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RESUME AND SUMMARY OF DISCUSSION: This application, for a Resource-Related Research 
Projects Grant (R24), is submitted by Yale University on behalf of Dr. Gregory Samanez-Larkin (PI) and 
seeks five years of support. It is in response to RFA-AG-16-008, “Networks to Develop Priority Areas of 
Behavioral and Social Research”. The aim of this research is to increase the number of researchers 
focusing on the emerging field of decision neuroscience, the breadth of their research and 
methodological expertise, and the sustainability of the field as a whole by continuing to support the 
Scientific Research Network on Decision Neuroscience and Aging. The long-term goal of this network 
is to conduct integrative and multidisciplinary research that contributes directly to interventions aimed at 
improving health and well-being in the daily lives of aging adults. The significance of the application is 
to make this field, traditionally involving psychology, neuroscience, and economics, more integrative 
and to further emphasize decision neuroscience research as it applies to aging specifically (e.g., 
extending the neuroeconomic framework to examine age differences in health-related decision 
making). Over the next 5 years, the network will support scientific meetings (two conferences), 
intensive training workshops (three workshops), collaboration and mentorship initiatives (two stipends), 
and pilot grant competitions (four grants in years 1-4) that will directly impact four critical barrier to 
progress in the field: 1) lack of scientists with integrative training; 2) few laboratories conducting such 
work; 3) few existing multidisciplinary collaborations; and 4) lack of existing funding from traditional 
grant mechanisms. The PI and other key personnel are all outstanding scientists with extensive 
expertise in the field of aging research. The environment at Yale University is exceptional. The 
application is seen as highly innovative in the sense that they are pushing the field of decision 
neuroscience in the domain of aging and health-related decision making. The combination of 
workshops, conferences, mentorship initiatives, and pilot grants is a major strength as is the potential to 
add more ethnic minority researchers to the field of decision neuroscience in aging. Some noted 
weaknesses include a paucity of descriptive information regarding the infrastructure that would support 
project activities, including detail on webinar and media platforms to facilitate collaboration; 
bioinformatics support for disseminating and archiving products of activities such as public use 
datasets, and developed instruments. Additionally, expertise related to large scale scientific meeting 
administration is not described, and a discussion of strategies for extending the reach of the program 
would strengthen the application. These weaknesses dampened enthusiasm somewhat for this 
innovative application and it is recommended with moderately high enthusiasm.

DESCRIPTION (provided by applicant): The overall goal of this grant is to continue supporting the 
multidisciplinary Scientific Research Network on Decision Neuroscience and Aging. The integrative 
emerging area that this grant will support combines the strengths of several fields including psychology, 
neuroscience, and economics to facilitate rapid scientific progress and directly contribute to the 
development of effective interventions and policies to improve health and well being across the life 
span. Over five years this network grant will support scientific meetings, intensive training workshops 
for researchers at all stages, collaboration and mentorship initiatives, and pilot grant competitions for 
researchers new to the field. These activities will directly support the growth, development, and 
sustainability of the decision neuroscience of aging. This grant will support growth of the network 
through dissemination activities. Scientific meetings will increase awareness of the latest findings with 
the goal of drawing new researchers into the area and encouraging new collaborations. A small grant 
competition will encourage scientists to join the area and will stimulate new research through small 
scale pilots. This network grant will support development of the area through methods workshops and 
an outside mentorship program. Short, intensive workshops will focus on training researchers at all 
stages in the collection and analysis of various emerging behavioral (e.g., health-related, social, 
economic) and biological (e.g., neurochemical, genetic, hormonal) measures. The development of 
these skills is currently difficult to achieve in traditional single discipline training programs, but will be 
essential for taking advantage of the growing number of large multivariate and multi-level integrative 
datasets generated by this area in the future. In general the network will focus on investing in the 
sustainability of this field by ensuring that graduate students, post-doctoral fellows, and junior and 
senior faculty are invited to participate in all activities. Workshops, meetings, small pilot grants, and 
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collaboration initiatives will facilitate the transition from a small group of individuals managing network 
activities to a strong field of researchers leading future work in this area. After completion of activities, 
this emerging area will be in better position for network members to pursue funding to support the 
network in the future using more traditional mechanisms.

PUBLIC HEALTH RELEVANCE: As the proportion of older adults in the population continues to 
expand, magnifying the relative impact of their decisions, it is increasingly imperative to better 
understand changes in decision making across the life span. The recent, rapid rise in interdisciplinary 
research combining psychology, neuroscience, and economics has tremendous potential for increasing 
translation of science for real-world impact. 

