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Good afternoon. First, I would like to thank the IPRCC for allowing me the opportunity to discuss the Federal Pain Research Portfolio database, which we have termed the Interagency Pain Research Portfolio or IPRP database. So, why are we developing this database?



Why is a database being developed? 

As specified in Section 4305(b) of the Public Law 111-148 ["Affordable Care Act 
(ACA)“], the Interagency Pain Research Coordinating Committee has been asked 
to: 
• Develop a summary of advances in pain care research supported or conducted 

by the Federal agencies relevant to the diagnosis, prevention, and treatment 
of pain and diseases and disorders associated with pain.  

• Identify critical gaps in basic and clinical research on the symptoms and causes 
of pain.  

• Make recommendations to ensure that the activities of the National Institutes 
of Health and other Federal agencies are free of unnecessary duplication of 
effort.  

• Make recommendations on how best to disseminate information on pain care.  
• Make recommendations on how to expand partnerships between public 

entities and private entities to expand collaborative, cross-cutting research. 
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So, why are we developing this database? As you are well aware, the IPRCC was charged with several tasks by the Affordable Care Act. This committee was asked to develop a summary of science advances in pain research supported by Federal agencies, to identify gaps in basic and clinical pain research, to make recommendations to avoid duplication of efforts, and to make recommendations on how to distribute pain care information and expand public-private partnerships. In order to help address these responsibilities, it was important to perform an analysis of the Federal pain research portfolio, a challenging task that had not been undertaken at the time. 


http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=111_cong_public_laws&docid=f:publ148.111


How was it developed? 

• Federal IPRCC members reviewed their agency’s pain 
portfolio 

• NIH staff and Federal IPRCC members analyzed all 
Federally funded pain research grants 
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In order to help address these responsibilities, it was important to perform an analysis of the Federal pain research portfolio, a challenging task that had not been undertaken at the time. The reporting agencies included in this analysis are AHRQ, CDC, DoD, FDA, NIH, and VA. Staff at NIH and the federal members of the IPRCC reviewed their pain research portfolios for 2011, which equaled more than 1200 grants. 
Then, a working group of the IPRCC and NIH staff defined primary and secondary tiers of scientifically relevant topic areas into which these research projects were categorized. I’d just like to say that the work done by the IPRCC and their agency staff to code these grants was a tremendous effort and it is greatly appreciated.



How was it developed? 

• Tier 1  
– Basic 
– Translational 
– Clinical 

• Tier 2 
– 29 Pain-Relevant Topic Areas 
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Then, a working group of the IPRCC and NIH staff defined primary and secondary tiers of scientifically relevant topic areas into which these research projects were categorized. I’d just like to say that the work done by the IPRCC and their agency staff to code these grants was a tremendous effort and it is greatly appreciated. The Tier 1 categories are broad and include: basic, translational, and clinical research. The Tier 2 categories define 29 narrow topic areas that are uniquely relevant to pain and meaningful to the various agency missions and the needs recognized by the pain research community.  Staff across the Federal agencies coded their projects according to these categories.




How was it developed? 
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Use of Services, 
Treatments, & 
Interventions 
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Staff across the Federal agencies coded their projects according to these categories. The Tier 2 categories then were organized into nine overarching research themes to present a broader picture of related projects.  These global themes were compared to one another through an overlap analysis of projects that spanned multiple themes to reveal the level of cross-cutting, interdisciplinary research in the portfolio.



• Tier 1  
– Basic 
– Translational 
– Clinical 

• Tier 2 
– 29 Pain-Relevant Topic 

Areas 

• Pain Conditions 
 

• Overarching Research 
Themes 
– Pain Mechanisms 
– Basic to Clinical 
– Disparities 
– Training & Education 
– Tools & Instruments 
– Risk Factors & Causes 
– Surveillance & Human Trials 
– Overlapping Conditions 
– Use of Services, Treatments, 

& Interventions 

 

How was it developed? 
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These global themes were compared to one another through an overlap analysis of projects that spanned multiple themes to reveal the level of cross-cutting, interdisciplinary research in the portfolio. As an additional layer of analysis, projects were coded by agency staff as relevant to a specific pain condition or a related set of conditions.  IPRCC members, in collaboration with NIH staff, then selected subsets of projects related to a specific individual or set of grouped pain conditions.  The data were analyzed begin to identify unique and shared gaps across pain conditions, cross cutting areas where collaborations would be beneficial, and research on underlying mechanisms that are relevant to multiple pain conditions. I should note that the Tier 2 categories, the themes, and the pain conditions are not mutually exclusive – a grant could be classified as representative of up to four Tier 2 categories, for example. After categorization of all the grants, the Office of Pain Policy began working on a report based on this analysis, which will be distributed to the IPRCC members for approval and released to the public sometime early this year.



