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Exploratory Visual Analysis for Increasing Data Readiness in
Artificial Intelligence Projects

Mattias Tiger , Daniel Jakobsson, Anders Ynnerman , Fredrik Heintz , and Daniel Jönsson

Abstract—We present experiences and lessons learned from increasing data readiness of heterogeneous data for artificial intelligence
projects using visual analysis methods. Increasing the data readiness level involves understanding both the data as well as the context
in which it is used, which are challenges well suitable to visual analysis. For this purpose, we contribute a mapping between data
readiness aspects and visual analysis techniques suitable for different data types. We use the defined mapping to increase data
readiness levels in use cases involving time-varying data, including numerical, categorical, and text. In addition to the mapping, we
extend the data readiness concept to better take aspects of the task and solution into account and explicitly address distribution shifts
during data collection time. We report on our experiences in using the presented visual analysis techniques to aid future artificial
intelligence projects in raising the data readiness level.

Index Terms—Visualization, Artificial Intelligence, Machine Learning, Data Readiness.

1 INTRODUCTION

Data is the core component in most of today’s artificial intelligence (AI)
projects. However, the data can be useless in an AI project unless it has
been made accessible and its potential issues have been appropriately
resolved. To raise awareness of the challenges involved in getting data
ready for use in artificial intelligence projects, Neil D. Lawrence [37]
introduced the data readiness level concept. Data readiness can be used
to aid in planning the time it takes to make use of data, processing the
data itself, and communicating the state of the data. However, the data
readiness levels are purposefully vague in order to cover a wide variety
of data-driven applications, not limited to specific AI applications but
data science in general. Therefore Castelijns et al. [15] contributed with
concretely defined levels as a prerequisite for specific kinds of machine
learning (ML) projects and thereby lowered the bar for practical usage
of the concept. Data readiness is not just important for ML, but for
AI as a whole whenever methods are validated on real-world data, or
exposed parameters are available to be tuned for a target domain [57].

While having well-defined levels is a great step towards making the
data readiness concept usable in practice, we discovered that important
aspects are still missing in terms of visualization, time-varying, and
textual data. Moreover, the application and its context is essential for
determining if the data is relevant to a task. However, application-level
aspects are missing in prior work [15, 37]. We argue that visualization,
which is increasingly used for data analysis, must be better integrated
into the data readiness process to both discover and communicate
issues in the data. An indication of this is that MLOps practitioners find
visualization for data profiling (i.e. assessing data quality) challenging,
and better tools and practices are needed [48]. It is not uncommon that
discovered data issues require communication with domain experts to
identify appropriate actions and solutions. For example, an event might
have been classified as a specific class, e.g., a car, which later splits into
two or more classes due to a business change, e.g., electric, gas, and
diesel cars. Such concept drifts [40] in the data can often be discovered
using automatic tools, but assessing their impact and understanding how
they should be handled often requires communication with stakeholders
outside the ML team, which is where visualization excels.

In this work, we aim to bridge the gap between data-driven AI
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Fig. 1: Illustration of the overall workflow for model and data in AI projects
that apply the data readiness concepts.

and visualization communities by providing guidelines for how and
where visualization should be used to raise the data readiness level.
We do this by identifying and connecting data readiness level tasks to
best practices in visualization. Each task and its associated questions
are illustrated with flow charts demonstrating visualization concepts
as well as what to look for. Furthermore, from the perspective of
ML project best practices [48] we build upon the work from Neil
D. Lawrence [37] and Castelijns et al. [15] by extending their works
to include guidelines for time-varying and textual data in the data
readiness levels and concretizing the application level from [37]. Our
contributions can be summarized as:

• Revision of the data readiness concept with respect to if a task
can be solved using the data as well as explicitly addressing
distribution shifts during collection time.

• Illustrated guidelines that both map data readiness questions to
visualization methods and points out what to look for.

• Concrete examples of how the guidelines aided the data readiness
process in real-world projects.

We base, and demonstrate, our contributions using a set of AI projects,
which extend over several man-years.

2 RELATED WORK

This work lies in the intersection between the areas of data-centered
AI and visualization. The related works are therefore split into data
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preparation and visualization recommendations.
Data preparation is an integral part of data-centered AI projects. It

involves aspects of both processing and understanding the data. Sacha et
al. [56] highlighted this as one of the primary goals of preparatory work
when dealing with visual analytics for machine learning. OpenRefine
[63] uses various techniques such as faceting and clustering to alleviate
data cleaning. ActiveClean [35] takes a machine-learning perspective
and minimizes the loss given a cleaning function. However, such an
approach requires the data to be readable and does not consider the
need to involve the organization generating the data to obtain additional
knowledge. The Wrangler tool [28] provides a user interface with
contextual interaction for specifying data transformations, which is
shown to outperform Excel in data-wrangling tasks [28]. Wrangler is
also integrated into the work of Kandel et al. [30], which combines
statistical analysis with visualization to aid in detecting and assessing
data issues. Wexler et al. [64] presented a tool featuring summary
statistics, distribution views, and scatterplots. A drawback is, however,
that it does not consider text-based data. Luo et al. [42] focus on the
correctness of the visualizations themselves and use it as a way of
cleaning data. This way they find means to go from a poor visualization
to a cleaned one and find data flaws in this process.

