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HHP MISSION STREAM 1 APPLICATION MATERIALS

HHP MISSION is a newly established funding initiative under the Research, Innovation and Enterprise (RIE) 2030 plan, focused on accelerating translational research in Biotech and MedTech. It is designed to bridge the gap between upstream discovery research and downstream development by supporting projects that address clearly defined challenges with strong potential for real-world, commercial impact within a 5–10 year horizon.

HHP MISSION Stream 1 supports focused, translationally anchored projects that advance sufficiently novel and differentiated approaches to improve upon the current standard of care in a specific biological or disease context, with the aim of generating tangible outputs and decision-enabling evidence within 2.5 to 3 years and an indicative funding envelope of up to S$5M (incl. 30% indirect costs).
HHP MISSION Stream 1 is not a conventional discovery grant. Applicants should make a case for why the proposed approach is worth pursuing now, what improvement it could enable over current standards or alternatives, and what decision-enabling evidence will be generated through the project. 

Applicants should clearly define:
· the novelty and differentiation of the approach over the current standard of care/practice;
· the tangible translational output(s) they expect to generate;
· the evidence required to justify further investment, development, or handoff; and
· the downstream pathway that could become possible if the project succeeds.

Proposals will be assessed on the scientific/clinical importance of the opportunity being addressed (is this a genuine translational blocker, not an academic research gap?), the strength of the translational thesis (how likely is this to work?), the credibility of the execution plan (are the approach, team, milestones and budget realistic?), the differentiation and value proposition of the proposal (is the approach meaningfully better than existing standard of care/practice?) and the ability of the project to generate evidence that supports a continue, pivot, stop, or handoff decision (i.e. go/no-go decision points). Tangible outputs may include validated targets, enabling platforms, candidate assets, prototypes, assays, datasets, algorithms, commercialisable IP, or handoff-ready packages for downstream development.
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HHP MISSION STREAM 1 – FIRST WAVE FOCUS AREA

For this call, the thematic focus area is immune homeostasis, immune dysregulation and inflammation as drivers of disease. 

The illustrative challenge areas below show the expected scope and ambition for Stream 1 proposals: 


	Challenge 1
	Challenge 2
	Challenge 3

	Uncover disease-driving pathways and cell states
	Reset immunity without broadly suppressing it
	Make immune dysregulation clinically actionable

	What if we could identify the dysregulated pathways and cell states that drive disease, and reveal precise opportunities to restore immune homeostasis?
	What if we could selectively reprogramme dysregulated immunity to deliver deeper and more durable responses while preserving protective immune function?
	What if clinicians could identify and track immune dysregulation early enough to change treatment decisions and prevent irreversible damage?





The three challenge statements and examples are illustrative rather than prescriptive. Applicants do not need to address all three and may propose different scientifically credible approaches, provided they are strongly aligned with the overarching thematic focus and MISSION’s translational objectives.

Proposals may address either one or multiple disease context(s) where immune homeostasis, immune dysregulation or inflammation is a meaningful driver of disease. 


These examples indicate the types of projects that could be supported under Stream 1:
Example #1
Using human cell/tissue-derived systems that capture complex, integrated disease states, apply cutting-edge technologies, including artificial intelligence, to uncover and validate dysregulated pathways or cell states that drive disease persistence, relapse, progression or tissue injury.

Example #2
Establish proof-of-concept for a targeted approach to modulate a defined pathway or cell state in a specific tissue context, with the potential to modulate/reset dysregulated immune responses or restore tissue homeostasis while reducing reliance on broad systemic immunosuppression.

Guiding principles for Example #1 and #2:
· Proposals should improve upon the current standard of care, e.g. enhancing efficacy, addressing inadequate depth or durability of response, or widening the therapeutic index. This could include targeting pathogenic cell states, resetting dysregulated biological responses, restoring tissue homeostasis or achieving tissue-specific modulation.

