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Abstract
Analysis of trends in nanotoxicology data and the development of data driven models for nanotoxicity is facilitated by the reporting
of data using a standardised electronic format. ISA-TAB-Nano has been proposed as such a format. However, in order to build
useful datasets according to this format, a variety of issues has to be addressed. These issues include questions regarding exactly
which (meta)data to report and how to report them. The current article discusses some of the challenges associated with the use of
ISA-TAB-Nano and presents a set of resources designed to facilitate the manual creation of ISA-TAB-Nano datasets from the nanotoxicology literature. These resources were developed within the context of the NanoPUZZLES EU project and include data collection templates, corresponding business rules that extend the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification as well as Python code to facilitate parsing and integration of these datasets within other nanoinformatics resources. The use of these resources is illustrated by a
“Toy Dataset” presented in the Supporting Information. The strengths and weaknesses of the resources are discussed along with
possible future developments.

Introduction
Nanotechnology, which may be considered the design and
application of engineered nanomaterials with desired properties
[1,2], is of increasing importance [3,4]. Nanomaterials may be
considered to be any chemicals with (a majority of) constituent
particles with one or more dimensions in the nanoscale (typically 1–100 nm) range and engineered nanomaterials may be

considered to be any nanomaterials that are intentionally
produced. (It should be noted that slightly different definitions
of these terms have been proposed by different organisations [1]
and the European Commission has recommended a specific
definition of a “nanomaterial” for legislative and policy
purposes within the European Union [5].)
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Nanomaterials have been used and/or have been investigated for
use in a diverse range of applications such as sunscreens,
cosmetics, electronics and medical applications [2,4,6,7]. In
addition to interest in the benefits offered by nanotechnology,
concerns have also been raised about the potential risk posed by
nanomaterials to human health and the environment [3,4,7].
Various research initiatives have been (and are being) funded to
advance scientific understanding of nanotechnology and
nanosafety and to enable the appropriate selection, design and
regulation of nanomaterials for technological applications
[3,8,9]. There is a particular interest in the possibility of
using computational approaches as part of the safety assessment of nanomaterials, e.g., to enable “safety by design”
[3,7,9,10].
Experimental data are critical to advancing understanding of the
properties of nanomaterials and the ability to design nanomaterials with desirable technological properties and acceptable
safety profiles [2,9-11]. In order to enable “safety by design”,
data from toxicity studies need to be related to relevant structural/physicochemical data [10], where the latter may include
information about chemical composition as well as a range of
other measured properties such as size distribution statistics and
zeta potential, to name but two [12]. Being able to relate these
data allows for the development of predictive models based on
quantitative structure–activity relationships (QSARs) for
nanomaterials – so-called quantitative nanostructure–activity
relationships (“QNARs”) [10] or “nano-QSARs” [13] – as
well as “category formation” and “read-across” predictions
[9,14,15].
In order to make most effective use of these data, experimental
datasets should be made available via a standardised, electronic
format that facilitates meaningful exchange of information
between different researchers, submission to (web-based)
searchable databases, integration with other electronic data
resources and analysis via appropriate (modelling) software
[9,16-18]. This could entail directly populating files based on a
standardised format or direct entry of data into searchable databases using a (web-based) data entry tool [19], followed via
data export/exchange in a standardised format. However, in
contrast to directly populating standardised, structured files
(such as spreadsheets), direct entry of data into (web-based)
searchable databases may not be possible for domain experts
(e.g., nanotoxicologists in experimental labs) with little or no
informatics support. These researchers may not have their own,
in-house database systems and data entry to a third party database at the point of data collection may not be practical. Data
collected using standardised, structured files may be readily,
programatically submitted to (web-based) searchable databases
at a later stage in the research cycle.

Standardised, structured files also facilitate programmatic analysis (i.e., entirely new codes and/or configuration files do not
need to be developed for each new dataset) for the purposes of
computational modelling. They also facilitate integration
between datasets, partly due to the ease of programmatic analysis and in part because standardisation makes it clearer when
two items of (meta)data in distinct datasets are related. Data
integration within searchable databases supports computational
modelling via enabling data from multiple sources to be
combined, in principle, for more robust, generalisable analysis
and via facilitating the identification of data which are relevant
to the needs of a given modeller.
Regarding the nature of these standardised, structured files,
whilst more complicated file formats based on the eXtended
Markup Language (XML) or the Resource Description Framework (RDF) might be considered, a spreadsheet-based file
format offers a key advantage: most scientists are likely to be
familiar with creating, editing and viewing spreadsheet-based
datasets [17,20,21]. Indeed, these kinds of files can be edited
and viewed using widely used, non-specialist software (such as
Microsoft Excel), whilst (to some extent) a spreadsheet-like
interface may be retained within specialist software designed to
ensure the files are compliant with the rules of a standardised
specification [17,20,22]. However, no claim is being made as to
the intrinsic optimality of a spreadsheet-based format: a detailed
discussion of the advantages and disadvantages of different file
formats is beyond the scope of the current publication and interested readers are referred to the cited literature and the references therein [17,20,21].
The ISA-TAB-Nano specification, comprising a set of interrelated spreadsheet-based tabular file types, was recently
proposed as a solution to the requirement for a standardised,
electronic format for nanomaterial data [16,17,23]. However, as
well as a general specification specifying how different kinds of
(meta)data should be recorded in a standardised fashion, additional requirements for nanotoxicology datasets to be most valuable for analysis of trends and development of data driven
models exist. These requirements include the need to report the
necessary physicochemical parameters, experimental details and
other relevant metadata such as provenance [12,24-27]. Whilst
the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification [17,23] specifically
calls for relevant provenance information to be provided, and
facilitates presentation of other (meta)data, it does not specify
all of the (meta)data which should be recorded nor exactly how
these (meta)data should be presented.
This article presents a set of resources which were designed for
manually harvesting data from the published literature to create
ISA-TAB-Nano datasets in order to support analysis and model-
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ling of nanotoxicology data, including the integration of these
data within online, searchable databases. Specifically, these
resources are as follows: a collection of Excel templates for
creating ISA-TAB-Nano files containing specific, relevant
(meta)data manually harvested from the scientific literature; a
corresponding set of business rules for populating these templates which build upon the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification; a Python program for converting the resulting ISA-TABNano files to tab-delimited text files to facilitate computational
analysis and database submission. Since there is a growing
interest in the use of ISA-TAB-Nano as a community standard
for organising nanomaterial data, from a variety of individual
researchers and organizations [3,28-32], it is anticipated that
these resources will be of value for the research community.
These resources were developed within the context of the NanoPUZZLES project [33], but their development was informed via
discussions with various researchers in the nanoinformatics/
nanotoxicology community and consideration of various complementary nanoinformatics resources such as those developed
within the MODERN [34] and eNanoMapper [35] projects.
The rest of the article is organised as follows. Section 1 of
“Results and Discussion” provides a brief overview of the
generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification. Section 2 summarises
some challenges associated with the use of this generic specification (especially when used to collect data from the literature),
which the current work sought to address. Section 3 summarises
the data collection templates and the basis on which they were
developed. Section 4 summarises the new business rules which
were created for populating these templates. Section 5 provides
an overview of the Python program written to facilitate analysis
and databases submission of datasets created using these templates. Section 6 presents a “Toy Dataset” created using these
templates. Section 7 presents a critical appraisal of the developed resources, discusses links to related research initiatives
and resources along with possible future directions for this
work. The “take home” messages of this article are summarised
under “Conclusion”. The challenges, business rules and notable
limitations of the presented resources (summarised in sections
2, 4 and 7, respectively) are fully explained in the Supporting
Information. The resources described in this article, along with
the “Toy Dataset”, are publicly available under open licenses
(see Supporting Information Files 1–4).

Results and Discussion
1 A brief overview of the generic ISA-TABNano specification
The ISA-TAB-Nano specification [17,23] extends the ISA-TAB
specification [18,20,22,36] which was previously proposed as
an exchange standard for biological data and metadata based on

a standardised metadata representation. Unless noted otherwise,
the specification incorporates [17,23] all the business rules (e.g.,
restrictions on which fields can hold multiple values) associated with the original ISA-TAB specification [36]. The official ISA-TAB-Nano wiki [23] provides the most up to date
information regarding the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification,
including detailed descriptions [37-40] and Excel templates for
each of the file types described below. Since the original
description of the specification in Thomas et al. [17], two revisions (version 1.1 and version 1.2) of the specification had been
published on the wiki at the time of writing. The overview
provided in the current paper refers to version 1.2 of ISA-TABNano. Since the specification is extensively described elsewhere [17,23], the following overview focuses on the essential
background required to understand the following sections of the
current paper.
The ISA-TAB-Nano specification describes a set of four linked
file types (Investigation, Study, Assay, Material), each of which
is a spreadsheet-like table, which are used to record different
kinds of (meta)data associated with a given “investigation”,
which may be considered to correspond to a set of different
kinds of experimental studies carried out on a given set of nanomaterials [36]. In addition, the specification describes corresponding business rules governing how these files can be populated. A given “investigation” is associated with a single
Investigation file and, potentially, multiple Study, Assay
and Material files. The kinds of (meta)data each file
type is designed to record and the links between different kinds
of files is summarised in Figure 1 and discussed in more detail
below.

Investigation file
The Investigation file [37] reports key metadata describing the
terms used in the other files as well as reporting overall conclusions derived from the “investigation”, if any.

Material file
Each of the nanomaterial samples (implicitly as originally
sourced for the “investigation” [17]) is described by a corresponding Material file [40] associated with a unique identifier
reported in the “Material Source Name” column and used to
label the Material file. A Material file presents chemical composition information along with other descriptive information
about the sample such as nominal or manufacturer supplied
characteristics reported via end user defined “Characteristics
[characteristic name]” columns. Since nanomaterials of diverse
types (e.g., dendrimers, carbon nanotubes, surface-coated metal
oxides) may comprise different components (e.g., core and
shell), the initial rows of the Material file are used to describe
the overall nanomaterial sample with subsequent rows used to
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Figure 1: A schematic illustration of the links between ISA-TAB-Nano files. Biological or material samples are prepared for measurements in biological or physicochemical assays respectively. Assay files link measurement values with prepared sample identifiers (“Sample Name” values). Study
files describe sample preparation. Material files describe the nanomaterials obtained for testing, denoted via their “Material Source Name” identifiers.
N.B. Italic font denotes generic names, e.g., “Factor Value [test material]” is replaced with “Factor Value [nanomaterial]” in the NanoPUZZLES in vitro
cell-based Study file template.

describe the individual components: the overall sample and
different components are each assigned unique values in the
“Material Name” column.

Study file
A Study file [38] describes the preparation of samples for analysis via some assay protocol. The identifiers of prepared samples
are reported in “Sample Name” columns, with sequentially
prepared samples corresponding to identifiers in sequential
“Sample Name” columns, and the identifier(s) of the original
material(s) from which these samples were prepared is (are)
reported in the “Source Name” column. In principle, multiple
“Source Name” identifiers might correspond to one or more
“Sample Name” identifiers [36]. However, in the simplest case
(as adopted in the current work), a single prepared sample
corresponds to a single original material, i.e., each row corresponds to a single “Source Name” and a single “Sample Name”
identifier. Properties associated with the original material or,
more specifically, a prepared sample may be reported via
“Characteristics [characteristic name]” columns situated after
the “Source Name” column or after the relevant “Sample
Name” column respectively. Here, it should be noted that the
properties recorded via these columns should not include
experimental endpoints which would be reported via an Assay
file or other information about original nanomaterial samples
which would be reported via a Material file.