Compared to the works described above, our work explicitly deals
with the concept of data readiness and also provides guidance on what
to look for in the corresponding charts.

Visualization recommendation methods suggest charts and visual
encodings based on data and/or tasks. They often focus on core tasks
such as comparison or correlation. SeeDB [62] suggests visualiza-
tions based on the deviations from variable differences, which can
aid in detecting flaws in the data. VizDeck [50] presents a range of
chart thumbnails based on a statistical analysis of the data. Tableau
introduced the ’Show Me’ system with automated chart suggestions
based on heuristics for choosing small multiples [43]. Similarly, Voy-
ager [66] also includes perceptual considerations for recommending
charts. Hu et al. [24] took a learning approach and trained a model
to recommend charts for different tasks. Neither of the above chart
recommendation systems includes text beyond categorical variables.
There are also efforts that, in line with this work, are more task-focused.
Stephen Casner [14] presented an automated system that analyses the
task description and suggests suitable charts. In contrast to the above-
mentioned visualization recommendation works, we take a higher-level
approach that is not dependent on a specific analysis environment and
also provides guidance on what to look for in each chart.

Finally, Bayesian machine learning [46] has a long tradition of
implicit data readiness by incorporating known data flaws directly
into the ML models and inference techniques, or even inferring such
flaws directly as part of the learning processes itself. Being tightly
coupled with Bayesian data analysis [36], the application of Bayesian
statistics to real-world data, where visualization and data analysis is
well explored in this field. For example, the automatic statistician [39]
use Bayesian non-parametric ML [67] to discover explanations to data
sets and automatically generate detailed figures and natural language
text explanations of the data (and inherent potential flaws). We instead
mainly focus on the other main branches of ML where data readiness,
data analysis, and visualization techniques are disconnected from the
methods themselves, and therefore have received less attention.

3 BACKGROUND

The process of succeeding with an AI project is riddled with difficulties.
The first phase towards deploying machine learning is data management
(see Figure 1), where data has to be collected, preprocessed, augmented
(e.g. with labels), and analyzed in order to curate and reach high
data readiness such that it can be used for model learning of a target
task [48]. After model learning follows model verification (making
sure that the model does what we want sufficiently well) and finally
model deployment, which includes monitoring and model updating to
handle distribution drift over time. As the data set is growing it also has
to be validated constantly to guard against data errors creeping into the
learned model [48]. Apart from applying checks used in data curation
steps, this requires the use of visualization to identify new kinds of

errors (not yet monitored for).
The State of ML 2020 survey [44] identify issues related to data

readiness as the biggest problems facing ML practitioners working on
deploying machine learning, with messiness of data (B) followed by
lack of data (B) and accessibility of data (C) being the top issues. Also,
unrealistic expectations (A) is a problem at large, e.g. to prematurely
assume that a problem can be solved from a given data set when data
readiness is low such that the applicability of the data set is unknown.

Among data-driven AI paradigms, the field of Machine Learning
(ML) has seen a boom in the last decade, fueled by the advancements
in deep learning by applying deep neural networks to unstructured
data at scale. The unstructured data categories include sound [2, 59],
images [38, 54, 55] and text [12, 18, 47]. Many of these recent advance-
ments have been made possible by large models which are pre-trained
on certain general tasks (e.g. using self-supervised learning). How-
ever, most organizations rely on structured data with for example a
mix of dense numerical measurements and categories entered by hu-
man operators. For such structured data, XGBoost [16] has achieved
state-of-the-art results on a large number of different machine learning
challenges [16]. XGBoost, together with LightGBM [32] and Cat-
Boost [53], are gradient boosting algorithms [7] and they remain top
contenders for prediction tasks over well-structured data. These meth-
ods often outperform deep neural networks on tabular data [27, 31, 58].

Polyzotis et al. [51] described experiences from developing data-
centric infrastructure for ML at Google. They define three personas rep-
resenting common roles in their production machine learning projects:
ML expert, software engineer, and site reliability engineer. None of
these three personas have clear data analysis roles even though data
understanding, validation, and cleaning are pointed out as main steps
in their ML data life-cycle [51]. This goes in line with our observations
that these three steps are key in AI projects, but that it is not always
experienced data analysts that perform this work. In addition, data ana-
lysts are often not experts in visualization [29]. Thus, there is a clear
need for easy-to-adopt guidelines that can aid in improving data quality
in AI projects. Data readiness [37] provides a structured approach to
improving data quality, but it has no link to visualization. The focus
of this work is therefore on how visual analysis can be leveraged to
increase data readiness in AI projects for heterogeneous data. The
emphasis is on the data management step (i.e. data understanding and
analysis) but it also includes model selection and learning, and model
verification. With a starting point in the data readiness concept (sec-
tion 5), we analyze where and how different charts can aid in ensuring
that the data can be used for ultimately solving a given task (section 6).
These guidelines have been formed and utilized based on AI projects
from going from low data readiness up to verified ML models for the
tasks (section 7) .