· Proposals should be grounded in human data or biologically relevant human systems, rather than relying primarily on conventional animal models or studies of isolated cell populations. They should generate convincing evidence that the proposed intervention can modulate the identified pathway or cell state and produce a meaningful disease-modifying impact, coupled with a tractable path towards therapeutic development.

Example #3
Develop medical devices or clinically actionable tests (e.g. immunodiagnostic, molecular-diagnostics, imaging or AI-driven diagnostics) that improve the diagnosis or management of immune dysregulation in a defined high-value disease context. 

Guiding principles for Example #3:
· Proposals should focus on a specific decision point where current clinical classification is inadequate, such as identifying high-risk patients, distinguishing active inflammatory disease from irreversible tissue damage, predicting relapse or progression, or selecting patients for targeted immune-modulating therapies. 

· Proposals should generate early evidence linking the proposed technology to a clinically meaningful decision point or outcome, and a feasible diagnostic, companion diagnostic or medical device product path.
· 
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	PROJECT AT A GLANCE
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	Project title
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	Domain (please tick one box only)
	☐ Biotech       ☐ Medtech       ☐ Others
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	Project Duration (max. 36 months)
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	Total Funding Requested (SGD, inclusive of 30% indirect costs)
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	People involved
		Role in Project
	Full Name
	Institution/Affiliation

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	

	
	
	






MISSION SNAPSHOT
	[image: Lock with solid fill]The Challenge and Opportunity (Max. 100 words)
	[image: Old Key with solid fill] The Output (Max. 100 words)
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	Please articulate the challenge you are addressing (what problem are you trying to solve?), and how the proposed approach is novel, differentiated and improves upon the current standard of care/practice. Indicate how it relates to the identified focus area.
	Proposed translational output (e.g. validated target, enabling platform, candidate asset, assay, dataset, IP package).
	Potential pathway for downstream development e.g. downstream receptacles such as STDR, EDDC, NATi, DxD Hub, follow-on funding (public/private), industry collaboration, licensing, or spin-off
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	NON-CONFIDENTIAL PROPOSAL SNAPSHOT
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	Lay Summary (Max. 300 words)
	Provide a clear, non-technical summary of the gap/opportunity, proposed solution, and potential impact.
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	Scientific/ technical summary (Max. 500 words)
	Provide a concise overview of the scientific or technical approach and expected outcomes.
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	MISSION-fit statement (Max. 100 words)
	How does this proposal align with the goals and intent of HHP MISSION?


*Note that this snapshot will be used for screening, reviewer assignment, conflict of interest checks, double-dipping checks, and potential award communications.
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	Eligibility and Funding Rules
· Applicants should ensure that they meet the eligibility criteria before applying. The Lead Investigator (Lead-I) should:
· hold at least 0.7 FTE primary appointment in a Singapore publicly funded research organisation or institute of higher learning;
· run a laboratory or research programme that carries out research in Singapore; and
· have a track record of leadership in coordinating research programmes, mentoring research teams, and delivering productive research outcomes.
· Co-Investigators and Team Leads must hold an appointment in a Singapore publicly funded research organisation or Institute of Higher Learning (IHL).
· Funding will only be awarded to Singapore public sector research performers. Overseas institutions, industry partners, companies, or other external collaborators may participate as collaborators, but will not receive grant funding.
· Collaborators may contribute technology, expertise, manpower, data, samples, access, facilities, or other in-kind support where relevant.
· A total budget of up to S$5M, inclusive of 30% indirect costs, may be requested. Budgets must be submitted in Singapore dollars.
· Exceptions to eligibility criteria may be considered on a case-by-case basis with submission of a waiver request. Applicants should write to the HHP MISSION Programme Office at least seven working days before the application deadline.

