Workshop on Social Neuroscience (15-18 November 2011)

1) Summary 

Organizers:

Van Overwalle, Frank (Vrije Universiteit Brussel) 

Brass, Marcel (Universiteit Gent) 

Samson, Dana (Université Catholique de Louvain-la-Neuve)

Arnaud D'Argembeau (University of Liège)

This intensive 4-days workshop preceded by a 1-day symposium on social neuroscience (that was open to all participants of the workshop – about all participated – see www.vub.ac.be/ESAN/RoyalSymposium2011.html) was meant to provide participants (pre-doc students) with an introduction to theory in social neuroscience. Invited lecturers gave an overview of the current state of theory and research findings in EEG and fMRI research on social cognition and social affect. Aspects of the measurement methods, design requirements, experimental set-up, data processing were discussed in an applied context. The workshop was set up in the form of lectures and demonstrations, with ample time for question-answer sessions  with the teachers.

Applicants were pre-doc students who are seriously considering to begin doing social neuroscientific work, or who have already some experience but want to learn more about it. 

The course was given by the following qualified experts for the overview of current research and theory: 

1. David Amodio (University of New York)
2. Marcel Brass (University of Ghent)
3. Arnaud d'Argembeau (University of Liège)
4. Nathan Emery (University of Queen Mary London)
5. David Perret (University of Sint-Andrews)
6. Dana Samson (University of Louvain-la-Neuve) 

7. Rebecca Saxe (Boston – MIT)
8. Frank Van Overwalle (University of Brussels)
2) Description of the scientific content 

As the meeting is a workshop for pre-doc students of which the content is described above (and in the program below), it is obvious that the purpose of the meeting is educational, that is, to teach the main theoretical ideas and state-of-the-art methods currently used in social neuroscience research. The goals of the workshop was not to provide an introduction on methods, but rather on general theoretical approaches and ideas.
3) Assessment of the results and impact of the event on the future direction of the field
Consequently, the impact of the meeting resides in the possibility given to the students to learn these topics and use them in their own research. After the workshop, an electronic questionnaire was held, and the results of 34 respondents (out of 39 participants) are shown below:
	Questions related to the theoretical goals of the workshop
	 

	How useful did you find the Social Neuroscience WORKSHOP for (on 1-5 rating)
	 

	…meeting young researchers from other countries
	4.6

	…providing encouragement and motivation for further research 
	4.5

	…talking to professors/senior researchers from other countries
	4.4

	...providing ideas for further research in your line of interest
	4.3

	...expanding your general knowledge in social neuroscience
	4.3

	…building a network of social psychologists outside my university
	4.3

	...providing ideas and suggestions concerning related work (e.g., relevant theories/papers)
	4.2

	…making new friends outside my university
	4.2

	…learning about theories or models you were not familiar with
	4.1

	How useful did you find the Social Neuroscience WORKSHOP for….
	4.0

	...receiving information specifically relevant to your own research (Ph.D. project or other)
	3.9

	 
	 

	Questions unrelated to the direct goals of the workshop
	 

	…learning about new methods
	3.6

	...refining your research skills
	3.6

	...providing solutions or suggestions for any research issues or difficulties you were experiencing
	3.3

	…learning to present your own research at an international conference
	2.7

	…getting experience in presenting in English language 
	2.4

	 
	 

	General recommendations concerning the workshop
	 

	Would you recommend other Ph.D. students from your university to participate in next year’s WORKSHOP (if it would be organized)?  
	97%

	Would you suggest that the organizers continue the WORKSHOP program in the future?   
	100%

	 
	 

	Participants
	 

	How old are you? (in years)
	27.2

	What is your gender? (% Male)
	53%

	How many years have you been working on your PhD  (in Years)?
	1.3


To make the impact of the workshop more vivid, we show here some excerpts from personal reports on how the students appreciated the knowledge gained and the impact the workshop had on their scientific research.