CRITIQUES:

DISCLAIMER: Please note that the following critiques were prepared by the reviewers prior to the 
Study Section meeting and are provided in an essentially unedited form. While there is opportunity for 
the reviewers to update or revise their written evaluation, based upon the group’s discussion, there is 
no guarantee that individual critiques have been updated subsequent to the discussion at the meeting. 
Therefore, the critiques may not fully reflect the final opinions of the individual reviewers at the close of 
group discussion or the final majority opinion of the group. Thus, the Resume and Summary of 
Discussion is the final word on what the reviewers actually considered critical at the meeting.

CRITIQUE 1:

Significance: 2
Investigator(s): 1
Innovation: 2
Approach: 2
Environment: 1

Overall Impact:
This R24/Network application emphasizes the area of “decision neuroscience and aging,” by requesting 
continuing support (first wave of this research network was funded from 2011-2015) for the 
multidisciplinary Scientific Research Network on Decision Neuroscience and Aging (SRNDNA). The 
five-year application aims for 1) continued growth, e.g., potential to add members from additional 
disciplines such as public health; 2) development and expansion, e.g., through breadth of research 
(add biomarkers) and methodological experience of scientists at all stages; and 3) sustainability of this 
emerging field of research on decision neuroscience and aging. Innovative aspects to the application 
include the new initiative involving stipends to support collaboration and mentorship, and the diversity 
recruitment plan. In terms of approach, the Network is building on NIA activities with the goal of creating 
a sustainable field for Decision Neuroscience of Aging. 

1. Significance:
Strengths 

 The emphasis on pushing the field to be more integrative is highly significant. 
 This network has the opportunity to extend the current emphasis on financial decision making in 

aging toward more work in health-related decision-making. 
Weaknesses

 Not provided. 

2. Investigator(s):
Strengths 
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 The PI was heavily involved in the original application for this network, funded from 2011-2015, 
making him an outstanding choice to lead the SRNDNA. 

 The PI and the key personnel (Drs. Carstensen, Kuhnen, Li, and Lighthall) all have strong 
academic records in exactly this field (decision neuroscience in aging) and have worked 
together in the past. 

Weaknesses
 None noted. 

3. Innovation:
Strengths

 The application is highly innovative in the sense that they are pushing the field of decision 
neuroscience in the domain of aging. 

 The new mentorship and diversity initiatives are innovative. 
Weaknesses

 Not provided. 

4. Approach:
Strengths

 Further development of the website (already commenced during the first wave of funding) is a 
major strength. 

Weaknesses
 Not provided. 

5. Environment:
Strengths

 The environment for this work is outstanding in all respects, and will emphasize Yale University 
primarily (secondarily Stanford and UNC). 

Weaknesses
 None noted. 

Budget and Period of Support:
Recommend as Requested.

Additional Comments to Applicant (Optional):
 While not necessarily part of the review criteria, it would have been informative if the 

investigators had given a view of the history of the program, including prior conference content 
(e.g., conference in Miami, FL during March of 2015). 

CRITIQUE 2:

Significance: 1
Investigator(s): 2
Innovation: 2
Approach: 3
Environment: 2

Overall Impact:
This R24 application proposes the need for additional networks to advance work and collaboration in 
neuroeconomics, including work to study social decision making across the lifecourse, and new 
collaborations to incorporate perspectives from social work, public health and other disciplines that 
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might enhance translation of laboratory paradigms to real world functional assessment and strengthen 
connections to health outcomes. Enthusiasm for the application is tempered by the need for additional 
description of infrastructure that would support project activities. 

1. Significance:
Strengths 

 The application successfully outlines a vision for scientific areas that require additional study 
and collaboration to advance theory and research on decision making and risk taking, including 
the need to connect decision making to health outcomes, and to validate the relevance of 
laboratory tasks against real world behavior and functioning. 

 The application plans to address barriers to interdisciplinary training and collaboration through 
meetings, workshops, small grant competitions that connect investigators in neuroeconomics 
and related fields across levels of training.

Weaknesses
 None noted.

2. Investigator(s):
Strengths 

 The application is led by an extremely accomplished early stage investigator with expertise in 
affective and cognitive processes related to reward-based decision making and decision-making 
relevant to financial risk taking. 

 The application draws on experience from collaborators/mentors at Stanford (aging-related 
motivation change, emotional experience, cognitive processing), UNC (neuroeconomics, 
financial decision making, risk taking in financial markets), UC Riverside (cognitive aging and 
decision making), University of Central Florida (stress and cognitive aging, sex differences in 
risk taking)

Weaknesses
 Expertise related to large scale scientific meeting administration is not described.

3. Innovation:
Strengths

 The application describes a novel goal to advance the study of social decision making across 
the life-course. 

Weaknesses
 Not provided.