Submission Requirements
· Applications must be submitted in English, using Arial font, size 10, with single-line spacing.
· Applicants must use this template and complete all relevant sections listed (1-19).
· The main proposal must not exceed 10 pages, excluding the proposal summary and required supporting information. 
· The proposal summary may be used for screening, reviewer assignment, conflict-of-interest checks, double-dipping checks, and award communications.
· Grey italic guidance text should be removed before submission.
· All documents must be submitted in Word or PDF format. Scanned PDFs are allowed only for documents requiring signatures.
· Projects involving Singapore public sector institutions or multi-institutional clinical research are subject to the Shorten Time to Execute Multi-party Project Agreements (STEMPA) initiative. Project teams should refer to the STEMPA Guidebook before submission.
· Relevant privileged or confidential information should be disclosed where necessary to provide a clearer understanding of the project. Such information should be clearly marked in the proposal.
· Completed applications must be submitted to connect@hhp-mission.sg by the specified deadline.





MAIN PROPOSAL (max. 10 pages)

	3
	CHALLENGE & OPPORTUNITY
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	Challenge statement
State the specific challenge that this proposal will address (what problem are you trying to solve?). The challenge statement should be framed as a clear, outcome-oriented opportunity to be addressed within the project period and should align with the Stream 1 focus area.

The illustrative challenge statements provided in the call materials are not intended to be prescriptive. Applicants should define the specific challenge relevant to their proposed disease, biological, clinical or technical context.


	
Describe the real-world gap underlying the challenge, specific scientific, technical, biological, operational, manufacturing, regulatory, or other translational bottleneck/ gap this project will address. Explain what currently exists, why current standards are insufficient, and why the proposed approach is worth pursuing now. 

Applicants should describe how the proposed approach improves upon what is currently available, why it is sufficiently novel and differentiated, and what new translational opportunity will become possible if the project succeeds.

Guiding questions:
· What real-world gap is being addressed? What evidence supports the significance of this gap?
· What is the relevant current standard of care/ practice and why is it insufficient?
· Who is affected by this gap, and who would ultimately use, adopt, or benefit from the proposed output?
· How is this a translational bottleneck/gap rather than just a research gap?
· What would become possible if this bottleneck/gap is solved?

	

	4
	TRANSLATIONAL OUTPUT AND EVIDENCE PACKAGE
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	Define the tangible translational output(s) expected by the end of the Stream 1 project. This section should focus on what will be created or demonstrated within the project period, and the decision-enabling evidence required to show that the proposed approach has sufficiently addressed the identified challenge.

Examples include validated targets, enabling platforms, therapeutic/diagnostic/MedTech candidates, prototype concepts, assays, models, datasets, algorithms, technical or biological feasibility packages, commercialisable IP filings, or handoff-ready packages for downstream receptacles.

Guiding questions:
· What will exist by the end of the project that does not exist today? 
· What is the current state, the end-of-project state, and the evidence required to demonstrate the end state?
· What would make this output credible enough for downstream development, adoption, commercialisation, or handoff?

	

	5
	RESEARCH AND EXECUTION PLAN
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	Describe how the project will generate the translational output(s) and decision-enabling evidence described in Section 4. Focus on the critical experiments, models, work packages, datasets, prototypes, and validation steps that will generate decision-enabling evidence. Applicants should distinguish essential de-risking activities from exploratory or optional work.

Applicants should explain how the project aligns with the relevant Stream 1 thematic focus area and illustrative challenge areas, if applicable, and why the proposed approach is original, rigorous, feasible, and critical to de-risking the proposed solution.


Suggested sub-headings:
· Core hypothesis / technical thesis 
· Critical experiments / work packages 
· Models, assays, datasets or prototypes to be used 
· Feasibility and preliminary support/ data 
· Key execution risks and mitigation 
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	6
	MILESTONES, GO/NO-GO DECISION POINTS AND GANTT CHART
	[image: Clipboard Mixed with solid fill]

	Project continuation will be subject to HHP MISSION’s reviews. A milestone is not merely a task completed; it is a decision point that determines whether the project should continue, pivot, scale, or stop. The milestones and go/no-go criteria should show how the project will generate and validate the committed translational output(s) described in Section 4. For each review, applicants should define specific, measurable success criteria and decision points to assess whether the project should continue, pivot, scale, or stop. Criteria should be quantitative where applicable, with relevant benchmarks, models, datasets, test conditions, and minimum thresholds for progression. 

