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Workshop statistics
It was generally observed that apart from spreading the information among colleagues (63% of those who participated in the post-workshop workshop stated they were informed of the workshop by a colleague, see the feedback summary in the Supplementary Data), social media (e.g. Twitter, LinkedIn, etc.) was suggested. In addition, an anonymous online survey was conducted during which all participants mentioned that it was quite easy to complete the online registration form. The average rating of the speakers was 8.62/10.00 and 8.45/10.00 for the workshop contents. About 96% of the participants could easily find the zoom link and 97% of the participants found the book of abstracts useful. Besides, 90% found the break periods acceptable, while 6% found them too long and 4% found them too short. The overall usefulness of the workshop was rated at 8.79/10.00 by those who participated in the survey. 99% would recommend this workshop to a colleague, although 39% found the timetable too tight to follow. Regarding the website contents, the accessibility of its contents was rated averagely as 8.37/10.00, while 97% of the participants in the survey requested a certificate of participation.  Regarding which aspects of the workshop (see Supplementary Data 2) would be regarded as the most important for the participants, it was shown, from the polls, that 44% voted for the oral presentations, followed by the hands-on sessions (39%), the keynote lectures (35%), the round table discussions (20%) and last of all the interactive session (1%). More time was, therefore, requested for interaction subsequently.
During the post-workshop survey the feedback showed that a number of points should be improved in subsequent editions:
1. There was no session during which at least half of the 195 officially registered participants attended. Some comments during the feedback showed that some participants were either held back by other scientific activities, were following from geographical locations with substantial time differences from CET, or several participants followed the workshop as a group (using the same computer) from the same venue and had to be logged in as a single user.
2. Many participants would have preferred the hands-on sessions not to be held in parallel. Some speakers of the parallel sessions had wished to follow the other sessions as well. This emphasized the need to avoid running parallel hands-on sessions in subsequent editions of the workshop. This would also avoid the discrepancy in the number of participants in groups of hands-on sessions.
3. More than half of the participants indicated that they had preferred more hands-on sessions and fewer lectures and presentations. Others mentioned that 15 minutes lectures were too short. They would have preferred 20 to 25 minutes lectures to allow discussion time with participants.
4. While many participants reported that they did not consult the workshop website prior to the beginning of the meeting, 90% of those who consulted the website commended its contents.
5. Some website users suggested the organizers improve accessibility by including better links to contact speakers, e.g., advertise through social media (Tweeter at least). 
6. Harmonizing the time for participants from the continents of Asia, North and South America to follow the workshop more conveniently proved challenging. It was suggested to get permission from speakers to record the sessions for participants in different time zones to later follow at a more convenient time.
7. Participants also suggested that the organizers plan additional time for Q&A  sessions during hands-on sessions in order to give further in-depth description of the chemoinformatic tools and create sessions for practical tutorials with participants.
8. Some participants suggested that it would be helpful to add information about the various links available on the website. These have now been published in the supplementary data of this report and included in the workshop website.
9. More time could be dedicated to hands-on sessions to ease participants' understanding. Moreover, since some of the participants are beginners, it was also suggested to include some preliminary introductory or foundational courses, not just research results.
10. More resources on NP research should be uploaded and also the profiles of the resource person should be made available for future reference and correspondence. These are currently available on the website and the updated book of abstracts in the 'downloads' section of the workshop website.
11. More workshops should be organized but the schedule should be planned well in advance to improve planning. Slides could be changed in order for everyone to see in detail what is on slides. The workshop slides are now available on the workshop website for download.
12. The workshop links to the zoom sessions should be shared well in advance, with a reminder 10 minutes before starting the session. Some suggestions were to use the "Go To Meeting" tool while others would prefer that the workshop be recorded and made live on YouTube.



