Data Management and Sharing (DMS) 
Grey italic test is instruction re how to complete the budget justification paragraph for the DMS Plan. Example text is in blue font. Delete all grey text before using the paragraph and replace all blue text with statements that match your project and DMS Budget. NOTE: DMS costs from UTHSA Core labs will need to be included in the paragraph along with the DMS budget request for folks in the PIs lab that undertake data management activities solely because data are being shared.

The black underlined text corresponds to the eight categories provided by NIH as needing to be covered in the DMS section of the Budget Justification. Addressing each NIH DMS budget category in your justification will likely facilitate review. Thus, we recommend explicitly stating that no costs are requested in a category where that is the case rather than omitting the category.

Estimated costs for DMS is $ ------
Estimated effort associated with data management and sharing totals includes the [Insert roles that match those discussed in funding application AND budget such as: PI, Research Associate, Post-Doctoral Associate, and Research Assistant]. This effort (included for each of these roles in the project budget DMSP Other direct line of the budget) falls in the following DMS categories. Curating data for sharing: no activities under this DMS budget category are requested in this budget; the data from the analysis datasets will be shared in the analyzed format with no alteration to the shared data solely for the purposes of data sharing. Developing supporting documentation: The postdoctoral associate will draft supporting documentation including text descriptions of shared data and the studies from which they were generated. The largest share of the budget request in this category is driven by drafting a protocol summary, a data dictionary, and an errata for data sharing; this documentation requires knowledgeable individuals to draft data element definitions (data dictionary) for the shared analysis datasets, creating a summary of the protocol describing aspects of the study directly pertaining to shared data, and detailing known errata in the data. The remaining time devoted is for renaming and creating pdf versions of seven additional documents to be shared with the data. Re-formatting data and data files according to accepted community standards: No effort is budgeted for formatting data files according to community standards. The standards used support the study analysis will already be applied prior to sharing. De-identifying data: Shared data are from mice; no de-identification needed. Local Data Management considerations: There are no special local considerations. Preparing metadata files: The postdoctoral associate will create the metadata files required for deposition of the data from the three aims in the Texas Data Repository. Preserving and sharing data through established repositories: Data preservation and sharing tasks include actual deposition of data in the repository including uploading of all shared files, confirming the upload and communication with the repository to resolve questions. These tasks will be done by the postdoctoral associate. No data repository charges are requested. 

