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Welcome and introduction 
(Philipp)



Housekeeping
• Please note that this webinar is being recorded (until the Q&A), 

and the recording will be available on the EOSC EDEN YouTube 
channel with links to related resources.

• Please use the Q&A panel to submit your questions and 
comments during the presentations. They will be addressed in 
the panel or in the Q&A session at the end of the webinar.



Agenda
Welcome and introduction Philipp

Discipline Requirements and Needs Helene

User Journey Maps Giacomo

Q & A All

Wrapping up Philipp



Goal and focus of today’s webinar
● Present results from our ongoing work on the 

identification of requirements and needs for 
long-term data preservation within and 
across scientific disciplines and data types.

● Focus on user perspectives, and what 
strategies and tools we have been and 
will be using to identify user needs 
and reduce pain points for researchers, 
repositories, and archives.

Motivational factors and driving forces behind change of research 
culture. From Nosek (2015).



EOSC EDEN Project

Summary
The EOSC EDEN project is funded by the European Union under the Horizon 
Europe framework programme and aims to support and promote digital 
preservation practices and standards at the European and national levels.

This support will be complemented by the development of user-centric 
tools, services, and standards designed to facilitate the creation of a 
distributed European infrastructure for digital data preservation, retention, 
and access. 



EOSC EDEN Objectives
• Objective 1: To establish a general framework and practices to support the creation of 

curation, digital preservation, and access strategies in Europe
• Objective 2: To enrich EOSC with tools to store and access digital data for long periods, 

automate and federate certain specialised curation and preservation tasks
• Objective 3: To increase adoption of curation, digital preservation and access practices 

within different scientific disciplines
• Objective 4: To boost the data curation and quality in Europe
• Objective 5: To identify and consolidate a network of repositories and archives for digital 

preservation within EOSC in collaboration with the FIDELIS project



Project Structure and Work Packages

WP1 Data and Process 
Framework for Digital 

Preservation

WP2 Long-term Access and 
Preservation Services & 
Tools  

WP4 Expert & Community Engagement

WP3 Discipline-specific Requirements, 
Validation and Future Use

WP5 Coordination, Sustainability and Strategic Alignment



WP3 Discipline-specific Requirements,
Validation and Future Use

Links the project to discipline and data-type specific needs and requirements

Iteratively provide discipline-specific, and cross-disciplinary / data type-specific requirements for digital 
preservation and data quality to WP1 and WP2

Provide a support-kit to empower discipline and data type-oriented communities to adopt, extend and use the 
new digital preservation framework (WP1) and fit-for-purpose tools (WP2)

Validate and enhance the new digital preservation framework (WP1) and tools (WP2) via pilot testing



EOSC EDEN Consortium



The early-adopter 
disciplines

• Provide expertise in defining 
requirements and needs

• Pilot test and validate the 
framework (WP1) and tools 
(WP2)

• Adopt and adapt the project 
outcomes

• Contribute to the creation of a 
support-kit to guide and support 
users in adopting and adapting 
the framework and tools

Climate Simulations 

Earth & Environmental Sciences 

Food Sciences

High-Energy Physics

Life Sciences and Bioinformatics 

Linguistics

Social Sciences



Meeting our audience
Please answer our two 
questions in this poll! 

Illustration: mostphotos.com

https://nettskjema.no/a/590045 

https://nettskjema.no/a/590045


Discipline Requirements 
and Needs

(Helene)



WP3 Discipline-specific Requirements,
Validation and Future Use

Links the project to discipline and data-type specific needs and requirements

Iteratively provide discipline-specific, and cross-disciplinary / data type-specific requirements for digital 
preservation and data quality to WP1 and WP2

Provide a support-kit to empower discipline and data type-oriented communities to adopt, extend and use the 
new digital preservation framework (WP1) and fit-for-purpose tools (WP2)

Validate and enhance the new digital preservation framework (WP1) and tools (WP2) via pilot testing



T3.1 Define discipline-specific requirements 
and needs 

Objective
• Iteratively provide discipline-specific, and cross-disciplinary, and digital 

object-type specific requirements for long-term preservation and digital 
object quality to WP1 and WP2

• Three methods: desk-based mapping, interviews, survey questions
• The analyses will address the entire data stewardship lifecycle

Primary focus in year 1 of the project
• The seven early-adopter disciplines



Data collection Y1

● Desk-based mapping of existing 
requirements & identification of gaps 
and needs

○ Where? Repositories and other 
discipline-specific communities.

