[bookmark: _GoBack]Random Sample Results for Meaning of the Mention of a Data Repository Name/Acronym
Here are the results of the random sample (total = 180 ) on the 1,825 papers in PMC that had a data repository name/acronym somewhere in the full text to determine if that mention(s) meant “deposited” or something else:
59 out of 180 or 33% = deposited
If we extrapolate our findings from the sample set, we can estimate that about 598 of the 1,825 papers that mentioned a data repository indicated that some data were deposited.  
Jim and I had good inter-rater reliability and resolved the few differences we had.
Jim prepared three groupings to examine, and the “deposited” results by group are interesting:
Confident (= Deposit)		37 out of 50 or 74% 
Not Confident			12 out of 50 or 24%
No Trigger Word for “deposit”	10 out of 80 or 13%

The remaining 121 samples we reviewed fell into the following categories:
	
	
	Use
	About
	Background/Reference
	NA/False Drop

	Confident
	9
	4
	0
	0

	Not Confident
	30
	3
	5
	0

	No Trigger Word for “deposit”
	45
	1
	6
	18

	Total
	84 (47%)
	8 (4%)
	11 (6%)
	18 (10%)



Use included cases where authors mentioned one or more “uses” of existing deposits, but did not deposit their own results.  About were articles discussing tools created to access repositories, or simply describing the repositories themselves.  Background/Reference articles talked about previous deposits/work by the authors or someone else, or had passing references to the repository.  NA/False Drop included programming errors (e.g., dip), or ambiguous acronyms for repositories (e.g., RGD).  We have examples of all of these categories in the Tidbits section below.  All the counts above reflect a paper being counted in only one category, and all percentages are rounded. 

Tidbits:
· Even though we had in-context words surrounding the mention to review, we had to access the full text of the article to decipher the meaning in many cases:
Lou  	Jim
	Not Confident (50 papers)			34	~25
	No Trigger Word for “deposit” (80 papers)	28	~20

Lou used the PDF, in general, but in some cases had to use the HTML version in order to get to supplemental material.



· Even reading the full text does not always result in a clear meaning evidenced by
4% where Lou couldn’t tell if the meaning was “deposit” or “use.”  Here’s an example:
PMCID 3080844 -- Header at end of paper and text:
Accession numbers
The GenBank (http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/Genbank/) accession numbers for the m1C3, m4B7, and m2A10 genes are HQ315886, HQ315885, and HQ315884, respectively.

For some of these, we searched the accession number(s) in the pertinent data repository to see if that record(s) cited the PMID; if so, we counted as “deposit.”

For some that we didn’t look up (or didn’t look up every accession number in a lengthy list), we gave the paper the benefit of the doubt and counted it as “deposit.”
· The mention can appear anywhere in the full text and still mean deposit; for example:
PMCID 3102212 had the mention in the DISCUSSION section;
PMCID 3121793 had the mention in Table S1 of the supplemental material;
PMCID 3182448 had the mention in Figure 1 caption only.
· Use (47%) was the highest meaning for mention of data repository name/acronym, e.g.: 
PMCID 3171728, “. . .microarray data were obtained from Gene Expression Omnibus (GEO) [21]: GSE13563 . . . .”
· Some of the articles were “about” the data repository, and/or tools created to mine data in the repository, e.g.:
PMCID 3065694 – about the BioGRID Rest service – a new tool for access
PMCID 3013679 – about the Zebrafish Model Organism Database
· Some of the articles really only:
referred to previous work (whether the authors’ own or someone else’s; PMCID 3221663 “The figure is relative to the structure of bovine rhodospin published by Schertler and coworkers (PDB ID: 1GZM) [70]., or
were a passing mention like “Genetic markers are described in Flybase [41].” (PMCID 3188573), or “…information such as KEGG pathway assignments, PDB protein structures and reactome data. . .” (PMCID 3287505).
· Some of the articles were false drops.  For example:
RGD = Ad5-RGD; RGD domain, RGD ligands, RGD motif
DIP = a dip in; nodal dip; floral dip; negative dip; dig-coated; to dip below
SRA = serum resistance associated
MGI = Rolera-MGi EMCCD
· NCT numbers: out of 7 papers with an NCT accession number:
 5 were “deposit” (counted as such even if results not yet reported in CT.gov); 
 1 was “use;”
 2 were “about”
· Lou also coded combination articles, e.g.:
Deposit + Use 			13 out of 180 or 7%
Deposit or Use (couldn’t tell which)	7 out of 180 or 4%
· List of Trigger Words/Roots that we used to signal the possible indication of a “deposit:”
accession
available
deposit
deposited
disseminate
disseminated
entry
entry into
identifier
nos
number
numbers
placed
published
register
registered
released
reposit 
reposited
storage
stored
submis
submit
submitted

uploaded
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