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There  is  growing  symbiosis  between  artificial 
and  biological  intelligence  sciences:  neural 
principles  inspire  new  intelligent  machines, 
which  are  in  turn  used  to  advance  our 
theoretical  understanding  of  the  brain.  To 
promote  further  collaboration  between 
biological and artificial intelligence researchers, 
we introduce the 2025 edition of the Algonauts 
Project challenge: How the Human Brain Makes 
Sense  of  Multimodal  Movies 
(https://algonautsproject.com/).  In  collaboration 
with the Courtois Project on Neuronal Modelling 
(CNeuroMod), this edition aims to bring forth a 
new generation of  brain encoding models that 
are multimodal and that generalize well beyond 
their  training  distribution,  by  training  them on 
the largest dataset of fMRI responses to movie 
watching available to date. Open to all, the 2025 
challenge  provides  transparent,  directly 
comparable  results  through  a  public 
leaderboard that is updated automatically after 
each  submission  to  facilitate  rapid  model 
assessment  and  guide  development.  The 
challenge  will  end  with  a  session  at  the  2025 
Cognitive  Computational  Neuroscience  (CCN) 
conference that will feature winning models. We 
welcome researchers interested in collaborating 
with the Algonauts Project by contributing ideas 
and datasets for future challenges.
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Introduction
There  is  an  ever  growing  symbiosis  between 
research  in  biological  and  artificial  intelligence. 
Artificial  intelligence  research  produces  algorithms 
that  achieve  human  or  superhuman  performance, 
which  are  currently  the  best  predictive  models  of 
neural responses to sensory stimulation (Cichy and 

Kaiser, 2019; Doerig et al., 2023; Kietzmann et al., 
2019; Richards  et  al.,  2022,  2019a; Saxe  et  al., 
2021; Yamins and DiCarlo, 2016). The creation of 
increasingly  powerful  data-hungry  models  has 
pushed  biological  intelligence  scientists  to  collect 
large-scale neural datasets that intensively sample 
single  subjects  (Allen  et  al.,  2022; Gifford  et  al., 
2022; Hebart  et  al.,  2023; Kupers  et  al.,  2024; 
Lahner et al., 2024; Naselaris et al., 2021). These 
large datasets facilitate the discovery and modeling 
of new neural mechanisms that in turn inspire the 
development  of  better  artificial  intelligence 
algorithms (Hassabis et al., 2017; Sinz et al., 2019; 
Ullman, 2019; Yang et al., 2022; Zador et al., 2023), 
and  provide  inductive  biases  to  increase  the 
robustness of artificial agents (Dapello et al., 2022; 
Guo et  al.,  2024; Li  et  al.,  2019; Safarani  et  al., 
2021; Shao et al., 2024; Toneva and Wehbe, 2019). 

Neuroscience  challenges  and  benchmarks 
catalyze  the  symbiosis  between  biological  and 
artificial  intelligences.  They  offer  interactive 
platforms for scientists from different disciplines to 
cooperate and compete in building the best models 
of  intelligence  (Cichy  et  al.,  2019a,  2019b,  2021; 
Gifford  et  al.,  2023; Schrimpf  et  al.,  2018,  2020; 
Turishcheva  et  al.,  2023; Willeke  et  al.,  2022a). 
Here,  we  introduce  the  2025  edition  of  the 
Algonauts Project challenge, titled “How the Human 
Brain  Makes  Sense  of  Multimodal  Movies”.  This 
edition is based on data from the Courtois Project 
on  Neuronal  Modelling  (CNeuroMod, 
https://www.cneuromod.ca/), which has acquired the 
largest  human  dataset  of  functional  magnetic 
resonance  imaging  (fMRI)  neural  responses  to 
naturalistic multimodal stimulation to date  (Boyle et 
al., 2023). The current challenge shares the goal of 
the  three  previous  Algonauts  Project  challenges, 
which is to predict human brain responses through 
computational  models  (Cichy  et  al.,  2021,  2019a; 
Gifford  et  al.,  2023).  Yet,  it  goes  beyond  the 
previous challenges in three important ways. First, 
to foster the development of computational models 
that  better  capture  neural  responses  to  real-life 
scenarios,  the  2025  challenge  uses  multimodal 
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naturalistic  stimuli,  which go beyond the unimodal 
images  and  short  videos  used  in  previous 
challenges  (Figure  1a).  Second,  it  provides  an 
unprecedented amount of data on which to train and 
test computational models of the brain, with almost 
80 hours of  neural  recordings per subject  (Figure 
1b).  Third,  to  promote  more  robust  models  of 
intelligence,  the  2025  challenge  provides  both  in-
distribution (ID) and out-of-distribution (OOD) tests 
of model performance, and the winning models will 
be selected solely based on their OOD performance 
(Figure 1c).

