C1 Project Description 	Comment by Author: Upload a Project Description of no more than 7 A4 pages in PDF format. 

Additional text uploaded as a PDF may appear slightly reduced in size due to the RMS formatting of the attachments to include page numbers. Ensure that your PDF text is readable both online and in print (it is recommended that 12pt font is used). This includes ensuring readability of text within figures and tables (where 10pt font is recommended). 

Only use webpage addresses/URLs and hyperlinks in limited circumstances such as where research outputs are only available online. Webpage addresses/URLs and hyperlinks should not be used to circumvent page limits, nor should they provide information that is not contained in the application. 

Use predominantly black type (unless for highlighting purposes). Please note that colour graphs, colour photographs, detailed graphics and grey scale objects may be reproduced in black and white and should both be necessary and appropriate.

Please ensure that information provided under these headings addresses the assessment criteria as detailed in the grant guidelines, noting the relevant weighting of the criteria.

We strongly recommend that you refer to yourself in the first-person context (e.g. I/me/my) as opposed to the third person context (e.g. Dr Xyz, she/her, he/his).
PROJECT TITLE	Comment by Author: This title may differ from that shown in Part A1 of the Application form, and may exceed 10 words.

PROJECT QUALITY AND INNOVATION	Comment by Author: This sub-section requires investigators to address the Selection Criterion – Project Quality and Innovation (40%). This section will need to provide detail around both significance (importance) and innovation (novelty).

This sub-section requires investigators to address the following questions:
1. How does the aim of the research contribute to an important gap in knowledge, or address a significant problem? (Ensure aims are given prominence early on, with formatting - e.g. text box, bolding, indenting etc.)
2. How is the research innovative in the context of recent international advances in research in this area? (Refer only to research outputs that are accessible to the national and international research communities.)
3. What are the major research questions?
4. Describe the project design, including conceptual framework and methods. (See note on feasibility below)
5. Does the project involve research pertaining to Aboriginal and/or Torres Strait Islander communities? If yes, describe the strategies for enabling collaboration, engagement, relationship and capacity building, and benefit sharing.
6. To what extent will the research enhance national and/or international collaboration?

Selection Criterion – Feasibility (10%). Feasibility of the project design should be covered throughout this section. Some suggestions include: 
- the appropriateness of the aim, conceptual framework, method, data and/or analyses)
- cost-effectiveness of the research and its value for money;
- availability of the necessary facilities to complete the project;
- any existing or developing, supportive and high-quality relationships with research communities that will facilitate project completion.
- extent to which the project’s design, participants and requested budget create confidence in the timely and successful completion of the project (A timeline of project activities may be useful in this section).

BENEFIT	Comment by Author: This sub-section requires investigators to address the Selection Criterion – Benefit (15%) by addressing the following questions:
1. What new or advanced knowledge will result from the research?
2. What are the potential economic, commercial, environmental, social and or/cultural benefits for Australia and/or international communities of the research? (You can refer to potential contribution to capacity in the Australian Government’s National Science and Research Priorities and other priorities identified by Government)

This response should expand on the National Interest Test Statement provided at A6.

COMMUNICATION OF RESULTS	Comment by Author: Outline plans for communicating the research results to other researchers and to the broader community, including but not limited to, scholarly and public communication and dissemination. This could also include plans for commercialisation.

REFERENCES	Comment by Author:  References may be in 10-point font.

Include a list of all references, including relevant references to the previous work of the participants. 

If preprints or comparable resources are cited, these should be explicitly identified in the reference list by including [PREPRINT OR COMPARABLE] after the reference. The reference should include a DOI (digital object identifier), URL or equivalent, version number and/or date of access, as applicable. This indication is only required in the reference list and not in the project description itself. 

A preprint or comparable resource is a scholarly output that is uploaded by the authors to a recognised publicly accessible archive, repository, or preprint service (such as, but not limited to, arXiv, bioRxiv, medRxiv, ChemRxiv, Peer J Preprints, Zenodo, GitHub, PsyArXiv and publicly available university of government repositories etc.).
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