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	Contractual FAQs

	Applicable RFS
	Question
	Answer

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Is there a limit on the number of applications per applicant?
	If applying to more than one TA, a separate Solution Summary submission is required for each. Teams should choose the primary TA most closely aligned with their proposed effort. 

	Applies to Both
	If an organization has sub-awardees, do those institutions individually need to be members too?
	Only the prime is required to be a CX Hub member. Additionally, Proposers do not need to be a member of the Customer Experience Hub to apply to EVIDENT. Prior to receiving a Project Award, the primary performer must execute a CX Hub Base Agreement.

	Applies to Both 
	What is the earliest that a submission would be funded and is there flexibility in the contract time period? Is 2 years the maximum allowable, especially if supplemental data are being collected?
	The timeline for award varies between TAs 1-3 and TA4. TAs 1-3 will be awarded after the Pitch phase and subsequent negotiations. TA4 will be based on the rolling submissions. 

24 months is the maximum allowable for TAs 1-3 (ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109) and TA 4 (ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110). Please refer to Section 2.5 and 3.0 of ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 and ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Do you allow multiple PIs from the same institution or just one Lead?
	If multiple PIs are proposed, the submission should designate one of the PIs as the lead.

	Applies to Both
	Are collaborators from England, UK to join the project?
	Yes, all responsible sources capable of satisfying the Government's needs may respond.  ARPA-H will prioritize awards to entities that will conduct funded work in the United States. However, no awards will be made to entities under the law of a covered foreign country. Please see section 4.0 of the RFS

	Applies to Both
	Is an active SAM.gov registration (UEI/CAGE) required at the time of Solution Summary submission, or is it only required at a later stage (e.g., prior to receiving a Project Award)?
	A SAM.gov Unique Entity Identifier (UEI) is required for award.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	What are the technical areas for APRA-H-CXHUB-26-109?
	Please see Section 4.3 of ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	How will proposals be evaluated?
	ARPA-H will evaluate the Solution Summaries and Solution Pitches based on consideration of scientific and technical merit, feasibility, and innovation of the solution given the $4 million fixed award. ARPA-H will use the criteria to determine which submissions will be invited to move to the next phase of the evaluation process and ultimately be selected as most advantageous to the Government. 
See Section 5 of ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Does the $4 million total budget for the award include both direct and indirect costs? 
	Yes, both indirect and direct costs should be included.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Is there a cap on indirects, or do we use our federally negotiated NIH indirect rate?
	The $4 million fixed price is inclusive of indirects. There is no cap on indirects.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Given that the protocol is complete but not yet submitted to the IRB, would this status be considered eligible for a TA1 Solution Summary submission

	Please see amended Section 2.5 of ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 - All exploratory TA 1-3 performers shall submit to ARPA-H a complete IRB protocol, either approved or under review at time of solution summary submission, to indicate that an existing study has already been planned, funded, and is able to secure all necessary regulatory approvals for completing EVIDENT required milestones. Awarded performers shall submit to ARPA-H and their institutions IRB amendments for supplemental data collection and/or analysis by kick-off.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	If the intent of EVIDENT TA1 is to augment an already planned study, would adding these desired measures through a protocol amendment after Solution Summary submission (and contingent on selection) align with the program’s expectations?
	Awarded performers shall submit to ARPA-H and their institutions IRB amendments for supplemental data collection and/or analysis by kick-off. Please see amended Section 2.5 of ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109.


	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)

	If a multi-site group is awarded a project, can ARPA-H set up individual contracts with the separate organizations, or does ARPA-H only execute one contract with the lead site, and it is the lead sites responsibility to execute sub-awards with the other collaborating sites?
	One award with the Prime organization will be executed, and the Prime is responsible for arranging any sub-awards or subcontracts with partner sites. ARPA-H does not negotiate or manage agreements with sub-awardees. The Prime remains fully accountable for all award requirements, regardless of sub-awardee performance.