Our  vision  for  the  Algonauts  Project  2025 
challenge is  to  advance our  understanding  of  the 
brain through more accurate and robust modeling of 
neural  responses  to  multimodal  naturalistic 
stimulation,  and  to  improve  the  engineering  of 
artificial  models  through  biological  intelligence 
constraints.  By  achieving  both  aims,  we  hope  to 
strengthen  the  symbiosis  between  biological  and 
artificial intelligence.

Challenge Information

Goal
Encoding  models  of  neural  responses  are 
increasingly  used  as  predictive  and  explanatory 
tools  in  computational  neuroscience  (Kay  et  al., 
2008; Kell et al., 2018; Kriegeskorte and Douglas, 
2019; Naselaris et al.,  2011; Tuckute et al.,  2023; 
Van  Gerven,  2017; Wu et  al.,  2006; Yamins  and 
DiCarlo, 2016). They consist of algorithms, typically 
based  on  deep  learning  architectures,  that  take 
stimuli as input, and output the corresponding neural 
activations,  effectively  modeling  how  the  brain 
responds to (i.e., encodes) these stimuli. Thus, the 
goal of the 2025 challenge is to provide a platform 
for biological  and artificial  intelligence scientists to 
cooperate and compete in developing cutting-edge 
brain encoding models.  Specifically,  these models 
should  predict  the  brain’s  response  to  multimodal 
naturalistic  movies,  and  generalize  outside  their 
training distribution.

Data
The Challenge  data  is  based  on  the  CNeuroMod 
dataset,  which  comprises  extensive  single-subject 
neural response samples collected during a range of 
controlled  and  naturalistic  tasks  and  stimuli.  The 
CNeuroMod  dataset’s  unprecedented  size, 
combined with the multimodal nature and diversity 
of  its stimuli  and tasks,  makes it  an ideal  training 
and testing ground to build robust encoding models 
of  fMRI  responses  to  multimodal  stimuli  that 
generalize outside of their training distribution.

Challenge  participants  will  train  and  evaluate 
their  encoding  models  using  a  subset  of 
CNeuroMod’s data which includes almost 80 hours 
of multimodal movie stimuli and corresponding fMRI 
responses. Training data are from the CNeuroMod 
Friends dataset,  for  which  subjects  watched  all 
episodes from the  first  six  seasons of  the  sitcom 
Friends while  undergoing  fMRI,  and  from  the 
CNeuroMod  Movie10 dataset  for  which  they 
watched  three  feature  films  and  a  documentary. 
Evaluation  data  are  from  season  seven  of  the 
Friends  dataset,  and  from  the  viewing  of  out-of-
distribution (OOD) movies.

