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EOSC-Nordic WP4: FAIR data



FAIR assessments of  
all datasets using fully  
machine-actionable  

metadata

Measuring FAIR uptake

Collected ~100  
research data  
repositories 

 in the Nordic+Baltic

24% of repos do  
NOT provide  

PIDs or GUIDs  
(identifiers)

Average  
FAIR score 24%,  

higher for  
mature / certified  

repositories



Expose the 
results to repos/
communities, so 
that they can 
use the 
feedback from 
the tool as a 
guideline to 
improve their 
FAIRness
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Community  
workshops  

held with >300  
attendees in total

Supporting FAIR uptake

Offered community  
recommendations  

based on  
results

Prepared results 
and shared with 
 the community

Directly gauge 
 uptake by repositories  

by measuring their  
FAIR score



N=10 approximation test



98 repositories (75 evaluated)

Evaluation  
not 

possible
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(Datacite metadata)



98 repositories (75 evaluated)
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FAIR score evolution
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Certification status of  
repositories

Additional activities

Measured  
FAIR maturity

Result  
dissemination  

and stakeholder  
liaising

Test proposed  
FAIR certification 

scheme (by 
FAIRsFAIR)

Conducted  
interviews on  
policies FAIR  

incentives

Certific
ation + 
FAIR

FAIR 
incentives 

study

Aim to bring 
stakeholders inline 

with OS



WP4 highlights
• Surveyed 98 data repositories in the Nordic and Baltic region and collected 877 datasets from 75 

repos


• Developed a streamlined pipeline for executing FAIR assessments (using F-UJI tool) of these 
datasets on a monthly basis – a fully machine-actionable evaluation process


• NOTE: 24% of the sample cannot be evaluated due to lack of GUIDs/PIDs


• The average score of the 75 evaluated repositories is 0.244 ± 0.007


• Repositories running on mature platforms score an average of 0.43±0.02, while repositories that 
are certified score an average of 0.30±0.03. There is no detectable score difference between 
generic and domain specific repositories


• Providing support to selected repositories on i) CoreTrustSeal certification or self-assessment and 
ii) FAIRification of datasets and repositories guidance


• FAIR is still poorly supported in the communities / repositories (currently 1/3 of the datasets do not 
pass any test, while 2/3 score less than 33%). We hope to detect and quantify a steady rise in the 
average FAIR score.



The End


