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Intro d“CtiOn Visualizing the Translation of Knowledge Distribution of the NIH paper portfolio from 1991-2010

There is increasing concern in the biomedical
research community that NIH support for
basic research is wavering. However, the
officially reported figures for basic research
support do not support this idea. Why is there
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a disconnect between the community’s
perception and our reports of research Example of basic research discoveries in cancer
funding? immunotherapy (left), leading to translational studies

(middle) and finally therapeutic development (right).
Visualization of the types of papers funded by NIH grants in 1991, 2000 and

2010, showing a clear trend toward human-oriented research relative to

Only a modest increase in human (IRB) grant $ molecular/cellular and animal research.
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’Medical Subject Headings (MeSH) is the National Library of Medicine's controlled O 0 grant category from 1991 to 2010.
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hierarchical structure that permits searching at various levels of specificity. 1985 1995 2005 2015 Conclusion: Perceptions may be driven by the much more visible shift
in the literature rather than the modest shifts in grant funding.
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