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ABSTRACT

The metadata involved in integrating code, data, configuration, and
feedback into predictive models is varied and complex. This com-
plexity is further compounded by the agile development practices
favored by data scientists and machine learning engineers. These
practices emphasize high experimentation velocity and frequent
deployments, which can make it challenging to keep track of all
the relevant metadata [5, 12]. The iterative nature of agile meth-
ods means that models, datasets, and configurations are constantly
evolving. Each experiment might involve tweaks to the data pre-
processing steps, changes in model hyperparameters, or updates to
the deployment environment. The need for rapid iteration can lead
to shortcuts or oversights in documentation and metadata manage-
ment. Effective metadata management requires robust yet flexible
tools and practices that can integrate and organize this informa-
tion without slowing down the development process. Traditional
context management often emphasizes a “metadata first” approach,
which can introduce significant friction for developers. FlorDB
reduces this friction through multiversion hindsight logging and
incremental context maintenance, allowing developers to add and
refine metadata after the fact [3]. This “metadata later” approach
enables a more flexible and incremental development process, al-
lowing data scientists to focus on model creation and refinement
without the burden of documentation upfront. As shown in a demo,
FlorDB can be used to build AI/ML applications with integrated
train-infer pipelines and managed feedback loops. Ultimately, the
goal of FlorDB is to ensure that critical metadata is maintained
accurately and efficiently, even in fast-paced agile workflows.

1 INTRODUCTION

In the rapidly evolving field of Artificial Intelligence (AI) and Ma-
chine Learning (ML), the management of metadata has emerged
as an enduring challenge [5, 11]. As machine learning models and
their applications become increasingly integral to business and
technology, the need for accurate and comprehensive metadata
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management has never been more critical. However, this require-
ment presents numerous difficulties, primarily due to the highly
diverse mix of systems and artifacts involved in MLOps. Compound-
ing this complexity is the necessity for robust feedback loops that
span organizational boundaries—such as those between design and
deployment teams—and extend over time.

1.1 A Crisis of Metadata Management

One persistent challenge is balancing agility with the rigor of up-
front documentation or “metadata first” approaches. While detailed
documentation and metadata are essential for reproducibility, de-
bugging, and collaboration, insisting on comprehensive metadata
from the start can hinder the agility and speed that are often crucial
in early development stages. This balance is critical in enabling
teams to innovate rapidly while ensuring long-term project main-
tainability and scalability.

At the heart of this crisis lies an enduring open problem: the
tradeoff between discipline and agility. This dilemma is evident in
various contexts, such as the dichotomy between schema-first and
NoSQL databases, and the contrast between data warehouses and
lakehouses. Schema-first approaches offer discipline and structure
but lack the flexibility needed for rapidly evolving requirements.
Conversely, NoSQL databases provide the necessary agility but can
lead to inconsistency and disarray in metadata management.

To address this, two core goals can be established:

(1) Goal 1. Agile Development Loop: Metadata capture should
be gradually incorporated into the agile workflows of data
scientists and MLEs without interference. For data scientists,
it should fit naturally into their open-source development
environment, including tools like Python, Jupyter, and Git.
For MLEs, it should leverage standard tools for workflow
management and scalability, such as relational databases and
CI/CD pipelines, without requiring lock-in on yet another
service for metadata management.

Goal 2. Metadata on Demand: Metadata generation, like
other features, should be able to evolve incrementally, im-
proving organically with project needs. Ideally we want a
“metadata later” approach that easily back-propagates meta-
data discipline into earlier versions of the project — at just
the time developers regret not having it.
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1.2 Goals and Contributions

The scope of FlorDB! has been significantly expanded to encom-
pass the entire ML lifecycle, covering complete pipelines and their
regular execution, rather than just individual tasks. These exten-
sions apply to mechanisms managed by the FlorDB AP], initially
designed for multiversion hindsight logging but now adapted to
include incremental context maintenance over workflows. Despite
these extensions, FlorDB maintains API stability and backward
compatibility with multiversion hindsight logging.
Key goals and contributions include:

(1) Incremental Context Maintenance for Agile DevOps:
Our system allows developers to log and analyze metadata
in a standard, open, low-friction manner. Metadata can be
captured naturally through log statements as part of the de-
velopment workflow, without imposing significant overhead.
Subsequently, these log statements can be read back directly
as tabular data using a standard Python dataframe library,
Pandas, without any need for data wrangling.

