Note: This is a draft NRF rating template for narratives. Applications must be submitted online via NRF Connect.







PLEASE NOTE: This application template serves as a preparation tool for the 2025/2026 NRF call. All rating applications should be completed and submitted online on NRF Connect: HTTPS:// NRFCONNECT.NRF.AC.ZA/.

The assessment period for which research outputs will be considered for evaluation is 8 years, which, for the next closing date (i.e., March 2026), is defined as 1 January 2018 to 31 December 2025.
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AI-generated content may be incorrect.]Please note that this template includes the key narrative sections of the NRF rating application, as well as space to indicate your best five research outputs and potential reviewers. You may complete these sections here and then copy and paste the information into your NRFConnect application once it opens.
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	[bookmark: _Toc215756994]CAREER PROFILE (NARRATIVE 1)
· Provide a brief biographical sketch (not in bullet form), giving information not already provided elsewhere in the application. The introduction must be written as a narrative and could include a short overview of where, in terms of research, you have come from, what you are interested in (in very broad terms), and where you are now.
· Mention should be made of awards and prizes, membership of editorial boards, membership of national and international scientific committees, and other tangible recognition you have. (The latter could include citations, names of journals for which you have been invited to act as reviewer, etc.). This will enable reviewers to obtain some perspective on you and assess your major awards and recognition. The biographical information should not exceed 5 500 characters including spaces (equivalent to one A4 page, Arial font size 10).

	






































	[bookmark: _Toc215756995]BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF COMPLETED RESEARCH (2018 – 2025) (NARRATIVE 2)
· A succinct narrative of accomplished research emphasising only achievements over the last eight years (i.e. 1 January 2018 – 31 December 2025, and with reference to the relevant research outputs listed for the last eight years, must be provided. If the relevant outputs may not have been read by, or be accessible to reviewers, you must include a brief, but concise description of the work done, a summary of the results achieved and an explanation of the significance of the work.
· Your statement on your completed research should not exceed 11 000 characters including spaces (equivalent to two A4 pages). Note: Carriage returns are counted as two characters.

Note: The Brief description of completed research should be like writing a review of your work and the progress of findings (like in a journal review or introduction/background in an article). Citations, invitations etc. can be included here as you describe the research but not the roles of the individuals involved.

	




































	[bookmark: _Toc215756996]SELF-ASSESSMENT OF RESEARCH OUTPUTS (NARRATIVE 3)
· An assessment of your contributions to your research field over the last 8 years must be provided. The self-assessment should also be in the form of a narrative, where special emphasis should be placed on those contributions listed amongst the best research outputs. Please provide an account of how these best research outputs reflect the development and growth of your research during recent years. Mention should be made of instances where you have, in your view, made noteworthy contributions to the extension of knowledge in your field, as well as how your work relates to others in your field. Your self-assessment should only relate to research done during the last 8 years.
· Use this opportunity to use the first person and to describe the role that you played in the work.
· Where more than one person has contributed to the research outputs you have listed you must indicate your own contribution to the team effort in this section.
· Repetition/duplication of outputs (e.g. as conference proceeding and a journal article) is strongly discouraged.
· Your self-assessment statement should not exceed 5 500 characters including spaces (equivalent to one A4 page). Note: Carriage returns are counted as two characters.

	

























	[bookmark: _Toc215756997]ONGOING AND PLANNED FUTURE RESEARCH (NARRATIVE 4)
· Provide a brief but comprehensive statement in the form of a narrative on your ongoing and planned future research. This must include your research vision for the next six years as well as a concise discussion of your research activities envisaged during this period.
· Any outputs that have not yet been published/produced, (i.e. those 'in press' or 'accepted' or 'submitted') must NOT BE included as research outputs in the period under review but should be included in this section.
· Your statement should not exceed 5 500 characters including spaces (equivalent to one A4 page). Note: Carriage returns are counted as two characters.

	







































	[bookmark: _Toc215756998]BEST RESEARCH OUTPUTS IN THE LAST 8 YEARS (2018 – 2025)
· Select five (5) (not more) outputs that you consider to be your best during the assessment period. Please also include copies of these five best outputs when completing the online application.
· For each of these selected entries, give brief reasons, in no more than one or two sentences (± 800 characters, including spaces), for your choice. (For example: 115 citations since 2001; a novel method or new direction in the field; invited to deliver keynote addresses in Chicago and London on these research findings; top-ranked journal in the field with an impact factor of 3.25; most prestigious conference in my field; exhibited in major galleries around the world, etc.)

