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MI-BFD captures essential variables and provenance metadata to enable reproducibility,
interoperability and high-quality data for Al/ML. Output: Each MI-BFD variable linked to
- J best-fitting ontology term(s).
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Total Motility Post-Thaw motile spermatozoa 78 % Decimal Recommended ATOL:0000427
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Goal: Demonstrate that MI-BFD enables harmonization,
N reduces semantic conflicts, and supports direct comparison
Motility measurement Assay or method used to CASA Catecorical Ootional NCIT:C90422 f . v i tibl
method* quantify motility g p L of previously incompatible measures )

* contextual metadata variables that describe how the associated core variable was generated, measured, or recorded.

MI-BFD is ready for implementation and multi-center use.
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