(2) Multiversion Hindsight Logging for “Metadata on De-
mand”: Backward-compatibility maintains FlorDB support
for multiversion hindsight logging [3]. Our multiversion
hindsight logging mechanism eliminates the need for “meta-
data first”. Developers can add or refine metadata post-hoc,
on demand. This “metadata later” approach ensures that
developers can focus on development and rapid iteration
while still maintaining the benefits of structured metadata
management.

Last, the open, standard approach of FlorDB simplifies and im-
proves the abstraction of metadata, incorporating features from
various bespoke ML metadata systems such as feature stores, model
registries, and labeling systems into a unified and robust framework.
We demonstrate this through a document intelligence use-case,
highlighting the importance of context in streamlining develop-
ment cycles and improving operational efficiency.

2 MULTIVERSION HINDSIGHT LOGGING

This section provides background on Flor and FlorDB, highlighting
their evolution and key features in managing the machine learning
lifecycle. Flor, originally designed as a record-replay system for
model training [4], offers two main features: i) low-overhead adap-
tive checkpointing, minimizing computational resources during
model training, and ii) low-latency replay from checkpoints, lever-
aging memoization and parallelism speed ups. Flor record-replay
added support for hindsight logging, allowing for post-hoc and
on-demand querying of effectively unbounded context.

FlorDB extends Flor’s capabilities by integrating automatic ver-
sion control, adding a relational data model for querying logs, and
cross-version logging statement propagation for multiversion hind-
sight logging [3]. Its relational model, accessible via flor.dataframe,
maps individual logging statements into columns in a pivoted view.
This approach facilitates easy tracking of changes over time. In this
paper, we further extend FlorDB to support dataflow pipelines and
manage feedback loops. This extension provides a seamless frame-
work for defining and executing complex, evolving ML pipelines.

https://github.com/ucbrise/flor
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2.1 Metadata on Demand

One of the key advantages of Multiversion Hindsight Logging is
its support for metadata on demand, offering significant flexibility
in capturing and utilizing metadata. This approach allows for the
generation and refinement of metadata as needed, rather than ne-
cessitating comprehensive documentation upfront. This flexibility
is especially valuable in agile environments, where rapid iteration
and frequent changes are common.

In traditional systems, metadata must often be defined and cap-
tured early in the project lifecycle. However, in practice, data scien-
tists and MLEs frequently refine their processes, models, and tools
based on new insights and evolving project requirements. Multiver-
sion Hindsight Logging accommodates these changes by enabling
the capture of metadata at any stage of the project’s lifecycle. The
ability to log and query metadata retrospectively means that devel-
opers can revisit and refine metadata after the initial development
phases. This is particularly useful for capturing metadata that may
have been overlooked or considered unnecessary in the early stages.
As the project matures and the need for detailed documentation
increases, developers can retroactively add and refine metadata.

FlorDB’s approach to metadata on demand provides a flexible
and efficient solution to the challenges of metadata management
in agile ML development. It balances the need for rapid iteration
with the benefits of thorough documentation and metadata capture,
ensuring that critical metadata is both available when needed and
manageable over time. The changes and extensions presented in this
paper are fully backward-compatible with FlorDB’s multiversion
hindsight logging capabilities, extending metadata on demand to
entire ML pipelines, not just individual training scripts.

