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track -
Outcomes

IDENT IFY  COMMONAL IT I ES

IDENT IFY  D IFFERENCES

IDENT IFY  KEY  POINTS FOR
CONSIDERAT ION WHEN DEAL ING
WITH QUAL ITY  CURAT ION



Commonalities

Most of guidelines
are for Author

Most recommend
identifiers

Licensing
Recommendations

for openness



They seem to have
different
audiences/use cases
in mind, some are
citing software
created by others,
some are on steps to
share your own
software

GRANULAR ITYAUDIENCES VOCABULAR IES

Granularity in
guidelines varies,

some are more high
level than others

Differences

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

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

METADATA



 Key
points 

META POINTS ON
CREAT ING GUIDEL INES  IN
GENERAL

CONSIDERAT IONS FOR QUAL ITY
CURAT ION
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META POINTS
Don’t hide your guidelines in
published papers or
presentations, a well
designed webpage that
works as a standalone
resource

 
Be explicit in whom your
targeting with your
guidelines and what their
motivations are for reading
(and yours for writing a
guide)

QUAL ITY  CURAT ION
Ensure Provenance
information

 
Persistent identifier - unique
per version

 
Consider resources
necessary for replicability -
do you need containers,
VM’s, archived libraries, etc
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