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Disconnected Pathways: Disorders of Spinal Systems (ICM6013)
No. of responses = 6 (46.15%)

Legend
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Mean value is within the
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Evidence, Policy and Global Health (ICM6071)
No. of responses = 15 (51.72%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Description of quality symbol Mean value is below the
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Mean value is within the
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Cellular and Molecular Neuroscience (ICM6012)
No. of responses = 6 (46.15%)

Legend
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Cardiovascular Pathophysiology (ICM6023)
No. of responses = 11 (47.83%)

Legend
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Health systems, policy and practice (ICM6075)
No. of responses = 14 (48.28%)

Legend
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Health Inequalities and Social Determinants of Health (ICM6042)
No. of responses = 15 (51.72%)

Legend
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Experimental Neuropathology (ICM6021)
No. of responses = 10 (43.48%)

Legend
Question text Right poleLeft pole
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Epidemiology and Statistics (ICM6040)
No. of responses = 19 (46.34%)

Legend
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