2.2 FlorDB Extended API

FlorDB’s API captures metadata about the executing file, eliminat-
ing the need to restate dataflow dependencies; the Makefile suffices.
By profiling runtime metadata, including the executed file’s name,
FlorDB remains agnostic to the workflow or dataflow management
system, functioning seamlessly whether called by Make or Airflow
(or others) without requiring refactoring.

The Flor API, as presented in Garcia et al. (2023) [3], includes:

flor.log(name: str, value: T) -> T: Logs a value with a
specified name, constructing a record with projid, tstamp,
filename, and nesting dimensions defined by flor.loop.

e flor.arg(name: str, default: T) -> T:Readscommand-line
values or uses defaults, retrieving historical values during
replay.

e flor.loop(name:str, vals:Iterable[T]) -> Iterable[T]:

A Python generator maintaining global state between itera-

tions, useful for addressing flor.log records and coordinat-

ing checkpoints.

flor.checkpointing(kwargs: Dict) -> ContextManager:

A context manager defining objects for adaptive checkpoint-

ing at flor.loop iteration boundaries.

e flor.dataframe(*args) -> pd.DataFrame: Produces a Pandas

DataFrame of log information, with columns correspond-

ing to each argument in *args plus dimension columns like

projid, tstamp, filename.


https://github.com/ucbrise/flor
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ts2vid m
git
projid: text —
ts_start: datetime | |l vid: text
ts_end: datetime | I filename: text
vid: text parent_vid:  text
root_target text contents: text

oge loops
-~ ot projid: text
. tstamp: datetime
tstamp: datetime > :
Flename: text 1l filename: text
an : It ctx_id integer
ctx_id: integer . .
2o name:  toxt parent_ctx_id:  integer
e toxt loop_name: text
g by loop_iteration:  integer
value_type: integer iteration_value:  text
obj_store build_deps
projid: text vid: text
tstamp: datetime target:  text
filename: text deps: text[]
ctx_id: integer cmds:  text[]
value_name: text cached:  bool
contents: blob

Figure 1: Extended FlorDB data model in Crow’s Foot nota-
tion. Basic tables denoted in white; virtual tables in gray.

To support user interactions in long-running web applications,
such as “Save & Close” buttons, FlorDB is further extended with
the following API call:

e flor.commit() -> None: Anapplication-level transaction com-
mit marker supporting visibility control for long-running
processes. It writes a log file, commits changes to git, and in-
crements the tstamp. This method is automatically invoked
(via atexit) at the end of a Python execution.

3 INCREMENTAL CONTEXT MAINTENANCE

The ML lifecycle is characterized by numerous fast-changing com-
ponents, where it is easy to lose track of essential metadata — what
we term context. Context represents a comprehensive framework
that captures the nature, origins, evolution, and functional signif-
icance of data and digital artifacts within an organization. It is
metadata broadly conceived, extending beyond traditional database
metadata to encompass the full spectrum of information necessary
for understanding and managing projects.

Our conceptualization of context is drawn from the work of
Hellerstein et al. (2017) [8], who proposed it as an extension of tra-
ditional database metadata. They introduced the “ABCs of Context”
mnemonic, which we find particularly useful for understanding and
navigating the complex landscape of ML metadata. This framework
provides a structured approach to capturing and managing the rich
tapestry of information that underpins real-world ML applications.

3.1 Contextualized Logging

“Application Context” represents core information describing what
raw data an application processes and interprets [8]. This encom-
passes all information that could be logged, such as the values of ar-
bitrary expressions at runtime, which FlorDB can capture post-hoc

1
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for doc_name in flor.loop( , os.listdir(...)):

N = get_num_pages(doc_name)
for page in flor.loop( , range(N)):
# text_src is "OCR" or "TXT"
text_src, page_text = read_page(doc_name, page)
flor.log( , text_src)
flor.log( , page_text)

# Run some featurization

headings, page_numbers = analyze_text(page_text)
flor.log( , headings)
flor.log( , page_numbers)

In [11: import flor

flor.datafrane("headings”, “page_numbers", "text_src", “page_text")

et page headings page_numbers  text_src

4 [INCOMPLAINT AND PRAYER FOR JURY o
TRAL

2 [ n23a

3 ['COUNT TWO FALSE ARRESTIY m

[CRRT)

1.3.20,21,28)

Figure 2: Data featurization with FlorDB

with multiversion hindsight logging (Section 2) and manages using
a unified AP, providing a system that supports flexible, NoSQL-like
data writes and powerful, SQL-like data reads.

