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Figure 1. Responses for ‘As a result of participating in this working group, I have a better
understanding of…’

the modeling techniques available on the
working group's topic
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the research data available on the working
group's topic

3

2

the types of data needed to better inform existing
models
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new methods and modeling techniques that need
to be developed
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Figure 2. Satisfaction agreement for working group meeting one

The presentations were useful.
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The presenters were very knowledgeable about
their topics.
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The group discussions were useful.
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I would recommend participating in NIMBioS
working groups to my colleagues.

3

2

The working group met my expectations.
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I feel the working group was very productive.
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Figure 3. Frequencies of yes/no responses to survey questions with open-ended feedback

Exchange of ideas during the working group will
influence your future research
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Working group made adequate progress, for its
first meeting, toward finding a common language
across disciplines in the research area
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Helped to understand the research happening in
other disciplines in the group's topic area
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Expectations for the next working group are clear

Developed unanticipated plans for collaborative
research with other working group participants

Please explain:
Another member
helped me develop a
new software test set.
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Please explain:
Another member is
planning to try out
my software

Open-ended feedback: “What do you feel was the most useful aspect of the working group?”
1. Learning about modeling signaling pathways in a different model system
2. Learning interesting questions about a different model system
3. Learning about different approaches to modeling signaling pathways
The group discussions; discussing potential collaborations

Open-ended feedback: “What if anything would you change about the working group?”
More time spent discussing or identifying which questions could best be pursued by interactive collaborations
between experimentalists and modelers.
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