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

 
 
Figure 2. Satisfaction agreement for working group meeting one 

 
 

 
 

 
 

1

1

2

3

2

2

1

the modeling techniques available on theworking group's topic

the types of data needed to better informexisting models

new methods and modeling techniques thatneed to be developed

the research data available on the workinggroup's topic
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The presenters were very knowledgeableabout their topics.

The presentations were useful.

I would recommend participating in NIMBioSworking groups to my colleagues.

The group discussions were useful.

I feel the working group was very productive.

The working group met my expectations.

Strongly agree Agree
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Figure 3. Frequencies of yes/no responses to survey questions with open-ended feedback  

   
 
Open-ended feedback: “What do you feel was the most useful aspect of the working group?” 
 
Discussing ideas/visions with colleagues from different disciplines with enough time and space to go into enough 
detail for everybody to understand. 
That we were able to hash out data and knowledge gaps in this emerging area of research, and also come up with 
a substantive plan on producing publications that will be of a very integrative nature. 
 
Open-ended feedback: “What if anything would you change about the working group?”  
 
This was a kick-off meeting of sorts. I think we exceeded our expectations given the disparate natures of the 
disciplines involved. I wouldn't change much at all. 
 
Open-ended feedback: “Additional comments:” 
 
I would like to thank NIMBioS for providing us with a very effective platform for collaboration. I happen to be 
working on some cross-cutting research ideas and look forward to applying for a grant with NIMBioS too. 
We had a great experience and accomplished a lot in a single meeting. Our project is very exciting and the 
participants are highly engage. 
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Developed unanticipated plans forcollaborative research with other workinggroup participants

Expectations for the next working group areclear

Helped to understand the research happeningin other disciplines in the group's topic area

Working group made adequate progress, forits first meeting, toward finding a commonlanguage across disciplines in the research…

Exchange of ideas during the working groupwill influence your future research

Yes No

Please explain: I had 
never worked closely 
with people working 
on phylogenetics. This 
workshop was a 
tremendous  learning 
opportunity.  