FlorDB provides a straightforward interface for logging via
flor.log(name, value) statements, ensuring that each log entry is
accompanied by crucial metadata such asprojid, tstamp, filename,
and ctx_id. This metadata is captured at the time of import and
embedded within every log entry, enabling unambiguous identi-
fication of the log’s origin and context. The ctx_id is generated
during the initialization of flor.loop and indicates the specific loop
context a log entry belongs to, providing visibility into nested op-
erations and possible cross-iteration dependencies (see logs and
loops in Figure 1).

In Figure 2, we give an example of how FlorDB’s logging mech-
anism captures data features during a document analysis process.
The example illustrates how multiple documents are processed,
each consisting of several pages. This example shows how FlorDB
efficiently captures a wide range of metadata without requiring a
predefined schema. The resulting data, including the logs of head-
ings, page numbers, text sources, and page texts, is then accessible
through the flor.dataframe. As shown in the bottom part of Fig-
ure 2, the dataframe presents this metadata in a structured layout,
allowing users to query and analyze the data more efficiently [7].

3.2 Managing Dataflow and Feedback Loops

As we have discussed throughout this paper, context is something
you log, and it’s best when it can be logged post-hoc and on demand.
But also, and more importantly, context is something you build
and maintain. “Build Context” is information about how data is
created and used: e.g., dependency management for distribution
and building across different machines and by different people;
provenance and lineage; routes, pathways, or branches in pipelines;
and flow of control and data. “Change Context” is information
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In [1]: import flor

1 # Makefile flor.utils. latest(flor.dataframe("acc", "recall"))
2 Out[1]:
epochs epochs_value projid tstamp filename ace recall
3 rep: “ " % . i
prep dataframe(“acc”, “recall”) dataframe(“color”) B 1 0 pdfparser 2024-05-08 10:52:06 rainpy 0.936170220375061 00
1 python prep.py a1 2 1 pdf parser 2024-05-0810:5200  trainpy  0.936170220375061 00
“ ” 2 3 2 pdf parser 2024-05-0810:52:00  rainpy  0.936170220375061 00
5 log(“color”, c) . log(“color”, c)
I 3 pdfparser 2024-05-08 1055208  frainpy  0.936170220375081 00
6 infer: prep u s 4 pof parser 20240508 105203 gy 0S36T70220375061 00
. : s 6 5 pdfparser 2024-05-08 10:520 rainpy  0.978723406701687 0.6066666666666660
7 python infer.py petou »
% 7 © pdfparser 2024-05-08 105203 trainpy  0.9787Z3406791687 10
8 37 8 7 pdf_parser 2024-05-08 10:52:03 trainpy 0.957446813583374 10
N dataframe(“color”
o run: infer ( ) w o § poarser 2024.05.08 105208 rainpy  0.957448813565574 10
flask r log(“loss”, loss) % 10 9 pdif parser 2024-05-08 105203 trainpy 0.957446813563374 0.6666666666666666
10 n CERt
as u log(“acc”, acc) w 10 pf parser 2024-05-08 105203 trainpy  0.936170220375061 10
log(“recall”, re)
11 a2 1 pdfparser 20240508 105203 trainpy  0936170220375061 0.333333333333333
. P 2 B 12 pof parser 2024-05-08 105203 trainpy  0936170220375061 033333939333
12 train: prep i
. a1 13 pdf_parser 2024-05-08 105203  trainpy 0.8036170339664351 0.3333633333333333
13 python train.py “w s 14l parr 2024.0508 105200 gy 0890BITORGBSBISST 03BN

Figure 3: ML Pipeline with Feedback: Makefile, Dataflow Diagram, and Flor Dataframe.