The transformation of the original material into the prepared
sample(s) corresponds to one or more protocols (with corresponding protocol names reported in “Protocol REF” columns),
associated with corresponding protocol “parameters” (reported
in “Parameter Value [parameter name]” columns), and
“factors” (reported in “Factor Value [factor name]” columns).
The concept of “parameters” refers to “variables that are kept
constant in an assay experiment”, whilst the concept of
“factors” refers to “variables that are changed for studying their
effects on the measured endpoint” [17]. If the assay is biological (e.g., an in vitro cytotoxicity assay), the originally
sourced biological material is considered the original material,
with its identifier reported in the “Source Name” column, from
which a sample is prepared for testing in an assay and the originally sourced nanomaterial is considered a “factor”, since the
effect of adding this nanomaterial to the biological sample
being prepared for evaluation is studied: the corresponding Material file identifier (“Material Source Name”) is reported in an
appropriate “Factor Value [factor name]” column (e.g., “Factor
Value [nanomaterial]). If the assay measures nanomaterial
physicochemical parameters (e.g., size by dynamic light scattering, zeta potential), the originally sourced nanomaterial
sample is considered the original material, i.e., the “Material
Source Name” is reported in the Study file “Source Name”
column. It follows that different Study files must be created for
samples prepared for biological or physicochemical assays.
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Assay file
An Assay file [39] links (a subset of) the prepared samples
described in a given Study file to the experimental measurements, of a given type, obtained in a given assay. Each Assay
file row corresponds to a given sample, with the “Sample
Name” identifier defined in the corresponding Study file being
reported in the Assay file “Sample Name” column. Additional
columns (“Protocol REF”, “Assay Name”, “Parameter Value
[parameter name]”, “Factor Value [factor name]”) in the Assay
file identify the assay protocol performed and experimental
details associated with the production of a given (set of) data
point(s) obtained from that assay for a given sample. (Here, the
concepts of “parameters” and “factors” are as defined above for
the Study file, although Assay file “parameters” are specific to
Assay file protocols and one may choose to report “factors” in
the Assay file if they are applicable to the assay procedure used
to generate data points for a given prepared sample [17,39].)
The corresponding data points are presented in “Measurement
Value [statistic(measurement name)]” columns, e.g., “Measurement Value [z-average(hydrodynamic diameter)]” for an
Assay file describing dynamic light scattering (DLS) size
measurements [41,42].

External files
“External” files [17,36], presenting additional information associated with the original nanomaterial samples or assay measurements, can be linked to the appropriate Material and Assay file
respectively via additional columns and may also be included
within the ISA-TAB-Nano dataset.

Support for (meta)data standardisation
The ISA-TAB-Nano specification promotes standardised
reporting of (meta)data in the following ways. (1) It defines a
certain number of fixed fields (rows in the Investigation file, or
columns in the remaining file types). (2) It describes a syntax
for adding additional fields of a given type, e.g., “Parameter
Value [parameter name]” and “Factor Value [factor name]”.
(3) It supports links between terms added by the end user (e.g.,
a parameter name or the unit for a “Measurement Value
[statistic(measurement name)]” column entry) and standardised
definitions retrieved from ontologies. (An excellent introduction to ontologies can be found in the recent articles of Thomas
et al. [2,11] along with an overview of a highly relevant
example: the NanoParticle Ontology (NPO) [2].) (4) It supports
links to standardised protocol documentation, for sample
preparation or assay measurements, for protocol names
reported in “Protocol REF” columns in a Study or Assay file.
(The ontologies to which various terms are linked are
defined using fields in the Investigation file, which also
provides links between protocol names and standardised
documentation.)

As well as providing some pre-defined fields and stipulating a
specific syntax for adding fields of a specific type (e.g., “Factor
Value [factor name]”), miscellaneous additional fields can be
created via adding new “Comment [name of (meta)data item]”
fields if no appropriate alternative exists.

2 Challenges associated with the generic
ISA-TAB-Nano Specification which were
addressed in the current Work
Table 1 presents some key challenges associated with the use of
the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification (version 1.2), especially when used to collect data from the published literature,
and which were addressed in the work reported in the current
article. An in-depth explanation of these challenges, along with
a detailed discussion of the manner in which they were
addressed via the use of the templates and business rules
summarised in sections 3 and 4, respectively, is provided in
Supporting Information File 4. It should be noted that not all of
these challenges are specific to ISA-TAB-Nano, i.e., some of
them might be encountered when collecting data from the literature using other formats, and by no means are all of these challenges specific to collection of data from the published literature, i.e., some of them might be encountered when trying to
report primary experimental data according to the generic ISATAB-Nano specification. It should also be noted that not all of
these challenges are necessarily within the scope of the generic
ISA-TAB-Nano specification to resolve, e.g., the definition of
appropriate minimum information criteria. The need to address
these challenges informed the design of the templates discussed
in section 3 and the accompanying business rules, summarised
in section 4 and presented in full in Supporting Information
File 4, which were applied for the purpose of data collection
from the nanotoxicology literature within the NanoPUZZLES
EU project. It should be noted that no claim is made that all of
these challenges are perfectly addressed via use of the resources
presented in the current publication. The strengths and weaknesses of the manner in which these issues are addressed via the
templates and business rules developed within NanoPUZZLES
are discussed in the context of the detailed explanation of these
challenges, which is presented in Supporting Information File 4.
In addition, some of these challenges are returned to in the
context of considering notable limitations of the resources
developed within NanoPUZZLES. These notable limitations are
summarised in section 7 and discussed in detail in Supporting
Information File 4.

3 NanoPUZZLES data collection templates
General overview of templates
These templates were developed within the NanoPUZZLES
project [33] and were specifically designed for collection of
nanotoxicology data from the literature to support analysis of
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Table 1: Summary of challenges with the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification which were addressed in the current work.

no.

challenge

1

Standardised reporting of stepwise sample
preparation needs to be established.
Ambiguity exists regarding where different kinds
of information should be recorded.
Standardised recording of imprecisely reported
experimental variables and measurements is
required.
Ambiguity exists regarding the creation of
“Comment […]” fields.
Statistical terms need to be clearly defined.
Ambiguity exists regarding how to link to terms
from ontologies.
Ambiguity exists regarding whether or not
“Parameter Value” or “Factor Value” column
entries must be constant or not constant
respectively.
Linking to images reported in publications is
challenging.
Standardised reporting of multiple component
“characteristics”, “factors”, and “parameters”
(e.g. mixtures) needs to be established.
A standardised means of linking multiple
“external” files to a given Material file is
required.
Greater clarity regarding the existence of
“unused” factors, parameters and measurement
names in the Investigation file is required.
A standardised approach for dealing with
“non-applicable” metadata is required.
The concept of an “investigation” should be
more tightly defined for the purpose of collecting
data from the literature.
Clearly defined minimum information criteria are
required.

2
3

4
5
6
7

8
9

10

11

12
13

14

Applicable, in principle, to any format
rather than being specific to ISA-TAB
or ISA-TAB-Nano?

Applicable to
ISA-TAB?

Applicable to
ISA-TAB-Nano?

×

×

×

—

×

×

×

×

×

×

×

×

×
—

×a
—

×a
×

—

×

×

×

×

×

—

×

×

—

—

×

—

×a

×

×

×

×

—

—

×

×

×

×

aIt

should be noted that ISA-TAB is not designed to record experimental measurements in Assay files, i.e., the “Measurement Value
[statistic(measurement name)]” Assay file columns and the corresponding Investigation file “Study Assay Measurement Name” field are an ISA-TABNano extension [17,37,39]. However, regarding the issue of clearly defining statistical terms (challenge no. 5), ISA-TAB datasets may include
“external” data files (i.e., “external” to the basic Investigation, Study and Assay file types) such as “data matrix” files which may include statistical
terms such as “p-value” [36,43]. Standardisation of statistical terms may be achieved via using terms from the STATistics Ontology (STATO) [44]. The
challenge noted here (challenge no. 5) regarding clearly defining statistical terms concerns how to appropriately create links to ontologies for these
terms in ISA-TAB-Nano datasets.

trends and the development of data driven computational
models such as nano-QSARs. These templates are available
from the myExperiment online repository [45,46]: file entry
“NanoPUZZLES ISA-TAB-Nano Templates” [47]. Version 3
of this file entry corresponds to the version of the templates
referred to in the current publication and any corrections and/or
extensions of these templates will also be made publicly available via future versions of this file entry.
The motivation for employing non-generic templates, designed
to record specific kinds of (meta)data of interest to specific
researchers, as opposed to generic templates that merely indi-

cate the kinds of fields which the four ISA-TAB-Nano file types
(Investigation, Study, Assay, Material) can contain, is that
specific files with specific fields would need to be created at the
point of data collection in any case but creating these specific
files “on-the-fly” (i.e., at the point of data collection) is problematic. For example, a generic Assay file template would only
indicate that certain, unspecified, experimental variables and
endpoint values should be recorded using “Parameter Value
[…]” (or other column type such as “Factor Value […]”) and
“Measurement Value […]” columns, respectively. However,
when collecting certain kinds of data obtained with a given
assay, a specific Assay file with specific “Measurement Value
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[…]” and “Parameter Value […]”columns (or other column
types such as “Factor Value […]”) would need to be created to
record the (meta)data of interest. Indeed, the Investigation file is
designed to associate a given “Study Assay Measurement Type”
(e.g., size) and “Study Assay Technology Type” (e.g., dynamic
light scattering) with a given “Study Assay File Name”. Hence,
specific templates (such as those developed in the current work)
serve two important purposes: (a) they avoid the end user
having to decide which specific fields, of a given type, should
be created to record specific items of (meta)data; (b) they
communicate to the end user which items of (meta)data should
be reported in the dataset, i.e., they effectively define minimum
information criteria. However, in case the specific templates do
not capture all the experimental (meta)data of interest to a given
end user of the dataset, it is important to recognise that the templates may be updated with new fields (in existing templates) or
additional specific templates may be created.
The templates developed in the current work were adapted from
generic Excel templates made available by the ISA-TAB-Nano
developers [23]. The templates presented in this publication are
designed to be compatible with version 1.2 of the ISA-TABNano specification [23]. The generic templates were adapted as
follows.
1. Predefined “Comment […]” fields were added to the Investigation file template for recording additional important metadata,
e.g., “Comment [GLP]” for recording whether or not the corresponding studies were carried out according to Good Laboratory
Practice [27,48].
2. Two specific Study file templates were created for sample
preparation prior to physiochemical or cell based in vitro
assays. (A Study file for sample preparation prior to in vivo
assays was under development at the time of writing.)
3. Specific Assay file templates were created for (a) different
kinds of physiochemical measurements and, in some cases, (b)
for specific assays which might be employed to make those
measurements. In some cases, where scenario (b) was not
applicable, generic “Measurement Value [statistic(measurement name)]” columns were created with the statistic and/or
measurement name presented as a generic “[TO DO: ….]”
label: these labels should be replaced, as required, with specific
statistic and measurement name values during data collection
(as documented in the templates) or columns with these generic
headings should be deleted if not applicable. For example, an
Assay file template was designed for recording size
measurements from a non-predetermined assay type
(“a_InvID_PC_size_Method.xls”) in addition to some Assay
file templates for recording size measurements obtained using