The  stimuli  consist  of  movie  visual  frames, 
audio  samples,  and  time-stamped  language 
transcripts (Figure 2a). The neural data consist of 
whole-brain  fMRI  responses  for  four  CNeuroMod 
subjects  (sub-01,  sub-02,  sub-03  and  sub-05), 
normalized  to  the  Montreal  Neurological  Institute 
(MNI)  spatial  template  (Brett  et  al.,  2002),  and 
processed as time series whose signal is assigned 
to 1,000 functionally defined brain parcels (Schaefer 
et al., 2018) (Figure 2b). Further information on the 
challenge stimuli and fMRI data is provided on the 
c  hallenge data repository   and development kit.
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Figure  1  |  Comparison  between  editions  of  the 
Algonauts Project  challenge (2019-2025).  a,  Stimulus 
modalities.  b, Hours of neural recordings per subject.  c, 
Test  set  distributions  with  respect  to  the  training 
distribution  (ID  =  in-distribution;  OOD  =  out-of-
distribution).

https://colab.research.google.com/drive/1fop0zvaLBLBagvJRC-HDqGDSgQElNWZB?usp=sharing
https://forms.gle/8NtNoevWkGfR33eT8
https://forms.gle/8NtNoevWkGfR33eT8


Phases
The  challenge  is  hosted  on  Codabench,  and 
consists  of  two  main  serial  phases:  a  6-months 

model building phase during which encoding models 
are trained and tested, followed by a 1-week model 
selection  phase  during  which  the  winning  models 
are  selected  based  on  their  performance  on  a 
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Figure 2 | Challenge data and phases. a, Multimodal movie stimuli, consisting of visual frames, audio samples, and 
time-stamped language transcripts.  b,  Whole-brain  fMRI  responses  (time series)  to  the  multimodal  movies  in  four 
subjects.  c, During the model building phase, models are trained using stimuli and corresponding fMRI responses for 
seasons 1 to 6 of the sitcom  Friends and Movie10 (a set of four movies), and tested in-distribution (ID) on Friends 
season 7 (for which the fMRI responses are withheld) with unlimited submissions. During the model selection phase, the 
winning models are selected based on the accuracy of their predicted fMRI responses for out-of-distribution (OOD) 
movie stimuli (for which the fMRI responses are withheld) with up to ten submissions. The challenge will be followed by 
an indefinite post-challenge phase with unlimited submissions, which will serve as a public benchmark for both ID and 
OOD model validation.

https://www.codabench.org/competitions/4313/


withheld  OOD  test  set.  To  enforce  strict  tests  of 
OOD  generalization  during  the  model  selection 
phase,  the  two  phases  are  based  on  data  from 
different  distributions,  and  have  separate 
leaderboards. The challenge will be followed by an 
indefinite post-challenge phase, which will serve as 
a public benchmark for anyone wishing to test brain 
encoding models on multimodal movie data (Figure 
2c).

Model building phase (6 months)

During  this  first  phase,  challenge  participants  will 
train and test encoding models using movie stimuli 
and fMRI responses from the same distribution.

For  model  training,  we  provide  55  hours  of 
movie stimuli and corresponding fMRI responses for 
each of the four subjects for all episodes of seasons 
1 to 6 of the Friends dataset. We also provide 10 
hours  of  movie  stimuli  and  corresponding  fMRI 
responses from the Movie10 dataset for which the 
same  four  subjects  watched  the  following  four 
movies:  The  Bourne  Supremacy,  Hidden  Figures, 
Life (a BBC nature documentary), and  The Wolf of 
Wall  Street.  Each  movie  was  presented  to  each 
subject  once,  except  for  Life and  Hidden  Figures 
which were presented twice. Challenge participants 
can train their encoding models using these data.

For  model  testing,  we  provide  10  hours  of 
movie stimuli  for all  episodes of seasons 7 of the 
Friends  dataset,  and  withhold  the  corresponding 
fMRI  responses  for  each  subject.  Challenge 
participants can test their encoding models against 
the withheld fMRI responses by submitting predicted 
fMRI responses for Friends season 7 to Codabench. 
After  each  submission,  the  scoring  program  will 
correlate (Pearson’s r) the predicted fMRI responses 
for  each  parcel  and  subject  with  the  recorded 
(withheld) fMRI responses across all Friends season 
7  episodes,  resulting  in  one  correlation  score  for 
each parcel and subject.  These correlation scores 
are averaged first  across parcels and then across 
subjects,  to  obtain  a  single  correlation  score 
quantifying the performance of each submission.

