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STRATEGISKA FORSKNINGSOMRADET - VARD

Satsning av regeringen 2009 pa strategiska forskningsomraden (SFO:er) —
utlysning via Vetenskapsradet

SFO-V ar en SFO inom "Vardvetenskap” med KI som huvudsokande, samt UMU
som partner.

Varje ar far UMU ca 4.8 MSEK (~25%). SFO-V UMU har valt att genomgaende
utlysa dessa i form av olika former av projektmedel/karriarbidrag etc.

Just nu pagar en utviardering av varje SFO som genomfors av VR —
den utvarderingen skall vara inlamnad till regeringen i december
2027. Vad som sker efter detta ar oklart.
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SFO-V HUVUDOMRADEN

”’Co-creation” Samskapande av tjanster, processer och produkter avser
gemensamma aktiviteter och ansatser som stravar efter att underlatta for
anvandare, dvs. alla tankbara parter som berors i fraga om halsa och sjukdom,
att samarbeta pa lika villkor for att skapa varde baserat pa deras skilda
kunskaper och erfarenheter.

’Self-management” Egenvardsstrategier avser en persons formaga att
hantera de symptom, behandlingar, fysiska och ps kolo%lska konsekvenser
samt livsstilsforandringar som deras halsotillstind medfor.

”eHealth” eHailsa avser anvandning av informations- och )
kommunikationsteknologi (ICT) for halsa och halsorelaterade omraden,
inklusive tjanster, overvakning, kommunikation, utbildning och forskning.

”Bio-behavioural health care science” avser att, i syfte att ta sig an
Vardve.tenska%h%t viktiga fragestallningar, knyta samman vardvetenskap med
biologisk och beteende-vetenskaplig forskning for att studera det komplexa
samspelet mellan biologiska, sociala, beteendemassiga och omgivande
faktorer samt deras effekter pa utfall.



UTLYSNINGAR BEHORIGHET

« Utlysningen vander sig till disputerade larare/forskare som har en
anstillning pa minst 20% vid Umea universitet vid
tidpunkten for ansokan och sedan under hela
bidragsperioden.

» For att vara behorig far du ej ha pdgdende finansiering fran SFO-V
(100.000 SEK eller mer kvar fran tidigare SFO-V finansiering vid
tidpunkt for ansokan) och sokande skall bedriva
vardvetenskaplig forskning.

« Med vardvetenskaplig forskning avses tvarvetenskaplig och
Eatientn'aira forskning med syfte att oka kunskaper om
alsoframjande och forebyggande atgarder, omvardnad liksom
rehabilitering.
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UTLYSNINGAR GRANSKNING

Externa granskare: 3-5 granskare per ansokan.

Granskningsgruppen satts samman av styrgruppen med syfte att skapa en
bredd i metodologisk kompetens (kvantitativ/kvalitativ metod, olika
studiedesign etc.) snarare an att det ska vara en viss profession
(sjukskoterska, arbetsterapeut, fysioterapeut etc.).

Granskarna genomfor en bedomning utifran VR:s
bedomningskriterier.

Initial bedomning sker individuellt, foljs sedan av ett
beredningsgruppsmote dar varje ansokan diskuteras.

Granskningsgruppen har till uppgift att rangordna alla ansokningar.

Beslut tas sedan av styrgruppen i enlighet med beredningsgruppens
forslag.



Utlysning av karridrmedel och projektmedel fran Strategiska
forskningsomradet vardvetenskap (SFO-V) Umea

Guidelines to assess the application

The applications are assessed using similar criteria also applied by the Swedish Research
Council (VR). The black text is extracted from VEs peer review handbook, while the red text
is specific to the SFO-V call.

Novelty and originality (1—7)

+ Does the project extend or challenge current understanding, opinion or practice in its field?
» Is the project built on a unique combination of ideas, preliminary data, and different
methodologies to create novel approaches to address the question at hand?

» Is there potential for creation of new knowledge, novel technologies, or new directions for
research and advancement of the field?

» Will completion of the aims improve scientific knowledge, technical capability, and/or
clinical practice?

+ Does the researcher propose a line of research that has the potential to significantly advance
current knowledge in the field or is he/she simply adding details to existing knowledge?

The scientific quality of the project (1-7)

Strengths and weaknesses of the project’s question and methodology, including potential for
future scientific activities.

« Will the project, if successful, significantly advance our understanding of the field?

« Is the research proposal relevant for medical research and are the definitions of the
problems, and proposed solutions, clear, convincing, and compelling?

« Does the study design, its research questions, and hypotheses and theoretical framework,
meet the standards of highest scientific quality?

