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Figure  Source: National Research Council. 2015. Enhancing the Effectiveness of  Team Science. Washington, DC: The 
National Academies Press. https://doi.org/10.17226/19007.

Number of  commonly awarded National Institutes of  Health 
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Figure 1. CNTN member publication network layouts for all study years. 
Note. Isolated nodes were removed from the analysis and visualizations. Blue nodes = CNTN 
authors; Gray nodes = non-CNTN authors.
Modularity (2014 = .609; 2015 = .748; 2016 = .573; 2017 = .738) 
Average Degree (2014 = 34.6; 2015 = 24.7; 2016 = 31.0; 2017 = 19.35); 
Connected Components (2014 = 6; 2015 = 5; 2016 = 2; 2017 = 4)
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Descriptive Statistics For CNTN collaborative networks
Core 2017 2018 Ratio

Nodes 59.00 79.00 1.34
Edge Count 680.00 990.00 1.46
Dyad Count 3422.00 6162.00 1.80
Note. Ratio shows increase in CNTN network size.



Betweenness Values For CNTN cores
Core 2017 2018 Ratio

Research 258.59 993.38 3.84
Admin 330.20 1153.33 3.49
Non-COBRE 346.92 835.05 2.41
Multiple 637.38 1152.24 1.81
Tech 191.92 294.19 1.53
Note. Ratio shows increase in CNTN core centrality to network.
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