specific assay types - such as dynamic light scattering (DLS)
(“a_InvID_PC_size_DLS.xls”) [41,42]. The former template
(“a_InvID_PC_size_Method.xls”) includes the column
“Measurement Value [[TO DO: appropriate average]([TO DO:
appropriate size measurement])]”: this would be updated to
“Measurement Value [mean of the number distribution(diameter)]”, to give but one possible example, during dataset
creation. The latter template (“a_InvID_PC_size_DLS.xls”)
includes the columns “Measurement Value [z-average (hydrodynamic diameter)]” and “Measurement Value [polydispersity
index]”.
4. Specific Assay file templates were created for recording toxicity data for endpoints that were prioritised within the NanoPUZZLES project.
5. Predefined “Characteristics […]”, “Factor Value […]” and
“Parameter Value […]” columns were added to these Study and
Assay file templates based upon consideration of which experimental variables were expected to affect the associated assay
measurements. For example, the Study template for cell based
in vitro studies (“s_InvID_InVitro.CB.xls”) includes the
predefined columns “Characteristics [cell type {EFO:http://
www.ebi.ac.uk/efo/EFO_0000324}]” and “Factor Value [exposure medium]”.
6. Predefined “Characteristics […]” columns were added to the
Material file template for recording important chemical composition information, beyond that specified in the generic templates, along with nominal/vendor supplied values of various
other physicochemical parameters, e.g., “Characteristics [Product impurities found {MEDDRA:http://purl.bioontology.org/
ontology/MDR/10069178}]”, “Characteristics [Major crystalline phase]” and “Characteristics [average size]”.
7. Predefined “Comment […]” columns were added to the Material, Study and Assay file templates for recording key metadata that could (a) assist in interpreting the results or (b) allow
the quality of the results to be assessed. For example, the
template “a_InvID_PC_size_TEM.xls” for recording size by
transmission electron microscopy (TEM) contains the columns
“Comment [primary particle measurements]” and “Comment
[size: from graph]” to address requirements of type (a) and (b)
respectively. The “Comment [primary particle measurements]”
column was designed to report whether or not the size measurements obtained were explicitly stated, in the publication from
which they were extracted, to have been made for the primary
particles: in principle, TEM might be used to provide information about agglomerates, aggregates or primary (individual)
particles for a given prepared sample [49,50]. The “Comment
[size: from graph]” column was predicated on the assumption
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that data extracted from graphs (which are not uncommon when
collecting data from the literature) are less reliable (i.e. more
prone to transcription errors) than data extracted from tables or
text.
8. For some fields, drop-down lists with possible field entries
were created using the “Data Validation” option in Excel 2010.
9. The fields were colour coded to indicate those fields which
were judged to be essential (green), desirable (yellow) or not
important for the purposes of the NanoPUZZLES project (red).
10. Some fields (e.g., the Material file “Material Design Rationale” column) which were not considered important for the
purposes of the NanoPUZZLES project were simply deleted.
11. Detailed comments were added (via the Excel 2010
“Review” tab) describing how different predefined fields should
be populated during data collection.
12. The fields in the Investigation template (“i_InvID.xls”) were
populated insofar as possible prior to data collection. This
included specifying predefined “factors” and “parameters” (c.f.
other templates) and defining a set of ontologies from which
terms should (preferentially) be obtained during data collection.
13. Some of the fields in the templates were populated with
indicated values where appropriate. In some cases, these indications might actually be literally entered as values for the corresponding field entries, e.g., “size determination by DLS”
entered in the first row of the “Protocol REF” column in the
“a_InvID_PC_size_DLS.xls” template. However, in other
cases, the suggested entries should not be entered literally,
e.g., “size determination by <Assay technology type>”
entered in the first row of the “Protocol REF”
column in the “a_InvID_PC_size_Method.xls”
template, where “<Assay technology type>” would be
replaced with the name of the relevant method, such as
“environmental scanning electron microscopy” [51,52] for the
Assay file (“a_TOY.article_PC_size_ESEM.xls”) in the
“Toy Dataset” (see section 6) derived from the template
“a_InvID_PC_size_Method.xls”.
14. NanoPUZZLES specific naming conventions were established (as suggestions, rather than business rules) for creating
files based on these templates. For example, “InvID” denotes
“Investigation Identifier” and “Method” denotes an assay
measurement technique such as dynamic light scattering (DLS).
15. A new “ImageLink” template was created
(“ImageLink_NUMBER_for_InvID.xls”) for linking to images

reported in publications which are not associated with a single
file that can be redistributed as part of a dataset or uniform
resource identifier (URI). The use of this template is defined by
NanoPUZZLES business rule no. 18 (see section 4 and
Supporting Information File 4).

Identification of important experimental variables
and characterisation data
The experimental variables (for both toxicological and physicochemical assays) and types of physicochemical characterisation
data which the templates were designed to capture were based
upon considering the well-known MINChar Initiative Parameters List [53], the provisional recommendations developed
within the NanoSafety Cluster Databases Working Group [26],
other resources developed within the context of the NanoSafety
Cluster projects PreNanoTox [54] and MARINA [55] as well as
discussions with nanotoxicology researchers and consideration
of the published literature regarding toxicologically significant
physicochemical characterisation parameters (for nanomaterials) and experimental variables which could significantly
affect toxicological or physicochemical measurements
[10,12,49,56-63]. However, no claim is made that the templates
developed to date within the NanoPUZZLES project would
capture all of the experimental variables or relevant characterisation information indicated by the cited proposals or otherwise
recognised as important in the nanotoxicology community.

Physicochemical characterisation data captured by
the templates
The categories of physicochemical information these templates
were designed to capture, along with the corresponding Material and/or Assay file templates, are summarised in Table 2. In
keeping with the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification (version
1.2) [64], information which could be recorded using an Assay
file template (“a_.....xls”) should only be recorded using the
Material file template (“m_MaterialSourceName.xls”) if its
value was nominal or vendor supplied.
These categories of physicochemical information correspond to
all of the kinds of physicochemical information highlighted as
being important in the MINChar Initiative Parameters List [53],
with the context dependence stressed by this initiative being
(partially) captured via recording sample conditions using
“Factor Value […]” columns in the physicochemical Study file
template (“s_InvID_PC.xls”), e.g., “Factor Value [medium]”.
In order to construct these templates, careful consideration was
required of exactly how to record different kinds of physicochemical information highlighted as being important. Firstly,
this required consideration of which measurements might
correspond to different kinds of physicochemical information;
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Table 2: Categories of physicochemical information which the NanoPUZZLES ISA-TAB-Nano templates were designed to capture.

category

template(s)

comments

chemical composition
(including surface
composition, purity and
levels of impurities)
crystal structure/
crystallinity
shape

“m_MaterialSourceName.xls”

Only chemical composition information associated with the
original / vendor supplied nanomaterial should be reported
here, i.e., not adsorption data (see below).

“m_MaterialSourceName.xls”;
“a_InvID_PC_crystallinity_Method.xls”
“m_MaterialSourceName.xls”;
“a_InvID_PC_shape_Method.xls”
“m_MaterialSourceName.xls”;
“a_InvID_PC_size_Method.xls”;
“a_InvID_PC_size_DLS.xls”;
“a_InvID_PC_size_TEM.xls”

—

particle size/
size distribution

surface area
surface charge/
zeta potential
adsorption

reactivity

dissolution

molecular solubility

agglomeration/
aggregation

hydrophobicity

Both qualitative descriptions of shape or “aspect ratio” data
[60] can be recorded.
Dynamic light scattering (DLS) [41] or transmission electron
microscopy (TEM) [65,66] measurements are captured
using the indicated Assay file templates. Otherwise, unless
size values are nominal/vendor supplied, size
measurements are captured via the generic Assay file
template.
“m_MaterialSourceName.xls”;
This was designed to record “specific surface area” values,
“a_InvID_PC_surface area_Method.xls”
i.e., surface area per unit mass [58].
“m_MaterialSourceName.xls”;
Zeta potential is commonly used as a proxy for surface
“a_InvID_PC_zetapotential_Method.xls”
charge [58].
“a_InvID_PC_adsorption_Method.xls”
This was designed to record “adsorption constants” [57] and
(equilibrium) adsorption percentages [67] for specific small
molecule / macromolecular “probe” species.
“a_InvID_PC_reactivity.rateofchange_of. The design of this template reflects the fact that, for some
X_SeparationTechnique_Method.xls”
reactivity assays, the analysed species needs to be
removed prior to making measurements [68].
(1)
The design of these templates reflects the fact that a
“a_InvID_PC_dissolution.conc_of.X_Sepa number of different kinds of dissolution measurement may
rationTechnique_Method.xls” ;
be made for inorganic nanoparticles: (1) the (time
(2)
dependent) concentrations of various species released by
“a_InvID_PC_dissolution.fraction-dissolve dissolution [67,69] (which may be a redox process [69]); (2)
d_SeparationTechnique_Method.xls”;
the (time dependent) percentage of original nanoparticles
(3)
dissolved [70]; (3) the (time dependent) dissolution rate [71].
“a_InvID_PC_dissolution.rate_of.X_Separ The design of these templates further reflects the fact that
ationTechnique_Method.xls”
dissolution assay protocols typically employ a separation
step to isolate the analysed species [61].
“a_InvID_PC_solubility_Method.xls”
In the current context, the Chemical Methods Ontology
definition of “solubility” [72] was used: “the concentration of
a solute in a saturated solution”. This Assay template was
specifically designed for recording molecular “solubility”
measurements, e.g., the solubility of fullerene nanoparticles
[73].
“a_InvID_PC_AAN_BETapproach.xls”
This template was designed for recording the “average
agglomeration number” derived from BET gas adsorption
data, size measurements and particle density values
[58,74]. However, it should be noted that recording of size
information obtained under different experimental conditions
(using the Assay file templates noted above) may also
convey information about the agglomeration state [58]. In
addition, a number of physicochemical Assay files (e.g.
“a_InvID_PC_size_Method.xls”) contain “Comment […]”
columns (e.g., “Comment[primary particle measurements]”)
designed to record whether or not the reported data are
noted to refer to the primary particles (as opposed to
agglomerates and/or aggregates) by the authors of the
reference from which the data were extracted.
“m_MaterialSourceName.xls”;
—
“a_InvID_PC_logP_Method.xls”

the “minimum” characterisation parameters reported in various
proposals [12,53] are sometimes quite broadly defined, e.g.,
“Surface Chemistry, including reactivity, hydrophobicity” [53].
Secondly, this required consideration of which corresponding

Material file “Characteristics […]” and/or Assay file “Measurement Value […]” columns needed to be defined - as well as, in
some cases, which “Parameter Value […]” columns needed to
be defined, e.g., “Parameter Value [analyte role]” (i.e., the
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dissolved species being measured) for dissolution Assay file
templates. No claim is made that the templates developed to
date within the NanoPUZZLES project would capture all relevant measurements which might be associated with a given
category of physicochemical information listed in Table 2.