“At this 4-day workshop a group of 29 PhD students from Europe met with professors and senior researchers from Europa and the US. This workshop provided a substantial contribution to my education as a scientist.

Every day we had talks from different speakers who are known to be experts in their field. Their talks were very inspiring. We had ample of time to ask questions during the talks, but also afterwards the speakers were very willing to answer and discuss questions. Their open attitude about their work, but also about their life as a scientist helped us to gain insight in what it is to be a scientist. The four-hour lectures, some of the speakers had, were especially well suited for them to go beyond their normal research talks. They could show how a certain line of research had come about, but also how they are running their lab and what they did with failed experiments.

The most valuable thing I got out of the workshop is meeting young researchers from other countries. This gives a very good idea about the next generation of scientists that will be working in the field of Social Neuroscience in or outside of Europe. I did not only learn about their research, but also made new friends and extended my network of scientists outside of my University.

The location was wonderful. Ghent is a vibrant and ancient city and fortunately we had some time after lunch and in the evenings to explore the city. Although the group was relatively large we managed to stay together, and would go out for dinner together and have Belgium beers afterwards. 

Overall the workshop contributed substantially to my general knowledge in social neuroscience and provided me with new ideas for my own research. Furthermore, it provided encouragement and motivation for further research. I would especially like to thank the organizers and ESF and ESCON for making this workshop possible and thereby providing a valuable contribution to my scientific career.”

“…There was an informal atmosphere. The participants could ask questions at all times and the speakers were open for feedback and ideas. This made the sessions more interactive. 

The speakers presented current theories and a lot of experiments were discussed to give the participants a concrete idea about how to verify them. As it is intertwined with the success of experiments, the methodological part of the research was also discussed in some of the presentations. This resulted in a quite complete idea of current research, how it is done and what is important for the future.

There was a nice variety in the sessions when one of the speakers asked  the participants to have a discussion about a current research topic. He recognized that a workshop is not only a good moment to acquire knowledge but also a time to reflect about important issues in research today.

A good advice for future workshops would be to add more breaks. Being concentrated for 2 hours was difficult for most of the participants. A ten minute break every hour would be perfect.  

In general, comments were very positive. The symposium and workshop were a success.”

4) Final program of the meeting
	Time
	Monday 
	Tuesday  15
	Wednesday 16
	Thursday 17
	Friday 18

	 
	
	
	
	
	

	08:00-08:30
	
	Breakfast 
	Breakfast 
	Breakfast 
	Breakfast 

	08:30-10:30
	 Symposium on Social Neuro-Science
	The social brain - an introduction
(Van Overwalle)
	Social groups and Social neuroscience
(David Amodio)
	The neuroscience of social perception 
(David Perret)
	Social Neuroscience: Insights from patients with brain-damage
(Dana Samson)

	10:30-11:00
	 
	Coffee break
	Coffee break
	Coffee break
	Coffee break

	11:00-13:00
	 
	The neuroscience of social beliefs and Morality
(Rebecca Saxe)
	Social groups and Social neuroscience
(David Amodio)
	The neuroscience of social perception 
(David Perret)
	The social neuroscience of self-knowledge
(Arnaud d'Argembeau)

	13:00-14:30
	 
	Lunch 
	Lunch 
	Lunch 
	Lunch 

	14:30-16:30
	 
	The neuroscience of social beliefs and morality
(Rebecca Saxe)
	Animal intelligence and the evolution of cognition
(Nathan Emery)
	The neuroscience of imitation and intentionality
(Marcel Brass)
	Question time with teachers of the day - Final thoughts

	16:30-17:00
	 
	Coffee break
	Coffee break
	Coffee break
	Drink

	17:00-18:00
	Arrival
	Question time with teachers of the day
	Question time with teachers of the day
	Question time with teachers of the day
	Departure
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	New York University
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	U.K.
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	Rebecca Saxe
	MIT 
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	saxe@MIT.edu
	


[image: image1]
