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A neuroimaging publication

• Methods section: metadata in free-form text.

• Results section: • Meta-analysis -Strengthen results by combining studies.

• What do we need? -Sharing data, meta-data and provenance. • Define a format to represent the results of a neuroimaging study with a focus on meta-analysis.

Data sharing: obstacles

Neuroimaging terms

• Define a vocabulary to support the format.

Conclusion

• Data sharing is one key to reduce skepticism.

• There is already a number of technical solutions for data sharing in neuroimaging. • A meta-data standard would beneficiate to all of these efforts -NI-DM: http://nidm.nidash.org
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• Based on PROV-DM a W3C recommendation to encode provenance. www.w3.org/TR/prov-dm/
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Neuroimaging and data sharing