Experimental variables captured by the templates
The experimental variables associated with sample preparation
prior to applying assay protocols for (1) physicochemical
measurements (see above) or (2) cell based in vitro toxicological assays are principally described via “Factor Value […]”
columns in two Study file templates: (1) “s_InvID_PC.xls”, (2)
“s_InvID_InVitro.CB.xls”.
For physicochemical studies, these “Factor Value […]”
columns record the values of experimental variables associated
with the preparation of a nanomaterial sample prior to application of an assay protocol, e.g., “Factor Value [physical state]”
(for recording whether or not the sample was prepared as a
suspension or a powder), “Factor Value [medium]” (for
recording the suspension medium, i.e., not applicable if the
“physical state” is a powder), “Factor Value [Sonication]” (for
recording whether or not the sample was sonicated [49]).
For cell-based in vitro studies, these “Factor Value […]”
columns record the values of experimental variables associated
with preparation of the composite sample being tested, i.e., the
nanomaterial suspension and the biological component on
which the effect of the nanomaterial will be evaluated. Hence,
they are designed to capture different kinds of experimental
variables: (1) those which are relevant to preparation of the biological sample prior to adding the nanomaterial, e.g., the
“Factor Value [culture medium glucose supplement]” in
“s_InvID_InVitro.CB.xls” designed to record whether or not
the cells were grown in glucose containing “culture medium”,
which may significantly affect the observed toxicity in some in
vitro assays [56]; (2) those which are relevant to the preparation of the nanomaterial sample applied to the biological
sample, e.g., “Factor Value [exposure medium]” and “Factor
Value [Sonication]” for capturing the “exposure medium” for
an in vitro (cell-based) study (otherwise known as the “exposure media” [75,76], i.e., the liquid mixture via which the tested
chemical – a nanomaterial in the current context - reaches the
cells) and whether or not sonication was applied to the tested
nanomaterial suspension respectively; (3) those which are relevant to the combined sample to which the assay protocol is
applied, e.g., “Factor Value [cells Exposure Duration]”.
Capturing of the experimental conditions under which corresponding physicochemical characterisation and toxicity data
were generated is important to assess whether or not characteri-

sation was performed under biologically relevant conditions
[77]. For example, whether or not a given size measurement
was performed in the same suspension medium used for an in
vitro (cell-based) study might be determined via comparing the
“Factor Value [medium]” and “Factor Value [exposure
medium]” entries in the physicochemical and in vitro (cellbased) Study files, respectively. However, details regarding
possible suspension medium additives – such as serum and
dispersant aids [78] – would need to be compared with each
other by comparing the values in additional “Factor Value […]”
fields.
In addition, for the “s_InvID_InVitro.CB.xls” Study file
template, “Characteristics […]” columns associated with the
“Source Name” column (i.e., positioned after the “Source
Name” column but before the “Sample Name” column) are
used to describe experimental variables which are inherent to
the biological specimen: "cell type”, “cell line”, “organism” and
“strain”, as defined in the Experimental Factor Ontology (EFO)
[79,80].
Experimental variables specifically associated with assay protocols are recorded in Assay files, principally using “Parameter
Value […]” columns, e.g., “Parameter Value [Instrument]”,
“Parameter Value [negative control]”.
It should be noted that the manner in which some of these
experimental variables are captured via these templates might
be carried out differently by other researchers and may deviate
from the expectations of the generic ISA-TAB(-Nano) specification [17,23,36]. Some of the “Factor Value […]” columns
(e.g., “Factor Value [physical state]” or “Factor Value [final cell
density]” in “s_InvID_PC.xls” and “s_InvID_InVitro.CB.xls”
respectively) might be considered to refer to characteristics of
the prepared sample. Hence, these kinds of variables might elsewhere be recorded using “Characteristics […]” columns associated with the “Sample Name” column, i.e., positioned after
the “Sample Name” column [36]. Other variables recorded via
“Factor Value […]” columns (e.g., “Factor Value [Sonication
Duration]”) might be kept constant in some experiments [81],
hence could be considered protocol parameters which would be
recorded using “Parameter Value […]” columns [17]. However,
the use of “Factor Value […]” columns to record these latter
variables was deemed appropriate to account for scenarios in
which these variables (e.g., sonication duration) were varied to
assess their effect on assay measurements [49]. The fact that
certain kinds of variables might be considered, in keeping with
the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification [17] discussed in
section 1, “parameters” in one set of experiments and “factors”
in another depending upon whether or not they were kept
constant or varied to study their effects on the assay measure-
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ment values does not lend itself to consistently organising these
experimental variables in predefined template columns as
developed in the current work.
The potential ambiguity associated with how to record different
experimental variables can be illustrated by considering differences between the NanoPUZZLES ISA-TAB-Nano [47] and
ToxBank ISA-TAB templates [82,83]: (1) the NanoPUZZLES
Study file template “s_InvID_InVitro.CB.xls” contains the
column “Factor Value [exposure medium]” for describing the
suspension medium via which a tested nanomaterial is applied
to the cells in an in vitro study, whereas the ToxBank Study file
template “studySample.xml” contains the column "Characteristics[vehicle]" for describing the medium used to dilute a tested
compound in an in vitro, in vivo or ex vivo study; (2) the NanoPUZZLES Assay file templates treat the identity of assay
controls as “Parameter Value […]” entries (e.g., “Parameter
Value [negative control]”), whereas the ToxBank Study
file template uses a “Characteristics […]” column ("Characteristics[control]") to assign negative or positive control status to
different samples.

Toxicity data captured by the templates
Assay file templates were developed to capture toxicity
data associated with two toxicological endpoints which were
initially prioritised within the NanoPUZZLES project: cytotoxicity (“a_InvID_cytotoxicity.cell-viability_Method.xls”,
“a_InvID_cytotoxicity.sub-lethal_Method.xls”) and genotoxicity (“a_InvID_genotoxicity_Method.xls”). Cytotoxicity and
genotoxicity are amongst the endpoints which are frequently
considered when evaluating metal oxide nanoparticles in cellbased in vitro assays [4,84]. A number of nano-QSAR models
have been developed for cytotoxicity [13,85-91] and some
models have also been developed for nanomaterial genotoxicity
[9,92,93].
The genotoxicity Assay file template
(“a_InvID_genotoxicity_Method.xls”) was designed to capture
the most important outputs from different kinds of genotoxicity
tests. Specifically, the “Parameter Value [Biomarker]” was
designed to record the, test specific, biomarker whose increase
relative to control values (“Measurement Value [mean(increase
in biomarker level)]”) would be determined for nanomaterial
exposed samples. For example, “Parameter Value [Biomarker]”
might report “micronuclei” or “number of revertants” if the
method employed was the micronucleus test [94] or Ames test
[95,96] respectively.
Since the results obtained for different sample preparation
conditions (e.g., different tested concentrations) are usually
used to derive an overall genotoxicity study call (i.e.,

“positive”, “negative” or “equivocal”) [94,96], a corresponding
“Measurement Value [study call]” was added. Values in this
latter column should be associated with “derived sample” identifiers as introduced in NanoPUZZLES business rule no. 10
(see section 4 and Supporting Information File 4 for an in-depth
explanation).
The lethal cytotoxicity Assay file template (“a_InvID_cytotoxicity.cell-viability_Method.xls”) was designed to record data
corresponding to a reduction in cell “viability” (typically interpreted as an increase in “cell death”) obtained from cell based in
vitro assays such as MTT, MTS, LDH, and colony forming unit
(CFU) counting [97-99]. The “percent cytotoxicity” columns
(“Measurement Value [mean(percent cytotoxicity)]”, “Measurement Value [standard deviation(percent cytotoxicity)]”) are
designed to record the “percent cytotoxicity” (a measure of cell
death relative to controls equal to 100 – “percent viability”)
[100] associated with specific sample preparations, i.e., a
specific value for the administered concentration or dose [101].
Other “Measurement Value […]” columns were designed to
record measures of cytotoxicity derived from dose (or concentration) response relationships: the lowest observed effect level
(LOEL) [102] (used, in the current work, to denote the lowest
concentration/dose at which significant cell death relative to
controls is observed), the LC50 [103] and LD50 [104], i.e., the
concentration and dose, respectively, which, in the current
context, kills 50% of the treated cells relative to controls.
Values in these latter columns should be associated with
“derived sample” identifiers as introduced in NanoPUZZLES
business rule no. 10 (see section 4 and Supporting Information
File 4 for an in-depth explanation).
The sub-lethal cytotoxicity Assay file template (“a_InvID_cytotoxicity.sub-lethal_Method.xls”) was designed to record data
from cell based in vitro assays designed to detect sub-lethal
phenomena which might be quantified in terms of changes in
key biomarkers. For example, oxidative stress and inflammation might be detected via measuring the level of glutathione or
various cytokine biomarkers respectively [97]. (These sublethal phenomena would not be considered “cytotoxicity” by all
researchers [84].) The manner in which this template was
designed to capture sub-lethal cytotoxicity data is similar to the
design of the genotoxicity Assay file template discussed above:
the “Parameter Value [Biomarker]” column entries would state,
for example, “glutathione” (depending upon the assay), with
“Measurement Value […]” columns recording the “increase in
biomarker level” (relative to control) as well as the LOEL [102]
if this is reported. Values in this latter column should be associated with “derived sample” identifiers as introduced in NanoPUZZLES business rule no. 10 (see section 4 and Supporting
Information File 4 for an in-depth explanation).
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4 NanoPUZZLES business rules
Within the NanoPUZZLES project [33], a number of project
specific business rules were created for the purpose of specifying how the ISA-TAB-Nano templates described in section 3
should be populated with data from literature sources. As noted
in section 2, and fully explained in Supporting Information
File 4, some of these business rules were specifically designed
to address challenges associated with the generic ISA-TABNano specification. A summary of these business rules is
provided in Table 3. Supporting Information File 4 presents
detailed explanations of how these business rules should be
applied and, where appropriate, considers their strengths and
weaknesses compared to possible alternatives which might be
applied in future work.
These new rules were applied in addition to the rules which are
part of the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification as of version
1.2 [17,23,36-40]. (The new rules took precedence over the
generic specification in case of conflicts.) It should also be
remembered that additional guidance on creating ISA-TABNano datasets using these templates is provided in section 3 and
that guidance on populating individual fields is provided in the
Excel-created comments linked to specific column titles.
Finally, in keeping with the generic specification, the Investigation file and all corresponding files (Study, Assay and Material files along with all external files when applicable), for a
single dataset, were added to a single, flat compressed ZIP
archive (see section 5).

5 NanoPUZZLES Python program to
facilitate computational analysis and
database submission
Excel-based ISA-TAB-Nano templates are presented in this
publication and elsewhere [17,23]. However, ISA-TAB-Nano
files (Investigation, Study, Assay, Material) are commonly
implemented in tab-delimited text format [105], reflecting the
fact that ISA-TAB-Nano is an extension of ISA-TAB and ISATAB is intended to be implemented using tab-delimited text
files (Investigation, Study, Assay) [36]. The authors of the
current publication are unaware of any software specifically
designed for parsing ISA-TAB datasets [22,82,106], which
might be extended to parse ISA-TAB-Nano datasets, or software specifically designed for parsing ISA-TAB-Nano datasets
[107,108], which does not require the key file types (Investigation, Study, Assay and, for ISA-TAB-Nano, Material) to be
represented in tab-delimited text format. This includes publicly
available online resources recently developed within the context
of the MODERN project [107]: an ISA-TAB-Nano dataset validator and “Nanomaterial Data Management System”
(“nanoDMS”) – with the latter program implementing a webbased, searchable database system which is able to, amongst