In [1]: import flor

flor.dataframe("first_page", "page_color")

projid tstamp filename document_value page first_page page_color
pdf_parser 2024-04-1109:38:23 label_by_hand.py ~6-Complaint__Judgment 1 1 NaN
pdf_parser 2024-04-1109:38:23 label_by_hand.py ~6-Complaint__Judgment 2 o
pdf_parser 2024-04-1109:38:23 label_by_hand.py ~6-Complaint__Judgment 3 0 NaN
pdf_parser 2024-04-1109:38:23 label_by_hand.py ~6-Complaint__Judgment 4 [

5 0

pdf_parser 2024-04-1109:38:23  label_by_hand.py ~6-Complaint_Judgment

» w N o

245 pdf_parser 2024-04-1109: flask  6-Complaint__Judgment 12 NaN
246  pdf_parser 2024-04-1109: flask  6-Complaint_Judgment 13 NaN
247 pdf_parser 2024-04-1109:38:25 flask  6-Complaint__Judgment 14 NaN
248 pdf_parser 2024-04-1109:38:25 flask  6-Complaint__Judgment 15 NaN
249 pdf_parser 2024-04-1109:38:25 flask  6-Complaint__Judgment 16 NaN

NN s N o

250 rows x 7 columns

labeled_data = flor.dataframe( s )

hidden_size = flor.arg( , default=500)
num_epochs = flor.arg( , 5)

batch_size = flor.arg( , 32)
learning_rate = flor.arg( , le-3)

seed = flor.arg( , randint (@, 1e10))

with flor.checkpointing(model=net, optimizer=optimizer):
for epoch in flor.loop( , range(num_epochs)):
for data in flor.loop( , trainloader):
inputs, labels = data
optimizer.zero_grad()
outputs = net(inputs)
loss = criterion(outputs,
loss.backward()
flor.log( )
optimizer.step()
acc, recall = eval(net,
flor.log( , acc)
flor.log( , recall)

labels)
loss.item())

testloader)

Figure 4: Training on labeled data managed by FlorDB

about the version history of data, code, configuration parameters,
checkpoints, and associated information, including changes over
time to both structure and content [8]. Build and Change Context
is what allows us to answer important development questions such
as the following: Where did you define this data? Where do you
transform it? Who was the last person to change this? Where should
I make changes to add another transformation or filter? And so on.

Currently, these questions are often answered through face-to-
face interactions or via communication tools like Slack or email [12].
However, this approach has several limitations, primarily: i) fric-
tion, inefficiency and possible delays, as it relies on the availability

and memory of colleagues, and ii) lack of scalability, especially as
teams change or projects evolve. Alternatively, developers may try
to anticipate frequently asked questions (FAQs) and maintain com-
prehensive READMEs, documentation, wikis, or forums. However,
as previously noted, this level of discipline and methodology can
conflict with the high rate of iteration and agility typical in MLOps
environments.

FlorDB addresses these challenges by managing context effec-
tively. When a colleague has questions about the project, they can
simply invoke a flor.dataframe with the desired data (originating
from flor.log(name, value)). This dataframe automatically gath-
ers the requisite context alongside the queried data. In essence,
FlorDB is a step towards making work self-documenting, a direct
consequence of effective context management. By logging with
FlorDB, the MLE can build an ML pipeline, and by building that
pipeline, a user or colleague can navigate versions, answer ques-
tions about provenance or dataflow, identify the files and lines
where data is entered and transformed, and so on.

