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The technical working group (TWG) reviewed the draft report and participated in a 2-day meeting to 
provide feedback to the contractor. The TWG was tasked as follows: 

 
1. Reviewers were requested to determine whether the analyses were appropriate for the 
longitudinal data collected for the final report.  

 
2. Reviewers were charged with evaluating the appropriateness of the methods for the 
hypotheses being tested, the extent to which the conclusions follow from the analysis, and 
the strengths and limitations of the overall conclusions. They were requested to suggest 
ways to clarify assumptions, findings, and conclusions; and to identify any oversights, 
omissions, and inconsistencies in the analyses and interpretation of findings.  

 
 
The contractor prepared a memo detailing how the TWG’s feedback was addressed in the revised 
final report. 