«+ Are the hypotheses clearly defined and based on the appropriate literature and, or
preliminary data?

« Are potential problems and alternative strategies identified and presented?

- Does the program present preliminary data to support the research question?

« Are there relevant scientifie collaborations?

« Are methods for data analysis and statistics well described?

The merits of the applicant (1-7)

Scientific qualifications and merits in relation to the proposed project.

- Does the applicant have sufficient research experience, expertise, level of independence and
scientific network for implementation of the proposed project?

« How does the applicant’s academic qualifications and achievements relate to his or her
career age?

« Does the applicant have a documented independent line of investigation?

« Does the publication record suggest a coherent line of investigation? Does the applicant
report publications as senior author? Focus is on the most relevant and important
publications and reports, with emphasis on quality rather than quantity.

Bedomningskriterier

Rod text — sarskilt for SFO-V



A seven-grade scale is used to evaluate the novelty and originality, the scientific
quality of the project and the merits of the applicant.

7. Outstanding %ﬁom}r strong application with negligible

weaknesses
6. Excellent Very strong application with negligible weaknesses
5. Verv good to excellent  Very strong application with minor weaknesses . . . . .
4. Very good Strong application with minor weaknesses Bedomnlng 1 relatlon tlll

Some strengths, but also moderate weaknesses .. . . . .
2. Weak Afw;m%ﬁﬁﬂ: atleast one mwf‘:;lmess or ansokningarna dem last, inte i
1. Poor Very few strengths, and numerous major weaknesses . . .

relation till om detta varit en

Note: Use the whole seven-grade scale. The grading should be made in relation to the . .
2%1filleatlons that you have read in this call (ie. not in relation to applications in e.g. national natlonell utlysnlng

Independence of the project (1-3)

For the junior researchers (those that are not yet docent), you should judge the
independence of the project. That is if the applicant is the PI of the project (rated 3), if the
applicant is not the PI of the project but is responsible,/PI for a part/sub-study within the
larger project (rated =) or if the applicant is neither the PI of the project or any part/sub-
study within the project (rated 1).

A threergrade sele s used: Sarskilt kriterium for unga forskare
. Not ind dent. The pr d project is part of a larger project;/ rch group f oo oee . .
hich the applcant 1 not the BT Witk o withott the previous Bh D superesor. -+ — for att betona sjilvstandighet.

2. Partly independent. The applicant is PI of the proposed project, but it is part of a larger
project/research group for which the applicant is not the PI, with or without the previous
Ph.D. supervisor

3. Independent. The applicant is PI of the proposed project. It is not part of a larger project 3 V = o1
and/or research group ang the proposed plnfect is pert%rmed. without tﬁe previous Ph.D. Ung forSkare 1mnom SFO V - eJ
SUPErvisor.

docent

Feasibility (1-3)

Carry out an evaluation of the feasibility of the proposed project.

+ Considering the project as a whole, including participating researchers, does the applicant
or project group have sufficient competence for completion of the project?

+ Is the work plan, including the budget and timeframe, realistic for implementing the
proposed project? o . , ,

+ Are the materials, methods (including statistics and /or power caleulations), experimental
models, and when appropriate, patient/study cohorts adequate and well adapted to the

hypothesis or question?
A three-grade scale is used:

1. Not feasible

2. Partly feasible

3. Feasible

Time-plan. Note, that, if successful, the grant should be used in full before 2025-12-31. Is

this feasihla?



The relevance of the project in relation to the call (1-3)

Carry out an evaluation of the relevance of the project in relation to SFO-V strategic areas.
1. Not relevant

2. Partly relevant Relevans till SFO-V
3. Relevant

Note: An application that is relevant to one of the four strategic areas of SFO-V is not less
relevant than an application that would fit two, three or all strategic areas. Thus, the
relevance of an application can be rated 3 if the application is relevant to the selected
strategic area, independent of the number of strategic areas covered. If an application
highlight that it is relevant to several strategic areas, make an overall judgment of relevance.

In contrast, if you judge the application not to be relevant to any of the strategic areas, you
should rate it 1. If a single reviewers give an application a 1 (not relevant), this will be
specifically discussed during the review panel meeting. If more than half of the reviewers
rated a 1 after the review panel meeting, the application will be rejected.

Ranking

You shall rank each specific application against all the others you have
reviewed. The ranking shall supplement the grading when the review panel compares
applications. You must rank all the applications you have been allocated and provide a
unique ranking for each application. That is, two applications cannot have the same ranking
even if you have given them the same overall points. Ahead of the review panel meeting, all
individual rankings of all the reviewers are weighed together into a preliminary joint ranking
for each application. You should rank junior and senior researchers separately.