Applicants should identify the key project team members and, where relevant, advisors or stakeholders who should participate in each review. Examples below are illustrative only and are not mandatory thresholds.

	Phase
	Decision-enabling milestone
	Minimum success threshold
	Decision if not met
	 Participants in the review

	Phase 1
	1. E.g. A viable delivery system has been identified that effectively transports the payload to the target cells or tissue. 
2. Please provide quantitative success criteria where applicable
	E.g. 85% transfection efficiency in vitro.
	Continue / Pivot / Stop
	e.g. Lead Investigator, All Co-Investigators

	Phase 2
	1. E.g. Completion of prototype testing that effectively addresses [X].
2. Please provide quantitative success criteria where applicable
	E.g. ≥90% successful task completion under simulated-use conditions, with no critical device failures across predefined test runs
	Continue / Pivot / Stop
	

	Phase 3
	1. E.g. Assay achieves predefined analytical sensitivity, specificity, reproducibility, and limit-of-detection thresholds using relevant sample types. 
2. E.g. Platform demonstrates reproducible performance across at least [X] use cases or sample types, meeting predefined throughput, robustness, and scalability criteria.
	
	
	








Using the provided Gantt chart template, applicants should outline the project phases, workstreams, timelines, milestones, and measurable deliverables. Each workstream should contribute to a tangible output or decision-enabling evidence package. The duration of each project phase can be determined by the project team according to the work plan, provided that the overall project duration does not exceed the maximum allowable duration.

	Workstreams
	Party responsible
	Y1
Q1
	Y1
Q2
	Y1
Q3
	Y1
Q4
	Y2
Q1
	Y2
Q2
	Y2
Q3
	Y2
Q4
	Y3
Q1
	Y3
Q2
	Y3
Q3
	Y3
Q4

	S/N
	Phase 1
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.1
	Workstream e.g. Sequence / candidate / prototype / assay / algorithm design
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	1.2
	Workstream
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Phase 1 Milestone review
	Phase 1 Deliverable e.g. Candidate, prototype, assay, model, algorithm, or platform component ready for testing (see above for milestones/review criteria)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	S/N
	Phase 2
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.1
	Workstream e.g. In vitro / bench / analytical / usability / stability / functionality testing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2
	Workstream 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Phase 2
Milestone review
	Phase 2 Deliverable e.g. Initial evidence of technical or biological feasibility against predefined criteria (see above for milestones/review criteria)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	S/N
	Phase 3
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.1
	Workstream e.g. Advanced validation, e.g. in vivo / clinical sample / simulated-use / workflow / manufacturability / scalability testing
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2
	Workstream 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Phase 3
Milestone review
	Phase 3 Deliverable e.g. Translational data package supporting downstream development, adoption, commercialisation, or handoff (see above for milestones/review criteria)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Final Review
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	7
	DOWNSTREAM PATHWAY AND PULL-THROUGH
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	Describe where the project should go next if successful, and what would be needed after this project to advance the output toward adoption, commercialisation, or handoff.

Guiding questions:
· What specific evidence, asset, IP, dataset, prototype, or capability must exist for a downstream party to take the next step?
· What additional validation, development, regulatory, manufacturing, clinical, or commercial work would be needed after this project ends?
· Who is the most plausible next owner, partner, funder, receptacle, licensee, or adopter?
· What are the major risks to downstream progression, and how would they be mitigated?
· What regulatory, clinical, data governance, deployment, manufacturing, or implementation considerations could affect downstream adoption of the proposed output, and how will these be addressed or de-risked during the project?