Model selection phase (1 week)

During this second phase, the winning models will 
be selected based on the accuracy of their predicted 
fMRI responses for withheld OOD movie stimuli.

We will provide 2 hours of OOD movie stimuli, 
and withhold the corresponding fMRI responses for 
each of the four subjects. The nature of the OOD 
movie stimuli will not be revealed until the beginning 
of the model selection phase. To participate in the 
winners  selection  process,  challenge  participants 
can submit  their  encoding models’  predicted fMRI 
responses for the OOD movie stimuli to Codabench. 
After  each  submission,  the  scoring  program  will 
correlate  the  predicted  fMRI  responses  for  each 
parcel and subject with the recorded (withheld) fMRI 
responses,  independently  for  each  of  the  OOD 
movie stimuli, resulting in one correlation score for 

each  parcel,  OOD  movie  and  subject.  These 
correlation scores are averaged first across parcels, 
then  across  OOD  movies,  and  finally  across 
subjects,  thus obtaining a  single  correlation score 
quantifying the performance of each submission.

Post-challenge phase (indefinite)

Once  the  challenge  is  over,  we  will  open  an 
indefinite post-challenge phase which will serve as a 
public  benchmark.  This  benchmark  will  consist  of 
two separate leaderboards that  will  rank encoding 
models  based  on  their  fMRI  predictions  for  ID 
(Friends  season  7)  or  OOD  (OOD  movies) 
multimodal movie stimuli, respectively.

Rules
To encourage broad participation, the challenge has 
a simple submission process with minimal rules. 

Challenge participants  can use any encoding 
model derived from any source and trained on any 
type  of  data.  However,  using  recorded  brain 
responses for Friends season 7 or the OOD movie 
stimuli is prohibited.

The winning models will be determined based 
on their performance in predicting fMRI responses 
for  the  OOD  movie  stimuli  during  the  model 
selection phase.

Challenge participants can make an unlimited 
number  of  submissions  during  the  model  building 
phase, and a maximum of ten submissions during 
the  model  selection  phase  (Figure  2c)  (the 
leaderboard of each phase is automatically updated 
after every submission). Each challenge participant 
can  only  compete  using  one  account.  Creating 
multiple  accounts  to  increase  the  number  of 
possible submissions will result in disqualification to 
the challenge.

To  promote  open  science,  challenge 
participants  who  wish  to  be  considered  for  the 
winners selection will need to submit a short report 
to  a  preprint  server  describing  their  encoding 
algorithm. Furthermore, the top-3 performing teams 
are required to  make their  code openly  available. 
Along with monetary prizes, they will  be invited to 
present their encoding models during a talk at the 
Cognitive  Computational  Neuroscience  (CCN) 
conference held  in  Amsterdam  (Netherlands)  in 
August 2025.

Baseline model
The  challenge  baseline  model  score  is  computed 
with a linearizing encoding model  (Naselaris et al., 
2011) that  extracts  visual,  audio,  and  language 
features from the movie stimuli, and linearly maps 
them  onto  fMRI  responses.  Its  mean  correlation 
scores over all parcels and subjects is  r = 0.20 for 
Friends seasons 7 (model building phase), and r = 
0.09  for  the  OOD  movie  stimuli  (model  selection 
phase) (Figure 2c).
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Development kit
To facilitate participation, we provide a development 
kit in Python which accompanies users through the 
challenge  process,  following  four  steps:  (i) 
familiarizing with the challenge data; (ii) extracting 
the stimulus features used to train and validate an 
fMRI encoding model; (iii) training and validating an 
fMRI encoding model;  (iv)  preparing the predicted 
fMRI  responses  for  the  test  stimuli  in  the  correct 
format for submission to Codabench.