4. Approach:
Strengths

 A strength of the application includes the strategy for broadening research networks, chiefly, the 
use of distribution lists to conduct outreach to key centers for neuroeconomic research and 
related fields.

 Measures of impact are proposed, including publications, proceedings from meetings, media 
coverage, and the success of grant-funded collaborations (e.g. applications for larger grant 
proposals stemming from pilot grants.) 

Weaknesses
 A key weakness is the lack of detail on infrastructure to support proposed activities.

5. Environment:
Strengths

 The multi-institutional collaborators contribute strong expertise that can be leveraged to further 
develop interdisciplinary training and collaboration.
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 The application proposes leveraging multiple meeting locations across the country to promote 
network development. 

Weaknesses
 As noted above, a key weakness relates to the description of scientific and administrative 

infrastructure available to carry out activities responsive to the goals of the FOA.

Budget and Period of Support:
Recommend as Requested.

CRITIQUE 3:

Significance: 1
Investigator(s): 1
Innovation: 1
Approach: 2
Environment: 1

Overall Impact:
This is an application for a renewal of this R24 project. The overall goal is to develop an 
interdisciplinary network of researchers in order to facilitate research regarding decision making across 
the lifespan. Specifically, the network will recruit researchers in the fields of psychology, neuroscience 
and economics in order to capitalize on the strengths of each discipline as they relate to decision 
neuroscience. The combination of workshops, publications, conferences and pilot grant/mentoring 
stipend programs is comprehensive and has the potential to advance the field. 

1. Significance:
Strengths 

 The project has the potential to advance research in an important, emerging area that is 
particularly relevant given the aging of the population. 

Weaknesses
 None noted.

2. Investigator(s):
Strengths 

 The proposed interdisciplinary team of investigators is excellent, and includes complementary 
areas of expertise. 

Weaknesses
 None noted.

3. Innovation:
Strengths

 The application of decision neuroscience to better understand age differences in decision 
making is novel.

 The proposed mechanisms for pilot grants and for support of cross-institutional mentoring 
opportunities are novel. 

Weaknesses
 None noted.

4. Approach:
Strengths



1 R24 AG054355-01 7 ZAG1 ZIJ-4 (A2)
SAMANEZ LARKIN, G 

 The proposed research network has the potential to advance this emerging field of research by 
recruiting researchers from different fields and facilitating the integration of skills. 

 The integration of methods for brain imaging, behavioral assessment, and advanced statistical 
analyses is a strength of the proposed plan. 

 The inclusion of senior and junior investigators in the key personnel is a strength that has the 
potential to foster productive collaborations. 

 The small grant program is a strength.
 The proposed collaboration/mentorship stipend program is innovative and has the potential to 

foster interdisciplinary collaborations across disciplines and across institutions. 
Weaknesses

 There is no summary or evaluation of activities from the prior funding period. A more thorough 
discussion of the past work and how this builds upon the prior funding period would have 
strengthened the application.

 There is no plan for how to broaden the applicant pool for the pilot and mentoring collaboration 
grants beyond the participating institutions

5. Environment:
Strengths

 The administrative support and environment is excellent. 
Weaknesses

 None noted.

Budget and Period of Support:
Recommend as Requested.

THE FOLLOWING SECTIONS WERE PREPARED BY THE SCIENTIFIC REVIEW OFFICER TO 
SUMMARIZE THE OUTCOME OF DISCUSSIONS OF THE REVIEW COMMITTEE, OR REVIEWERS' 
WRITTEN CRITIQUES, ON THE FOLLOWING ISSUES:

COMMITTEE BUDGET RECOMMENDATIONS: The budget was recommended as requested.
  

Footnotes for 1 R24 AG054355-01; PI Name: Samanez Larkin, Gregory R

NIH has modified its policy regarding the receipt of resubmissions (amended applications). 
See Guide Notice NOT-OD-14-074 at http://grants.nih.gov/grants/guide/notice-files/NOT-OD-
14-074.html.  The impact/priority score is calculated after discussion of an application by 
averaging the overall scores (1-9) given by all voting reviewers on the committee and 
multiplying by 10. The criterion scores are submitted prior to the meeting by the individual 
reviewers assigned to an application, and are not discussed specifically at the review meeting 
or calculated into the overall impact score. Some applications also receive a percentile 
ranking. For details on the review process, see 
http://grants.nih.gov/grants/peer_review_process.htm#scoring.



MEETING ROSTER 
 

The roster for this review meeting is displayed as an aggregated roster that includes reviewers from
multiple AG Special Emphasis Panels  of the SEP- Review Roster

 for the 2016/08 council round.
This roster for AG is available at:

http://public.era.nih.gov/pubroster/Reports?DOCTYPE=SEP&DESFORMAT=PDF&AGENDA_SEQ_NUM
_P=307347
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