	

	8
	COMPETITIVE DIFFERENTIATION AND VALUE PROPOSITION
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	Explain how the proposed approach compares with current standards of care, research tools, workflows, platforms, products, or emerging alternatives. Applicants should state the differentiated value proposition and why the proposed approach could create a non-incremental translational opportunity.

Guiding questions:
· What are the most relevant current or emerging alternatives?
· What is the key differentiated advantage of the proposed approach?
· What evidence is needed to prove this advantage?
· Why would a downstream party care if this advantage is demonstrated?

	

	9
	TEAM CAPABILITY AND BUDGET JUSTIFICATION
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	Summarise why the proposed team, institutional setting, partnerships, infrastructure, and requested budget are appropriate for executing the project and delivering the committed translational output. This section should provide a concise justification, with detailed team and budget information provided in the required supporting sections.

Guiding questions:
· Why is this the right team for this project?
· What critical expertise, facilities, datasets, samples, models, clinical access, engineering capability, manufacturing capability, or commercialisation support does the team have?
· What expertise or partnership gaps remain, and how will they be addressed?
· How does the requested budget support the critical work packages and decision-enabling milestones? 
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REQUIRED SUPPORTING INFORMATION (not counted towards 10-page limit)

	10
	FULL PROJECT TEAM DETAILS
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	· The Lead Investigator will coordinate research activities carried out by the project team. He/She will be responsible for all progress reporting on behalf of the project team.
· Team Leads will be the representative(s) leading the research at the Partner Institution. 
· Co-Investigator(s) (Co-Is) will be the person(s) leading and managing a particular workstream in collaboration with the Lead Investigator or Team Lead within the same institution.
· Collaborator(s) refers to any company, institution or incorporated body engaged in research collaboration with the Lead Investigator or any Co-Is.
· Funding will be awarded to Singapore public sector research performers only. Collaborators do not receive funding.
· The percentage effort within the project for all team members, excluding Collaborators must add up to 100%. Identify any synergies and provide a conflict management plan if applicable. Indicate the role and contribution of each team member including the Lead Investigator, Co-Investigators, Team Lead and Collaborators.
· Leads should hold a primary appointment in a Singapore publicly funded institute or institute of higher learning (IHL). The lead investigator must hold a primary appointment of at least 0.7 FTE in Singapore. 

	Role in project
	Name with Salutation
	ORCID
	Designation
	Research Institution
	Email address
	% FTE/ Commitment to Project[footnoteRef:1] [1:  Represent % effort spent by the investigator on the project relative to his/her other job scope.] 

	% effort within the project[footnoteRef:2] [2:  Represent % effort spent by the investigator on the project relative to other team members. Total % of all team members (excluding Collaborators) must add to 100%.] 


	Lead Investigator
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Team Lead
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Co-Investigator (Co-I)
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Collaborator
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	
	
	
	
	TOTAL:
	
	


Add rows where required.
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	BUDGET REQUEST (IN SINGAPORE DOLLARS)
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	· A total budget of up to S$5M (incl. 30% indirect costs) may be requested. The project team is strongly advised to budget prudently and according to the needs of the proposed work. Provide a summary of the budget request for each institution in the table below. Please round up all direct costs to the nearest ten.
· Please provide a detailed breakdown of the requested budget using the “Proposal Budget Excel Template” which must be submitted together with the proposal. Ensure the budget numbers in this table tally with the ‘Proposal Budget Excel Template’.
· Researchers from overseas institutions and industry/companies can only participate as collaborators. No grant funding may be awarded to these collaborators. They may contribute technology or in-kind in terms of manpower, time or other resources. 

	
	Institution:
 <name>
	Institution: 
<name>
	Institution:
 <name>
	Institution:
 <name>
	TOTAL

	EOM
	
	
	
	
	

	OOE
	
	
	
	
	

	EQPT
	
	
	
	
	

	OT
	
	
	
	
	

	RS
	
	
	
	
	

	Direct Cost
	
	
	
	
	

	Indirect Cost (30% of direct cost except RS budget[footnoteRef:3]) [3:  Indirect Cost does not apply to RS.] 


