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20 proposals were received in 7 subject areas

(11 new proposals, 7 continuations from last year, 2 resubmissions from last year)

16 committee members 

2-4 readers per proposal

All proposals were invited to make presentations

$2.6M in total requests

~$1.3M in disbursable funds 

Hence disbursable funds are a factor of 2 over-subscribed. (Much better than last year.) 
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Name
(1-16)

Institution

Nicolo Cartiglia INFN

Gabriel Charles
IJCLab/IN2P3/CNRS, 

University Paris-Saclay

Oleg Eyser BNL

Jin Huang BNL

Samo Korpar
U. of Maribor and Institute 

Jozef Stefan

Ron Lipton FNAL (retired)

Clara Matteuzzi INFN (retired)

Ben Nachman LBNL

Daniel Pitzl DESY

Fabrice Retiere TRIUMF

Petra Riedler CERN

Stefan Ritt PSI

Bjoern Seitz U. Glasgow

Justin Stevens College of W&M

Maxim Titov CEA

Glenn Young BNL (retired again)

Committee Members
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In the proposal guidelines, we asked for 100%, 80%,and 60% funding scenarios.

In some cases, the awards are less than this because we only want to support part of the work, 
or because we only want to provide support for simulations so you can make a stronger case next year, etc. 

We appreciate that in a few cases, after taking a short time time to consider our proposal, you might not accept the 
award. In that case, the funds will be re-distributed, and a similar proposal in the future would not be encouraged. 
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We appreciate that in a few cases, after taking a short time time to consider our proposal, you might not accept the 
award. In that case, the funds will be re-distributed, and a similar proposal in the future would not be encouraged. 

The awards may still change at the O(10)% level. (Eg, it makes no sense to fund 93% of a student plus overhead, and 
it’s hard to do careful checking in near-real time.). So on the following pages, you will merely see:

• Funded (which means in the usual 60% to 100% range),

• Funded < 60%  (which means ballpark 50%)

• Funded << 60% (which means support for simulations only, then come back and make your case next year)

• Not funded 
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Spoiler alert: the two resubmissions from last year got funded at some level



Calorimetry
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PID (non-TOF)
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Gaseous Precision Timing and/or Tracking
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Front End Electronics
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Silicon Detectors
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Other New Detectors
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Other R&D to Support or 
Expand the Physics Program
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