other functionality, import validated ISA-TAB-Nano datasets
[30,109,110].
To facilitate database submission and other computational analysis, a Python [111] program was written, within the context of
the NanoPUZZLES project, to enable automated conversion of
an ISA-TAB-Nano dataset prepared using Excel-based templates to a tab-delimited text version of this dataset. Specifically, this program was designed to take a flat, compressed ZIP
archive (e.g., “Investigation Identifier.zip”) containing Excel
(“xls”) versions of an Investigation file, plus corresponding
Study, Assay and Material files, and convert this to a flat,
compressed ZIP archive (e.g., “Investigation Identifier-txt.zip”)
containing tab-delimited text versions of these files. Any
external Excel-based “xls” files (e.g., “ImageLink” files introduced in the current work) contained in the archive will also be
converted to tab-delimited text files and other external files will
be transferred to the new archive without modification.
The program has four Open Source dependencies: a Python
interpreter [111] along with the xlrd, xlwt [112] and unicodecsv
[113] Python modules. For the purposes of code development,
Python version 2.7.3, xlrd version 0.93, xlwt version 0.7.5 and
unicodecsv version 0.9.4 were employed. All code was tested
on a platform running Windows 7. The program does not have a
graphical user interface (GUI): input is specified from the
command prompt, e.g., “python xls2txtISA.NANO.archive.py
–i InvestigationID.zip”. The source code and documentation are
available via the “xls2txtISA.NANO.archive” project on
GitHub [114]. Version 1.2 of the program is referred to in the
current publication [115].
Figure 2 provides an overview of the functionality of the
program. As part of converting from Excel-based to tab-delimited text versions of ISA-TAB-Nano files, this program carries
out basic checks on the datasets (e.g., checking for the presence
of at least one file of type Investigation, Study, Assay, Material)
and attempts to correct for basic potential errors in the file
contents (e.g., removing line endings inside field entries) which
might be introduced when manually preparing ISA-TAB-Nano
files using Excel templates. However, the program does not
carry out any sophisticated “parsing” of the datasets, i.e., no
attempt is made to interpret the data in terms of the meaning of
individual fields or the contents of individual field entries. No
checks are carried out on the consistency of different files.
Issues such as case sensitivity, null values and special characters (beyond removing internal line endings) are not addressed.
Nonetheless, by facilitating conversion to tab-delimited text
format, this enables the datasets to be parsed via more sophisticated tools such as those developed for validating ISA-TABNano datasets within the MODERN project [107,108].
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Table 3: Summary of the NanoPUZZLES business rules.

business
rule no.

short description

1

A new “investigation” (corresponding to a new dataset comprising a single Investigation file, a set of Study, Assay and
Material files and any “external” files if applicable) should be created for each reference (e.g., journal article), unless
that reference specifically states that additional information regarding experiments on the same original nanomaterial
samples was reported in another reference.
The “Factor Value […]” columns in the Study file refer to those values which are applicable to the sample prepared
immediately prior to application of an assay protocol.
If the entry for a “Characteristics […]”, “Factor Value […]” or “Parameter Value […]” column corresponds to multiple
components (e.g., mixtures), record this as a semicolon (“;”) delimited list of the separate components.
If the entry for a “Characteristics […]”, “Factor Value […]” or “Parameter Value […]” column corresponds to multiple
components, record the entries in corresponding columns as a semicolon (“;”) delimited list with the entries in the
corresponding order.
Any intrinsic chemical composition information associated with a nanomaterial sample (as originally sourced) should
be recorded using a Material file even if it is determined/confirmed using assay measurements reported in the
publication from which the data were extracted.
Any suspension medium associated with the nanomaterial sample (as originally sourced) should only be described
using a Material file “Material Description” column.
Any impurities should be described using entries in the relevant Material file “Characteristics [….]” columns.
Any original nanomaterial components, which are neither a suspension medium nor described as “impurities” in the
reference from which the data are extracted, should be described using separate rows of the Material file as per the
generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification.
All “Sample Name” values for “true samples” should have the following form: “s_[Study Identifier]_[x]”, e.g., “s_[Study
Identifier]_1”a
Assay file “Measurement Value […]” column entries which correspond to concentration-response curve statistics, or
similarly derived measures, should be associated with a “derived sample” identifier rather than a “true sample”
identifier.
Imprecisely reported experimental variables should be reported using “Factor Value [statistic(original factor name)]”
columns created “on-the-fly”.
Imprecisely reported measurement values should be reported using “Measurement Value [statistic(measurement
name)]” columns created “on-the-fly”.
“Comment […]” columns (rows) can be added without restriction to a Study, Assay, Material (Investigation) file as long
as they are appropriately positioned and as long as each new “Comment […]” column (row) has a unique name for a
given file.
All “statistic” names must be entered in the corresponding Investigation file template “Comment [Statistic name]” row.
When linking to terms from ontologies, the “preferred name” should be selected and the full ID entered in the
corresponding “Term Accession Number” field.
“Factor Value […]” column entries are allowed to be constant.
Only “Parameter Value […]” column entries associated with a given “Protocol REF” column entry in a Study or Assay
file need to be constant.
Images should be linked to assay measurements using a new “ImageLink” file type, if the generic ISA-TAB-Nano
approach cannot be applied.
Any nanomaterial structure representation files, which are not associated with specific Assay file “Measurement Value
[…]” entries, should be linked to the corresponding Material file using ZIP archives specified in the appropriate
“Material Data File” column entry.
Empty “Factor Value […]”, “Parameter Value […]” or “Measurement Value […]” columns in Study or Assay files can be
deleted without having to update the corresponding Investigation file “Study Protocol Parameters Name”, “Study
Factor Name”, or “Study Assay Measurement Name” fields.
Non-applicable columns should be populated with “N/A” where this conveys information.
“Measurement Value [statistic(measurement name)]” columns in the templates which use a label of the form “[TO
DO:…]” for the statistic or measurement name must either be updated, based on the kind of statistic and/or
measurement name indicated by the label(s), or deleted.

2
3
4

5

6
7
8

9
10

11
12
13

14
15
16
17
18
19

20

21
22

aHere,

the “[Study Identifier]” [37] is unique to the corresponding Study file and “[x]” denotes a numeric value which is specific to a given “true
sample”, meaning a prepared sample corresponding to a specific set of experimental conditions, in contrast to the “derived sample” concept introduced in NanoPUZZLES business rule no. 10.

As well as the default behaviour of this program described
above, two command line options were specifically introduced
to enable submission of an ISA-TAB-Nano dataset developed

using these Excel templates to a database developed using the
nanoDMS software [30,107,109,110]. The first option (“-a”)
truncates all ontology identifiers: at the time of writing, “.”
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Figure 2: Schematic overview of the steps carried out by the Python program for converting Excel (“xls”) based ISA-TAB-Nano datasets to tab-delimited text (“txt”) based ISA-TAB-Nano datasets. For simplicity, only one Investigation, Study, Assay and Material file (and no external file such as an
image) is included in this hypothetical dataset. In addition to the file processing steps summarised in this schematic, basic checks are carried out on
the input: (1) there should be at least one Investigation, Study, Assay and Material file; (2) there should be no duplicate column titles in a Study, Assay
or Material file other than those which are explicitly allowed by the ISA-TAB-Nano specification (e.g., “Unit”).

characters were not permitted by the nanoDMS system in
the headers of the Material, Study or Assay files, i.e., the
column heading “Characteristics [shape {NPO:http://purl.bioontology.org/ontology/npo#NPO_274}]” in the Material files
generated using the default options would need to be converted
to “Characteristics [shape {NPO:NPO_274}]” etc. The second
option (“-c”) removes all “Comment […]” rows from the
Investigation file: at the time of writing, these rows would also
(indirectly) trigger errors when trying to load ISA-TAB-Nano
datasets into the nanoDMS system. The output files are automatically named according to the options selected.

6 Toy dataset
In order to illustrate the use of all of the NanoPUZZLES
template files, a “Toy Dataset” was created based upon
these template files in accordance with the business rules
summarised in section 4 and discussed in detail in Supporting
Information File 4. It must be noted that the (meta)data
contained within this “Toy Dataset” are not real, although they
are based upon consideration of the nanoscience literature
[4,49,51,57,58,60,61,67,68,70,71,73,74,97,116,117]. Indeed, no
primary literature reports presenting data corresponding to all of
the templates were identified as of the time of writing. An
overview of the toy data content of this “Toy Dataset”, gener-

ated after uploading this dataset into the nanoDMS database
[110], is provided below in Figure 5 and Figure 6.
This “Toy Dataset” is available from the Supporting Information in three versions: Supporting Information File 1 corresponds to a flat archive containing files created using the original Excel templates and saved as “xls” files; Supporting Information File 2 is the version of this dataset created using the
default options of the Python program described in section 5;
Supporting Information File 3 was generated using the “-a” and
“-c” flags of this software. This latter version (Supporting Information File 3) could be uploaded into the nanoDMS database
[110], which is further discussed in section 7. The following
figures provide an overview of the upload procedure for this
dataset as well as illustrating the use of the nanoDMS system
for retrieving these data: Figures 3–7.

7 Critical appraisal of the current work and
possible future directions
Some notable limitations of the NanoPUZZLES
templates and business rules introduced in this
article
The strengths and weaknesses of the manner in which the challenges associated with the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specifica-
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Figure 3: Upload options for loading the suitable version of the “Toy Dataset” (Supporting Information File 3) into the nanoDMS online database,
which can be accessed via the cited web-address [110]: ontology identifiers were truncated and Investigation “Comment […]” rows deleted, using the
Python program described in section 5, in order to enable this submission. Since these were not real data, the upload settings were selected such that
the “Toy Dataset” was not publicly visible after uploading.

Figure 4: Confirmation that the “Toy Dataset” (Supporting Information File 3) was successfully uploaded: no error messages were generated by the
internal ISA-TAB-Nano dataset validator and the warning messages regarding the position of the "Measurement Value [...]" and "Image File" columns
reflect the addition of the “Measurement Value […]” column type to ISA-TAB-Nano, as compared to ISA-TAB, Assay files.

Figure 5: A summary of the in vitro cell-based assay toy data in the “Toy Dataset” (Supporting Information File 3) generated via the nanoDMS
system. This summary can be generated via selecting the applicable dataset entry under the "Browse" menu of the nanoDMS system.
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Figure 6: A summary of the physicochemical assay toy data recorded in the “Toy Dataset” (Supporting Information File 3), generated via the
nanoDMS system as per Figure 5. This does not include the hypothetical chemical composition and nominal/vendor supplied data recorded in the Material files.

Figure 7: Retrieving the “Toy Dataset” (Supporting Information File 3) via searching for "oxidative stress" data in the nanoDMS system.
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Table 4: Summary of some notable limitations of the NanoPUZZLES templates and business rules.

limitation no.

brief description

1
2
3
4
5

Standardised reporting of stepwise sample preparation is still not handled perfectly.
Time dependent physicochemical characterisation data may not be perfectly captured by the templates.
Recording of reaction rate constants and quantum yields may need revision.
The manner in which chemical composition information is captured via the templates may require revision.
There is the possibility of information loss when mapping (raw) data reported in the literature onto predefined
“Measurement Value […]” columns.
The current templates are not best suited to capturing experimental data for all kinds of samples.
The business rules regarding multiple component “characteristics”, “factors” or “parameters” (e.g., mixtures)
may require revision.
The templates are not currently designed to capture data from in vivo toxicology studies.
Manually populating the Excel templates is time consuming and error prone.

6
7
8
9

tion (see section 2) were addressed via the templates and business rules developed within NanoPUZZLES are discussed in
Supporting Information File 4. Beyond the need to address
these general challenges, the specific strengths and weaknesses
related to the design of the NanoPUZZLES templates (section
3) and business rules (section 4) were also discussed in section
3 and Supporting Information File 4, respectively. For example,
it was noted in section 3 (under the “Experimental Variables
Captured by the Templates” sub-section) that the manner in
which certain experimental variables are recorded using the
NanoPUZZLES templates may deviate from how other
researchers would capture these metadata using ISA-TABNano. Likewise, a possible alternative to the use of “derived
sample” identifers (introduced in NanoPUZZLES business rule
no. 10) for capturing concentration-response curve statistics,
such as an LC 50 [103], and related data is presented when
discussing this business rule in Supporting Information File 4.
Table 4 summarises what are arguably the most notable
remaining challenges associated with using these resources
(templates and business rules) to collect nanotoxicology data
from the literature. An in-depth discussion of these challenges,
along with some suggestions for addressing them, is provided in
Supporting Information File 4.