Figure 3 illustrates an ML pipeline for a document intelligence
application with feedback loops defined in a Makefile. The pipeline
consists of three main components:

(1) infer: Uses flor.dataframe( , ) to select the
model checkpoint with the highest recall (or a fallback model
if no checkpoint exists). The corresponding dataframe queried
by infer is shown on the right.

(2) run: Launches a Flask web application to display model pre-

dictions, overlaying a color layer (denoting polarity) over

each page for human review. Upon confirmation, Flask logs
the final color of each page, incorporating feedback into the
cycle.

train: Utilizes the human-reviewed data (feedback) to fine-

tune the model and improve its performance for future rounds

of document analysis (Figure 4).

—
SY)
=

This process is iterative, alternating between calls to make run
and make train. Throughout this cycle, flor.log(name, value)
manages writes, while flor.dataframe(*args) handles reads, en-
suring efficient data flow and context management.

4 PDF PARSER DEMO

This section gives an overview of the PDF Parser Demo, a practical
application of FlorDB in document intelligence. We use FlorDB
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process_pdfs: $(PDFS) pdf_demux.py
@echo "Processing PDF files..."
@python pdf_demux.py
@touch process_pdfs

featurize: process_pdfs featurize.py
@echo "Featurizing Data..."
@python featurize.py
@touch featurize

train: featurize hand_label train.py
@echo "Training..."
@python train.py

model.pth: train export_ckpt.py
@echo "Generating model..."
@python export_ckpt.py

infer: model.pth infer.py
@echo "Inferencing...'
@python infer.py
@touch infer

"

hand_label: label_by_hand.py
@echo "Labeling by hand"
@python label_by_hand.py
@touch hand_label

run: featurize infer
@echo "Starting Flask..."
@flask run

Figure 5: Screenshot of the PDF Parser (left) and its respective Makefile (right).

to manage context and dataflow, and demonstrate how it can be
effectively used to implement and manage a real-world AI/ML appli-
cations with ML pipelines of moderate complexity. The PDF Parser?
is a Flask-based web application designed for efficient PDF docu-
ment processing, including tasks like splitting PDFs, extracting text,
and preparing data for analysis using natural language processing
(NLP) techniques. Users interact with the parser through a simple
web interface, as shown in Figure 5 (left). This interface allows
users to navigate PDF documents and select the desired processing
options. Beyond demonstrating the practical value of a context-rich
approach, we hope it will serve as a reference implementation for
those looking to get started with FlorDB.

4.1 PDF Extraction & Text Featurization

Once the PDF is converted into text and image formats, ensuring
there is one document per page, the process of featurization begins
(Figure 2). This process typically involves text extraction, feature
engineering, and vectorization. This featurization process is es-
sential for transforming raw PDF data into a structured form that
is amenable to analysis and machine learning applications. The
described methodology focuses on maximizing the information ex-
tracted from each page, ensuring that both textual and visual data
contribute to the inferences made on the document. Takeaway:
When used in featurization contexts (Figure 2), FlorDB can morph
into a feature store.

Zhttps://github.com/ucbepic/pdf_parser

4.2 Inference Pipeline

The inference pipeline automates the processing and analysis of
images organized into document-specific folders. The inference
pipeline queries FlorDB to select a model checkpoint, and uses it to
systematically processes each document’s pages and images. For
each image, it loads the image file, applies standard pre-processing
steps such as resizing and normalization, and converts it into a
format suitable for input to the pre-trained model. The pre-trained
model is chosen based on user-defined validation metrics. The
model then makes predictions on the images, logging the final in-
ferences. Takeaway: When used in inference pipelines, FlorDB can
morph into a model registry (dataframe in Figure 3) for checkpoint
selection.

