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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 
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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?” 

 

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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