Integrating data collected using the NanoPUZZLES
templates and business rules into databases
Various options currently exist, or are under development, for
submitting the ISA-TAB-Nano files generated using the
resources presented in sections 3, 4 and (if relevant) 5 to online,
searchable databases. Submission to these databases should
assist nano-QSAR researchers in identifying and retrieving data
for modelling.
One option, as discussed previously, would be to submit the
files to a database developed using the freely available “Nano-

material Data Management System” (“nanoDMS”) software
[30,107-110] which was created within the context of the
MODERN project. This database system was specifically
designed to act as a searchable, online repository for ISA-TABNano files and upload to the system is only allowed if the
internal ISA-TAB-Nano dataset validator, also available as a
standalone online tool [107], does not generate any error
messages. An existing implementation of such a database was
publicly available at the time of writing [110] and submission of
a suitably prepared version of the “Toy Dataset” described in
section 6 was successful (see Figures 3–7). However, as
discussed in section 5 and section 6, this submission would
currently require some modification of the datasets, i.e., some
ontology identifers would need to be truncated and Investigation file “Comment […]” rows would need to be removed.
Another possible option would be to upload datasets generated
using these resources into the eNanoMapper database
[31,118,119]. This might be achieved via using the
eNanoMapper customisable Excel spreadsheet parser to extract
data from the Excel files created directly using the NanoPUZZLES templates [120]. Alternatively, it might be possible
for an ISA-TAB-Nano parser (under development within
eNanoMapper at the time of writing) to parse the tab-delimited
text files generated using the program described in section 5. In
either case the mapping of the input files onto the internal
eNanoMapper data model would be performed in a transparent
way, either explicitly via a JSON configuration file or implicitly by the ISA-TAB-Nano parser [31].
A brief illustration of some of the functionality of the nanoDMS
database and its use for querying data generated using the
NanoPUZZLES templates and business rules is presented in
Figures 3–7. However, it should be noted that an in-depth
discussion of the complete functionality of the nanoDMS and
eNanoMapper databases is beyond the scope of the current

1994

Beilstein J. Nanotechnol. 2015, 6, 1978–1999.

paper. Interested readers are referred to the cited references for
further details regarding the nanoDMS [30,109,110] and
eNanoMapper [31,118,119] databases.

Conclusion
There is a clear need to capture physicochemical and toxicological nanomaterial data in consistently organised electronic
datasets which can be integrated into online, searchable databases to support predictive nanotoxicology. The generic ISATAB-Nano specification serves as a useful starting point for
constructing such datasets but additional guidance regarding
how to capture different kinds of (meta)data, as reported in the
nanotoxicology literature, as well as exactly which (meta)data
to record in these datasets is required. The publicly available
resources presented in the current publication are proposed as
means of (partially) addressing these requirements as well as
facilitating the creation of ISA-TAB-Nano datasets. These
resources are data collection templates, corresponding business
rules which extend the generic ISA-TAB-Nano specification,
and Python code to facilitate parsing of these datasets and integration of these datasets within other nanoinformatics resources.
Nonetheless, various challenges remain with standardised
collection of data from the nanotoxicology literature which
these resources cannot be claimed to have definitively solved
such as the need for standardised recording of stepwise sample
preparation and temporal information as well as the wider need
to achieve community consensus regarding minimum information standards. Extension of these resources by the nanoinformatics community, ideally working closely with the nanotoxicology community, is anticipated to enhance their value.

Supporting Information
Please note that in addition to the following Supporting
Information files, which are versions of the “Toy Dataset”
referred to in section 6, the templates and Python program
described in this article are publicly available as previously
explained [47,114,115].

Supporting Information File 1
“Toy Dataset” (i.e., not real data) created using the data
collection templates.
[http://www.beilstein-journals.org/bjnano/content/
supplementary/2190-4286-6-202-S1.zip]

Supporting Information File 2
“Toy Dataset” converted using the Python program (default
options).
[http://www.beilstein-journals.org/bjnano/content/
supplementary/2190-4286-6-202-S2.zip]

Supporting Information File 3
“Toy Dataset” converted using the Python program (“-a”,
“-c” options).
[http://www.beilstein-journals.org/bjnano/content/
supplementary/2190-4286-6-202-S3.zip]

Supporting Information File 4
Additional documentation and discussion.
[http://www.beilstein-journals.org/bjnano/content/
supplementary/2190-4286-6-202-S4.pdf]

Author contributions
RLMR developed the NanoPUZZLES templates, business rules
and Python program for generating text versions of datasets
created with these templates. RLMR also prepared the “Toy
Dataset” and wrote the first draft of this publication. MTDC and
AR identified the need to use a standardised format, specifically ISA-TAB-Nano, within the NanoPUZZLES project and
contributed to discussions regarding the kinds of data that
should be recorded using the NanoPUZZLES templates. RR
contributed to discussions regarding the use of ISA-TAB-Nano,
oversaw the development of the ISA-TAB-Nano related tools
within the MODERN project and provided feedback on the
work carried out within NanoPUZZLES. All authors assisted
with drafting the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The research leading to these results has received funding from
the European Union Seventh Framework Programme (FP7/
2007-2013) under grant agreements no. 309837 (NanoPUZZLES project) and no. 309314 (MODERN project). RLMR
thanks Sharon Gaheen (Leidos Biomedical Research Inc.),
Nathan Baker (Pacific Northwest National Laboratory) and
Nina Jeliazkova (IdeaConsult Ltd.) for valuable discussions
regarding ISA-TAB and ISA-TAB-Nano as well as for
commenting on an early draft of this manuscript. RLMR also
thanks the ISA Team and Philippe Rocca-Serra (University of
Oxford) for helpful correspondence regarding ISA-TAB and for
commenting on parts of a draft of this manuscript. RLMR
thanks Christoffer Åberg (University of Groningen), Neill
Liptrott (University of Liverpool), Claire Mellor (Liverpool
John Moores University) and Rafi Korenstein (Tel-Aviv
University) for valuable discussions regarding the (nano)toxicology literature. RLMR also thanks Lang Tran and Peter
Ritchie (Institute of Occupational Medicine), as well as Rafi
Korenstein (Tel-Aviv University), for providing access to the
MARINA project data collection templates and the PreNanoTox project database structure respectively, which partially
informed the current work. Thanks are owed to Roger Pons and

1995

Beilstein J. Nanotechnol. 2015, 6, 1978–1999.

Josep Cester (Universitat Rovira i Virgili) for their work on the
ISA-TAB-Nano tools developed within the MODERN project.
Thanks are also owed to the EU NanoSafety Cluster Databases
Working Group and the US Nanotechnology Working Group
for many valuable discussions.

18. Sansone, S.-A.; Rocca-Serra, P.; Field, D.; Maguire, E.; Taylor, C.;
Hofmann, O.; Fang, H.; Neumann, S.; Tong, W.; Amaral-Zettler, L.;
Begley, K.; Booth, T.; Bougueleret, L.; Burns, G.; Chapman, B.;
Clark, T.; Coleman, L.-A.; Copeland, J.; Das, S.; de Daruvar, A.;
de Matos, P.; Dix, I.; Edmunds, S.; Evelo, C. T.; Forster, M. J.;
Gaudet, P.; Gilbert, J.; Goble, C.; Griffin, J. L.; Jacob, D.; Kleinjans, J.;
Harland, L.; Haug, K.; Hermjakob, H.; Sui, S. J. H.; Laederach, A.;

References
1.

Lövestam, G.; Rauscher, H.; Roebben, G.; Sokull Klüttgen, B.;
Gibson, N.; Putaud, J.-P.; Stamm, H. Considerations on a Definition of
Nanomaterial for Regulatory Purposes, JRC Reference Reports;
European Commission Joint Research Centre, 2010.

2.

Thomas, D. G.; Pappu, R. V.; Baker, N. A. J. Biomed. Inf. 2011, 44,
59–74. doi:10.1016/j.jbi.2010.03.001

3.

Lynch, I. Compendium of Projects in the European NanoSafety
Cluster: 2014 Edition; 2014.

4.

Golbamaki, N.; Rasulev, B.; Cassano, A.; Marchese Robinson, R. L.;
Benfenati, E.; Leszczynski, J.; Cronin, M. T. D. Nanoscale 2015, 7,
2154–2198. doi:10.1039/C4NR06670G

5.

Rauscher, H.; Sokull-Klüttgen, B.; Stamm, H. Nanotoxicology 2012, 7,
1195–1197. doi:10.3109/17435390.2012.724724

6.

Hendren, C. O.; Mesnard, X.; Dröge, J.; Wiesner, M. R.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 2011, 45, 2562–2569. doi:10.1021/es103300g

7.

Gajewicz, A.; Rasulev, B.; Dinadayalane, T. C.; Urbaszek, P.;
Puzyn, T.; Leszczynska, D.; Leszczynski, J. Adv. Drug Delivery Rev.
2012, 64, 1663–1693. doi:10.1016/j.addr.2012.05.014

8.

National Nanotechnology Initiative. http://www.nano.gov/ (accessed
March 27, 2015).

9.

Richarz, A.-N.; Madden, J. C.; Marchese Robinson, R. L.; Lubiński, Ł.;
Mokshina, E.; Urbaszek, P.; Kuzmin, V. E.; Puzyn, T.; Cronin, M. T. D.
Perspect. Sci. 2015, 3, 27–29. doi:10.1016/j.pisc.2014.11.015

10. Lynch, I.; Weiss, C.; Valsami-Jones, E. Nano Today 2014, 9,
266–270. doi:10.1016/j.nantod.2014.05.001
11. Thomas, D. G.; Klaessig, F.; Harper, S. L.; Fritts, M.; Hoover, M. D.;
Gaheen, S.; Stokes, T. H.; Reznik-Zellen, R.; Freund, E. T.;
Klemm, J. D.; Paik, D. S.; Baker, N. A.
Wiley Interdiscip. Rev.: Nanomed. Nanobiotechnol. 2011, 3, 511–532.
doi:10.1002/wnan.152
12. Stefaniak, A. B.; Hackley, V. A.; Roebben, G.; Ehara, K.; Hankin, S.;
Postek, M. T.; Lynch, I.; Fu, W.-E.; Linsinger, T. P. J.;
Thünemann, A. F. Nanotoxicology 2013, 7, 1325–1337.
doi:10.3109/17435390.2012.739664
13. Puzyn, T.; Rasulev, B.; Gajewicz, A.; Hu, X.; Dasari, T. P.;
Michalkova, A.; Hwang, H.-M.; Toropov, A.; Leszczynska, D.;
Leszczynski, J. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2011, 6, 175–178.
doi:10.1038/nnano.2011.10
14. Guidance on Grouping of Chemicals, Second Edition; Series on
Testing & Assessment, Vol. 194; Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development, 2014.
15. Gajewicz, A.; Cronin, M. T. D.; Rasulev, B.; Leszczynski, J.; Puzyn, T.
Nanotechnology 2015, 26, 015701.
doi:10.1088/0957-4484/26/1/015701
16. Baker, N. A.; Klemm, J. D.; Harper, S. L.; Gaheen, S.; Heiskanen, M.;
Rocca-Serra, P.; Sansone, S.-A. Nat. Nanotechnol. 2013, 8, 73–74.
doi:10.1038/nnano.2013.12
17. Thomas, D. G.; Gaheen, S.; Harper, S. L.; Fritts, M.; Klaessig, F.;
Hahn-Dantona, E.; Paik, D.; Pan, S.; Stafford, G. A.; Freund, E. T.;
Klemm, J. D.; Baker, N. A. BMC Biotechnol. 2013, 13, 2.
doi:10.1186/1472-6750-13-2

