FY?25 CBAS Proposal and Grant Award Activity Report
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Number of proposals submitted (80; Figure 1) and number of grants awarded (36; Figure 3) were
similar to FY24 numbers and above the previous 5-year averages (proposals = 55; grant awards = 29).
Funds requested through proposals in FY25 ($34,687,697; Figure 2) were up slightly from FY24 and up
over 2-fold compared to FY23 and FY22. Several large dollar grants were awarded in Physics,
Agriculture, STEM Education, and biomedical research. The total new funding for FY25 was similar to
FY24, remaining up substantially over previous years. (Figure 4). Altogether, $11,418,263 in new
funding was awarded in FY25 compared to a previous 5-year average of $5,121,418.

Figure 1: Proposals Submitted
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Figure 3: Grants Awarded
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Figure 2: Proposal Funds Requested
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Figure 4: Total New Grant Funding
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Proposal Analysis by Administrative Unit

A total of 47 unique faculty from eleven different CBAS administrative units served as Pl on grant
proposals in FY25. Altogether 72 unique CBAS faculty served as either Pl or Co-PI on a grant proposal in
FY25. A breakdown of proposal numbers, unique Pls, and unique Pls/Co-Pls by administrative unit can be
found in Figure 5. Proposal funding requested by each administrative unit can be found in Figure 6.

Figure 5: FY25 Proposals - Proposals, Pls, Co-Pls by Administrative Unit
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Figure 6: FY25 Proposals - Proposal Funding Requested by Administrative
Unit
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Grant Award Analysis by Administrative Unit

A total of 32 unique faculty from ten different CBAS administrative units served as Pl on grants awarded
in FY25. Altogether 47 unique CBAS faculty served as either Pl or Co-PI on a grant awarded in FY25. A
breakdown of grant award numbers, unique Pls, and unique PIs/Co-Pls by administrative unit can be found in
Figure 7. Grant funding awarded by primary administrative unit can be found in Figure 8.

Figure 7: FY25 Awards - Awards, Pls, Co-Pls by Administrative Unit
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Figure 8: FY25 Awards - External Funding by Administrative Unit
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Percent Contribution

Percent Contribution

Percent Contribution Analysis by Administrative Unit

Cayuse proposal forms allow PIs to report the percent contribution of all personnel to a grant proposal.

Percent contribution to proposals submitted in FY25 by administrative unit is reported in Figure 9. Percent
contribution to grants awarded in FY25 by administrative unit is reported in Figure 10.
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Figure 9: FY25 Proposals - Percent Contribution by Administrative Unit
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Figure 10: FY25 Awards - Percent Contribution by Administrative Unit
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Percent Contribution Analysis by P1/Co-PI

Percent contribution to proposals submitted in FY25 by PI/Co-Pl is reported in Figure 11. Percent contribution to grants awarded in FY25 by
P1/Co-Pl is reported in Figure 12.
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Figure 11: FY25 Proposals - Percent Contribution by Pl/Co-PI

© Kevin Corns
A Daryl Hickman

O Collin McDonald
Wendy Beckman

120% X Paul Craig O Song Cui
+ Samuel Haruna = Justin Gardner
= Alyssa Logan < Tony Johnston
O Senthilraja Chinnaiah Alris Gao
X Liz Barnes Donald Walker
100% April Weissmiller Kiel Ormerod
=Mary Farone == David Nelson
© Frank Bailey O Brian Robertson
A Katy Hosbein X Andrienne Friedli
X Justin Miller O Scott Handy
+ Kevin Bicker Jing Kong
80% Souvik Banerjee Keying Ding
Sing Chong Chengshan Wang
X Elena Mancera Andrade X Khem Poudel
O Arpan Sainju + Letian Zhang
=Xin Yang == Joshua Phillips
60% <© Kritagya Upadhyay Yi Gu
Ken Currie Hongbo Zhang
Vishwas Bedekar Lei Miao
+ Henrique Momm = Racha El Kadiri
= Brittany Price © Warner Cribb
0O Galina Shinkareva AZada Law
40% Ramchandra Rimal Jennifer Lovett
Jeremy Strayer Jennifer Kaplan
Vajira Manathunga JC Saunders
© Yeqian Liu O Wandi Ding
A Abdul Khaliq Donglin Wang
20% X Lu Xiong ODongYe
+ Yixiang Wu =Hanna Terletska
= Suman Neupane < John Wallin
OJohn Villanova A Ning Wang
X Gauhar Sabih Thomas Nicholas
0% Zhifu Yang Jonathan Huddleston

= Cannon Lamb

== Gregory Rushton



Percent Contribution

DEE

120%

100%

80%

60%

40%

20%

0%

Figure 12: FY25 Awards - Percent Contribution by Pl/Co-PI
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