○ How? Examination of online 
documentation relevant for long-term 
preservation and data quality: Policy and 
strategy documents, online protocols, 
formally published documents, etc.



Data collection Y1

● Interviews to collect user stories, 
community norms and 
expectations

○ Who? Repository managers and 
researchers

○ How? Questions thematically 
structured around the data lifecycle, 
with separate sets developed for the 
two stakeholder groups 



Data organisation and analysis

Categorise - combine - reuse

Structured around the Re-Use 
fitness model - a core 
component of EOSC EDEN.

→ Serves as frame for 
assessing aspects that are 
important for the evaluation of 
a repository’s strategies for 
identification, selection and 
(re)appraisal of digital objects 
for long-term digital 
preservation



Step 1
Collection and 
categorisation of data, 
per entry/interviewee

High-Energy Physics
● DBM 7 entries
● 4 interviewees

Desk-based mapping

Interviews



Step 2
Synthesis of data per component, per 
discipline
● Requirements/existing practices
● Knowledge gaps/needs

Desk-based mapping

Interviews



Step 3
Summary of each of the five 
components, across disciplines
● Identification of commonalities and 

specificities in the existing 
requirements

● Identification of emerging needs in 
the discipline-specific repositories 
and communities

(Andreassen et al., 2025, all data available, 
except for first stage of interview transcript 
analysis)



A heterogeneous information landscape

● Well-established & mature
● Clear stand-alone documents or 

wikis adhering to established 
standards

● Data scientist experts, 
developers, digital 
preservationists

● Operation on reduced scale
● Often dependent on other units for IT 

and archival services
● Uneven presence of services and 

implementation of standards
● Often scholar-led, close connection 

with research community but with 
reduced capacity for development

May excel on specific areas that are 
critical for the type of data they work 
with, e.g. discipline-specific 
metadata, GDPR compliance



The challenge of representativity

We have chosen a wide approach to capture as diverse practices/requirements and 
needs that can be related to long-term preservation and data quality, as possible.

This approach has put some limits on the extent of representativity and the level of 
detail; we cannot report the complete diversity of existing requirements, needs and 
gaps within a given discipline. Still, the data offer a broad starting point that can be 
built on in other tasks and phases of the project (and beyond).



Commonalities and specificities in existing 
requirements
Component Common requirement Specific requirement Linguistics*

Contextual data quality Data provenance information and contextual 
metadata important for data reuse

Consent mechanisms

Technical data quality Preference for open and standardised file 
formats

- 

Metadata quality Common use of persistent identifiers Multiple access levels & licenses to 
protect sensitive data

Trustworthy digital archive capabilities Clear deposit criteria that stipulate that data 
must be discipline- and format-specific

-

Preservation objective/designated 
community needs

Specialised curators, but with varying levels 
of long-term preservation expertise

Ethical and/or legal framework for 
preserving sensitive data

*To a large extent also relevant for the 
Social Sciences → data type-specific 
requirements



Emerging needs
Component Need Possible measure

Contextual data quality Robust data documentation to support 
preservation and data utility

Standardised, accessible, comprehensive 
(and scalable) methods for applying 
documentation to datasets

Technical data quality Effective management of file formats to 
ensure preservation, accessibility and 
interoperability

Systematised monitoring of acceptable file 
formats

Metadata quality Researchers’ understanding/adherence to 
metadata standards; metadata standards 
interoperability across disciplines

Flexible, discipline-agnostic metadata 
standards to facilitate interdisciplinary 
research, data discovery and data transfer

Trustworthy digital archive capabilities Standard, comprehensive and mandatory 
policies

Retention policies, financial planning, exit 
strategies, versioning support, … 

Preservation objective/designated 
community needs

Strategies for long-term preservation and 
re-appraisal

Standardised and comprehensive strategic 
reappraisal and reassessment schedule and 
guidelines



Up next: How to systematise, visualise and 
contextualise user needs and pain points

As a warm-up: By joining our Slido, start enhancing your own 
knowledge on how to identify discipline- and data type-specific 
needs!

Y2 of T3.1: 
More fine-tuned and narrow data collections



Do not edit

How to change the design

To the support staff: How do you engage with your 
community of users to identify their changing needs for 
long-term preservation over time ?

