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Best practices for research 
software registries & 

repositories*

! Provide a public scope statement
! Provide guidance for users
! Provide guidance to software 

contributors
! Establish an authorship policy
! Share your metadata schema
! Stipulate conditions of use
! State a privacy policy
! Provide a retention policy
! Disclose your end-of-life policy

Please join us!
Become a member!
Participate in our spring symposium! 
We seek diverse voices to reflect and 
focus on a long term vision and 
aspirations for research software.

SciCodes Consortium
(https://scicodes.net/)

Consortium of scientific software registries and 
repositories
37 members across disciplines including 
biological, medical, mathematical and physical 
sciences and engineering registries

Member locations

Goals
Enable searching across multiple software 
registries
Improve software curation & discoverability
Strengthen our resources through 
implementation of identified best practices
Increase interoperability of research software 
metadata using the CodeMeta standard

United States
Ann Arbor, MI
Boston, MA
Boulder, CO
Davis, CA
Houghton, MI
Livermore, CA
New Haven, CT

Oak Ridge, TN
Pasadena, CA
Phoenix, AZ
San Diego, CA
Stanford, CA
Washington, DC
Worcester, MA

AU, Brisbane
CH, Geneva
DE, Erlangen
DE, Wuppertal
ES, Madrid

FR, Paris
NE, Amsterdam
UK, Cambridge
UK, Manchester
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Implementing best practices

In 2021 and again in 2024, 14 SciCodes
members assessed their resources’ compliance 
with the best practices on an average scale 
from 0 (practice not implemented) to 4 
(practice implemented and meets all 
recommended guidance). 
Overall, we see improvements in adoption.
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