	
	
	
	
	

	Grand Total
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	DECLARATION OF ETHICS APPROVAL
	[image: Clipboard Checked with solid fill]

	The approval of the grant is subject to ethics approval. Please state if your study involves the following ethics categories and attach the ethics approval documentation, if applicable.

	Please check the box Yes or No if the project involves any of the following:
	Please declare the participating institution(s) where the study requiring ethics approval is/are conducted:

	a) 
	Human subjects
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	b) 
	Use of human biological materials (HBM)
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	c) 
	Conduct tissue banking activities regulated under the Human Biomedical Research Act (HBRA)
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	d) 
	Use of health information or research data from primary donors
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	e) 
	Use of commercially available HBM/animal tissues or cells
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	f) 
	Animal experimentation
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	g) 
	Requirement for Class 2 containment and above
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	h) 
	Multi-centre trials (if yes, please state all participating institutions / centres)
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	i) 
	Others: 
Please specify:
	|_| Yes |_| No
	

	A copy of the ethics approval is attached
	|_| Yes |_| No
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	BACKGROUND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY (BIP)
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	List the relevant patents, publications and technology disclosures which constitute BIP and Background Know-How which may potentially be required for the use, licensing or commercialisation of Foreground Intellectual Property or Foreground Know-How. Highlight any potential encumbrance or limitation in freedom to operate. Include any existing or planned licensing agreements with industry collaborators or others.

	S/N
	BIP 
	Details (incl. patent number where applicable)

	1. 
	
	

	2. 
	
	

	S/N
	Background Know-How
	Details

	3. 
	
	

	4. 
	
	


Add rows as required.
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	FOREGROUND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY (FIP)
	[image: Lightbulb and gear with solid fill]

	List the potential FIP or commercialisation activities which will be generated through this project. Attach any supporting documentation where relevant.

	S/N
	Potential FIP 
	Details

	1. 
	
	

	2. 
	
	


Add rows as required.
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	OTHER FUNDING SUPPORT
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	Using the template below, provide the details for all currently held or applied grants over the last 3 years preceding this application by the project team which are relevant to the proposed research. Highlight any potential overlap of funds with this application and mitigating measures. Note that double-dipping is not allowed.