Discussion
The Algonauts Project 2025 challenge advances the 
exploration of intelligence through a platform where 
scientists  from  different  fields  cooperate  and 
compete  in  building  computational  models  of  the 
human  brain.  Just  like  past  breakthroughs  have 
resulted  from  mutual  inspiration  between  diverse 
fields,  multidisciplinary efforts will  continue to help 
overcome  unresolved  problems  in  intelligence 
research. With this new edition of the challenge, we 
invite  intelligence  researchers  to  tackle  one  such 
unresolved problem at the forefront of biological and 
artificial intelligence research alike: the development 
of  accurate  and  robust  models  of  multisensory 
processing.

Towards computational models of 
multimodal neural responses
Perception  is  a  multisensory  experience.  For 
example,  we  see  lips  and  mouths  moving  while 
hearing the sounds uttered by them, and we hear 
increasingly  loud  music  as  we  see  a  mandolin 
player  approaching  us.  Our  brains  promptly 
integrate  these  diverse  sources  of  sensory 
information  into  one  coherent  percept  through 
multimodal  integration  (Calvert  et  al.,  2004; De 
Gelder  and  Bertelson,  2003; Ernst  and  Bülthoff, 
2004).  To  assess  brain  responses  in  a  more 
ecologically valid multimodal setting, the Algonauts 
Project 2025 challenge edition is, for the first time, 
inviting  participants  to  model  neural  responses  to 
visual,  auditory  and  linguistic  stimulation  elicited 
during  naturalistic  movie  watching.  Our  aim  is  to 
encourage  the  development  of  computational 
models of neural responses that incorporate diverse 
sources  of  sensory  information  present  in  life-like 
scenarios.

Larger neural datasets innovate the 
interaction between biological and 
artificial intelligence research
During  the  last  decade,  deep  learning  algorithms 
have  become  state-of-the-art  models  of  the  brain 
(Cichy  and  Kaiser,  2019; Doerig  et  al.,  2023; 
Kietzmann et al., 2019; Richards et al., 2019a; Saxe 
et al., 2021; Yamins and DiCarlo, 2016). A crucial 
factor  for  robust  and  successful  modelling  is  the 
large  amount  of  data  on  which  they  are  trained 

(Russakovsky  et  al.,  2015).  We  addressed  this 
reality  by  basing  the  2025  challenge  on  the 
unprecedented dataset size of almost 80 hours of 
fMRI  responses  for  each  of  four  subjects.  This 
supports  data-hungry  modeling  approaches, 
including  the  end-to-end  training  of  deep  learning 
architectures  that  predict  neural  responses  to 
sensory  stimuli  (Allen  et  al.,  2022; Gifford  et  al., 
2022). Directly infusing deep learning models with 
brain  data  enables  a  novel  type  of  interaction 
between biological  and artificial  intelligence, which 
in  our  opinion  will  catalyze  breakthroughs  in 
neuroscientific research.

The importance of out-of-distribution 
generalization tests
Brain models are typically trained and tested on the 
same or similar data distributions, and as a result 
their  out-of-distribution  (OOD)  generalization 
performance is unknown (Liu et al., 2021). This blind 
spot is an important limitation, because OOD tests 
benefit  intelligence  research  in  three  significant 
ways. First, successful models should predict brain 
responses under a broad range of stimulations. In 
that sense, OOD generalization serves as a stricter 
but essential assessment of model robustness and 
validity  than  ID  tests.  Poor  OOD  generalization 
indicates that theoretical inferences of brain function 
might  not  apply  beyond  stimuli  from  the  training 
distribution, suggesting that further development is 
needed  to  capture  stimulus-to-brain-response 
relationships. Second, breaking down generalization 
scores across different types of OOD conditions can 
be informative by revealing stimulus properties that 
neural  models  fail  to  account  for  (Madan  et  al., 
2024), hence providing explicit objectives of model 
improvement.  Third,  OOD  generalization  scores 
serve  to  distinguish  among  models  that  may 
otherwise  have  similar  in-distribution  test  scores 
(Ren  and  Bashivan,  2024).  Finding  that  one  of 
several  similarly-performing  models  generalizes 
better  OOD  can  reveal  important  properties  that 
make models successful (e.g., architecture, training 
diet, learning objective), informing the engineering of 
more robust models and inspiring new hypotheses 
about brain function.  For these reasons, the 2025 
challenge  provides  testing  stimuli  both  inside  and 
outside the training data distribution, and will select 
winning  models  solely  based  on  their  OOD 
generalization performance.

