
Vol.:(0123456789)1 3

https://doi.org/10.1007/s12021-021-09552-5

EDITORIAL

Farewell, Neuroinformatics!

Giorgio A. Ascoli1   · David N. Kennedy2 · Erik De Schutter3

 
© The Author(s), under exclusive licence to Springer Science+Business Media, LLC, part of Springer Nature 2021

It is with a bittersweet feeling that we pen one last Editorial 
after almost exactly two decades since founding this jour-
nal. The original publisher of Neuroinformatics was Humana 
Press, a small (for today’s standards, at least) and back then 
independent publishing company best known at that time for 
its Methods in Molecular Biology book series. Humana’s 
president, Thomas Lanigan Sr., together with his energetic 
aid Elyse O’Grady, had a distinct knack for predicting the 
emergence of new fields in biomedical research and ran a 
professional yet personable, family-style operation (the first 
marketing director of Neuroinformatics was Lanigan’s son, 
Tom Jr.). We finalized the aims of the journal in the fall of 
2001, endeavoring to provide a forum that would empha-
size data analysis, integration, engineering, and sharing in 
all areas of neuroscience research.1 Submissions began to 
arrive in April of the following year, and the inaugural issue 
appeared at the 2002 Society for Neuroscience Meeting. 
Since then, we action edited over 1500 initial manuscripts 
and eventually accepted for publication approximately half 
of them, the vast majority describing original research.

In 2006 Humana was acquired by Springer,2 which then 
merged with Nature Publishing Group in 2015. Meanwhile, 
the journal pioneered original data3 and software4 articles, 
information sharing mandates,5 and data citations,6 while 
witnessing the end of the US Human Brain Project,7 the 
establishment of the International Neuroinformatics Coor-
dination Facility,8 the rise of open access,9 connectomics,10 
and deep learning,11 as well as a worldwide economic reces-
sion12 and the ongoing global pandemic.13 Throughout these 
dynamic times, we strived to maintain the journal focused of 

its core mission to provide a peer-reviewed venue for schol-
arly excellence in neuroscience informatics.

Nevertheless, we felt that the progressive moves towards 
bigger corporations, especially in the past two years, brought 
about mounting insistence from the publisher to increase 
the number of articles accepted in the journal, according, 
in our view, to the ‘bigger is better’ business logic. We 
steadily resisted this perceived pressure, unwilling to dilute 
the unique profile of Neuroinformatics into a broader, less 
clearly defined scope, or to compromise the standard of qual-
ity of its content. Alas, in August 2021 a representative of 
Springer-Nature notified us that our editorial contract would 
not be renewed at the end of this year. As of this writing, we 
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are told that the search for new leadership has yet to begin. 
We appreciate the difference of opinion on the best course of 
action for Neuroinformatics, and we respect the publisher’s 
prerogative to set the commercial agenda for its journals. 
Nonetheless, we express concern for the potential lack of 
continuity and absence of an organized transition.

At the same time, we celebrate the spectacular progress 
in the field that this journal fostered during these 20 years. 
Neuroscience was radically transformed by the deep penetra-
tion of neuroinformatics in effectively all subfields of brain 
research. All major institutionally and philanthropically sup-
ported neuroscience research programs in these two decades 
emphasized informatics, including the US BRAIN Initiative, 
the EU Human Brain Project, the Howard Hughes Janelia 
research campus, and the Allen Institute for Brain Science. 
The pages of this journal documented the launch and adop-
tion of seminal projects such as the Neuroscience Informa-
tion Framework,14 the Neuroimaging Informatics Tools and 
Resources Clearinghouse,15 NeuroMorpho.Org,16 the Col-
laborative Research in Computational Neuroscience data 
sharing program,17 and the National Database for Autism 
Research,18 just to mention a few. Meanwhile, the global 
neuroinformatics movement produced broadly used public 
resources such as the Allen mouse brain atlas,19 Janelia’s 

FlyEM20 and MouseLight,21 and the rapid population of 
the Neuroscience Multi-omic Archive,22 Brain Cell Data 
Center,23 and Brain Image Library,24 among many others.

Researchers entering the foray today have outstanding 
opportunities, tools, and data that could only be dreamed of 
when this journal started. We are extremely grateful to our 
past and present Editorial Board members, selfless review-
ers, and patient authors for their expert contributions to 
shaping the field as we know it today. It is exciting to imag-
ine how human understanding of the nervous system and its 
operations will evolve in the future. We feel privileged for 
having shared this journey until now and we wish the best 
to all our readers and the broader community.
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