Hypothesis Development Award 
Prostate Cancer Research Program Exploration – Hypothesis Development Award proposals will be evaluated according to the following criteria:

· Innovation: This is the most highly weighted review criterion for this award mechanism, and thus it contributes more than the other criteria to the global priority score.  Does the proposal address an untested problem in prostate cancer research or look at an existing problem from a new and untested perspective?  Is the proposed research innovative in study concept or question, research methods or technologies, development of clinical interventions, adaptations of existing methods or technologies, or in other ways?  Does the proposal make a convincing case for the innovation of the observation?

· Feasibility/Plausibility: Is the feasibility/plausibility supported by the conceptual framework and the study design?  Is the methodology proposed appropriate to expanding the observation and providing data for a testable hypothesis or proof of principle for a nascent hypothesis?  Is there a clear rationale for pursuing the observation?  Are the aims based on logical reasoning?

· Disease Relevance: Does this study address a critical problem in prostate cancer research?  What will be the effect of these studies on the concepts or methods that drive this field?  Does the proposal make a convincing case for the relevance of the research to prostate cancer?  To what extent will the project, if successful, make an original and important contribution to the goal of eradicating prostate cancer and/or advancing research in the field?

· Personnel: Is the PI appropriately trained and well suited to carry out this work?  If the proposed work is not in an area in which the PI has experience, is there evidence that advice and input will be obtained from other appropriate sources (e.g., collaborators and colleagues, or the completion of a training course)?  Has the PI demonstrated an adequately developed rationale well-integrated with the aims of the project?

· Budget: Is the budget appropriate for the research proposed?