	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	If proposals are received on a rolling basis, when and how will awards be made?  
	Awards will be made on a first-in, rolling basis, with a single-phase solicitation to support rapid mobilization and early data collection and submission. Please see Section 5 of ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-1

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	How long do you anticipate ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4) will remain open for rolling submissions?
	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 will remain open until funds have been expended. 


	Applies to Both
	My team would like to propose multi-site research. Do submissions have to include formal sub awards, or is it sufficient to submit a proposal stating that the project, if awarded, will be multi-site?
	If there are multiple companies performing the effort, ARPA-H will require a standard prime-subawardee relationship. Multiple sites under a single performer is allowable.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	TA4 - Is that also a $4m maximum dollar value (similar to TAs 1-3). If we intend to process samples collected by other performers, should we reference their IRB and registration site?
	The maximum total award amount is $10 million over the maximum 24-month period. The actual award value will be determined by the Data Collection Cost Worksheet (Appendix D) completed as part of the Award Application Package.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	Is TA 4 funding solely for data collection? Is there any funding for operations over and above data collection costs?
	TA-4 Funding will solely be based on Attachment 8 - Data Collection Cost of the RFS.

	Applies to Both
	1) When is the next anticipated call for proposals under the ARPA-H EVIDENT program?  2) For the current EVIDENT call, if a potential contributor cannot meet the full-proposal deadline but would like to participate as an SME, what is the appropriate process for being connected with teams seeking additional expertise?
	1) At the moment, ARPA-H has not announced any future calls for proposals under the EVIDENT program, and we are unable to provide information on potential future solicitations.  We encourage interested parties to monitor SAM.gov and the ARPA-H CX Hub for any future opportunities. 2) ARPA-H does not connect SMEs with proposing teams. Interested individuals should independently identify and engage with teams preparing submissions.

	Applies to Both
	Would the EVIDENT awards cover recruitment of additional participants to an existing clinical trial to ensure we collect the required data on enough participants?
	For TA1–3, the $4M fixed-price award must include all activities necessary to meet the program requirements, including recruitment. For TA4, ARPA-H will not provide additional funding beyond what is in Attachment 8 (Data Collection Cost).

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	Is a Solutions Summary also required for TA-4 submissions?
	No. Proposers are only required to submit an Award Application Package. Please see section 5.1 of ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110.

	Applies to Both
	Does getting successful funding in this TA impact (positively or negatively) our opportunity to receive funding for a future mental health solicitation that may be yet to come?
	No this will not impact future opportunities with ARPA-H. However, ARPA-H does not duplicate funding so future submissions would need to be unique.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	Does the TA4 per participant cost include salary/effort for staff to collect data?
	The cost is intended to be all-inclusive. Please refer to Appendix D Data Collection Costs in ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110.

	Applies to Both
	Does the strength of proposal rely on team collaborators? i.e.: One organization vs joint proposal amongst a few?
	Proposals will be considered on the merit of the proposal, not the make-up of the team.

	Applies to Both
	Why not under 18 populations?  If they are not the study subject, can their input (as a family unit member) be included as a perception of social data?
	Data collection/analysis shall be limited to adult samples, 18 years and older.

	Applies to Both
	What is the process for obtaining FDA feedback? Do we need to have therapy that we would want the FDA to approve in order to receive feedback?
	ARPA-H cannot advise on specific approaches, methodologies, or design choices for a proposal. Proposers are responsible for determining how best to meet the requirements and objectives outlined in the RFS and should submit the approach they believe is most responsive.

	Applies to Both
	Can my company be the sub with two primes submitting for TA2?
	ARPA-H cannot advise on teaming structures. Primes are responsible for assembling their teams, and subcontractors may engage with any Primes they choose. Each Prime’s submission will be evaluated on its own merits against the requirements of the RFS. Awards will be made to only one Prime entity. 