Important Notes about Best Research Outputs:

· Please do NOT select Keynote presentations or PowerPoint presentations as they are not considered to be peer-reviewed research outputs – they are rather to be referred to in the narrative sections as testimony to peer recognition.
· Do take care when you select them as they are to provide the reviewer with evidence of quality (both the research and publication outlets), independence (your own contribution to the research output must be significant), sustainability (not all from the same year); conceptualisation (the utilisation of appropriate research methods; assessment of research findings (literature consulted; substantiation of conclusions etc.) and coherence.



The research outputs for this section must be selected directly from your CV in NRFConnect, and all associated details will auto-populate from there. In this template, you may draft the ‘Applicant’s Contribution’ and ‘Motivation for Selecting this Output’ before copying them into your online application


	OUTPUT 1

	Title of Output
	

	Applicant’s contribution
	Briefly describe your contribution to this output.


	Motivation
	Provide brief motivation for why you are choosing this
output as your best in the past 8 yrs.



	OUTPUT 2

	Title of Output
	

	Applicant’s contribution
	Briefly describe your contribution to this output.


	Motivation
	Provide brief motivation for why you are choosing this
output as your best in the past 8 yrs

	OUTPUT 3

	Title of Output
	

	Applicant’s contribution
	Briefly describe your contribution to this output.


	Motivation
	Provide brief motivation for why you are choosing this
output as your best in the past 8 yrs

	OUTPUT 4

	Title of Output
	

	Applicant’s contribution
	Briefly describe your contribution to this output.


	Motivation
	Provide brief motivation for why you are choosing this
output as your best in the past 8 yrs

	OUTPUT 5

	Title of Output
	

	Applicant’s contribution
	Briefly describe your contribution to this output.


	Motivation
	Provide brief motivation for why you are choosing this
output as your best in the past 8 yrs



	[bookmark: _Toc215756999]POTENTIAL REVIEWERS
· Please nominate suitable reviewers and add the information or relevant reviewers. Provide names and full contact details of peers* who are best able to assess your recent research outputs and contributions in your field(s). Preferably use an appropriate mix of national and international reviewers. However, do not nominate more than one reviewer from the same institution.
· Please be frank as to your relationship with the reviewer: close professional colleague, personal friend, current research collaborator, acquaintance, ex-colleague, etc. NOTE: For Rating Applications - Members of the Specialist Committees may reject suggested reviewers which will be disadvantageous for the application.
· A total of 6 reviewers have to be added for this section to mark as complete.
Reviewers from the same institution as the applicant should not be selected.



	NOTE: For Rating Applications, reviewers from own department/school should not be nominated. An exception (e.g. PhD supervisor) can be made in the case of applicants nominated for the P or Y rating categories.

	Reviewer Details 1

	Reviewer
	

	Email address
	

	Institution
	

	Specialization
	

	Indicate your association with the
reviewer
	

	Indicate your reason for nominating this reviewer
	

	Priority
	

	Reviewer Details 2

	Reviewer
	

	Email address
	

	Institution
	

	Specialization
	

	Indicate your association with the
reviewer
	

	Indicate your reason for nominating
this reviewer
	

	Priority
	

	Reviewer Details 3

	Reviewer
	

	Email address
	

	Institution
	

	Specialization
	

	Indicate your association with the
reviewer
	

	Indicate your reason for nominating
this reviewer
	

	Priority
	

	Reviewer Details 4

	Reviewer
	

	Email address
	

	Institution
	



	Specialization
	

	Indicate your association with the
reviewer
	

	Indicate your reason for nominating
this reviewer
	

	Priority
	

	Reviewer Details 5

	Reviewer
	

	Email address
	

	Institution
	

	Specialization
	

	Indicate your association with the reviewer
	

	Indicate your reason for nominating
this reviewer
	

	Priority
	

	Reviewers Details 6

	Reviewer
	

	Email address
	

	Institution
	

	Specialization
	

	Indicate your association with the
reviewer
	

	Indicate your reason for nominating
this reviewer
	

	Priority
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