FY26 CBAS Proposal and Grant Award Activity Report

Historical Comparison

A record number of proposals (142; Figure I) were submitted in FY26, well above the 5-year

average of 60. A lower number of grants (25; Figure 3) were awarded compared to the previous two years
with a 5-year average of 29. Funds requested through proposals in FY26 ($63,779,801; Figure 2) were
up nearly 2-fold compared to FY25 and FY24. The total new funding for FY26 was down significantly
compared to FY25 and FY24 (Figure 4), though still well above FY16-FY23. Altogether, $6,326,420 in
new funding was awarded in FY26 compared to a previous 5-year average of $6,692,101.
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Figure 1: Proposals Submitted Figure 2: Proposal Funds Requested
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Analysis by Funding Agency

Proposals were submitted to 43 different funding agencies in FY26 (Figure 5). This included a
mix of federal, private, and state agencies with top single agencies being the NSF and USDA. Awards
came from 13 different agencies in FY26, with the majority of funds coming from the NSF (Figure 6).

Figure 5: FY26 Proposal Submissions by Funding Agency
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Analysis by Faculty Rank

In FY26, proposals were submitted by a good mix of faculty ranks, with assistant professors
submitting the most proposals (65; Figure 7). The majority of grants in FY26 were awarded to full
professors (15 out of 25; Figure §).
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Proposal Analysis by Administrative Unit

A total of 60 unique faculty from eleven different CBAS administrative units served as PI on grant
proposals in FY26. Altogether 91 unique CBAS faculty served as either PI or Co-PI on a grant proposal in
FY26. A breakdown of proposal numbers, unique PIs, and unique PIs/Co-PIs by administrative unit can be
found in Figure 9. Proposal funding requested by each administrative unit can be found in Figure 10.

Figure 9: FY26 Proposals - Proposals, Pls, Co-Pls by Administrative Unit
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Figure 10: FY26 Proposals - Proposal Funding Requested by Administrative
Unit
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Grant Award Analysis by Administrative Unit

A total of 22 unique faculty from ten different CBAS administrative units served as PI on grants awarded
in FY26. Altogether 34 unique CBAS faculty served as either PI or Co-PI on a grant awarded in FY26. A
breakdown of grant award numbers, unique PIs, and unique PIs/Co-Pls by administrative unit can be found in
Figure 11. Grant funding awarded by primary administrative unit can be found in Figure 12.

Figure 11: FY26 Awards - Awards, Pls, Co-Pls by Administrative Unit
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Figure 12: FY26 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 FY26 by administrative unit is reported in Figure 13. Percent
contribution to grants awarded in FY26 by administrative unit is reported in Figure 14.

Figure 13: FY26 Proposals - Percent Contribution by Administrative Unit
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Figure 14: FY26 Awards - Percent Contribution by Administrative Unit
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Percent Contribution Analysis by Pl/Co-PI

Percent contribution to proposals submitted in FY26 by PI/Co-PI is reported in Figure 15. Percent contribution to grants awarded in FY26 by
PI/Co-PI is reported in Figure 16.

Figure 15: FY26 Proposals - Percent Contribution by PI/Co-PI

© Paul Craig

A Fernando Sanchez
% Carlos Smith

+ Samuel Haruna

O Joseph Hawkins
Kenneth Rutschow
O Alyssa Logan

120% = Keely O'Brien
= Meri Hambaryan © Anto Charles
Olris Gao A Rhonda Hoffman
% John Haffner % Song Cui
Chaney Mosley Jessica Arbour
= Mary Farone = Manuel Giannoni-Guzman
© Angela Google OLiz Barnes
100% < M= <0 e & WAV X O = + O A OF= X 0O XX + - A Cassandra Mohr X Cole Easson
X April Weissmiller O Donald Walker
< X + + Jeff Leblond Jason Dallas
>4 Greg Van Patten Justin Miller
Charles Chusuei Jing Kong
X Kevin Bicker X Katy Hosbein
80% o) o) o A + O Sing Chong + Elena Mancera Andrade
= Souvik Banerjee = Zhen Jiang
© Scott Handy Jaleigh Morales
g + Jan Halamek Khem Poudel
‘g Arpan Sainju Joshua Phillips
2 + Letian Zhang = Jaishree Ranganathan
=] = Kritagya Upadhyay ©YiGu
§0% b + ORafet Al-Tobasei AXin Yang
= Devin Jean Salvador Barbosa
g Hongbo Zhang Lei Miao
o > ¢ X <0 YO = O - A MO = X O OF += Vishwas Bedekar Mohammad Hossain
e © Ken Currie O Misa Faezipour
X O A Henrigue Momm Katy Moore-Freeman
40% m| o X O A pe % Ramchandra Rimal OVajira Manathunga
+ JC Saunders = Sooie Hoe Loke
= | O = + -quiar_1 Liu (-4 Rongji'n Huang
ODonglin Wang A Wandi Ding
PAY += A X Mary Martin X Lisa Green
i X - O im K O X OF X 4= Dong Ye Ping Zhang
= Chris Stephens = Yanfang Liu
20% O o= X X O =< < O - A == [IAX X Ot © Sarah Bleiler-Baxter O Hanna Terletska
A John Wallin % John Villanova
X Chuck Higgins OFuli
A o + Guahar Sabih Ning Wang
Abdul Qudoos Cannon Lamb
o X Jonathan Huddleston Zhifu Wang
0% X Thomas Nicholas X Jin Sol Lee
O Jacob Avila + Gregory Rushton
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

= Kevin Ragland



Percent Contribution

120%

Figure 16: FY26 Awards - Percent Contribution by PI/Co-PI
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