	Applies to Both
	What is a possible mechanism for university to partner with small business to submit a solution/proposal? Could universities and small business entity be  a co-PI, or should one of them be collaborator in the proposal?
	ARPA-H cannot advise on teaming structures; proposers are responsible for determining how best to organize their teams. While proposals may identify co-PIs, one organization must serve as the Prime and designate a lead PI who is responsible for managing the award and meeting all contractual requirements. Collaborator roles and subaward arrangements are at the discretion of the proposing team

	Applies to Both
	If multiple teams proposing use of the same sensor technology are selected for award, would ARPA-H be able to facilitate coordination or cost-sharing arrangements between awardees?
	ARPA-H cannot facilitate coordination or cost-sharing arrangements between awardees, either before or after award. Each performer operates under its own independent award and is responsible for establishing any partnerships or technology access required to meet its contractual obligations.

	Applies to Both
	Where concepts or emphases present in earlier EVIDENT materials are no longer explicitly referenced following Amendment 01, should proposers interpret this as out-of-scope for the current solicitation, or as areas that are simply no longer emphasized but may still be acceptable if tightly aligned to TA-1 or TA-2 objectives?
	Amendment 01 provides clarifications to the solicitation and does not change the underlying scope. ARPA-H cannot advise on whether specific concepts remain in scope; proposers should determine alignment based on the full RFS as amended.

	Applies to Both
	Are ARPA-H contracts with successful applicants under this EVIDENCE initiative solicitation subject to FAR clauses?
	Awards under these RFSs are not FAR-based procurement contracts. Accordingly, FAR clauses do not apply. 

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	The clinical trial on which we would base the application is a two-site, multiple PI R01 project.  Are multiple site projects allowed?  It appears to me that we can submit this application from one location and list key personnel including those from the other location.  Does the second location need to submit a separate (identical) application, or is there some other process we should follow?
	Multiple site projects are allowed. Only one Solution Summary is required.  

	Applies to Both
	The bio-psycho-social model. Does each proposal need to integrate all three or are you looking for the best individual approaches for this phase and combine later
	See Amendment 1 ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 Table 1 for data of interest and required data for TA1. Proposers may also propose collecting other data than what are listed in Table 1, as long as required data are collected. There are no specific requirements for TA2 or TA3. Proposers should submit their best solutions. TA4 has very specific requirements as outlined in ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110.

	Applies to Both
	Are all of these contracts intended solely to support adding "objective" measures into existing or ready-to-launch research efforts? Is there any support for large-scale data and outcome measurement that isn't explicitly connected to biological/objective measures?
	See Amendment 1 ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 Table 1 for data of interest and required data for TA1. Proposers may also propose collecting other data than what are listed in Table 1, as long as required data are collected. There are no specific requirements for TA2 or TA3. Proposers should submit their strongest solution. TA4 has very specific requirements as outlined in ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Is there a requirement to share data to the repository for TA1 - TA3, specifically if data collection is underway and the participant consent has data sharing restrictions (eg. Consent language: Your private personal and health information will only be shared with a third party as necessary to perform the study eg. Regulatory bodies)
	See section 2.6 of the RFS - "All awarded teams shall provide deidentified data and biospecimens (as applicable) to the ARPA-H designated Data Repository, to include all data and biological samples collected, generated, and developed under this Agreement. Ideally, teams will also be able to provide complete, deidentified clinical trial datasets (e.g., also include all data collected during the conduct of the clinical trial funded by other entities)"

	Applies to Both
	Can you provide more details of the data repository? How will you get proposers comfortable that the data they transfer to the data repository will be safe and securely stored? Would you be open to audits if they are needed by sponsors?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	Applies to Both
	Are you looking for placebo-controlled trials, or are open-label trials within scope as well?
	ARPA-H cannot advise on specific approaches, methodologies, or design choices for a proposal. Proposers are responsible for determining how best to meet the requirements and objectives outlined in the RFS and should submit the approach they believe is most responsive.

