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	NAME
	[bookmark: h.gjdgxs]Viktoria Levkanicova 

	TWITTER HANDLE* optional
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Royal Anatomical Society Summer Meeting, Oxford, St John’s College, 14/07-16/07/2025
Theme: Human Cerebral Cortex Development III
Organized by: Zoltán Molnár MD DPhil, Gavin Clowry DPhil



	REPORT: What were your anticipated benefits?
Minimum number of words between 200-400. Please write in coherent paragraphs.

	My primary motivation for attending the Human Cerebral Cortex Development III meeting was to engage with the broader anatomical and developmental biology community, particularly early career researchers and established academics within the Anatomical Society. As someone working on the peripheral aspects of wound healing and fibrosis, I anticipated that exposure to work in central nervous system development would provide me with a new perspective on how regenerative mechanisms differ across tissues. I was especially looking forward to presenting my poster, “Human Schwann cell contributions to keloid scarring,” which represented the culmination of the research supported by the Society’s Undergraduate Summer Vacation Research Scholarship.
Beyond gaining feedback, I hoped the conference would strengthen my confidence in communicating complex scientific ideas to a multidisciplinary audience. The meeting also offered an invaluable networking platform, from poster sessions to the gala dinner at St John’s College, where I had the unexpected opportunity to discuss my poster with one of the judges seated nearby. This conversation not only helped me refine how I presented my findings but also opened my eyes to how others approached the link between injury and regeneration in their work. A brief conversation with the poster judge helped me understand how to best communicate my science and keep a cool head under rigorous questioning from other academics. Overall, attending this conference was both inspiring and intellectually grounding, providing me with a sense of belonging in the broader research community.
 

	COMMENTS: Describe your experience at the conference / lab visit / course / seminar/ event.
Minimum number of words between 200-400. Please write in coherent paragraphs.

	Thinking back on the conference, presenting my work and watching others do the same was by far the most memorable part of the experience. Apart from a few student-led events, this was my first time sharing my research in a formal scientific setting, surrounded by people far more experienced than me. I remember arriving in Oxford feeling slightly out of place, unsure whether my six-week summer project would hold the interest of academics working on cortical development.
To my surprise, the opposite happened. Everyone who stopped at my poster treated me not as “just a student,” but as a scientist in training. Visitors asked thoughtful, sometimes pointed, questions about my experimental design, sample sizes, biological replicates, and the assumptions behind my model. Rather than being intimidating, these interactions made the entire experience feel real and exciting.
One encounter stands out clearly in my memory. A senior researcher and his colleague approached my poster, listened patiently to my short overview, and then launched into a stream of rapid-fire questions about Schwann cell biology and wound healing. At one point he challenged the logic behind my proposed mechanism, which briefly caught me off guard. But as we continued the conversation, I realised how valuable it was to engage in such an honest, rigorous exchange. We went back and forth for several minutes until the discussion naturally ran its course, and I left with a sense of accomplishment that I hadn’t expected.
Outside the formal sessions, the atmosphere at St John’s College was welcoming and surprisingly relaxed. I enjoyed conversations with early-career researchers and established academics alike, and several people offered constructive feedback that helped me think differently about my project.
Overall, the conference was a genuinely encouraging experience. It gave me confidence in my ability to communicate my work, taught me how to hold my ground in scientific discussion, and left me more excited to keep presenting my research in the future.
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	REPORT: In relation to skills, what were the most important things you gained? (does not apply to equipment grant. For public engagement/outreach awards what did your audience gain and how did you evaluate success?
Minimum number of words between 200-400. Please write in coherent paragraphs.

	This conference provided me with the chance to strengthen my ability to communicate research clearly and confidently to scientists from diverse backgrounds. As most attendees specialised in cortical development and neuroanatomy, I needed to adapt my language and framing so that the central ideas of my work on peripheral nerve-associated fibrosis were accessible. This helped me refine the clarity and focus of my scientific storytelling, helping me gain an essential skill for future presentations and publications.

I also learned how to engage constructively with critical feedback and not lose my head when my hypothesis is questioned. Several researchers approached my poster with insightful feedback, some remarking how this de-differentiative phenotype is mirrored in CNS glia such as oligodendrocytes. These remarks sparked an interest in this cell class which lead me to my curent MRes thesis project studying glioblastoma. Conversely, I’ve had fellow young researchers and a particular postdoc take pictures and an active interest in my project, mentioning how they’d like to discuss my findings with their fellow labs. Despite the slight mismatch in my project topic and the theme of the conference, I hope I communicated the remarkable regenerative mechanisms of the PNS succesfully and made my fellow scientists think about how dvelopmental programmes mirrored in regeneration can be hijacked in pathological cases such as keloid scars. 

On a personal level, attending this meeting improved my confidence in professional networking and academic dialogue. It was my first opportunity to interact with senior academics in an informal setting, and I found that these conversations gave me both reassurance and motivation as an early career researcher. Altogether, the meeting sharpened my ability to communicate, respond critically, and connect my findings to wider seemingly less related fields.


	REPORT: How do you think you will put this learning experience into practice in the future? For public engagement/outreach awards how with the materials/knowledge generated by this activity be used in the future?
Minimum number of words between 200-400. Please write in coherent paragraphs.

	Attending the Human Cerebral Cortex Development III meeting proved to be an unexpectedly formative experience. Although my poster focused on keloid scarring, several discussions during the session raised interesting questions about how peripheral nerves and vasculature coordinate during tissue repair, particularly whether similar interactions might occur during development. As a young researcher I appreciate any opportunity to step outside of my comfort zone, believing it will make me a more well-rounded scientist. These conversations prompted me to think more deeply about the developmental logic underlying adult tissue regeneration and how the processes might overlap.
This idea eventually evolved into my next research project, which investigated the development of neurovascular bundles in the skin. While the link may not have been obvious at first, the meeting helped me appreciate how exploring mechanisms beyond one’s immediate field can uncover unexpected conceptual parallels.
Moving forward, I intend to apply this perspective of connecting ideas across developmental, regenerative, and pathological contexts to my research career. I also plan to continue building on the communication and networking skills I gained, as these will be invaluable when presenting future findings, mentoring others, and engaging with interdisciplinary collaborations. The experience reinforced my belief that even brief exchanges at conferences can spark ideas that shape one’s scientific path.
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	Data Protection/GDPR: I consent to the data included in this submission being collected, processed and stored by the Anatomical Society.  Answer YES or NO in the Box below
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	Graphical Images: If you include graphical images you must obtain consent from people appearing in any photos and confirm that you have consent. A consent statement from you must accompany each report if relevant. A short narrative should accompany the image. Answer N/A not applicable, YES or NO in the box below
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