
 

 

 

MQ: Transforming mental health is a registered charity in England and Wales (1139916) & Scotland (SC046075) and a company (7406055) 

Grant Review Process 

1643 

 
 

MQ Mental Health Research (MQ) is an award-
winning international mental health research charity 
dedicated to transforming lives through scientific 
discovery. Our vision is a world where mental illnesses 
are understood, diagnosed, effectively treated, and 
ultimately, prevented. 
To achieve this, we fund research across the entire 
translational spectrum - from early-stage laboratory 
studies to the development of interventions and 
prevention strategies - ensuring that impact remains 
at the heart of all we do.  
 
Since 2013, we have invested over £30 million in 65 
research projects spanning 40 institutions, across six continents. Our funding has been catalytic: for 
every £1 MQ has invested, an additional £5 has been generated in new research funding. 
 
With a decade of expertise in research funding, MQ is committed to supporting researchers from 
diverse disciplines and geographies, equipping them with the resources and opportunities needed to 
drive ground-breaking discoveries. 

MQ Grant Peer Review Process 
MQ adheres to the AMRC guidelines for best practice in peer review. All grant applications undergo a 

rigorous review process, which include written assessments by independent expert reviewers and/or 

assessment by Expert Funding Panels. Panel members include lived experience experts and academic 

experts and are selected based on their expertise relevant to the specific funding call. More 

information on the principles guiding this process can be found on the AMRC's Guidance on Peer 

Review page. 

 

All our funding schemes are structured to support the highest-quality, internationally competitive 

research, selected through a process that is fair, transparent, and rigorous. The specific review 

process for each scheme varies based on the grant’s duration, budget, and strategic importance. We 

employ a multi-staged peer review system to maintain scientific excellence and ensure alignment with 

strategic priorities. Applications undergo a combination of the following assessment steps: 

 

 
 

*Some schemes exclude one or more of these stages 

https://www.amrc.org.uk/listing/category/amrcs-principles-of-expert-review
https://www.amrc.org.uk/listing/category/amrcs-principles-of-expert-review
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Assessment Criteria 

In general, peer reviewers assess applications based on the following criteria: 

 

1. Skills and potential of the applicant(s): does the applicant have the skills and/or 

qualifications to successfully undertake the proposed project as shown by career stage, 

highlighted achievements, research outputs, and awards?  

2. Quality and originality of the proposed project: are the proposed idea(s) new 

and bold? Does the project support novel application(s) of methods and concepts into 

mental health science (beyond state of the art)? Is the proposed approach scientifically 

sound? (Your confidence in review plan and methodology as described); 

3. Potential of the proposed project: does the proposal have the potential to 

accelerate advances in the field of mental health science? Does the project have the 

potential for further development in relation to scale, applicability and ambition (e.g., 

broader applicability to mental health research and types of literature surveyed)?  

4. Feasibility: can the project be delivered within the proposed timeframe? Does the 

applicant have access to appropriate institutional support and expertise to successfully 

undertake the proposed project?  

5. Patient and public involvement: Clarity - is the Plain English Summary clear and 

thorough? Relevance - is this an important topic? Has the applicant provided 

adequate reasoning for their project? Impact - has the applicant described a clear 

pathway to patient/ public benefit? Patient and public involvement plans - are 

the plans for patient and public involvement in the study reasonable and clearly 

communicated? Is there any important information that was not addressed? What is 

the extent of lived experience involvement - for example, is the lived experience 

involvement at the level of collaboration and co-production, consultation, 

interpretation of finding? Does lived experience have a role in presenting and 

disseminating findings? Are those with lived experience involved in developing the 

communication strategy?  
 

Grants Management and Grantee Support  

MQ ensures effective project oversight, supports researchers throughout the grant lifecycle, and 

maximises research impact through: 

 

• Regular Progress Monitoring through scheduled bi-annual reports and regular check-ins; 
• Financial Oversight to ensure funds are used appropriately, with transparent financial 

reporting and compliance checks; 
• Ongoing Grantee Support;  
• Knowledge Sharing & Collaboration through facilitating connections between grantees, 

stakeholders, and MQ’s wider research network;  
• Impact Assessment: evaluating and systematically tracking long-term outcomes (e.g., 

publications, follow-on funding, career progression of grantees) through Researchfish to 
inform future funding strategies and demonstrate research impact. 

 
This comprehensive process ensures the selection of impactful research, supports researchers 
throughout their projects, and contributes to long-term advancements in mental health science. 

https://researchfish.com/