	Applies to Both
	For behavioral health intervention studies conducted entirely outside the US with local ethics approval, and with US institutions participating only in data analysis/modeling, is local ethics approval sufficient, or is a US IRB determination required?
	ARPA-H cannot provide determinations regarding IRB or human-subjects requirements. Proposers must ensure compliance with all applicable regulations and should consult their institutional IRB(s) to determine what approvals or determinations are required for their study.

	Applies to Both
	How can we fit an existing pivotal trial designed for FDA submission to meet the ARPA-H requirements? Do we need to amend the protocol or create a supplemental cohort with these requirements?
	ARPA-H cannot direct proposers on how to shape their proposals. Please submit your best solution.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	For the initial submission on 12/22, would it be acceptable to include the protocol that we used for an earlier, preliminary version of the studies that we are proposing to the EVIDENT program? We would have to amend this protocol if our proposed studies are selected for funding.
	ARPA-H cannot provide feedback on which protocol to submit or whether a proposed approach is acceptable. As stated in the RFS, proposers must submit an IRB-approved protocol or one currently under review that aligns with the existing behavioral health intervention study in which EVIDENT would augment data collection. Awards cannot be used to initiate new studies or new clinical trials.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Earlier EVIDENT materials referenced geographically dispersed and hard-to-reach populations. Following Amendment 01, should rural settings be framed primarily as an equity, access, or deployment context within TA-1 proposals, rather than as a standalone target population?
	ARPA-H cannot provide guidance on how proposers should frame or position specific populations or contexts in their submissions. Proposers are responsible for determining how best to align their approach with the objectives and requirements outlined in the RFS.

	Applies to Both
	From ARPA-H’s perspective, does Amendment 01 primarily reflect a clarification and tightening of scope for the current EVIDENT solicitation, or does it also signal that some populations, data types, or use cases discussed in earlier materials may be better suited for future EVIDENT rounds or other ARPA-H programs?
	Current Amendment 01 primarily reflects clarifications.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Does ARPA-H anticipate that insights, prototypes, or evidence gaps identified through TA-1 or TA-2 efforts may inform future EVIDENT solicitations or related ARPA-H programs addressing broader populations or system-level use cases?

If so, are TA-1 or TA-2 performers typically eligible or well-positioned for participation in such follow-on efforts?
	ARPA-H cannot comment on potential future solicitations or eligibility for follow-on efforts. Proposers should rely solely on the requirements and objectives outlined in the current RFS when preparing their submissions.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	When evaluating TA-1 Solution Summaries, what characteristics most distinguish highly competitive submissions (e.g., novelty of data type, population relevance, scalability, integration potential, feasibility within the project period, or clarity of decision impact)?
	ARPA-H cannot comment on evaluation practices or advise on what characteristics make a submission more competitive. ARPA-H cannot offer guidance on the suitability of specific concepts for this or future opportunities; proposers should rely on the RFS materials to determine alignment.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	If a solution primarily focuses on novel real-world data capture (TA-1) but also proposes downstream evidence synthesis or metric development, should it remain framed as a TA-1 submission, or is ARPA-H encouraging such solutions to be submitted under TA-2?
	ARPA-H cannot advise on which technical area a solution best fits or how proposers should frame their submissions. Proposers are responsible for determining where their approach aligns with the objectives and requirements outlined in the RFS and should submit to the TA they believe is most appropriate.

	Applies to Both
	NIH doesn’t allow for dependencies in Specific Aims. NSF does, permitting a “decision-tree” approach that is more consistent with an engineering approach. Where does ARPA-H land on this?
	ARPA-H cannot advise on specific approaches, methodologies, regulatory processes, or design choices for a proposal. Proposers are responsible for determining how best to meet the requirements and objectives outlined in the RFS and should submit the approach they believe is most responsive.

	Applies to Both
	My co-investigators and I have academic appointments, as well as being cofounders of a spin-off start-up. If we apply through the company, do you have requirements regarding minimum eligibility for % FTE that must be paid by the company? For example, must the PI have >50% of his or her salary covered by the company? What about co-PIs? 
	All labor costs, including PI and co-PI effort, must be covered within the fixed-price award amount. TAs 1-3 are expected to be fixed $4M award. TA4 will be fixed priced based on Attachment 8 - Data Collection Costs.