Presenting with animations, GIFs or speaker notes? Enable our Chrome extension

https://www.slido.com/support/gsi/how-to-change-the-design
https://www.sli.do/features-google-slides?interaction-type=T3BlblRleHQ%3D
https://chrome.google.com/webstore/detail/slido/dhhclfjehmpacimcdknijodpjpmppkii
https://www.sli.do/features-google-slides?payload=eyJwb2xsVXVpZCI6IjZhOWQwMWJiLTAwZDYtNDAyMy05YWMzLTdmZDc2MzFhNTM1YSIsInByZXNlbnRhdGlvbklkIjoiMUlXckl4cjJBejRjSENtZi04bUZJZFJUYkJUcEc0ZGNsQWhlZ2VvRkpHclEiLCJzbGlkZUlkIjoiU0xJREVTX0FQSTE4MTE0MDQ0MV8wIiwidGltZWxpbmUiOlt7InBvbGxRdWVzdGlvblV1aWQiOiJkNWFjYTEwZi00NmFiLTQwZTEtODNkMS1mZTQwMWUwNTNlNTAiLCJzaG93UmVzdWx0cyI6dHJ1ZX1dLCJ0eXBlIjoiU2xpZG9Qb2xsIn0%3D


Do not edit

How to change the design

To all: After deposit, how long should the type of data 
you typically work with, be kept available? Could they 
be replaced or reproduced in the future? 

Presenting with animations, GIFs or speaker notes? Enable our Chrome extension

https://www.slido.com/support/gsi/how-to-change-the-design
https://chrome.google.com/webstore/detail/slido/dhhclfjehmpacimcdknijodpjpmppkii
https://www.sli.do/features-google-slides?payload=eyJwb2xsVXVpZCI6IjlmMjBhNTVmLTcwY2ItNDA2Ny04MWU1LTIzZjQ3MjBkYzUyOCIsInByZXNlbnRhdGlvbklkIjoiMUlXckl4cjJBejRjSENtZi04bUZJZFJUYkJUcEc0ZGNsQWhlZ2VvRkpHclEiLCJzbGlkZUlkIjoiU0xJREVTX0FQSTUxMTEwNzQ2N18wIiwidGltZWxpbmUiOlt7InNob3dSZXN1bHRzIjp0cnVlLCJwb2xsUXVlc3Rpb25VdWlkIjoiODc4ZWJhNzctOGY4My00NTQ2LWE4MDItOWJmZjg2YmNjNTQ3In1dLCJ0eXBlIjoiU2xpZG9Qb2xsIn0%3D
https://www.sli.do/features-google-slides?interaction-type=T3BlblRleHQ%3D


User Journey Maps
(Giacomo)



T3.2 Pilot methodology and validation

Links the project to discipline and data-type specific needs and requirements

Iteratively provide discipline-specific, and cross-disciplinary / data type-specific requirements for digital 
preservation and data quality to WP1 and WP2

Provide a support-kit to empower discipline and data type-oriented communities to adopt, extend and use the 
new digital preservation framework (WP1) and fit-for-purpose tools (WP2)

Validate and enhance the new digital preservation framework (WP1) and tools (WP2) via pilot testing



WP1 WP2
Testable outputs

Develops processes as requirements for implementation 
(WP2) and community adoption (WP3, WP4)

Existing practices for identification, selection and 
appraisal of data for digital preservation

Requirements in digital preservation processes for
re-use fitness of digital objects

Framework to identify candidates to digital preservation 
based on use, benefit and quality 

Model for re-appraisal points along data lifecycle

Delivers reference implementations and supporting tools to integrate
repositories and services into the EOSC Federation

Registry of digital preservation services and tools

Publish machine-interoperable services for curation and 
preservation actions

Identify standards and protocols for submit and exchange 
Information packages

Use case implementation and testing of services and tools



WP3 Discipline-specific Requirements,
Validation and Future Use

Links the project to discipline and data-type specific needs and requirements

Iteratively provide discipline-specific, and cross-disciplinary / data type-specific requirements for digital 
preservation and data quality to WP1 and WP2

Provide a support-kit to empower discipline and data type-oriented communities to adopt, extend and use the 
new digital preservation framework (WP1) and fit-for-purpose tools (WP2)

Validate and enhance the new digital preservation framework (WP1) and tools (WP2) via pilot testing



Discipline-oriented 
pilots
• Requirements and needs from 

disciplinary perspective

• Testing and validation

• Early adoption 

• Support kit to endorse wider 
adoption of the project results 

Climate Simulations 

Earth & Environmental Sciences 

Food Sciences

High-Energy Physics

Life Sciences and Bioinformatics 

Linguistics

Social Sciences



Discipline-oriented 
pilots

D3.2 Pilot Methodology

M3.1 User Journey Maps

• Requirements and needs from 
disciplinary perspective

• Testing and validation

• Early adoption 

• Support kit to endorse wider 
adoption of the project results 



T3.2

WP

Disciplinary 
testing 
teams

Hands off testing 
package

WP release

WP outputs

+
Supporting assets

Release

Pilot Methodology
Triggered at each WP release



T3.2

WP

Additional testing 
material (datasets, 
scenarios, UJMs)

