The impact of shared data in neuroimaging: the case of OpenfMRI.org
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Introduction

Data sharing in neuroimaging has been advocated for almost 15 years

[1-3]. Sharing data can in principle lead to more transparency, fewer - = linear growth | NUum ber Of pa pe 'S A nd
methodological mistakes, new findings, as well as savings in data R ,'I .
acquisition costs. On the other side some skeptics claimed in the past 100 ) 6 3 courses usin g O penfM RI

that “tMRI data per se are very context sensitive” which “somewhat
subverts the raison d’étre for sharing” [4]. Van Horn and Gazzaniga in
their summary of fMRIDC highlight five successful studies reusing data
deposited in their database [5]. However, there has been no systematic
survey of reuses of publicly available neuroimaging data. In this study
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