Review of ECHO Metadata Model - Implementation & Operational Suitability
NASA's Earth Science Data Systems Standards Process Group (SPG) is considering the ECHO (Earth Observing System Clearinghouse) metadata model specification, for adoption as a community standard. Your response to this survey on the suitability and applicability of this specification to the Earth Science community will be helpful. 

Please send comments to spg-rfc-020@lists.nasa.gov. 
Please answer as many of the questions below as you can.


· Please provide your name, organization and contact information (including email address).  Please note that all responses are anonymized by deleting all personal identifiers, before being published on our web-site.

· Are you answering for your entire organization, for a smaller group, or individually?


_____ a) Entire organization


_____ b) Smaller group (please specify) _______________


_____ c) Individual response

· Are you a data producer, data consumer, or both?


_____ a) Producer      _____ b) Consumer
_____ c) Both

Implementation Experience
1. (Completeness) Does the specification, as submitted, provide all the detail you need to implement it in software (e.g., routines to generate, read or update a metadata file, develop clients around ECHO metadata or develop tools such as metadata schema translators)?  Is the XML representation adequate to meet your metadata needs? If not, describe what is missing in the specification.
2. (Accuracy) Do any parts of the specification contain inaccuracies, or internal inconsistencies? If so, please provide details.

3. (Clarity) Is any part of the specification ambiguous or poorly explained? If so, please provide details.
4. (Implementation) Describe your overall implementation experience related to the proposed specification. Did you implement or modify an existing implementation of any part of this specification in order to interface with ECHO or otherwise use ECHO metadata. Were standard XML tools (along with the ECHO XML Schema) effective in managing the metadata and structures? What implementation challenges did the specification present? (e.g., did it require advanced processing power, large amounts of memory, complex configuration, etc.? Did it scale to a production environment?)

Operational Suitability

5. How long have you been using ECHO either in your capacity as an ECHO data provider or as a client to the ECHO system?

6. Please describe how ECHO metadata is used in your organization.
7. How suitable is the ECHO Metadata Model for representing your data holdings, through your data life-cycle, from ingest to search and access. 
8. What are the strengths of the ECHO Metadata Model? Has the use of ECHO metadata helped your organization?
9. What are the weaknesses of the ECHO metadata model?  What would you like to change about it to make it a better specification?
10. How well does ECHO metadata solve your metadata discovery and/or interchange needs? Are there specific areas where it is applicable vs. areas where it is not applicable or not used?

11. How much data have you represented with the ECHO metadata model (number of distinct collections, data granules, products or data sets, browse granules, total data volume, number of files)? How much data do you expect to represent? 

Your Recommendation

12. Do you think this RFC should be endorsed as a NASA Earth Science Data Systems Standard? Why or why not?
Please send comments to spg-rfc-020@lists.nasa.gov.
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