Disciplinary 
testing 
teams

Hands off testing 
package

WP release

WP outputs

+
Supporting assets

Pilot Methodology

Release



T3.2

WP

Testing package is evaluated 
in series of tests measuring 

several parameters and 
against acceptance criteria

Additional testing 
material (datasets, 
scenarios, UJMs)

Disciplinary 
testing 
teams

Hands off testing 
package

WP release

WP outputs

+
Supporting assets

Perform testing

Pilot Methodology

Release



T3.2

WP

Testing package is evaluated 
in series of tests measuring 

several parameters and 
against acceptance criteria

Additional testing 
material (datasets, 
scenarios, UJMs)

Disciplinary 
testing 
teams

Delivers feedback on 
testing package

Delivers
(processed) 
feedback

Hands off testing 
package

WP release

WP outputs

+
Supporting assets

Feedback is 
checked and 

packaged

Perform testing

Feedback is 
evaluated and 
incorporated

Pilot Methodology

Release



T3.2

WP

Testing package is evaluated 
in series of tests measuring 

several parameters and 
against acceptance criteria

Additional testing 
material (datasets, 
scenarios, UJMs)

Disciplinary 
testing 
teams

Delivers feedback on 
testing package

Delivers
(processed) 
feedback

Hands off testing 
package

WP release

WP outputs

+
Supporting assets

Feedback is 
checked and 

packaged

Perform testing

Feedback is 
evaluated and 
incorporated

Provides 
feedback on 
methodologyProvides feedback 

on methodology

Pilot Methodology

Release



T3.2

WP

Testing package is evaluated 
in series of tests measuring 

several parameters and 
against acceptance criteria

Additional testing 
material (datasets, 
scenarios, UJMs)

Disciplinary 
testing 
teams

Delivers feedback on 
testing package

Delivers
(processed) 
feedback

Hands off testing 
package

WP release

WP outputs

+
Supporting assets

Feedback is 
checked and 

packaged

Perform testing

Feedback is 
evaluated and 
incorporated

Provides 
feedback on 
methodologyProvides feedback 

on methodology

Pilot Methodology

Release



User Journey Maps

A visualisation of the process that a user goes through to accomplish a goal

Step 1 Step 2Steps

Goals

Actions

Goal (of step) 1

Actions to achieve 
goal 1

Goal (of step) 2

Actions to achieve 
goal 2



User Journey Maps
A visualisation of the process that a user goes through in order to accomplish a goal

Step 1 Step 2Steps

Goals

Actions

Touch
points

Pain
points

Goal (of step) 1

Actions to achieve 
goal 1

Tools/Frameworks 
used during actions 

1

Frustrations in using 
touch points 2 / to 

achieve goal 2

Clearly Visualise
• Steps

• Goals

• Actions

• Touchpoints

• Frustrations experienced in the process

Goal (of step) 2

Actions to achieve 
goal 2

Tools/Frameworks 
used during actions 

2

Frustrations in using 
touch points 2 / to 

achieve goal 2
Address pain points!!



EDEN M3.1 - User Journey Maps

Motivation AppraisalSteps Preparation Deposit Access/Reuse

Policy 
definition

Candidate 
selectionSteps Community 

engagement

Dataset 
Migration

Decision 
Point

Monitoring 
& review

Deaccession

actions from repository staff and end-user sidesUJM 1 "ingest and appraisal"

UJM 2 "reappraisal and de-accession"

General UJM Discipline-specific



UJM 1 "ingest and appraisal" - User’s point of view

Awareness/
Motivation AppraisalSteps

Goals

Actions

Touch
points

Pain
points

Understand the purpose and 
requirements for LTP

• Understand requirements: funder, 
institution, publication…

• Choose service

• Policies
• Best practices
• Service registry

• Policies unclear
• Lack of guidance
• Registry incomplete/difficult to 

navigate

Preparation Deposit Access/
Reuse



UJM 1 "ingest and appraisal" - User’s point of view

Awareness/
Motivation AppraisalSteps

Goals

Actions

Touch
points

Pain
points

Purpose and 
requirements for LTP

• Understand 
requirements

• Choose service

• Policies
• Best practices
• Service registry

• Policies unclear
• Lack of guidance
• Registry 

incomplete

Preparatio
n Deposit

Access/
Reuse

Is data valuable for LTP?

