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Differences 4

AUDIENCES

They seem to have
different

audiences/use cases
IN mMind, some are
olit[gle software
created by others,
some are on steps to
share  your own
software

P

GRANULARITY VOCABULARIES

Granularity in
guidelines varies,
some are more high
level than others

Only a limited number of
vocabularies referred to e.g.
https: /[ spdx.org/ for licences

METADATA

Some guidelines have reviewed
or moderated for metadata but
not all.



META POINTS ON
CREATING GUIDELINES IN
GENERAL

CONSIDERATIONS FOR QUALITY
CURATION
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