The explanatory relevance of prediction
While  prediction  and  explanation  are  two  related 
goals  in  science,  one  does  not  imply  the  other 
(Shmueli, 2010; Yarkoni and Westfall, 2017). Better 
predictive  models  of  neural  responses,  by 
themselves, do not necessarily contribute to a better 
explanatory  understanding  of  the  brain.  However, 
better  prediction  mediates  better  explanations  in 
several crucial ways.
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First,  adequate  explanations  should  generate 
successful  predictions.  Thus,  predictive  modeling 
provides a reality check to validate existing theories 
(Shmueli,  2010),  for  example  by  adjudicating 
between  competing  interpretations,  hypotheses  or 
models based on their  predictive power  (Golan et 
al., 2020).

Second, model ranking and comparison based 
on prediction accuracy sheds light on properties that 
make  models  successful,  which  in  turn  helps 
generate  new  explanatory  hypotheses  regarding 
brain mechanisms. This is  particularly  relevant  for 
large and rich neural  datasets  (Allen et  al.,  2022; 
Gifford et al., 2022; Hebart et al., 2023; Lahner et 
al., 2024) from which complex relationships can be 
extracted that  can be hard to  formalize based on 
pure theoretical grounds (Shmueli, 2010).

Third, predictive models enable the quick and 
cheap generation of massive amounts of denoised 
in silico neural response estimates to any amount 
and  type  of  input  stimuli,  thereby  allowing  for 
unprecedentedly large upscaling of the data space 
on which to  explore and test  hypotheses of  brain 
function. Novel findings on in silico neural responses 
are  then  empirically  validated  in  vivo  to  achieve 
explanatory understanding (Gifford et al., 2024; Jain 
et al., 2024; Mathis et al., 2024).

Relation to similar initiatives
The  Algonauts  Project  shares  similarities  with 
initiatives  such  as  Brain-Score  (Schrimpf  et  al., 
2020,  2018) and  the  Sensorium  competition 
(Turishcheva  et  al.,  2023; Willeke  et  al.,  2022b), 
which also establish benchmarks and leaderboards 
for computational models of the brain. However, the 
Algonauts Project 2025 challenge differs from these 
other  efforts  by  relying  on  whole  brain  fMRI  data 
from  the  dataset  that  most  intensively  samples 
single human subjects,  by focusing on naturalistic 
multimodal  stimulation,  and  by  premiating  models 
that best generalize out-of-distribution.

The future of the Algonauts Project
We  hope  that  the  2025  edition  of  the  Algonauts 
Project will continue to inspire new challenges and 
collaborations  that  bring  together  artificial  and 
biological intelligence science, as both communities 
can benefit from jointly tackling open questions on 
how perception and cognition are solved in brains 
and machines (Doerig et al., 2023; Hassabis et al., 
2017; Richards  et  al.,  2022,  2019b; Zador  et  al., 
2023).  As  an  example,  to  promote  models  that 
predict a wider range of cognitive mechanisms, and 
thus  better  capture  the  complex  dynamics  of  real 
brains,  an  interesting  future  avenue  is  to  model 
neural responses beyond passive stimulation tasks. 
This feat could be achieved by training models with 
neural  datasets that  capture higher level  cognitive 
processes such as attention, goal seeking, decision 
making and visuomotor integration, for instance with 
datasets  sampling  neural  responses  during  video 

game  playing.  We  strongly  welcome  researchers 
interested  in  initiating  similar  initiatives,  or  in 
collaborating  with  the  Algonauts  Project  by 
contributing  ideas  and  datasets  for  future 
challenges.
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