	Applies to Both
	How will solution summaries be evaluated? is it by an internal panel of ARPA-H PMs/Directors or external reviewers?
	Proposals will be evaluated in accordance with the criteria outlined in the RFS.

	Applies to Both
	Can a for-profit organization apply for this? 
	Yes, see section 4.0 of the RFS "All responsible sources capable of satisfying the Government’s needs may submit to the RFS."

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Is an IRB protocol required if the proposed work doesn't qualify as Human Subjects Research? If it's not required, should the IRB Protocol upload in the submission portal be left empty? Or should something be uploaded in its place?
	See Section 2.5 of the RFS. 

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA4 )
	Is TA4 principally for CROs or is it conceivable that academic sites currently conducting clinical trials could participate?
	See section 4.0 of the RFS "All responsible sources capable of satisfying the Government’s needs may submit to the RFS."

	Applies to Both
	We have investigators at multiple sites that will be involved , if that is allowed ? do we just explain that structure in the proposal? thanks!
	ARPA-H cannot advise on teaming structures or how proposers should organize multi-site collaborations. ARPA-H executes awards only with the Prime organization, which is fully responsible for meeting all requirements of the award regardless of the involvement or performance of any sub-awardees. Proposers may describe their team structure in their submission as they see fit.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Does this approach (outlining our upstream, first-principles tech stack in a formal TA-1 submission and operationally executing our clinical trial as a platform for other groups who will be the primary TA-3 applicants) best serve EVIDENT, or would you suggest an alternative application structuring? 
	ARPA-H cannot advise on specific approaches, methodologies, regulatory processes, or design choices for a proposal. Proposers are responsible for determining how best to meet the requirements and objectives outlined in the RFS and should submit the approach they believe is most responsive.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	This is excellent timing to maximally accelerate EVIDENT data collection via our clinical trials by tailoring to EVIDENT our updated clinical protocol for IRB submission rather than undergoing a protocol amendment process and IRB delays. Should we wait to submit our protocol to the IRB until after ARPA-H has the opportunity to comment on the specifics of the data collection? If so, is it possible for ARPA-H to estimate the date by which we would collectively determine those specifics, so that we can update regulatory and clinical schedules accordingly?
	See Section 2.5 of the RFS. "All exploratory TA1-3 performers shall submit a complete IRB protocol, either approved or under review at time of solution summary submission, to indicate that an existing study has already been planned, funded, and is able to secure all necessary regulatory approvals for completing EVIDENT required milestones. Awarded performers shall submit to ARPA-H and their institutions IRB amendments for supplemental data collection and/or analysis by kick-off."

	Applies to Both
	Is ARPA-H open to a Trust-based governance layer that protects patient agency while preserving your speed, so these tools are actually deployable in the real world?
	ARPA-H cannot advise on specific approaches, methodologies, regulatory processes, or design choices for a proposal. Proposers are responsible for determining how best to meet the requirements and objectives outlined in the RFS and should submit the approach they believe is most responsive.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Many rapid-acting interventions (e.g., neuroplastogens, certain neuromodulation protocols, single-session therapies) can involve vulnerability or altered states. What minimum consent standards will ARPA-H expect around both data use and future data reuse and contribution to the repository, so that (participant) consent is functionally valid?
	ARPA-H cannot provide guidance on minimum consent standards or advise on how consent language should be structured. See section 7.0 of the RFS - "The informed consent document utilized in human subjects research funded by ARPA-H must comply with all applicable laws, regulations, and policies, including but not limited to U.S. federal regulations protecting human subjects in research (45 CFR § 46, and, as applicable, 21 CFR § 50)"

