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Objectives 
• Reduce cost for all partners 

• Improve quality of research data metadata 
• Improve discoverability of research data metadata 

Principles 
• Enter once, reuse often 

• As simple as possible (but no simpler) 

• Future proof so growth is possible 

• Decentralized solution 

PG designs 

survey 

Completion 

of survey by 

KI 

processing of 

survey by PG 

Final list of 

points of     

improvement 

PG: project group enriching metadata   FRIS: Flemish Research Information Space     FOSB: Flemish Open Science Board  

KI: knowledge institutions      CRIS: Current Research Information System   POC: proof of concept 

WG: working group architecture    ORCID: Open Researcher and Contributor Identifier 

Experts vote 

on points of 

improvement 

 

 

1. Deduplication of effort/Use 

FRIS for harvesting 

2. Integrate with external      

repositories 

3. ORCID integration by KI’s 

4. Change some FOSB meta-

data fields from mandatory 

to recommended or          

optional 

Key deliverable 2 
Proof of concept or solution for collecting metadata:  
• Define business needs 

• Identify limitations of available technologies 

POC: Modular Approach, simplified flow 

Consult institution-

al dataset finder 

Develop query set for 

repository or aggregator 

Deduplicate based on per-

sistent identifier eliminate 

false positives 

FRIS or KI selects source to 

harvest 

Integration built for repository 

or aggregator? 

• Yes —> download code 

• No —> create code and 

share on GitHub 

Run code to get csv of persis-

tent identifiers (and metadata) 

Integrate found datasets in 

CRIS or FRIS 

Assessment of metadata sources 

POC: 

Modular Approach 

Assess 

metadata 

quality of 

metadata 

source 

Assess completeness of metadata source 

Comparison of different metadata 

sources 

conclusion: DOI aggregator (DataCite) 

does not return all DOI’s of  KI’s 

—> modular approach 

Assess ease of 

use of 

metadata 

source 
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Key deliverable 1 
 A list of prioritized and externally validated points 

 of improvement within the current ecosystem. 


