LBA-ECO Data Breakout Group

* How to assure that metadata for important
data sets continue to be registered.

* How to encourage linking publications to
registered data sets.

* Achieve agreement on data documentation
standards for LBA-ECO vis-a-vis ORNL




Data Archive and Documentation

* Some data sets should be available and usable for
the next 20 years — these data should meet “long
term data archive requirements”

« Completing only mandatory fields in Beija-flor may
not provide enough metadata/documentation and
does not ensure full quality assessment of the actual
data

« Limited resources dictate that it will not be possible to
bring all data in B-f to long-term archival status

— Need to select B-f records that should go to long-




Which data sets should be archived?
Criteria to consider

* All data related to pubs in open literature should be
archived

» Consider number of ftp-pulls for B-f entries (but PI
to Pl sharing is not covered in this metric)

» Consider the long-term scientific merit of the data

 Seek input from science team




Suggestions from Group

« Create a “LBA-DIS science archive subgroup”
with telecons every 6-8 weeks, open to any
Interested party

» Distinguish an LBA-DIS liaison for each team
 Questions need to be asked when data are fresh




Suggestions from Group

« Documenting/archiving models and software (not
just model output)
— Different metadata requirements
— Timing issues
* Included a “user-feedback” automatically when
users follows “data access” link in B-f
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Getting more data registered

* Require relevant Beija-flor entry/entries for
each abstract submitted to July 2004 all-LBA

science meeting

 Request any LBA-related “special issue”
guest editors require relevant metadata
(including long-term archive requirements) -
subject to metadata peer review
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