the potential to create preconditions for better living 

conditions for people living in poverty and under oppression? 
• To what extent does the proposed research contribute to tackling important societal and 

environmental challenges in low income and lower middle income countries?  
• Does the proposed collaboration have the potential to promote equitable and sustainable 

development in low-income and lower middle income countries? 
• If principal investigators have collaborated before: Is the proposed collaboration based 

on a new research topic? What were the experiences of that previous collaboration and 
can additional funding lead to new collaborative research proposals with realistic ideas 
how to obtain funding? 

 
A three-grade scale is used to evaluate relevance. 

Very relevant 3 

Relevant 2 

Not relevant 1 



 
 12 
 
 

 

 

Guiding questions for post-doc grants 
The scientific quality of the proposed research 
• Is the project scientifically significant? 
• Does the proposal have clear conceptual and theoretical foundations?  
• Is the overall design and description of the project sufficiently clear and systematic, for 

example in its definition of research questions, hypotheses and methodology?  
• Are the scientific/intellectual merits of the proposed research clear, convincing and 

compelling?  
• Does the proposed project have the character of thoroughness, e.g. in its definition of the 

problem, and review of the state of the art? 
• Are the proposed research methods suitable to the aims and objectives? 
• Are the methods of data management such as data collection, analysis and statistics well 

defined and appropriate? 
• If applicable: To what extent and how well are aspects concerning gender equality 

included in the research contents. 
Novelty and originality 
• Does the project extend or challenge current understanding, opinion or practice in its 

field?  
• To what extent does the proposed project define new, compelling scientific questions 

within its scientific area? 
• Does the proposed project have the potential to substantially increase the knowledge 

within its scientific area? (For example novel concepts or theories, new directions for 
research and advancement of the field) 

• Does the project include use of novel technologies/methodologies, or innovative 
application of existing methodologies/technologies in a novel way or context?  

• Does the researcher propose a line of research with clear progression and novelty in 
relation to previous research in the field or is he/she simply adding details to existing 
knowledge?  

• If applicable: In what novel way does the proposed project have potential for scientific 
and/or societal impact in low-income countries? 

The merits of the applicant 
• How strong are the applicant’s merits and competence in relation to career age, research 

area and previous research environment? 
• To what degree does the applicant’s previous experience and scientific competence 

strengthen the project? 
• Do the publications and other scientific achievements of the applicant show the potential 

for a distinct and independent line of research? Focus is on the most relevant and 
important reports, with emphasis on quality rather than quantity. 

• Does the applicant have a sufficient scientific network for implementing the proposed 
project?  

 
A seven-grade scale is used to evaluate the criteria scientific quality of the proposed research, 
novelty and originality, and the merits of the applicant. 
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Outstanding 
Exceptionally strong application with negligible weaknesses 

7 

Excellent 
Very strong application with negligible weaknesses 

6 

Very good to excellent 
Very strong application with minor weaknesses 

5 

Very good 
Strong application with minor weaknesses 

4 

Good 
Some strengths, but also moderate weaknesses 

3 

Weak 
A few strengths, but also at least one major weakness or several minor 
weaknesses 

2 

Poor 
Very few strengths, and numerous major weaknesses 

1 

 
Feasibility 
• Is the general design, including time schedule, optimal for implementing the proposed 

project?  
• Does the project include the availability and accessibility of relevant resources, including 

supervision, equipment, facilities/infrastructures and other necessary resources?  
• Is the environment suitable for carrying out the proposed research? 
• If applicable, is it described how the permits for implementation of the project will be 

acquired? 
• Are the proposed research methods, infrastructures, experiments and fieldwork 

appropriate for the implementation of the project?  
• How is the balance between the project´s feasibility and risks and its potential gains? 

(high risk/high gain) 
 
A three-grade scale is used to carry out an evaluation of the feasibility of the proposed 
project. 

 

Feasible 3 

Partly feasible 2 

Not feasible 1 
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Internationalisation and research environment 
Here an evaluation is made of the opportunities for the applicant to develop her or his merits 
as a researcher at the foreign host institution. 

 
• To what extent does the foreign host institution seem relevant for the research the 

application concerns?  
• How suitable is the foreign research environment for the applicant’s ability to develop 

new competences, their research network and their independence as a researcher? 
• If the applicant plans to spend time in Sweden, is that time well motivated and is the 

research environment favourable for the applicant’s ability to develop as a researcher? 

 
The criterion is evaluated on a three-grade scale: 
 

Excellent 3 

Appropriate 2 

Weak 1 

 
For all criteria, you can also mark “Insufficient”, if you consider that the application lacks 
sufficient information to allow a reasonable evaluation to be made of the criterion. 

Overall grade 
Finally, you shall weigh together the various subsidiary criteria into an overall grade 
according to the seven-grade scale above. The overall grade is not the same as an average 
grade or a summary of the subsidiary evaluations; instead, it shall reflect the scientific quality 
of the application as a whole. It is not a condition that the quality concept covers all aspects of 
the various criteria, nor that they have the same relative weight for all applications. In normal 
cases, however, a strongly positive evaluation of only one criterion cannot outweigh other 
weaknesses of an application when weighed together. 

Relevance for the call 
Relevance to the program objectives is evaluated separately from the scientific quality, and is 
not included in the overall grade. Post-doc grants within development research are financed 
by development aid funds provided by the government, and research receiving support must 
be of relevance to poverty reduction and sustainable development in low income countries. 

 
• To what extent is the proposed project relevant to the described call objectives? 
• Does the proposed research have the potential to create preconditions for better living 

conditions for people living in poverty and under oppression? 
• To what extent does the proposed research contribute to tackling important societal and 

environmental challenges in low-income countries?  
• Does the proposed research have the potential to promote equitable and sustainable 

development in low-income countries? 

