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Compliance Self-Checklist for Principal Investigators of

Government-Funded Research Projects

Self-Checklist Items Check

1. The proposal primarily references first-hand sources, demonstrating a clear understanding | oYes
of the cited works. The original authors’ ideas and findings are accurately represented. aNo

2. When citing the work or results of others, or referencing my own previously published oYes
work, proper citation formats have been used. All references are clearly listed in the oNo
“References” section.

3. Ifthe proposal is an extension of a student’s thesis or dissertation, the relationship between oYes
the proposal and the original work is clearly stated, along with the specific areas identified for oNo
further research.

4. If the proposal is a continuation of a previously funded government research project, the oYes
outcomes of the earlier project are clearly presented, and the novel contributions and oNo
originality of the current proposal are explicitly described.

5. Any preliminary results or previously published findings included in the proposal are | 0 Y€S
clearly identified, with relevant publication details (including format and publication date) oNo
provided.

6. If similar proposals have been submitted to other government agencies, this is fully DYes
disclosed, and the distinctions between the proposals are clearly articulated. oNo

7. If the current proposal was previously submitted for government funding but not DYes
approved, the current version incorporates revisions based on reviewers’ comments. oNo

8. The principal investigator and co-investigators have reached a consensus on collaborative oYes
responsibilities and are fully committed to contributing to the successful implementation of oNo
the proposed project.

9. If the research involves human participants, the proposal has been submitted for ethical | oYes
review and complies with applicable regulations. oNo

10. For proposals submitted to the National Science and Technology Council (NSTC): First-time
principal investigators must complete academic ethics training, as stipulated in the
Operational Guidelines for NSTC Research Project Grants.

According to Article 26 of the Guidelines:
oYes

(10) All first-time principal investigators and project participants listed in an NSTC-funded | oNo
project must complete at least six hours of academic ethics training within three years
prior to the proposal submission date. Proof of completion must be submitted to the host
institution.New participants hired after the project commences must submit proof of having
completed six hours of ethics training within three months of their employment start date.




