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❖ Time consuming process

▪ Locating metadata

▪ Lack of tools to automate validation where possible

▪ Manual data entry into assessment template

❖ Suggestions for high value improvement

▪ Structured Metadata linking

▪ Initial Automated Validation

▪ Assisted PFS report automation

Introduction
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❖ The CEOS ARD assessment process is essential but 

currently labour intensive. Considerable time required to:

▪ navigate metadata to manually checking against PFS 

requirements.

▪ searching metadata structures that vary across providers

Locating Metadata

XML Metadata
Surface Reflectance PFS
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❖ Many checks across the PFS, such as CRS, collection dates, 

band information and metadata completeness, are still 

performed manually.

Lack of Automated Validation

XML Metadata
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❖ Thresholds, goals and standardised wording require 

repeated manual entry. Final summary tables also require 

manual updating.

Manual Data Entry
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❖ Structured Metadata linking

❖ Automated Validation

▪

❖ Assisted population of PFS review findings

Areas of improvement

XPATH = /CEOS_Metadata/MapProjection → UTM
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❖ Addressing these inefficiencies will make the CEOS ARD 

process more efficient, consistent and scalable as more 

datasets and suppliers participate.

Summary
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