4.3 Training Pipeline

The training pipeline encapsulates a typical machine learning work-
flow, tailored for classifying images extracted from PDF pages (Fig-
ure 4). This pipeline performs a load of training data (line 1 in
Figure 4, managed by FlorDB), and data preparation. A model ar-
chitecture is defined, and the model is trained over a number of
epochs. Performance is monitored by flor logging, and context is
managed and tracked using FlorDB. Takeaway: When used in
training pipelines, FlorDB can morph into a training data store (line
1 in Figure 4), and a model repository (lines 3-21 in Figure 4).
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5 DISCUSSION

This section discusses design features of FlorDB in the context of
modern MLOps principles and best practices. We examine how
FlorDB embodies the 3Vs of MLOps [12] and discuss its design
inspiration from the Ground data context service [8].

We assess FlorDB through the lens of the 3Vs of MLOps [12]:

o Velocity: FlorDB enhances the speed of ML model develop-
ment, testing, and deployment by streamlining the integra-
tion of new data and models, enabling rapid iteration and
adaptation.

e Visibility: The system’s comprehensive logging and moni-
toring capabilities increase ML lifecycle transparency, facili-
tating debugging, optimization, and understanding of model
behavior across different phases.

e Versioning: FlorDB leverages version control for managing
data, models, and code changes, supporting detailed tracking
and allowing teams to understand model evolution over time.

6 RELATED WORK

Managing the lifecycle of ML models and associated data is crucial
for efficient, reproducible workflows. FlorDB builds upon existing
systems, offering comprehensive context management that inte-
grates logging into a broader ecosystem for streamlined ML lifecycle
management.

Experiment Tracking and Version Control: Systems like
MLFlow [17], DVC [1], and Weights & Biases focus on managing
experiments and ensuring reproducibility. They provide tools for
tracking experiments, packaging code, and sharing models. While
crucial for tracking model and data evolution, they primarily con-
centrate on experiment management without deeply integrating
hindsight logging capabilities.

Model Management and Lineage: ModelDB, Mistique, and
Pachyderm emphasize version control and data lineage [9, 14, 15].
They track model lineage, capturing relationships between models,
training data, and code. These systems focus on managing prove-
nance and evolution of models and data, offering ways to query and
visualize history. However, their focus is more on artifacts and less
on process: for example, ModelDB does not automatically version
code, and has no way of recovering missing data.

End-to-End ML Workflows: AWS SageMaker and Kubeflow
provide comprehensive solutions for building, training, and deploy-
ing ML models [2, 10]. They offer tools for data labeling, model
training, and hosting, supporting scalable ML workflows. Both plat-
forms emphasize scalability and operational efficiency but primarily
focus on deployment and operational aspects. FlorDB can use either
system as a drop-in replacement to Make, the default build system.
Other systems in this space include Helix [16] and Motion [13].

Visualization and Monitoring: TensorBoard [6], a visualiza-
tion toolkit for TensorFlow, allows users to track and visualize
metrics, graphs, and other aspects of ML experiments. FlorDB can
be used with TensorBoard to visualize training metrics.

7 CONCLUSION

FlorDB represents a step toward managing the complex metadata
and context associated with the machine learning lifecycle. By
addressing the enduring challenges of metadata management in
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AI/ML development, FlorDB offers a flexible yet powerful solution
aligning with modern MLOps agile development practices.

The key contributions of FlorDB include several features that
enhance the developer experience and streamline machine learning
workflows. First, Incremental Context Maintenance allows de-
velopers to gradually build out the metadata and project structure
within their existing workflows. Second, the extensions presented
to support pipelines, dataflow, and feedback are backward compati-
ble with Multiversion Hindsight Logging allowing for a “meta-
data later” approach, which enables the addition and refinement
of metadata post-hoc. This capability supports rapid iteration and
adaptation without compromising the long-term maintainability of
projects. Last, FlorDB offers a Unified Framework & Versatility
by integrating features from bespoke machine learning metadata
systems. It provides a cohesive solution for managing the entire
ML lifecycle, from data preparation to model deployment and feed-
back integration. For instance, as demonstrated through the PDF
Parser application, FlorDB can take on multiple roles within the ML
pipeline, such as acting as a feature store, model registry, training
data store, and experiment record.
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