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Burden Disclosure Statement: Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 4 minutes per response, including the time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing
and reviewing the collection of information. An agency may not conduct or spensor, and a person is not required to respond to, a collection of information unless it displays a currently valid OMB control number. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other
aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for reducing this burden, to: NIH, Project Clearance Branch, 6705 Rockledge Drive, MSC 7974, Bethesda, MD 20892-7974, ATTN: PRA (0923-0648) Do not return the completed form to this address.

As part of our efforts to ensure that NIH study section output reflects high quality science, we would like to hear your opinions about the study section you recently participated in. Your identity will be kept private and only
aggregated responses will be used in our reports.

Please select how much you agree with the following statements.
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The panel was able to prioritize applications according to their impact and scientific merit.

The roster of reviewers was an appropriate assembly of scientific expertise for the set of applications in the meeting.
Assignment of applications to reviewers made appropriate use of their broad expertise.

The scientific discussions helped the panel evaluate the applications being reviewed.

The scientific scope of the study section is appropriate and supports the evaluation of applications for their impact and scientific merit.

Please provide any comments about the quality of the scientific discussion and/or the panel’s ability to score and rank the applications.

General Comments - Please provide any other additional comments about this study section.

Thank you for your participation.
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