There will be two ranking lists for junior researchers’ applications in “projektmedel” and
“karriarmedel,” respectively.



Aterkoppling p& ans6kan SFO-V

Angiende anstkan om medel frin Strategiska forskningsomridet virdvetenskap Umed universitet. Din
ansikan har bedémts av externa granskare.

Novelty and griginality (1-7):

The scientifie quality of the project (1-7):

The merits of the applicant (1-7):

Independence of the project (if relevant) (1-3):

The relevance of the project in relation to the call (1-3):

A granskningsgruppens vignar genom

Majken Hjalmarsson

Aterkoppling pa ansckan SFO-V

Exempel dterkoppling till &j beviljad ansckan. Savil styrkor som svagheter i ansokan lyfts.
Bedémningsmallen kan med férdel anviindas som stéd i formuleringarna. Stirra er &j blinda pa
medelbetyget per omride i relation till den feedback som erhillits. Endast exempel.

Angiende ansokan om medel frin Strategiska forskningsomridet virdvetenskap Umea universitet. Din
ansikan har bedémts av externa granskare.

Novelty and originality (1-7):

- Projektet ar relevant och innehillet innovativt — projelktet utmanar nuvarande kunskap inom omradet.
- Klusteranalysen kommer att 6ka kunskapen om hur olika personer klarar egenvard och resultaten har

potential att leda till sivil stor Klinisk som vetenskaplig betydelse.

- Omfattar tydligt formulerade mal/hypoteser och en god teoretisk inledning samt rational fér projektet
- Anvindning av innovativ behandlingsmetod med stdd av preliminira data.

The scientific quality of the project (1-7): 4

- Studiedesign, forskningsfragor/hypoteser ar av hig kvalitet och val underbyggda.

- Dock upplevs att poweranalysen kan vara for konservativ — ¢j tagit hinsyn till bortfall.
- Innehdll i intervention och hur den ska genomféras behover tortydligas.

The merits of the applicant (1-7): 6

-Den sékande har producerat ett sjilvstindigt, imponerande forskningsomride efter doktorsexamen
och har tillracklig multidisciplinar kompetens i gruppen for utforande av projektet.

-Den sékande har en god meritlista fér publicering med tanke p3 karriiirstadie med senior och
huvudférfattarskap, egna ergillna nationella/internationella forskningsmedel.

Independence of the project (if relevant) (1-3): N/A
- Ej relevant, den stkande ir docent.

Feasibility (1-3): 3

- Genomforbarheten ar stiarkt genom de preliminira data som presenteras samt att intervjudata ar
insamlade redo for analys + en stark forskargrupp som garanterar att studien kan genomféra.
-Budget ar relevant och kommer kunna forbrukas inom tidsramen for projektet.

The relevance of the project in relation to the call (1-3): 3

- Projektet ir relevant fér SFO-Vs prioriterade omride "self-management” inom vilket tv relevanta
frigestillningar kommer adresseras.

A granskningsgruppens vignar genom

Majken Hjalmarsson



MEN VAD SAGER
GRANSKARNA?
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UTLYSNING 2027
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UTLYSNINGAR 2026/2027

Karriarmedel

» Tva (2) karriarmedel som innefattar projektkostnader upp till
sammanlagt 400 000 SEK. Minst 30% av erhallet karriarmedel
ska avsattas for egen forskningstid (1on)

Projektmedel

« Upp till sju (7) projektstod som innefattar projektkostnader upp till
sammanlagt 400 000 SEK.

- Malsattningen ar att cirka 50% av dessa stod ska beviljas till
forskare som annu inte har uppnatt docentkompetens, detta ar
dock avhangigt sammansattningen av sokandegruppen

UMEA UNIVERSITET



UTLYSNINGAR 2026/2027

NYTT for 2026/2027

« Samhallsrelevans: Redogor for projektets samhallsrelevans
(max 0.5 sida).

« Externa granskarna skall bedoma ansokan sasom att det vore
en ansokan till VR — dvs 1 nationell konkurrens, inte
enbart i lokal konkurrens.

« Sista dagen for ansokan ar 2027/01/31 besked i Mars/April

UMEA UNIVERSITET



GLOBAL BRIDGES

Mojlighet for unga forskare (annu ej docent) att bjuda in en
internationell gastforskare till Umea under 2027

Upp till fyra (4) anslag kommer att beviljas a 50.000 kr

De internationella forskarnas kostnader for tur- och returresa
samt upp till en veckas vistelse i Sverige (minst tva dagar — for
ett internat)

Viktigt: Skall vara ett nytt samarbete!

UMEA UNIVERSITET
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