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Abstract « Abstracts can be particularly problematic. Common issues include:

checking metadata records for correctness, completeness and consistency via both automated and manual
» Abstracts that are too lengthy

methods; documenting any findings, and providing actionable recommendations on how the metadata can be
Improved.

The above figure shows the total number of high, medium, and low priority findings
flagged across all records after the initial assessment (left) and after updates were
made by the DAACSs (right). This includes a total of 1,984 records comprised of
1,021 collection level (i.e. dataset level) records and 963 granule level (i.e. file level)

records from 7 DAACS.

« During assessment, a collection record and one randomly selected granule record
from the collection (if provided) are assessed for quality. At the time of initial
review, 58 collections did not have accompanying file level metadata records and
therefore only the collection record was assessed.

The below table summarizes the results for each DAAC:

GHRC (717 Total Records)- Yellow- Total Moving Targ ets:

* Non-existent
* Not specific enough to describe data
« Too technical for a general/ global user

Discussion

* [t Is Important to note that the number of high,
medium and low priority issues is only a baseline
metric which can overlook many nuances:

* For instance, some of the issues flagged are
unique from record-to-record, but in other cases;
the same issue may be repeated across a large

 NASA's Earth science data and metadata holdings are archived at twelve discipline-specifc data centers
called Distributed Active Archive Centers (DAACS) - findings from the assessments are packaged into reports

and shared with the DAAC responsible for stewarding the metadata.

* During phase one of the project, the ARC team assessed a subset of records from each DAAC. Since then,
each DAAC has made progress toward working off the reported findings. Once metadata updates are completed
by the DAAC, the ARC team re-assesses the records to get updated metrics. To date, ARC has collected
updated metrics for a subset of records from 7/12 DAACS, the results of which are summarized in this

poster.
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happen instantly and can take
some time for the DAAC to
Implement. Ultimately,

ARC Priority Matrix
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elements require no action on behalf of the data provider. the ARC project is meant to be finite in nature.



