PAGE  
1

Group B Beta phase Feedback

Team 1, Subgroup A

JW, Melissa Eleftherion Carr, AP

February 24, 2010

Group B Beta phase Feedback

After attempting to enter records into the Team 1 Subgroup B database structure, we found the data structure was almost able to accommodate objects not found in their initial small prototype collection. There was only one field that prohibited us from saving an accurate file. Considering this field and a few other minor problems, the data structure was compatible to our records and easy to use.

The ‘Historical Style’ field caused the only major difficulty in adding records to the database structure. This field did not have an option for ‘other’ or ‘unknown’. The absence of this option made it impossible to save a file correctly. While the validation list did have some compatible options such as ‘combat’ and ‘hiking’ we were forced to choose one of the time periods (i.e. 1980’s) that accompanied it. Although it was probably unintentional, we couldn't save the file without choosing one of these inappropriate options. This problem could easily be corrected by indexing an ‘other’ option into the validation list. Also the validation list was capitalized. Most of the other lists were not. This doesn’t affect the query, but maybe the text should be consistent in the rules.

The ‘Trends’ validation list worked well. It contained some options similar to our ‘Style’ field. The purpose of this field was not compatible to our records, but the ‘other’ option was available from the validation list. 

The ‘Gender’ field was not controlled. There was no validation list. Anything could be entered here. According to the rules, a requirement was made for specific language like ‘male boots’ or ‘female boots’. We could enter ‘men’ or ‘female’ if we wanted to. It would be better to use a validation list here.

The ‘Climate’ field could accommodate our records. Our objects could match this category in some ways. Also the validation list had an ‘other’ option in case there wasn’t an exact match. Maybe an ‘all-weather’ option would be good here. 

The ‘Heel Height’ and ‘Shaft Height’ would not really accommodate our records. These are not fields relevant to our collection. These fields had no validation list. So entering ‘unknown’ or ‘other’ was easy.  The only problem was the rules state the indexer should enter ‘numbers with a inches after it’, but the rules state for example, ‘ankle boots: 3”-8”’ and ‘flat heel: 0-1”’. The data type for this field is ‘number’. It’s not clear whether only the number should be entered and the text is just an example or whether the whole phrase should be entered.

‘Heel Type’: this index type might be better as just ‘word’ or just ‘index’ since all the options in the validation list are single words. This validation list was very compatible to our records. 

‘Fabric’: The rules for this field list an ‘other’ in the validation list, but it was mistakenly left out of the list in the data structure. Because this list had some options similar to our records we could complete this field. In other cases we wouldn’t be able to.

‘Texture’: The rules state this field contains a validation list, but it was mistakenly left out of the database structure. We could enter appropriate information here because there was no controlled vocabulary.

‘Size’: This field could not really accommodate our records. This was not a field relevant to our collection. This field had no validation list. So entering ‘unknown’ or ‘other’ was easy.  The only problem was the rules state the indexer should enter ‘number with a word size in front of it. The data type for this field is ‘number’, but the rules state text must be entered. Other than this the rules are clear about the correct way to enter the size. 

‘Color’: The field had a validation list with an ‘other’ option. Here the validation list was also capitalized. Maybe a few more colors should be added to this list. The limited options made filling out this field difficult. Also what about shades of color or hyphenated colors? Using a word index type would make that possible.    

‘Brand’: With no validation list we could enter a compatible brand. Having this field word indexed will make it easier to find a particular brand. The only problem is that the rules aren’t specific about how the indexer should enter the brand name. Without a validation list if we enter ‘Timberland’ into a record a query ‘Timberland boots’ would not show up. 

‘Boot style’: This field had a validation list compatible with our records. The ‘other’ option made it easier.

This database structure was well put together. With a few simple input errors corrected it will function very well. 

