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C . LESS TIME TO READ?
GIObaI SC|ent|ﬁC Output dOU bleS eVel’y nine yeal'S US faculty reported reading fewer scholarly articles in 2012 than

in 2005, countering a 35-year trend.

NATURE NEWS BLOG

07 May 2014 | 16:46 BST | Posted by Richard Van Noorden | Category: Policy, Publishing

18

s <} a >
Average number of
scholarly article readings, per year
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Source: Carol Tenopir, “Are scientists reading less?

Source: Richard V Noorden, “Global scientific output Apparently, scientists didn’t read this paper”, The

doubles every nine years”, Nature News Blog, May Scholarly Kitchen, Feb 2014

2014 http://blogs.nature.com/news/2014/05/global- http://scholarlykitchen.sspnet.org/2014/02/07/are-

scientific-output-doubles-every-nine-years.html scientists-reading-less-apparently-scientists-didnt-read-
this-paper/
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MATRIX OF KNOWLEDGE “Seeking for answers!”
KNOW DON'T KNOW
/A. | know what | know > Retrieve \
A B
§ St ie e B. I'know what | don't know >
i ",;;;“,;;";-W" Search/retrieve/analyze
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\ Search/retrieve/analyze /

. I don’t know what | don’t know >

Smart discovery

DON'T KNOW

“‘Seeking for questions!”

r"
i

/iGroup



EEREREZ—: 51X FES

Times ‘

Cited

C I

ited
References

Abstract,
Index &
Bibliography

Related
Records

Core paper

2010

2009

2012

r —
Abstract, o
:Bt]i(tj)ﬁ:)(gg;aphy C Itl n g

C QiGroup

2015

2014

Abstract,
Index &
Bibliography

015




BIREIE - Ik ERIEIEE ?
4 .

- BRPESIH

i
/

\
b

Qg

Intentional or

unintentional? Salami slicing

« Publishing everything versus selective publishing

Source: Marcel A. L. M. van Assen et al, “Why publishing everything is more effective

K than selective publishing of statistically significant results”, journals.plos.org /
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A Role for Parasites in Stabilising
the Fig-Pollinator Mutualism

Derek W. Duna'*, Simon T. Segar’?, Jo Ridley, Ruth Chan', Ross H. Crozler*, Douglas W. Yu’, James M. Cook' "
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KNOWLEDGE, ATTITUDES, AND WILLINGNESS OF INTERNAL MEDICINE RESIDENTS TO PRESCRIBE

ANTIRETROVIRAL CHEMOPROPHYLAXIS FOR HIV PREVENTION

Eric C. Tang’, Asha Kapur'?, Hong Van Tieu'?*, Beryl A. Koblin®, Tanya M. Ellman’?, and Magdalena E. Sobieszczyk'”
iColumbia University College of Physicians & Surgeons, Division of Infectious Diseases, Department of Medicine, New York, NY 10032; JLaboratory of Infectious Disease Prevention, New York Blood Center, New York, NY 10065
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TRODUCTION

* Recent studies In men who have sex with men (MSM),
heterosesual men and women, and serodiscordant couples at
high risk for HIV nfoction have demonstrated that p
exposure prophylaxis (PrEP) with antiretrovirals (ART) can
reduce HIV auguisition (1-4).

+ These results are promising but many questions remain
rogarding thelr use . clinical practice, (ncluding cost, long,

torm safoty, potential for development of KIV drug resistance,

and provider willingness o preseribe.

Initiation of PrEP requires close monitoring for side efects,

Parasitism risk towards the centre of the syconium, el ks et e i g
pollinator . We sugge £F will be lmited i
galling rates. This i providers e ot comfrabe o nonedgeaie about hi
mechanism may therefore contribute to mutualism of additionl strategy and it risks and benel
factors that invoke plant defences against pollinator oviposiion. or physiological constraints on pollinators that * Carrenty, here ave limied s an heltcre proniders
avaiable attiudes or  experience  prescribing  antiretrovirals  for
prevention

na
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asphere diiven by selection st the fevel of the W prive sycumia
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OBJECTIVES

LMo determine the current knowladge and atttudes smangst
internal medicine residents reganding PrEP use for HIV
prevention amongst high-risk populations

2 T assess nternal medicine residents” willingness to pescribe

R

ESULTS: pemographics

RESULTS: Awareness of PEP & PrEP

RESULTS: Barriers to Prescribing PreP

Tabe . s Degophicn At o 63 st | | P 3 s of g g 4 dvorss o | | 7
55 et e s 1 Co | | i (6 "oty ppitas (o s4w e | | b
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prevent
Interns] medicine rasidants from discussing or prescribing
PTEP to high-risk populations

METHODS
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+ 135 internal medicine residents at Columbla
Conter eere nvited 12 take n Snoaymous onling survey on

P
+ Part of a larger study surveying both HIV and non-HIV providers
in New Yark City

+ 2B-question survey covering topics such as:

2 Demographics

b Type of practice.