	Currently held grants by (Name of Investigator)
	Details

	1. 
	Project Number/ID
	

	2. 
	Funding Agency
	

	3. 
	Project Title
	

	4. 
	Project Scope
	

	5. 
	Project Progress (%)
	

	6. 
	Total Amount Awarded
	

	7. 
	Project Start/End Date
	

	8. 
	Project Role
	

	9. 
	Potential overlap
	

	10. 
	Project Number/ID
	

	11. 
	Funding Agency
	

	12. 
	Project Title
	

	13. 
	Project Scope
	

	14. 
	Project Progress (%)
	

	15. 
	Total Amount Awarded
	

	16. 
	Project Start/End Date
	

	17. 
	Project Role
	

	18. 
	Potential overlap
	

	19. 
	Project Number/ID
	

	20. 
	Funding Agency
	

	21. 
	Project Title
	

	22. 
	Project Scope
	

	23. 
	Project Progress (%)
	

	24. 
	Total Amount Awarded
	

	25. 
	Project Start/End Date
	

	26. 
	Project Role
	

	27. 
	Potential overlap
	

	Grant applications pending outcome by (Name of Investigator)
	Details

	28. 
	Project Number/ID
	

	29. 
	Funding Agency
	

	30. 
	Project Title
	

	31. 
	Project Scope
	

	32. 
	Project Progress (%)
	

	33. 
	Total Amount Awarded
	

	34. 
	Project Start/End Date
	

	35. 
	Project Role
	

	36. 
	Potential overlap
	

	37. 
	Project Number/ID
	

	38. 
	Funding Agency
	

	39. 
	Project Title
	

	40. 
	Project Scope
	

	41. 
	Project Progress (%)
	

	42. 
	Total Amount Awarded
	

	43. 
	Project Start/End Date
	

	44. 
	Project Role
	

	45. 
	Potential overlap
	

	46. 
	Project Number/ID
	

	47. 
	Funding Agency
	

	48. 
	Project Title
	

	49. 
	Project Scope
	

	50. 
	Project Progress (%)
	

	51. 
	Total Amount Awarded
	

	52. 
	Project Start/End Date
	

	53. 
	Project Role
	

	54. 
	Potential overlap
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	CURRICULUM VITAE
	[image: Address Book with solid fill]

	Attach the CVs of all Investigators and Collaborators using the template below. Each CV should not exceed 1 page. 

	 
	Details

	Salutation and Name
	

	Current position/appointment(s)/affiliation(s)
	(Please provide full details, e.g. joint appointments; other academic appointments including those outside of Singapore)

	Primary Appointment/ % FTE (with primary appointment)
	

	Percentage of time spent in Singapore every year
	

	ORCID
	

	Key research achievements (e.g. patents, licenses, awards, spin-off companies, external consultancy, etc)
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	DETAILED BUDGET SHEET (EXCEL)
	[image: Document with solid fill]

	Attach the Excel budget sheet showing the detailed breakdown of budget. 
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	INSTITUTIONAL ENDORSEMENT
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	Endorsement from the Host Institution’s Director of Research is required as below.

	It is certified that:

i) the Institution agrees to participate in this HHP MISSION Stream 1 Project;
ii) the Institution shall provide necessary facilities for implementing the HHP MISSION Stream 1 Project;
iii) the Institution assumes financial and other management responsibilities for the duration of the project to be carried out at their institution; and
iv) the back-up funding for manpower, consumables, etc. is available for this HHP MISSION Stream 1 Project.


	Name of Director of Research
	Signature
	Date
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	UNDERTAKING
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	In signing this application form, the project team undertakes to:
a. Declare that all information provided in this application is accurate and true to the best of their knowledge;
b. Comply with all applicable laws, regulations, institutional policies, ethics requirements, and prevailing Grant Terms and Conditions, and Guidelines of the funding agency;
c. Ensure that all necessary licenses and approvals have been obtained or are being sought, where applicable;
d. Declare any actual, potential, or perceived conflict of interest involving the project team, collaborators, industry partners, company executives, or other relevant personnel listed in this proposal, where applicable;
e. Declare any concurrent involvement in other projects, grants, consultancies, appointments, engagements, or commitments that may give rise to conflicts, competing commitments, or cross-deployment concerns, and ensure that the relevant internal approvals have been obtained in accordance with the Host Institution’s and/or organisation’s policies;
f. Ensure that necessary due diligence has been conducted on collaborators, industry partners, company executives, and relevant personnel associated with this proposal, where applicable, in accordance with applicable institutional or organisational policies;
g. Ensure that similar, overlapping, or related versions or parts of this proposal have not been and will not be submitted to other agencies for funding, and that the requested equipment, resources, manpower, and other cost items are not funded by another agency, proposal, project, or grant;
h. Ensure that the funding agency is acknowledged in all publications and relevant outputs arising from the project, where applicable; 
i. Acknowledge that the grant will be managed against clearly defined and tightly scoped milestones, deliverables, timelines, and performance expectations, and that progress against these requirements will be subject to active and periodic review by the HHP MISSION Programme Office. The project team further acknowledges that the outcomes of such reviews may inform funding and project continuation decisions, including decisions to continue, pause, redirect, pivot or terminate the project as may be determined by the HHP MISSION Programme Office; and
j. Acknowledge that it has reviewed the STEMPA Guidebook and undertakes to comply with all applicable STEMPA requirements as part of the conditions should the proposal be awarded.
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