Liang, S.; Marshall, S.; McGrath, A.; Merrill, E.; Reilly, D.; Roux, M.;
Shamu, C. E.; Shang, C. A.; Steinbeck, C.; Trefethen, A.;
Williams-Jones, B.; Wolstencroft, K.; Xenarios, I.; Hide, W.
Nat. Genet. 2012, 44, 121–126. doi:10.1038/ng.1054
19. Guzan, K. A.; Mills, K. C.; Gupta, V.; Murry, D.; Scheier, C. N.;
Willis, D. A.; Ostraat, M. L. Comput. Sci. Discovery 2013, 6, 014007.
doi:10.1088/1749-4699/6/1/014007
20. Sansone, S.-A.; Rocca-Serra, P.; Brandizi, M.; Brazma, A.; Field, D.;
Fostel, J.; Garrow, A. G.; Gilbert, J.; Goodsaid, F.; Hardy, N.;
Jones, P.; Lister, A.; Miller, M.; Morrison, N.; Rayner, T.; Sklyar, N.;
Taylor, C.; Tong, W.; Warner, G.; Wiemann, S. OMICS 2008, 12,
143–149. doi:10.1089/omi.2008.0019
21. González-Beltrán, A.; Maguire, E.; Sansone, S.-A.; Rocca-Serra, P.
BMC Bioinf. 2014, 15 (Suppl. 14), S4.
doi:10.1186/1471-2105-15-S14-S4
22. Rocca-Serra, P.; Brandizi, M.; Maguire, E.; Sklyar, N.; Taylor, C.;
Begley, K.; Field, D.; Harris, S.; Hide, W.; Hofmann, O.; Neumann, S.;
Sterk, P.; Tong, W.; Sansone, S.-A. Bioinformatics 2010, 26,
2354–2356. doi:10.1093/bioinformatics/btq415
23. ISA-TAB-Nano Wiki.
https://wiki.nci.nih.gov/display/ICR/ISA-TAB-Nano (accessed March
27, 2015).
24. Guidance Manual for the Testing of Manufactured Nanomaterials:
OECD Sponsorship Programme, First Revision; Series on the Safety
of Manufactured Nanomaterials, Vol. 25; Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development, 2010.
25. Guidance on Sample Preparation and Dosimetry for the Safety
Testing of Manufactured Nanomaterials; Series on the Safety of
Manufactured Nanomaterials, Vol. 36; Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development, 2012.
26. Aberg, C. NanoSafety Cluster Databases Working Group. Overview
and recommendation of data quality: Working draft.
http://www.nanosafetycluster.eu/working-groups/4-database-wg/tasks2/2013-2.html (accessed March 20, 2015).
27. Lubinski, L.; Urbaszek, P.; Gajewicz, A.; Cronin, M. T. D.;
Enoch, S. J.; Madden, J. C.; Leszczynska, D.; Leszczynski, J.;
Puzyn, T. SAR QSAR Environ. Res. 2013, 24, 995–1008.
doi:10.1080/1062936X.2013.840679
28. Gaheen, S.; Hinkal, G. W.; Morris, S. A.; Lijowski, M.; Heiskanen, M.;
Klemm, J. D. Comput. Sci. Discovery 2013, 6, 014010.
doi:10.1088/1749-4699/6/1/014010
29. Mills, K. C.; Murry, D.; Guzan, K. A.; Ostraat, M. L. J. Nanopart. Res.
2014, 16, 2219. doi:10.1007/s11051-013-2219-8
30. Rallo, R. An ISA-TAB Nano compliant data management system for
nanosafety modelling. https://nciphub.org/resources/500 (accessed
March 27, 2015).
31. Jeliazkova, N.; Chomenidis, C.; Doganis, P.; Fadeel, B.;
Grafström, R.; Hardy, B.; Hastings, J.; Hegi, M.; Jeliazkov, V.;
Kochev, N.; Kohonen, P.; Munteanu, C. R.; Sarimveis, H.; Smeets, B.;
Sopasakis, P.; Tsiliki, G.; Vorgrimmler, D.; Willighagen, E.
Beilstein J. Nanotechnol. 2015, 6, 1609–1634.
doi:10.3762/bjnano.6.165

1996

Beilstein J. Nanotechnol. 2015, 6, 1978–1999.

32. Morris, S. A.; Gaheen, S.; Lijowski, M.; Heiskanen, M.; Klemm, J.

53. The Minimum Information for Nanomaterial Characterization

Beilstein J. Nanotechnol. 2015, 6, 1580–1593.

(MINChar) Initiative Parameters List.

doi:10.3762/bjnano.6.161

https://characterizationmatters.wordpress.com/parameters/ (accessed

33. NanoPUZZLES Project Homepage. http://www.nanopuzzles.eu
(accessed July 15, 2015).
34. MODERN Project Homepage.
http://modern-fp7.biocenit.cat/index.html (accessed March 28, 2015).
35. eNanoMapper Homepage. http://www.enanomapper.net/ (accessed
March 28, 2015).
36. Rocca-Serra, P.; Sansone, S.-A.; Brandizi, M.; Hancock, D.;
Harris, S.; Lister, A.; Miller, M.; O’Neill, K.; Taylor, C.; Tong, W.
Specification documentation: release candidate 1, ISA-TAB 1.0.
http://isatab.sourceforge.net/docs/ISA-TAB_release-candidate-1_v1.0
_24nov08.pdf (accessed July 21, 2015).
37. ISA-TAB-Nano Wiki: Investigation File Documentation.
https://wiki.nci.nih.gov/display/ICR/Investigation (accessed March 28,
2015).
38. ISA-TAB-Nano Wiki: Study File Documentation.
https://wiki.nci.nih.gov/display/ICR/Study (accessed March 28, 2015).
39. ISA-TAB-Nano Wiki: Assay File Documentation.
https://wiki.nci.nih.gov/display/ICR/Assay (accessed March 28, 2015).
40. ISA-TAB-Nano Wiki: Material File Documentation.
https://wiki.nci.nih.gov/display/ICR/Material (accessed March 28,
2015).
41. Dynamic light scattering - common terms defined (Whitepaper);
Malvern Instruments Ltd., 2014.
42. Baalousha, M.; Lead, J. R. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2012, 46,
6134–6142. doi:10.1021/es301167x
43. Rayner, T. F.; Rocca-Serra, P.; Spellman, P. T.; Causton, H. C.;
Farne, A.; Holloway, E.; Irizarry, R. A.; Liu, J.; Maier, D. S.; Miller, M.;
Petersen, K.; Quackenbush, J.; Sherlock, G.; Stoeckert, C. J.;
White, J.; Whetzel, P. L.; Wymore, F.; Parkinson, H.; Sarkans, U.;

March 28, 2015).
54. PreNanoTox Project Homepage. http://www.prenanotox.tau.ac.il/
(accessed March 28, 2015).
55. MARINA Project Homepage. http://www.marina-fp7.eu/ (accessed
March 28, 2015).
56. Marroquin, L. D.; Hynes, J.; Dykens, J. A.; Jamieson, J. D.; Will, Y.
Toxicol. Sci. 2007, 97, 539–547. doi:10.1093/toxsci/kfm052
57. Chen, R.; Zhang, Y.; Darabi Sahneh, F.; Scoglio, C. M.;
Wohlleben, W.; Haase, A.; Monteiro-Riviere, N. A.; Riviere, J. E.
ACS Nano 2014, 8, 9446–9456. doi:10.1021/nn503573s
58. Powers, K. W.; Brown, S. C.; Krishna, V. B.; Wasdo, S. C.;
Moudgil, B. M.; Roberts, S. M. Toxicol. Sci. 2006, 90, 296–303.
doi:10.1093/toxsci/kfj099
59. Powers, K. W.; Palazuelos, M.; Moudgil, B. M.; Roberts, S. M.
Nanotoxicology 2007, 1, 42–51. doi:10.1080/17435390701314902
60. Donaldson, K.; Poland, C. A. Curr. Opin. Biotechnol. 2013, 24,
724–734. doi:10.1016/j.copbio.2013.05.003
61. Misra, S. K.; Dybowska, A.; Berhanu, D.; Luoma, S. N.;
Valsami-Jones, E. Sci. Total Environ. 2012, 438, 225–232.
doi:10.1016/j.scitotenv.2012.08.066
62. Hoffman, A. J.; Carraway, E. R.; Hoffmann, M. R.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 1994, 28, 776–785. doi:10.1021/es00054a006
63. Pathakoti, K.; Huang, M.-J.; Watts, J. D.; He, X.; Hwang, H.-M.
J. Photochem. Photobiol., B 2014, 130, 234–240.
doi:10.1016/j.jphotobiol.2013.11.023
64. ISA-TAB-Nano 1.2 Release Notes.
https://wiki.nci.nih.gov/display/ICR/ISA-TAB-Nano%201.2%20Release
%20Notes (accessed March 28, 2015).
65. Handy, R. D.; van den Brink, N.; Chappell, M.; Mühling, M.; Behra, R.;

Ball, C. A.; Brazma, A. BMC Bioinf. 2006, 7, 489.

Dušinská, M.; Simpson, P.; Ahtiainen, J.; Jha, A. N.; Seiter, J.;

doi:10.1186/1471-2105-7-489

Bednar, A.; Kennedy, A.; Fernandes, T. F.; Riediker, M. Ecotoxicology

44. STATistics Ontology (STATO) Homepage. http://stato-ontology.org/
(accessed Aug 3, 2015).
45. Goble, C. A.; Bhagat, J.; Aleksejevs, S.; Cruickshank, D.;
Michaelides, D.; Newman, D.; Borkum, M.; Bechhofer, S.; Roos, M.;
Li, P.; De Roure, D. Nucleic Acids Res. 2010, 38 (Suppl. 2),
W677–W682. doi:10.1093/nar/gkq429
46. myExperiment Homepage. http://www.myexperiment.org/home
(accessed March 28, 2015).
47. NanoPUZZLES ISA-TAB-Nano Templates.
http://www.myexperiment.org/files/1356.html (accessed Sept 17,
2015).
48. OECD Principles on Good Laboratory Practice; Organisation for
Economic Co-operation and Development: Paris, France, 1998.
doi:10.1787/9789264078536-en
49. Murdock, R. C.; Braydich-Stolle, L.; Schrand, A. M.; Schlager, J. J.;
Hussain, S. M. Toxicol. Sci. 2008, 101, 239–253.
doi:10.1093/toxsci/kfm240
50. Kaiser, D. L.; Watters, R. L. National Institute of Standards and
Technology (NIST) Certificate of Analysis for Standard Reference
Material® 1898 Titanium Dioxide Nanomaterial; National Institute of
Standards and Technology: Gaithersburg, MD, U.S.A., 2012.
51. Han, B.; Lu, X. Surf. Coat. Technol. 2009, 203, 3656–3660.
doi:10.1016/j.surfcoat.2009.05.046
52. Donald, A. M. Nat. Mater. 2003, 2, 511–516. doi:10.1038/nmat898

