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Overall Themes from Learners Feeback — Most Impactful Aspects of the EGFR Summit

Aplliestian o eermine Professional identity

Research skill ) Confidence in research
Translational relevance ) )
development communication

2 Countries " : Career direction and .
Initial mentoring Sense of belonging to a

116 Learners 14 States relationships I 1o e research community.

H m n m E m 40 Institutions Satisfaction with beer and mentor
Traditional CE Transitional Collaborative Patient-Inclusive CE program quality Small-group interaction .

. networking
2019 2020 2021 2022 2023 2024 2025 Perceived relevance of Increased confidence

* Expert-led didactic education Interactive discussion introduced * Patients integrated as faculty and US Geographic Distribution by State tont Collaboration formation * Research collaboration
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Limited collaboration beyond the Focus on patient-centered research, ——

activity outcomes, and information dissemination

Application of learning

6 A& .- ” . Select Learner Feedback
Stlldy Objective ‘ Vi ‘ .A | - “Fantastic experience! Will highly recommend to my colleagues!”

“I really enjoyed the meeting! Especially the opportunity to meet peers and leaders in the field.”

Evaluate the impaCt of integrating patient advocates into o nCOlogy education and research on: | | «  “lreally appreciated the presentation coaching, core packages, and the dedication of the mentors to this activity, as A
S : — — well as the involvement of the advocates throughout.” The Summit intention ally integrates

Helped with making new connections and inspired a few research directions. ) patient advocates as facu lty,

“Being able to meet and get to know the patient advocates really allowed me to gain a different perspective el elIStS’ and mentors to Strength il

Collaborative Research Training :
and find meaning in the work and research that | do.” patient-cente red research

Educational Outcomes Patient Empowerment

Development “The scientific sessions and hearing the judge feedback and questions. The didactic mentoring moments were perspectives.

alsogreat” y, Learners consistently identified
) patient advocate perspectives as a
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* “This meeting gave me access to thought leaders and experts in the EGFR space, opened my mind to ) )
collaboration/opportunities, clinical trials for my patients, and helped me build a community.” hlgh ly |mpactful component,

* “How to integrate patient research advocates into patient care and research development.”

\
(.

clearer connection between research

J
. , - , , o ™\ and real-world patient needs.
“The patient advocates'stories were motivating; | had the chance to interact with colleagues which will . . .
increase the chances of establishing collaborations.” Patient narratives emphasized that

* “The EGFR Resisters Research Summit was an incredible opportunity to learn about ongoing research for EGFR education builds hOpe, ContI’Ol, and
lung cancer, practice presenting research, learn from patient advocates, and network with fellows and
attendings which could lead to future collaborations.”
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Educational Outcomes

engagement, reinforcing the value of
sustained patient-researcher

“I was deeply moved by the opening talk from the patient, which reminded me of the meaningful impactof the partnersh IP.
research lam doing.”

“As a basic scientist, itis providing a patient and clinical perspective on LC drug design and the clinical trial process. |
am earlyin my graduate career and attending has altered my opinion and view of translational medicine. | will keep
this in mind when deciding next steps for my career and research interests.” Y

EGFR ReSiSters ResearCh summit Prog ram MOdeI EG i | . > 2 - T : —p- S« Most Frequently Represented Institutions e * “Incorporating patient advocates more into clinical care and the conversation had inthe clinic.” describing increased motivation and
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_ _ Change in Confidence in the Ability to Present Scientific Information to Peers? : —
Consistent pre-post gains in

@ Baseline € Post-activity learner confidence related to \_

presenting and defending

scientific research were observed

. . . across all e el TS * “Learning how to partner with patient advocates and the power of these partnerships for enhancing research. The grant
Patient advocates + Summit supports From 2019-2024, confidence writing workshop.”

faculty shape learning sustained networking . increased by approximately 0.5 \_

priorities and project development points, indicating a moderate

educational effect. POSt-Summit ImpaCt

In 2025, confidence increased

_ _ . by approximately 1.0 point
following implementation of e;%'mm Resisters | Animmttnss semticcsny 2025 PROGRAM MEWSLETTER i Summit participation translated

Mentorship & Patient
Integration

* “Ithink the mostimpactful aspectofthe program is hearing the patient advocate side of the experience and hearing the
role of patient advocates in research.”
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Longitudinal. mixed-method wation of th e : ” TR continued investigator output
» Longitudinal, mixed-methods evaluation of the , , , N , , et I ; . S e
’ Change in Confidence in the Ability to Answer Questions and Defend Their Research'? e : P—N following participation,

EGFR Resisters R rch Summit D : S ot e I ‘ ; . :
G esisters Research Su EGFR scientific presentations and feedback el ey S s e e . demonstrating sustained

: L Learners demonstrated i S s gy B
@ Baseline Post-activit gy oo )
i El Learners ¢ / consistent, meaningful gains in Wi e st ot e , i i engagement in EGFR-focused
ol o o . . o o confidence related to their ability et et ¢t ey [ £ ER -w | | research bevond the Summit
ey °* Early-career scientist participating in the EGFR to answer questions and defend rr el o | ‘ - : y
Resisters Research Summit from 2019 - 2025 . their research across all program A —— . experience.
Mentoring moments added years.

"‘ Outcome Data . From 2019-2024, confidence
Q increased by approximately 0.5 CONCLUSION

llh- S ° Pre-, post-, and follow-up assessments to points, indicating a moderate

measure attitudinal and behavioral shifts : BRI CE: Over seven program years, integrating patient advocates into an oncology research training summit was associated with

. In 2025, confidence increased by i ) i ) . . e .
Program evaluation Small-group coaching expanded - _ e e consistent improvements in learner confidence to present and defend scientific research and supported sustained

nglltatlve testimonial from researchers and : . a large educational’ effect professional development. Follow-up documentation in annual program newsletters demonstrates continued learner
patientadvocates Zorffav,:'gfn'ﬁ;am scholarly productivity after participation, including peer-reviewed publications, national meeting presentations, and

@ Statistical Analysis recognition through awards, suggesting this patient-inclusive mentorship model may contribute to longer-term
performance-level outcomes.

¢ Descriptive StatiStiCS When applica ble Advocate integration deepened
* Qualitative analysis

TConfidence was measured using a 4-point Likert scale (1=not at all confident; 4 = extremely confident). Pre-post changes reflect mean differences at the cohort level. Interpreting changes on Likert scales is
supported in educational research, and effect size conventions suggest that changes of ~0.5 points on a compressed scale reflect moderate effects, whereas ~1.0-point changes reflect large effects. Norman G.
Likert scales, levels of measurement and the “laws” of statistics. Adv Health Sci Educ Theory Pract. 2010;15(5):625-632.

*Skills-based coaching was offered throughout program years; in 2025, coaching participation was required for all learners.
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