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Abstract— The main objective of this article is to compare 

the frameworks and review the different frameworks 

challenges, challenges phased in different framework and 

analyze the guidelines. It has received recent interest in the 

research community. that is designed to support the 

development of dynamic website, web application, web 

serviesand web resources. The framework aims to alleviate 

the overhead associated with common activities performed 

in web development. For example, many frameworks 

provide libraries for database access, templatingframeworks 

and session management, and they often promote. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

The aim of WP11 of EuroBioImaging is to develop a 

European wide strategy towards an IT infrastructure that 

covers data archiving, sharing, development and sharing of 

tools to the benefit of the biological and medical imaging 

community. This strategy is currently being worked out, a.o. 

based on the results of two 2-day workshops that were held 

by the biological and medical image     analysis 

communities at the ISBI 2012 conference in Barcelona. 

Following intensive discussions over the last months, within 

WP11 we have identified that one of the key ingredients of 

such an IT infrastructure is a “Challenges Framework”, 

which, by providing a standardized evaluation framework 

for algorithms, has been shown to increase the rate of 

progress of algorithm development, and accessibility of 

(standardized and evaluated) algorithms to the users. 

Therefore, from the WP11perspective, we propose the 

“Challenges Framework” to be included in the first open call 

for Euro Bio Imaging Nodes. This document therefore 

describes the proof of concept of the “Challenges 

Framework” to be evaluated by the Euro Bio Imaging WP 

Chairs to be included into the first open call for Euro Bio 

Imaging Nodes. We will first describe the background of the 

Challenges Framework. We then provide statistics on 

Challenges that have been successfully organized in 2007-

2012. Finally, we report on the results on the 2012 “3D 

Cardiovascular Image Challenge” that was organized during 

the MICCAI conference as a proof of concept study of 

WP11 of Euro Bio Imaging.  which included what 

information 

II. FRAMEWORK DESIGN GUIDELINES 

A structure for supporting or enclosing something 

else,especially a skeletal support used as the basis for 

something being construct. This section provides guidelines 

for designing libraries that extend and interact with the 

.NET Framework. The goal is to help library designers 

ensure API consistency and ease of use by providing a 

unified programming model that is independent of the 

programming language used for development. We 

recommend that you follow these design guidelines when 

developing classes and components that extend the .NET 

Framework. Inconsistant developer productivity and 

discourages adoption. 

The guidelines are organized as simple 

recommendations prefixed with the terms Do, Consider, 

Avoid and Do not. These guidelines are intended to help 

class library design requires that you violate these design 

guidelines. Such cases should be rare, and it is important 

that you have a clear and compelling reason for your 

decision. 

III. CHALLENGES OF FRAMEWORKS 

The challenges and trends described above point     towards 

the need to go beyond the MDGs, and address several issues 

to achieving sustainable and more inclusive development. 

The Millennium Declaration outlining a broader vision of 

development that includes environmental sustainability, 

human security,rights and good governance beyond poverty 

eradication, could provide a good starting point for 

this.There are a number of areas on which to focus 

development efforts:First, tackling extreme poverty and 

achieving those MDG goals that have not been reached by 

2015 remains a core task. However, there also needs to be 

more focus on the inequalities at the social or structural 

level, which often define extreme poverty (ERD, 2013). 

Addressing the latter is more challenging and it is not 

immediately evident how agreements on goals at the global 

level can address the power struggles and political economy 

factors underlying issues of distribution and inequality. 

Second, eradicating extreme poverty and 

combatting inequality may not be enough to sustain progress 

if not combined with an effort to create economic 

transformation. This requires structural transformation of 

economies, which is predominantly a task for policies at the 

national level. Yet, a global framework could set goals to 

create an enabling environment and support countries to 

transform their economies,through for example supplying 

funding for infrastructure development and promoting 

private investment. It will also be necessary to build 

resilience for countries to help them avoid slipping back, 

including macro-economic resilience as well as capacity to 

cope with environmental shocks and other stressors.Third, 

environmental aspects are equally crucial for long-term 

sustainable poverty reduction. Changes in resource use and 

consumption patterns are required and it needs to be ensured 

that economic development and increased wealth do not put 

further strains on an already harmed environment. The 

question is whether and how the two traditionally separate 

agendas of poverty and environmental degradation could be 

combined in an overall framework.  
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Internationally, there is a growing movement 

towards establishing only one single set of post-2015 goals 

that reflects environmental aspects as well as poverty 

reduction and development. The post-2015 process will 

need to strike the balance between addressing the most 

important issues for sustainable long-term development 

while not overloading the agenda and producing a long list 

of good intentions. While all of the above aspects are 

relevant for human development, decisions need to be made 

whether they all should be captured within a new 

framework. Going beyond the MDGs and including 

environmental aspects raises three more important issues. 

The first regards the necessary means and instruments 

required for a new set of wider goals. A question for debate 

is whether a post-2015 framework should also focus on 

means or rather be solely concerned with ends. Linking 

strategies and means to objectives bears the risk to be overly 

prescriptive and falling in to the „one size-fits-all‟ trap. Yet, 

achieving a set of goals will require additional resources and 

policy support. While ODA is an important source of 

development finance, achieving goals that go beyond the 

MDGs towards sustainable development require policies 

that help creating conducive environments for development, 

and thus a strengthening of policy coherence for 

development. Global collective action is required, for 

example in the area of climate change. At the same time 

middle income countries with poor populations may 

increasingly be able to finance their own development 

through domestic resources and need support in building tax 

systems. In this context, the term universality has been 

raised in the debate - yet its exact meaning is not entirely 

clear. What is clear however, is that addressing the above 

mentioned challenges will require global goals that apply to 

all countries having the responsibility to contribute to their 

achievement. At the same time a post-2015 framework 

needs to be sufficiently flexible in order to cater for diverse 

national circumstances and development paths chosen. 

There needs to be a discussion on what universal coverage 

preciselymeans and on the roles and responsibilities to be 

taken. Third, negotiating and agreeing on a broader set of 

goals, including the environment, inequality and different 

means to achieve them in a more complex international 

environment will be more contentious and thus politically 

challenging. There are trade-offs that need to be considered: 

high ambitions in addressing complex challenges, could 

potentially lead to deadlocks in negotiations. Yet, being less 

ambitious and may be less effective in addressing the 

underlying causes of poverty in a comprehensive way as 

well as other pressing challenges. 

It also has to be noted that there has not been much 

discussion about the kind of international instrument that 

could exert most traction and lead to changes at the national 

level. The MDGs were able to mobilse support but it is not 

entirely clear whether they have been the decisive factor for 

development improvements. If the aim is to foster policy 

change for development in a wider set of areas, such as 

inequality framework. 

IV. CONCLUTION 

Thus the review of guidelines challenges and design 

framework for web publishing as been reviewed here with 

regards to its feature.   
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