 
A three-grade scale is used to evaluate relevance. 
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Very relevant 3 

Relevant 2 

Not relevant 1 

 

Writing an assessment 
Apart from scoring the different criteria, the reviewer is also required to write a motivation in 
the External Assessment form under each criterion. The written comments are an important 
part of the assessments and are intended for the review panel in order for them to understand 
the basis for the grade that has been given a certain criteria. Review panels generally pay 
more attention to the written assessment than the numerical grades of the external reviewer. 
Reviews by external reviewers will not be sent out to the applicant. 

 
Do 
• Do focus on describing both the main strengths and weaknesses of the application. 

Try to emphasise relevant conceptual, structural and/or methodological issues. 
• Do make sure that the written comments correspond to the grades. It is helpful to use 

the definitions of the grading scale in the justifications (Outstanding, Excellent, Very 
good to excellent, Very good, Good, Weak, and Poor). For example, if a grade of 4 is 
given, the justification should contain both strengths and minor weaknesses in line with 
the definition of this grade. 

• Do consider the guiding questions for the different criteria when you formulate the 
assessment.  

• Do write concisely but do not be too brief. The content rather than the length of the text 
is of significance. 

• Do comment on whether divergence from the general instructions for the application 
has been weighed into the assessment of the application. 

• The assessment should preferably be written in English 

 
Do not 
• Do not include a long summary of the applicant or the research described in the 

application. The focus should be the assessment of the application, not a description of 
the project. 

• Do not comment on personal details (such as gender or age). 

 

Decision 
The decision on Development Research grants is made by the Committee for Development 
research. The decision is based on the priority lists (including reserves) arrived at by the 
review panels, any justifications for the lists from the chairs and the review panels’ final 
statements. The decision is published no later than January 2020 on www.vr.se and in Prisma, 
and the applicants are also informed of the outcome in this conjunction. 
  

http://www.vr.se/


 
 16 
 
 

 

Appendix 1:  
Useful links and information 

Peer review 
The Conflict of Interest policy 
https://www.vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/assessment-of-applications/conflict-of-
interest.html 
Gender Equality Strategy 
https://www.vr.se/download/18.781fb755163605b8cd29c9ea/1529480566477/Strategy_Gend
er_Equality_SRC_2014.pdf 

Call Texts of 2019 
Project grant 
https://vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/calls/calls/2018-06-04-research-project-grant---
development-research.html  
Research Network grant – Swedish Research Links 
https://vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/calls/calls/2018-06-04-network-grant---swedish-
research-links.html  
International Post-Doc within Development Research 
https://www.vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/calls/calls/2018-11-07-international-postdoc-
grant-within-development-research.html 

Prisma 
Prisma 
https://prisma.research.se/ 
User manual 
http://prismasupport.research.se/user-manual/reviewer.html 
Reviewer FAQ 
http://prismasupport.research.se/user-manual/faq/reviewer.html 
Support form for technical issues in Prisma 
http://prismasupport.research.se/user-manual/send-a-request-to-prisma-support.html 

General information 
Information on all Review panels at the Swedish Research Council 
https://www.vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/assessment-of-applications/review-panels.html 
Strategy for research cooperation and research in development cooperation 2015-2021 
http://www.government.se/country-and-regional-strategies/2015/06/strategy-for-research-
cooperation-and-research-in-development-cooperation-2015-2021/ 
Sweden’s Aid Policy Framework 
http://www.regeringen.se/rattsdokument/skrivelse/2014/03/comm.-201314131/ 
 
 
 

https://www.vr.se/download/18.781fb755163605b8cd29c9ea/1529480566477/Strategy_Gender_Equality_SRC_2014.pdf
https://www.vr.se/download/18.781fb755163605b8cd29c9ea/1529480566477/Strategy_Gender_Equality_SRC_2014.pdf
https://vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/calls/calls/2018-06-04-research-project-grant---development-research.html
https://vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/calls/calls/2018-06-04-research-project-grant---development-research.html
https://vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/calls/calls/2018-06-04-network-grant---swedish-research-links.html
https://vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/calls/calls/2018-06-04-network-grant---swedish-research-links.html
https://prisma.research.se/
http://prismasupport.research.se/user-manual/reviewer.html
http://prismasupport.research.se/user-manual/faq/reviewer.html
http://prismasupport.research.se/user-manual/send-a-request-to-prisma-support.html
https://www.vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/assessment-of-applications/review-panels.html
http://www.government.se/country-and-regional-strategies/2015/06/strategy-for-research-cooperation-and-research-in-development-cooperation-2015-2021/
http://www.government.se/country-and-regional-strategies/2015/06/strategy-for-research-cooperation-and-research-in-development-cooperation-2015-2021/
http://www.regeringen.se/rattsdokument/skrivelse/2014/03/comm.-201314131/
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OECD/DAC List of ODA Recipients 
http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-
standards/DAC_List_ODA_Recipients2018to2020_flows_En.pdf 
 
Information to applicants on the review of their application 
General assessment information 
https://www.vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/assessment-of-applications/how-applications-
are-assessed.html 
General terms and conditions (enclosed in decision on funding to researchers) 
https://www.vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/grant-terms-and-conditions/general-grant-
tc.html 

 
 

http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/DAC_List_ODA_Recipients2018to2020_flows_En.pdf
http://www.oecd.org/dac/financing-sustainable-development/development-finance-standards/DAC_List_ODA_Recipients2018to2020_flows_En.pdf
https://www.vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/assessment-of-applications/how-applications-are-assessed.html
https://www.vr.se/english/calls-and-decisions/assessment-of-applications/how-applications-are-assessed.html
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