2012, 21, 933–972. doi:10.1007/s10646-012-0862-y
66. Ramachandramoorthy, R.; Bernal, R.; Espinosa, H. D. ACS Nano
2015, 9, 4675–4685. doi:10.1021/acsnano.5b01391
67. Thomas, A. J.; Kuhlbusch, H. F. K. NanoCare: Health related aspects
of nanomaterials (Final Scientific Report), Final Scientific Report;
NanoCare Project, 2009.
68. Hoffman, A. J.; Carraway, E. R.; Hoffmann, M. R.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 1994, 28, 776–785. doi:10.1021/es00054a006
69. Jinnouchi, R.; Toyoda, E.; Hatanaka, T.; Morimoto, Y.
J. Phys. Chem. C 2010, 114, 17557–17568. doi:10.1021/jp106593d
70. Meulenkamp, E. A. J. Phys. Chem. B 1998, 102, 7764–7769.
doi:10.1021/jp982305u
71. Diedrich, T.; Dybowska, A.; Schott, J.; Valsami-Jones, E.;
Oelkers, E. H. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2012, 46, 4909–4915.
doi:10.1021/es2045053
72. Chemical Methods Ontology (CHMO): Solubility Definition.
http://www.ontobee.org/browser/rdf.php?o=CHMO&iri=http://purl.oboli
brary.org/obo/CHMO_0002815 (accessed March 28, 2015).
73. Jafvert, C. T.; Kulkarni, P. P. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2008, 42,
5945–5950. doi:10.1021/es702809a
74. Hackley, V. A.; Ferraris, C. F. NIST Recommended Practice Guide:
The Use of Nomenclature in Dispersion Science and Technology;
National Institute of Standards and Technology: Gaithersburg, MD,
U.S.A., 2001.
75. Doskey, C. M.; van ‘t Erve, T. J.; Wagner, B. A.; Buettner, G. R.
PLoS One 2015, 10, e0132572. doi:10.1371/journal.pone.0132572

1997

Beilstein J. Nanotechnol. 2015, 6, 1978–1999.

76. Cohen, J. M.; Teeguarden, J. G.; Demokritou, P. Part. Fibre Toxicol.
2014, 11, 20. doi:10.1186/1743-8977-11-20
77. Crist, R. M.; Grossman, J. H.; Patri, A. K.; Stern, S. T.;
Dobrovolskaia, M. A.; Adiseshaiah, P. P.; Clogston, J. D.;
McNeil, S. E. Integr. Biol. 2013, 5, 66–73. doi:10.1039/C2IB20117H
78. Murdock, R. C.; Braydich-Stolle, L.; Schrand, A. M.; Schlager, J. J.;
Hussain, S. M. Toxicol. Sci. 2008, 101, 239–253.
doi:10.1093/toxsci/kfm240
79. Malone, J.; Holloway, E.; Adamusiak, T.; Kapushesky, M.; Zheng, J.;
Kolesnikov, N.; Zhukova, A.; Brazma, A.; Parkinson, H. Bioinformatics
2010, 26, 1112–1118. doi:10.1093/bioinformatics/btq099
80. Experimental Factor Ontology Homepage. http://www.ebi.ac.uk/efo/
(accessed Aug 3, 2015).
81. Sayes, C.; Ivanov, I. Risk Anal. 2010, 30, 1723–1734.
doi:10.1111/j.1539-6924.2010.01438.x
82. Kohonen, P.; Benfenati, E.; Bower, D.; Ceder, R.; Crump, M.;
Cross, K.; Grafström, R. C.; Healy, L.; Helma, C.; Jeliazkova, N.;

98. Domey, J.; Haslauer, L.; Grau, I.; Strobel, C.; Kettering, M.; Hilger, I.
Probing the Cytotoxicity of Nanoparticles: Experimental Pitfalls and
Artifacts. Bioanalytical Reviews; Springer: Berlin, Germany, 2014;
pp 1–14.
99. Thill, A.; Zeyons, O.; Spalla, O.; Chauvat, F.; Rose, J.; Auffan, M.;
Flank, A. M. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2006, 40, 6151–6156.
doi:10.1021/es060999b
100.BioAssay Ontology Percent Cytotoxicity Definition.
http://bioportal.bioontology.org/ontologies/BAO?p=classes&conceptid
=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.bioassayontology.org%2Fbao%23BAO_0000
006 (accessed March 20, 2015).
101.Cohen, J. M.; Teeguarden, J. G.; Demokritou, P. Part. Fibre Toxicol.
2014, 11, 20. doi:10.1186/1743-8977-11-20
102.Lewis, R. W.; Billington, R.; Debryune, E.; Gamer, A.; Lang, B.;
Carpanini, F. Toxicol. Pathol. 2002, 30, 66–74.
doi:10.1080/01926230252824725
103.BioAssay Ontology LC50 Definition.

Jeliazkov, V.; Maggioni, S.; Miller, S.; Myatt, G.; Rautenberg, M.;

http://bioportal.bioontology.org/ontologies/BAO?p=classes&conceptid

Stacey, G.; Willighagen, E.; Wiseman, J.; Hardy, B. Mol. Inf. 2013, 32,

=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.bioassayontology.org%2Fbao%23BAO_0002

47–63. doi:10.1002/minf.201200114
83. ToxBank ISA-TAB Templates.

145 (accessed March 20, 2015).
104.BioAssay Ontology (BAO): LD50 Definition.

https://github.com/ToxBank/isa2rdf/tree/master/isa2rdf/isa2rdf-cli/src/

http://bioportal.bioontology.org/ontologies/BAO?p=classes&conceptid

main/resources/toxbank-config (accessed March 28, 2015).

=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.bioassayontology.org%2Fbao%23BAO_0002

84. Nel, A. E. J. Intern. Med. 2013, 274, 561–577. doi:10.1111/joim.12109
85. Toropov, A. A.; Toropova, A. P.; Benfenati, E.; Gini, G.; Puzyn, T.;
Leszczynska, D.; Leszczynski, J. Chemosphere 2012, 89, 1098–1102.
doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2012.05.077
86. Luan, F.; Kleandrova, V. V.; González-Díaz, H.; Ruso, J. M.; Melo, A.;
Speck-Planche, A.; Cordeiro, M. N. D. S. Nanoscale 2014, 6,
10623–10630. doi:10.1039/C4NR01285B
87. Toropova, A. P.; Toropov, A. A.; Benfenati, E.; Korenstein, R.
J. Nanopart. Res. 2014, 16, 2282. doi:10.1007/s11051-014-2282-9
88. Pathakoti, K.; Huang, M.-J.; Watts, J. D.; He, X.; Hwang, H.-M.
J. Photochem. Photobiol., B 2014, 130, 234–240.
doi:10.1016/j.jphotobiol.2013.11.023
89. Kleandrova, V. V.; Luan, F.; González-Díaz, H.; Ruso, J. M.;
Speck-Planche, A.; Cordeiro, M. N. D. S. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2014,
48, 14686–14694. doi:10.1021/es503861x
90. Liu, R.; Rallo, R.; George, S.; Ji, Z.; Nair, S.; Nel, A. E.; Cohen, Y.
Small 2011, 7, 1118–1126. doi:10.1002/smll.201002366
91. Toropova, A. P.; Toropov, A. A.; Rallo, R.; Leszczynska, D.;
Leszczynski, J. Ecotoxicol. Environ. Saf. 2015, 112, 39–45.
doi:10.1016/j.ecoenv.2014.10.003
92. Toropov, A. A.; Toropova, A. P. Chemosphere 2014, 104, 262–264.
doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2013.10.079
93. Toropov, A. A.; Toropova, A. P. Chemosphere 2015, 124, 40–46.
doi:10.1016/j.chemosphere.2014.10.067
94. OECD. Test No. 487: In Vitro Mammalian Cell Micronucleus Test;
Organisation for Economic Co-operation and Development: Paris,
France, 2014.
95. Doak, S. H.; Manshian, B.; Jenkins, G. J. S.; Singh, N.
Mutat. Res., Genet. Toxicol. Environ. Mutagen. 2012, 745, 104–111.
doi:10.1016/j.mrgentox.2011.09.013
96. OECD. Test No. 471: Bacterial Reverse Mutation Test; Organisation
for Economic Co-operation and Development: Paris, France, 1997.
97. Lewinski, N.; Colvin, V.; Drezek, R. Small 2008, 4, 26–49.
doi:10.1002/smll.200700595

117 (accessed March 28, 2015).
105.ISA-TAB-Nano Wiki: Curated Examples.
https://wiki.nci.nih.gov/display/ICR/ISA-TAB-Nano%20Curated%20Ex
amples (accessed July 21, 2015).
106.ISA-Tools Software. http://www.isa-tools.org/software-suite/
(accessed July 21, 2015).
107.MODERN Project Web Applications.
http://modern-fp7.biocenit.cat/tools.html (accessed March 28, 2015).
108.MODERN Project Software Downloads.
http://nanodms.biocenit.cat/downloads.html (accessed July 21, 2015).
109.Pons, R.; Cester, J.; Giralt, F.; Rallo, R. D2.1. MODERN Data
Repository, European Union Seventh Framework Programme Project
Deliverable Report D2.1; 2014.
110.Nanomaterial Data Management System (nanoDMS).
http://biocenitc-deq.urv.cat/nanodms (accessed Sept 11, 2015).
111.Python Programming Language. https://www.python.org/ (accessed
March 28, 2015).
112.Working with Excel Files in Python. http://www.python-excel.org/
(accessed March 29, 2015).
113.Unicodecsv Python Module. https://pypi.python.org/pypi/unicodecsv
(accessed March 29, 2015).
114.xls2txtISA.NANO.archive GitHub Repository.
https://github.com/RichardLMR/xls2txtISA.NANO.archive (accessed
June 30, 2015).
115.xls2txtISA.NANO.archive GitHub Repository: release version 1.2.
https://github.com/RichardLMR/xls2txtISA.NANO.archive/releases/tag/
v1.2 (accessed Sept 11, 2015).
116.Kim, J. A.; Åberg, C.; Salvati, A.; Dawson, K. A. Nat. Nanotechnol.
2012, 7, 62–68. doi:10.1038/nnano.2011.191
117.Shinohara, N.; Matsumoto, K.; Endoh, S.; Maru, J.; Nakanishi, J.
Toxicol. Lett. 2009, 191, 289–296. doi:10.1016/j.toxlet.2009.09.012
118.Jeliazkova, N.; Doganis, P.; Fadeel, B.; Grafstrom, R.; Hastings, J.;
Jeliazkov, V.; Kohonen, P.; Munteanu, C. R.; Sarimveis, H.;
Smeets, B.; Tsiliki, G.; Vorgrimmler, D.; Willighagen, E. In 2014 IEEE
International Conference on Bioinformatics and Biomedicine (BIBM),
2014; pp 1–9. doi:10.1109/BIBM.2014.6999367

1998

Beilstein J. Nanotechnol. 2015, 6, 1978–1999.

119.eNanoMapper Database. http://data.enanomapper.net (accessed
March 29, 2015).
120.eNanoMapper Parsers for Different NM Data Formats.
https://github.com/enanomapper/nmdataparser (accessed March 29,
2015).

License and Terms
This is an Open Access article under the terms of the
Creative Commons Attribution License
(http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which
permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in
any medium, provided the original work is properly cited.
The license is subject to the Beilstein Journal of
Nanotechnology terms and conditions:
(http://www.beilstein-journals.org/bjnano)
The definitive version of this article is the electronic one
which can be found at:
doi:10.3762/bjnano.6.202

1999

