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Background What proportion of microarray datasets are shared in public databases?

« Sharing research data is
a cornerstone of science
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- Limitations

-« Prevalence depends on study

- selection criteria

Some of the retrieved papers only
reuse data, and fhus are ot relevantto- nes sharing data correlate with other factors?
< the question of sharing. This may

- confound our results, but we estimate

: . Prevalence varies with time, publishing decisions, study topic and subjects, and funding source
the effect is small.

« Prevalence of database links is 2.5x higher in 2006 than 2002.

Conclusions o Studies with free full text at PubMed are 2.1x more likely to have links

» Natural language processing « Studies published in a core clinical journal are 1.4x likely to have links as those published elsewhere

techniques could be helpful for curation o Studies with human data were less likely to have a link when the trial was related to cancer (OR=0.8), but otherwise no
based on full-text data sharing different than studies on other species

statements . Studies funded by NIH were 2.0x more likely to have links than studies not funded by the NIH

« Our automated approach yielded

. . . o Increased number of funding sources correlates with a higher prevalence of sharing
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