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Laboratory notebooks are the primary records many researchers in the e P ro tO cCO I There are many ELNs to choose from and each differs in cost,
g sciences use to document their research. Electronic Laboratory Institution Enterprise-wide Licenses Some classroom use Some lab use Instruction Instruction (not Consultations Library guides functionality, and user experience. It’s useful to start by thinking about a C
B Notebooks (ELNs) move these records into digital formats and add o o o g (libraries) g libraries) o gor webpages w researcher’s needs betore evaluating products. Here are some questions C
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tunctions that support data collection and analysis. Although there has Columbia Universicy : — — — “: = \‘; website is best to ask the Principal Investigator these questions before selecting
been discussion of ELNs for several decades (Borman, 1994; Lysakowski Cornell University — — — L . ) . i} ) candidates and arranging for company demonstrations for group
- . . Duke University — — — — — — — Search institution domain for “electronic lab notebooks” OR B
& Doyle, 1998) few academic research labs have adopted them (Elliott, Emory University _ v _ _ _ _ . ,, members.
B 5008) Harvard University ~ — — - - - - electronic laboratory notebooks.” Look through first 3 pages of results. -
' Johns Hopkins University _ _ _ _ _ _ _ @ How much will the product cost? Is it a one-time cost or a
. Ny Massachusetts Institute of : : recurring cost (subscription)? Will you be able to sustain access for
When eva.luatmg ELNS, researchers must consider 1ntelle§tual Technology (MIT) v _ _ v v v v i Step 2. Search for lab notebook information as long as you need:
g property, 1nter(?peral?1l1ty, and user experience. A poor ch01.ce cou.ld lead New York University — — :: — — — ? generally -
g tosignificant disruption to workflows, concerns about data integrity, or Northwestern Universiry = = = = = = N . . i} . C
. . . . . The Ohio State University — v — — — — — Search institutional documents and policies tor “lab notebooks” OR @ What happens when you stop using the ELN? Can you export
challenges when working with patentable information. With over 35  Unie Pk B - v B - - — . .
. . . . Penn State Univ. - Univ. Par “laboratory notebooks.” notebooks to a usable format? What functionality do you lose when
ELN solutions available (Rubacha, Rattan, & Hosselet, 2011), identifying Princeton University — — : — — — — \ .
and implementing an ELN can be time—consuming Stanford University B - : : - - - Q 3 C STEM librars [T you export your notebooks? Will data files stay separate and
- ‘ — i tep 5. Lontact ibrarian or persomn ] b £ PDF files?
u Texas A&M University - College comp cte Or be part Or larger eS¢ B
Station _ — - —_ —_ v — . . . .
- Helping researchers evaluate, select, and use ELNs is a way for librarians Univ. of Illinois - Urbana- Successtul contact with at least one person from each institution to How d e e control and monit , -
L . . | - - - - ow do you want to grant control a onitor access to your
to affect the the research process directly, improve data management Champaign — v v — — — — find out whether they are involved in supporting ELNs in any way. @ Y 5 SR y
- . | . S Univ. of North Carolina - Chapel notebooks? (e.g. Do you need an audit trail that records who makes
policies and practices, and demonstrate impact to scientists. Librarians i ‘ L
disciplinary expertise and experience with data management and = B B B B B B N changes? Does each lab member ‘own’ their own notebook or do
u pHnary exp P St 1 Uniyersity of Calitornia s Berkeley = = = = = = ? you ‘own’ every notebook? Do users need to access to each other’s -
g cvaluating software and content plattorms make us well suited to help University of California - Davis _ — — — — — — I ssues hotebooks?) -
: — ke otebooks:
facult Wlth EI Ns. University of California - Los A A &
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The goal of this poster is to offer questions to ask researchers interested Sziz::iz Zg g;liif:;;ia - San Diego — v v — - — Z No one pr.oduct meets the needs of all Eoter.ltlal Cell.cidemm ufsers. This @ What types of information do you need to record and how much
. . . A — . - - - - - - ' means various groups on campus may be using difrerent sortware space will you require? (e.o. text, imaces, Microsoft Ofhce
N in adOPtmg an ELN and show what major research institutions are University of Florida — — — — — — ‘ STOUP P y S P Y ! ( S ’ S5 l H
- do; fiscinl S i h University of Michigan - Ann Arbor — — v — v v : L documents, outputs from instruments, other data files, etc.) .
oing to support ELNS. As disciplines, institutions, and research groups Uniexsicy of Minnesora - Twin Few institutions have an overall plan for purchase and support.
all approach lab notebooks differently, we make no attempt to suggest Cities _ v v _ _ v v L . . . .
. o il ‘ What specialized functionality do you require? (e.o. chemical
I best practices for maintaining a lab notebook. University of Notre Dame = = g = = - - Not all products allow data to be exported in useful formats @ P ' : PRy 1 .3
University of Pennsylvania - p p - structure drawing, lab inventory control, protocols and templates,
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