Application for PPI Dragons Den & National PPI Ignite Network PhD Awards
About
PPI Ignite Network have established National PhD awards. The PPI Dragon’s Den will determine the UCD nominee. Apply below and then pitch to our PPI Dragons on 28 November. Applications must be submitted to ppi@ucd.ie before 1pm 14 November. 
Every submission will receive feedback to help improve their PPI Plans and communication. Independent PPI “Dragons” will select the UCD National PPI Ignite Network PhD Awardee. 
Awardee will travel to Limerick in February for the National Award Ceremony with costs covered. Award is a Certificate of Excellence from the PPI Ignite Network.
More about PPI: www.ucd.ie/ppi/
Eligibility Criteria
· You must be a PhD student registered to UCD who have embedded PPI in their doctoral research.
· Research must be related to the field of Health or Social Care Research.
· You must be a currently registered PhD student at UCD.
· You must be available to attend and pitch (7-minute oral pitch) to the Dragon’s Den on 28 Nov 2025 in person.

Judging Criteria is available at the end of the document, please read carefully and use this as a guide for your submission. The application form will go to the judges, and they will base their feedback and judging on both the application and the pitch you deliver on the day.
Notes
A Maximum of 9 applicants will proceed to Dragon’s Den.
The PPI Dragon’s decision is final.
The award is given by the PPI Ignite Network, not UCD.

PPI Dragons Den Application Form
Save as a word document with the file name format: Your-name-PPI-Dragons-Den-UCD-2025
Email completed forms to ppi@ucd.ie with the subject line “Dragons Den Your Name”.
Closing Date is 1pm 14 Nov 2025

	Name
	

	School Affiliation
	

	Year Started PhD
	

	Year Expected to finish PhD
	



	Please add your initials to confirm you are a PhD student currently registered at UCD
	



	
	Yes
	No

	Do you wish to be considered for the National PPI PhD Award 
(the UCD awardee is determined via the Dragon’s Den, there is no additional work required)
	
	



	Disclosure of Use of Artificial Intelligence 

	
	Yes
	No

	Did you use AI tools in the development and/or creation of this submission?
	
	

	If yes, please list which tools you used below.

	




	If yes, please explain how AI tools were used.

	










Submission must be in plain English. Total Word Count: 500
	Background 

	






	PPI Approaches

	










	Outcomes & Dissemination

	










	Conclusion

	











Judging Criteria
	Background (15%)

	· There is a clear, concise summary of the research i.e. the ‘problem’, who this affects, the research question and proposals to address this.

· The author has identified the importance (centrality) of PPI in this research.

· Contribution to advancing knowledge in the field.

	PPI Approaches (40%)

	· Engagement with PPI Stakeholders. There is clear involvement of public, patients, family members, carers, or other relevant stakeholders in two or more of the following stages of the research: idea generation, planning, design, how the research was conducted, interpretation of findings, or dissemination. PPI /community feedback on the research engagement process. The author clearly
describes the PPI approaches used throughout the research.

· There is evidence of working together which reflects the PPI Ignite Network Values and Principles for PPI in Research and/or the UCD PPI Values 

· Shared decision making is evident throughout this project

· Evidence of scholarly rigor, including the strength of the methodology with regards to PPI research

· Adherence to ethical standards and best practices in research and publication.

· EDI considerations

	Outcomes & Dissemination (30%)

	· The author describes the extent to which PPI influenced the research overall.

· The PPI approaches used were evaluated and the author describes any positive or negative outcomes.

· The author has considered the impact of the PPI on the project team (researchers, PPI contributors).

· There is evidence of appropriate dissemination and knowledge sharing to wider audiences (scientific, public, patient community).

· Efforts to communicate research findings in clear, accessible language to diverse audiences, including non-specialist stakeholders.
· Evidence of impact and tangible outcomes (e.g., for the patient community, policy changes, service improvements, shared outputs/dissemination, community involvement etc).

	Conclusions (15%)

	The author has included recommendations for future practice or next steps.



