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Finding the results of previous applications

After logging into the KAKENHI online system…

Applicant’s menu

Scroll down
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Finding the results of previous applications

Disclosure of review results

View review results
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Finding the results of previous applications

Disclosure of review results menu

Application year 

and category

Application 

title
Period that results 

are available

Click here to 

view results

Note: these results are only available if you select the option for “disclosure of 

review results” at the time of application
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Review results: general information

Year and category
Research field

Title

Number of 

applications

Accepted 

applications

Acceptance 

rate
Category

Discipline

Research field
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Review results: your evaluation

1. Your approximate ranking among all the applications 

in the applied research field that were not accepted

(A) Among all the applications in the applied research field that were not 

accepted, your application was in the upper 20%

(B) Among all the applications …, your application was in the 21% to 50% 

range

(C) Among all the applications …, your application did not reach the upper 50%

Your approximate 

rank was “B”
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Review results: scores by evaluation item

(1) Academic importance and appropriateness of the 

research matter

(2) Appropriateness of the research plan and method

(3) Originality and innovation of the research matter

(4) Spillover effect and generality of the research 

matter

(5) Adequacy of the research ability and research 

environment

(6) Relevance of the research plan and received

progress evaluation to the research matter

2. Written evaluation results

(1) Results by evaluation item

4 Excellent

3 Good

2 Somewhat insufficient

1 Insufficient

Your average score
Average score of the accepted 

applications
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Review results: issues identified by reviewers

(2) Identified issues when a score of “2” or “1” was received

Number of * indicates how many reviewers identified that issue 

(1) Academic importance and 

appropriateness of the 

research matter

(2) Appropriateness of the 

research plan and method

From a scientific standpoint, is 

this an important research 

matter that should be promoted?

Is the research plan sufficient to 

achieve the research objectives?

Is the research cost reasonable?

Some examples…
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Review results: issues identified by reviewers

(3) Originality and innovation of the research matter

(4) Spillover effect and generality of the research matter

(5) Adequacy of the research ability and research environment

(6) Relevance of the research plan and received progress evaluation to the research matter

Is it expected that there will be a large contribution to 

the research field or related fields, development of a 

new field, or  scientific spill-over effect?

If no reviewers gave a “2” or “1,” then no * will be shown

Based on the research achievements until now, such 

as received research funds and results, is there a high 

ability to achieve the research plan?