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Are there red-line prohibitions on how the repository data can never be used (e.g., underwriting, employment screening, criminal justice, immigration decisions)? How will those prohibitions be encoded into the data rights agreements and enforced contractually and technically?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	Applies to Both
	Do you envision any benefit-sharing or feedback mechanisms back to actual participants (e.g., aggregate insights, return of results, or structured patient-group access) or will benefits primarily accrue to institutions and companies?
	ARPA-H cannot provide guidance on program design intent or mechanisms for participant benefit-sharing beyond what is stated in the solicitation

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Is the vision a single centralized repository under one institutional operator, or a federated architecture where trusted nodes (for example, data trusts, VAs) host subsets or mirrors but operate under a common ARPA-H governance and standards framework?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	Will ARPA-H formally invite independent stewardship entities, like biodata trusts that specialize in long-term governance of personal biological and health data, to help co-design the repository’s standards, access policies, and audit mechanisms, even if they are not primary TA-4 awardees?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	How, concretely, will veterans and veteran-serving organizations be represented in the governance structures for the data repository and for decisions about secondary use?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	Applies to Both
	Once the EVIDENT funding window closes and program management winds down, who will be accountable for sustaining the repository, biospecimens, and associated governance for 10, 20, 50+ years?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	We’ve seen globally that major biodata resources are fragile and often under-funded without coordinated long-term stewardship. How is ARPA-H designing EVIDENT’s repository so it doesn’t become an “orphaned” asset after the initial moonshot, especially given the sensitivity of mental health and veteran data?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Would ARPA-H consider transitioning long-term custody of the EVIDENT data and biospecimens—once core objectives are met—to an independent, multi-stakeholder data trust (with strong patient, veteran and public representation) rather than leaving it solely with a single institutional operator?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	For TA-4, can an entity whose core mission is long-term ethical governance of personal genetic and health data, working in consortium with clinical trial networks and compute partners, serve as a prime or sub-awardee repository partner, or is ARPA-H envisioning only traditional academic/contractor models?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-110 (TA 4)
	EVIDENT’s news release mentions a Rapid Response Data Repository managed by an ARPA-H partner. Will that partner be selected only after TA-4 performers are on board, or in parallel? And will there be a separate mechanism to engage external governance experts (e.g., data trusts, patient groups) in that selection?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	ARPA-H-CXHUB-26-109 (TA 1-3)
	Can you clarify whether innovations (algorithms, biomarkers, tools) derived from EVIDENT’s shared repository will carry any requirements for open sharing, public-interest licensing, or reinvestment into the data commons that made them possible?
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details on the Data Repository beyond what is included in the RFS.

	Applies to Both
	What exact components of Intellectual Property are required of this ICT?
	ARPA-H cannot provide guidance on Intellectual Property requirements beyond what is stated in the solicitation. See Section 6 of the RFSs.

	Applies to Both
	Do you require the full IRB package (which contains CV, certificates of human research training etc.), or just the pdf of the study proposal itself?
	See Section 2.5 of the RFSs - Performers shall submit a complete IRB protocol, either approved or under review at time of application, to indicate that an existing study has already been planned, funded, and is able to secure all necessary regulatory approvals for completing EVIDENT required milestones.

	Applies to Both
	We have an advisor that is a consultant. I was listing him under item 10 on the cover sheet but he’s not “key". Do I need his biosketch and other associated documents to list him?  Same question for other collaborations (wearables, medical record platforms) - what is the minimum required information in lieu of a personal POC? 
	ARPA-H cannot provide additional details beyond what is included in the RFS. See Appendix A (section 4) of the RFS, "senior/key personnel are required to disclose potential conflicts of interest (COIs) and conflicts of commitment (COCs)." "Senior/Key Personnel includes individuals who contribute to the scientific development or execution of a project in a substantive, measurable way, regardless of whether they receive salaries or compensation under the award"

	Applies to Both
	Can an organization be the prime on this call if the PI is a federal employee?
	The PI must be employed by, and paid by the Prime, not by the federal government.