How was it developed? 

• Federal IPRCC members reviewed their agency’s pain 
portfolio 

• NIH staff and Federal IPRCC members analyzed all 
Federally funded pain research grants 

• The Office of Pain Policy: 
– Produced a report based on the portfolio analysis 
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The data were analyzed begin to identify unique and shared gaps across pain conditions, cross cutting areas where collaborations would be beneficial, and research on underlying mechanisms that are relevant to multiple pain conditions. I should note that the Tier 2 categories, the themes, and the pain conditions are not mutually exclusive – a grant could be classified as representative of up to four Tier 2 categories, for example. After categorization of all the grants, the Office of Pain Policy began working on a report based on this analysis, which will be distributed to the IPRCC members for approval and released to the public sometime early this year. During this process, it was determined that the development of a publicly-accessible pain research database would more effectively allow the IPRCC to address their charges as stated in the mandate – especially disseminating information to the public and analyzing the grant data, which will help to identify gaps and redundancies in research. 



How was it developed? 

• Federal IPRCC members reviewed their agency’s pain 
portfolio 

• NIH staff and Federal IPRCC members analyzed all 
Federally funded pain research grants 

• The Office of Pain Policy: 
– Produced a report based on the portfolio analysis 
– Developed a database – The Interagency Pain Research 

Portfolio – with the National Library of Medicine 
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During this process, it was determined that the development of a publicly-accessible pain research database would more effectively allow the IPRCC to address their charges – especially disseminating information to the public and analyzing the grant data, which will help to identify gaps and redundancies in research. We also hope that it will reduce the burden of hand coding all the grants. Therefore, we have been working with the National Library of Medicine here at NIH to develop this database, which we are calling the Interagency Pain Research Portfolio or IPRP database. 



What’s included on the site? 
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Therefore, we have been working with the National Library of Medicine here at NIH to develop this database, which we are calling the Interagency Pain Research Portfolio or IPRP database. The site is nearly complete and currently, this is what it looks like. We’ll go through a demo in a minute, but first, let me describe the site a bit. We included several pages that contain information on the background of the site and why it was developed, who helped develop it – the Federal agencies involved, the strategy we took for categorizing the grants, and once approved by the IPRCC, we will post the portfolio analysis report. Please note that the database as a whole is based on the portfolio analysis and the categorization that the IPRCC helped define, and future iterations of data will be based on this strategy. So, let’s look at what can be found on the site?



• Research Type 
• Grouped Pain Conditions 
• Themes 
• Keywords/Text Search 
• Fiscal Year 

• Project number 
• Agency 
• PI 
• Institution 

What will be searchable? 

http://rfpattest.devcloud.acquia-sites.com/ 
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Please note that the database as a whole is based on the portfolio analysis and the categorization that the IPRCC helped define, and future iterations of data will be based on this strategy. So, let’s look at what can be found on the site? On the advanced search page, we included the following searchable items: first, as defined in the portfolio analysis report, we identified each grant by the type of research – basic, translational, or clinical. Then, we classified each grant into a set of 14 specified grouped pain conditions, which include Chronic Pelvic Pain, Musculoskeletal pain, and Neuropathic pain, among others. Each grant was also categorized according to the 29 Tier 2 scientific topic areas and the 9 overarching research themes. The user will also be able to search by keywords or specific text, the fiscal year, project number, agency, and principle investigator and institution that received the grant. As you may have noticed on the last slide, there is also a quick search feature that includes only a few of these items to allow the user to quickly and easily run a search. Now, let’s go live to the site. 

http://rfpattest.devcloud.acquia-sites.com/


Questions? 
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Basic Research
Overlapping Conditions
NIH
 
You can see here in the left panel that there are options to filter the search even more. 

Chronic Pelvic Pain

3 grants pull up – click on MAPP to show individual grant information and link to abstract. Point out info included. Any questions?
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