• Evaluate dataset: files, metadata 
completeness, scientific value

• Evaluate value vs cost

• File integrity tools
• Metadata schemas
• Evaluation framework

• Lack of guidance
• Unclear evaluation points



UJM 1 "ingest and appraisal" - User’s point of view

Awareness/
Motivation AppraisalSteps

Goals

Actions

Touch
points

Pain
points

Purpose and 
requirements for LTP

Preparation Deposit
Access/
Reuse

Value for LTP?

• Evaluate 
dataset

• Evaluate 
value vs cost

• File integrity 
• MD schemas
• Eval. 

framework

• Lack of 
guidance

• Unclear 
evaluation 

Prepare (meta) data for upload

• Check file formats and metadata
• Prepare documentation
• Prepare dataset (eg. anonymisation)
• Check license

• Validation tools (file format, 
metadata…)

• Guidelines
• Licenses/ license selector help

• Laborious, manual process
• Time-consuming, prone to human 

error
• Licensing unclear / edge cases

• Understand 
requirements

• Choose service

• Policies
• Best practices
• Service registry

• Policies unclear
• Lack of guidance
• Registry 

incomplete



UJM 1 "ingest and appraisal" - User’s point of view

Awareness/
Motivation AppraisalSteps

Goals

Actions

Touch
points

Pain
points

Purpose and 
requirements for LTP

Preparation Deposit Access/
Reuse

Value for LTP?

• Evaluate 
dataset

• Evaluate 
value vs cost

• File integrity 
• MD schemas
• Eval. 

framework

• Lack of 
guidance

• Unclear 
evaluation 

Prepare data

• Prepare/check 
file formats, 
metadata, 
documentation

• Validation 
tools

• Guidelines

• Laborious, 
manual 
process prone 
to human 
error

• Understand 
requirements

• Choose service

• Policies
• Best practices
• Service registry

• Policies unclear
• Lack of guidance
• Registry 

incomplete

Upload dataset with full information

• Upload data
• Checksum
• Fill metadata
• Select license

• Repository web app or API
• File integrity checks
• License helptool

• Manual metadata entry
• Licenses incomplete/edge case
• Lack of automation
• Repository app is clunky



UJM 1 "ingest and appraisal" - User’s point of view

Awareness/
Motivation AppraisalSteps

Goals

Actions

Touch
points

Pain
points

Purpose and 
requirements for LTP

Preparation Deposit Access/Reuse

Value for LTP?

• Evaluate 
dataset

• Evaluate value 
vs cost

• File integrity 
• MD schemas
• Eval. 

framework

• Lack of 
guidance

• Unclear 
evaluation 

Prepare data

• Prepare/check 
file formats, 
metadata, 
documentation

• Validation tools
• Guidelines

• Laborious, 
manual 
process prone 
to human error

• Understand 
requirements

• Choose service

• Policies
• Best practices
• Service registry

• Policies unclear
• Lack of guidance
• Registry 

incomplete

Upload dataset

• Upload data
• Checksum
• Fill metadata
• Select license

• Repository 
app

• File integrity 
• License help

• Manual 
process

• edge cases
• Repository 

app is clunky

Access public dataset

• Look for and find dataset
• Download and reuse dataset

• Data discovery services 
(PIDGraphs)

• Repository app

• Dataset not findable (PIDs?)
• Not easy to download (embargo, 

AAI issues)
• MD not complete -> difficult to 

reuse (provenance etc)



UJM 1 "ingest and appraisal" - User’s point of view

Awareness/
Motivation AppraisalSteps

Goals

Actions

Touch
points

Pain
points

Purpose and 
requirements for LTP

Preparation Deposit Access/Reuse

Value for LTP?

• Evaluate dataset
• Evaluate value 

vs cost

• File integrity 
• MD schemas
• Eval. framework

• Lack of guidance
• Unclear 

evaluation 

Prepare data

• Prepare/check 
file formats, 
metadata, 
documentation

• Validation tools
• Guidelines

• Laborious, 
manual process 
prone to human 
error

• Understand 
requirements

• Choose service

• Policies
• Best practices
• Service registry

• Policies unclear
• Lack of guidance
• Registry 

incomplete

Upload dataset

• Upload data
• Checksum
• Fill metadata
• Select license

• Repository app
• File integrity 
• License help

• Manual process
• edge case
• Repository app 

is clunky

Access public dataset

• Look for and find dataset
• Download and reuse dataset

• Data discovery services 
(PIDGraphs)

• Repository app

• Dataset not findable (PIDs?)
• Not easy to download 

(embargo, AAI issues)
• MD not complete -> difficult 

to reuse (provenance etc)

✔ Clearer policies
✔ Registry of services and tools (WP2)

✔ Metrics for reuse (WP1)
✔ Guidance (WP3)

✔ Automated tools (WP2) 
✔ Support-kit (WP3)



Do not edit

How to change the design

What is a pain point you may experience 
in your “ingest and appraisalˮ journey?