. Avearendss & knowledge of post-sxpasure

prophylasis (PEP) and PEP.

populations

CONCLUSIONS

+ The vast majority of internal medicine residents have heard of
‘post-exposure prophylaxis (PEF). but only approximately half
have heard of pr-expoiure prophylaxis (PEEP). The malorsy

B S R
i

- norledge af M s o compared o PEB

+ Abowt 13% of residents would be willing to prescribe PrEP
“now, though nene have ever preseribed It However, more
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RESULTS: Knowledge of PEP & PrEP

6. Residents indicated on 3 seale from O to 10° huw

Kancuedgrable they wers about PEP & PR

T

RESULTS: Concerns about Prescribing PrEP

1. The CDC/DOH o FDA supported its use:
s Dt e e

g7
guidelnes were the biggest concerns for
with prescribing:
e —y

COC/D0H guidelines regarding s
lN-”nvmr-In(mi-lrd

Demiopmen of A resance
PPl I

vl flowed by limied il il sad e of €DC/001

fective.
* The biggest concern for prescribing PrEP was inexperience
‘it predcng srewovils, Tol ey be reerre urm
ining. This concern was follawed by
e il el dergtrting s oy 0 ode oF
formal guidelines from the CDC/DOH.  More education
designed doctors. y
repare them as they assume mare
responsibilities for care of individuals in need of PrEP
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JUL 23, 2013

Celebrating 50 years of Derwent
World Patents Index® (DWPIM)

The world's most trusted source of patent research
information

Fifty years ago, Monty Hyams, the now 95-year-old founder of what is today known as DWPI, took on
the labor-intensive job of patent research for his customers after he saw them going to the patent
office, reading through the patents and classifying them. He realized, "If | can do this, they don't have
to."

"The vision that Monty Hyams had when he started his company,
Derwent Information,

' says Robert Adams, senior director of DWPI. "Of course
we use more technology today, but the fundamental value
proposition for DWPI and the value we provide our customers
today goes back to the work of Monty Hyams."
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Help fund the next wave
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of scientific research e — j] it@ fil' . o= é: at

v It Works Sign In

Start an Experiment | Browse expe”ment

O

Opening your mind’s eye: : ;
- . What is the context of this research?
COIIaboratlng WIth a This study aims 1o create a Reral picture from your visual Imagination, Previcus studies have

= success’Ully recovered mental representations for relatheely simpole categories such as letiers

computer to reveal v1sual or smiley faces. These reconstruction methods rave considered images to be twe-
dimensional erays of pixes. I one randomiy chooses & darkness value for eech pixel, then

- - - there are numLevels*nPixels possible imeges thet can be crested. For example, for even a

lmaglnatlon G4xG4 thumbnail-sized image with 255 possible gray levels, there are more possible Imeges

that can be cregted than atoms in the Universe! 3}’ conirest, we consider & scene o e

represented oy extended surfaces rather than pixels. This both reduces the dimensionaity of

% Featured Experiments

Graene, Ray Alex Nouyen, and Khang Duong of problem while creating more realistic looking Images.
B a by Bang Tri Nguy&n, Vicki L Chandler, Trang Ha Tran, Chisom Egwuatu, Brad Wyble,
Eamon Thang Luong, Linh Dao, An Bader-Natal, Michael Yang

SRS — What is the significance of this project?

A fundemental goal for understanding numan wision i to identify the mapping between image
$62 2 teatures and subsequent catagorizetion. Our study will help us understand how personal

expenences influence the mental Images that we create when we think ebout & category such
P’edged 85 "street”. Do different paople extract the same featuras (COMMOoN prototype), or do owr visual
EXpEnences Createé 8 unigue “templates™? This study will heva implications for basic science,
85 well a5 potential for applications. In addition 1o providing critical insight imto how we form
89% 3700 complex visual cetegories, the technaiogy that we are developing in this project can be used
tor enhancing the amifties of police sketch artists, and In architecture and design chodces 1o
make far @ more legible and memaoraidie workd.

Iluminating the firefly
genome

What are the goals of the project?

51 s2 S3
Use features of Convolutiong! Neural Networks to increase detall in our images.
Test the nypothesis that sceme category representalions ang unigue 1o oDservers by
checking the extent to which reconstructions resemzie scenes from three kKinds of

u h Individual experence:

x Blobqy @& Early visual experience: the city wnene the individual grew up.

a Current experience: city where e individual ives.
Minerva Schools at KGI, Stanford University | | Stanford, Calitornia o Added experence: Averzge of the scenes rom all locations Ived

Altogetner, these experiments will provide critical insight Into how we conceptugize complex
scenes, laying the foundations for understanding how visual information Is fexibly
represented for recognition.

ﬁ Jing-Ke Weng
® o :

96% $10,000

funded goal days left

Overviey

v Methods Lab Notes (1) Results Discussion (2)

About This Project Budget

Our data are generated by hUMan woluneers who are paid an Payment 1o Danicinants 700
nonorarium of $10/hour. The eXperiment t2Xes aporoximatery 2

hours, and we enticipate recrulting 32 pariicipants. We plan to

ir release our published results In an open access journal so that

&/l backers may be able to read the research. We anticlpate that

twe papers will be generated wiih open access publication fees
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