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Open science movement
● In recent years, growing institutional incentives for the 

development of open science, particularly the opening of 
research data, have been strengthened in many countries 
(Horton and Katsanidou, 2018)

● New data repositories have been created to answer to this 
incentives

● Self-deposit practices not studied enough



Self-deposit practices, an emerging trend

● Very few studies tackled this subject head-on
● How are curation practices actually carried out?
● What are the various costs involved?
● What types of guidelines are provided to depositors?
● How are the archive's recommendations and 

instructions followed by depositors?
● To what extent is the data re-use potential taken into 

account when it comes to self-deposit?



Research method
● Research based on 20 interviews (an in-depth 

questionnaire and/or guided interviews conducted 
remotely) conducted between 2021 and 2022, with 
CESSDA archives or SSH repositories referenced 
by the Dataverse network

● In the case of some of the repositories, we sent 
them a second round of questions after the initial 
interview/questionnaire to clarify certain questions



Theoretical sampling
The idea was not to have a representative sample in the statistical sense 
of the term of the various categories of existing repositories, but to have a 
sample as diverse as possible of existing cases/situations.



Interview questions

● Context in which the repository was created
● Technical, legal and practical aspects
● Deposit procedures & the challenges

encountered by depositors and data curators 
themselves

● Data reuse potential
● Past and future developments of the infrastructure



Repositories typology 

● Data centres, with a national or international focus : AUSSDA, DANS, 
DataverseNO, Datice, DRYAD, FORS, FSD, GESIS, IQDA, 

● Institutional repositories at first, whose area of action is now national: 
QDR, UNC DV

● Library & research institutions networks (Johnston et al., 2017; 
Johnston et al., 2018), such as Boréalis

● Institutional repositories (Tillman, 2017; Lee, Stvilia, 2017): Edinburgh 
DataShare, the French CIRAD, INRAE, IRD

● Entities that act as or are backed up by national state archives : 
SOHDA, RIGSARKIVET



Social sciences & humanities or beyond

● Data centres tend to specialise in the social sciences (GESIS, FSD, UNC DV, 
QDR, etc.), and even extend their scope to the humanities (AUSSDA, FORS,
IQDA, etc.)

● Others, however, are open to all kinds of disciplines beyond the social 
sciences, such as DANS or DRYAD. 

● Institutional repositories tend to cover a wider range of disciplines -
those of their institution - whether STM (science, technology, medicine) or 
STEM (science, technology, engineering, and mathematics), as is the case 
with Boréalis, IRD, CIRAD, INRAE, DataverseNO, Edinburgh DataShare

● Repositories linked to national archives (SOHDA, RIGSARKIVET) are more 
in the SSH niche, although other disciplines may be covered from time to 
time. 



What are the general tendencies when it 
comes to self-deposit practices? 



Preliminary conclusions (1) 

● Very few data centres or repositories offer a “genuine” self-deposit service

● The most commonly adopted solution is to offer a support service with a relatively high 
level of intervention by data curators

● Qualitative data deposits, particularly ethnographic surveys, is rare, and most of 
the datasets deposited come from questionnaire surveys 

● Recommendations and guidelines are not standardised: 
○ some repositories propose very elaborate guidelines
○ others only propose very concise/straightforward deposit  forms and guidelines, 

often relying on the expertise accumulated by the data curators that assist 
depositors



Preliminary conclusions (2)

● For the vast majority of the centres and repositories surveyed, there 
is a (significant) difficulty in achieving a high level of 
standardisation in self deposit/curation practices

● A human intervention is often required to perform a quality 
check of the deposit,  in particular to check the quality of metadata 
and anonymisation aspects - without which datasets cannot be FAIR

● In rare cases, self-deposits stick to metadata publication, as the 
depositor has no intention to publish data (especially true in France, 
in the case of new repositories)



How about data reuse?
● Most of the data processing is carried out with 

users in mind (Thomer et al., 2022)
● Integration of user needs into curation practices 

needs improvement, but there are not enough 
studies are carried out to collect user feedback, 
which is paradoxical 



What strategy to adopt for quality checks?

● Set of formal self-deposit rules: opening self-
deposit only to partner research institutions and 
offering training before the actual self-deposit

● Developing an expert or non expert 
correspondents network in every partner 
institution (data ambassadors) 

● Post-deposit control performed by data managers 



What strategy to adopt in the future?

● Empirical examination of curators' work also shows what all curation 
professionals know: there is often a gap between what is planned 
in terms of curation, and what is actually done in practice

● Data curation and documentation activities are interdependent, 
and operate in a circular way (Perry, Netscher, 2022)

● Flexible process of curation and documentation and flexible 
guidelines for self-deposit? Or other strategies like a fee-based 
data curation or training service? 



Share your repository’s self-deposit practices 
with us!

Data professionals invite researchers to give access to 
their research data and research work in general. This 
invitation can also be made to data professionals 
themselves! (Plantin, 2019).



Get in touch!

alina.danciu@sciencespo.fr
guillaume.garcia@sciencespo.fr
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