Presenting with animations, GIFs or speaker notes? Enable our Chrome extension

https://www.slido.com/support/gsi/how-to-change-the-design
https://www.sli.do/features-google-slides?interaction-type=T3BlblRleHQ%3D
https://chrome.google.com/webstore/detail/slido/dhhclfjehmpacimcdknijodpjpmppkii
https://www.sli.do/features-google-slides?payload=eyJwb2xsVXVpZCI6ImRmOTExYmU5LWZiNzEtNGM5Mi1hOTY1LTdkMzU3Nzk0M2M4MiIsInByZXNlbnRhdGlvbklkIjoiMUlXckl4cjJBejRjSENtZi04bUZJZFJUYkJUcEc0ZGNsQWhlZ2VvRkpHclEiLCJzbGlkZUlkIjoiU0xJREVTX0FQSTIwNzI3MDA5NzlfMCIsInRpbWVsaW5lIjpbeyJwb2xsUXVlc3Rpb25VdWlkIjoiODc2MTA4NWUtYWI0OC00M2MwLTg1ZjYtYWQ5OTljNmYxNDE3Iiwic2hvd1Jlc3VsdHMiOnRydWV9XSwidHlwZSI6IlNsaWRvUG9sbCJ9


Next up: Q & A
Before we stop the recording: 
• Thank you to our speakers, 

Helene and Giacomo!
• Thank you to the audience for 

attending and your interaction!
• Please keep yourselves 

up-to-date on EOSC EDEN by 
using any of our communication 
channels!

eden-fidelis.eu 

linkedin.com/company/eosc-eden

@eosc-eden.bsky.social

@EOSC-EDEN

https://eden-fidelis.eu/#newsletter

github.com/EOSC-EDEN

EOSC EDEN Zenodo Community

#EOSCEDEN

https://bsky.app/profile/eosc-eden.bsky.social
https://www.linkedin.com/company/eosc-eden/
https://www.youtube.com/@EOSC-EDEN
https://eden-fidelis.eu/
https://www.linkedin.com/company/eosc-eden/
https://bsky.app/profile/eosc-eden.bsky.social
https://www.youtube.com/@EOSC-EDEN
https://eden-fidelis.eu/#newsletter
https://github.com/EOSC-EDEN
https://zenodo.org/communities/eosceden/records?q=&l=list&p=1&s=10&sort=newest
https://eden-fidelis.eu/


Reminder: Meeting our audience

Please answer our two 
questions in this poll! 

Illustration: mostphotos.com

https://nettskjema.no/a/590045 

https://nettskjema.no/a/590045


Q & A



Wrapping up
• Presented and discussed ongoing work within EOSC EDEN on 

the identification of requirements and needs for long-term 
data preservation.

• Our focus has been on user perspectives, i.e. requirements, 
needs, and paint points from a discipline and data type point of 
view.

• Thank you for your feedback and interaction! We'd be happy to 
get you involved in EOSC EDEN beyond this webinar. How? 
See our contact information on the next slide.



Thank you!

eden-fidelis.eu 

linkedin.com/company/eosc-eden

@eosc-eden.bsky.social

@EOSC-EDEN

https://eden-fidelis.eu/#newsletter

github.com/EOSC-EDEN

EOSC EDEN Zenodo Community

#EOSCEDEN

https://bsky.app/profile/eosc-eden.bsky.social
https://www.linkedin.com/company/eosc-eden/
https://www.youtube.com/@EOSC-EDEN
https://eden-fidelis.eu/
https://www.linkedin.com/company/eosc-eden/
https://bsky.app/profile/eosc-eden.bsky.social
https://www.youtube.com/@EOSC-EDEN
https://eden-fidelis.eu/#newsletter
https://github.com/EOSC-EDEN
https://zenodo.org/communities/eosceden/records?q=&l=list&p=1&s=10&sort=newest
https://eden-fidelis.eu/
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