4 METHODOLOGY

We started by examining each data readiness aspect discussed by Neil
Lawrence [37], and Castelijns et al. [15]. The aspects were grouped
by the type of task they relate to, and viewed from the context of the
multiple phases of ML projects [48]. In this process, we identified
and grouped additional aspects missing (time-varying and text data)
based on our experience from the trenches of previous machine learning
projects. A summary of the data readiness concept and our extensions
are provided in section 5.

Given the identified tasks, we searched the visualization literature
for recommended data transformations and charts [9, 17, 30, 34, 43, 66]
that best supported the tasks. As the data type (continuous, categorical,
text) is central to the analysis we further subdivided the tasks to take
them into account. To further aid AI practitioners, we finally made
illustrations that point out what to look for in each type of chart and
how that maps to data readiness. The aim is not to cover all different
types of advanced visualizations that could be used as this would be
overwhelming for a practitioner, but rather the fundamental techniques.
The result is a minimalistic guideline described in section 6, where we
have favored simplicity before more advanced methods. Based on our
experience in AI projects, we believe that this minimalistic approach
has a greater chance of being adopted in AI teams.
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• C1 Does claimed data exist? 
• C2 Which format and schema is it saved in?
• C3 Legal or ethical limitations?
• C4 Access, storage, or processing
        limitations?

Band C - Accessibility
• B1 Which units (e.g., seconds) do individual parameters have? 
• B2 Are the parameters relative or absolute?
• B3 If, and how, has the data been aggregated or pre-processed?
• B4 Is there missing data and how should it be handled?
• B5 Is some data flawed and is it indicated in that case?
• B6 Are there uncertainties and, if  so, what are their characteristics?
Our extensions
• B7 Are there distribution shifts during collection time?

Band B - Correctness and usability
Feature perspective 
• A1 Does target follow model assumptions?
• A2 Does input variables carry information about target?
• A3 What impact does input variables have on predictions?
Solution perspective
• A4 How well can the task be solved within constraints?
• A5 How sensitive is the solution to distribution shift?
• A6 How does performance vary over target range?
• A7 How trustworthy is the solution?

(our extensions)Band A - Can task X be solved

Data Readiness Levels

Revise due to new knowledge

Fig. 2: Adaptation of the three data readiness bands [37] aimed at providing a structured way of analyzing and communicating data quality. The right
arrows illustrate the main process flow, while the left arrows stress that iterations might be necessary as new knowledge is acquired.

5 DATA READINESS – EXTENDED

Neil D. Lawrence proposed [37] to categorize the usefulness of avail-
able data through three bands denoted by letters A (application context),
B (faithfulness and representation), and C (accessibility). Each band
has sub-levels denoted by numbers with the most ready being A1 and
the least ready being e.g. C4. Castelijns et al. [15] on the other hand
make some alterations in their specialization and opt for five bands
denoted by C (conceive), B (believe), A (analyze), AA (allow analysis)
and AAA (data set is clean and self-contained). Similarly to [37] C is
the least ready and AAA is the most ready. However, the data readiness
in [15] (i.e. AAA) does not relate to any target task. It is consequently
solely at the data management phase and does not consider the model
learning phase, which [37] does (although vaguely). That is, reaching
AAA [15] maps to reaching B [37]. Neither of these two considers
temporal aspects of data (i.e. time series) nor the ongoing collection
of new data of a deployed AI system. In this work, we extend [37]
and [15] to the temporal setting, and propose a concrete mapping to
visualization methodology to address the data readiness questions that
are raised. Our extended version, depicted in Figure 2, takes its basis
from [37] with the three bands A-B-C, and fleshes out the B-band and
A-band in accordance with [15] and ML deployment practices [48] as
well as with our additional contributions regarding time.

Band C deals with the accessibility of the data. The lowest level of
the band reflects uncertainties around the data even existing as seen in
Figure 2. Once its existence has been verified the level increases and
questions about for example privacy or digitization must be answered.
When the data is ready to be loaded into analysis software it is deemed
to fulfill band C. The focus of this work is not on band C as visual
data analysis requires data to be available, which in turn requires level
C1. Notably, discoveries during visual analysis might move the data
readiness to band C if it turns out that for example ethical or privacy
issues are found within the data.

Band B deals with correctness and transformation to a state where it
can be used for data-centric AI. Thus, it is not only about detecting flaws
such as missing values but also about how such flaws should be handled.
Here, visualization can aid in both discovering and understanding flaws
as well as presenting them to decision-makers or clients to obtain
knowledge about how they should be handled. Our main contribution
within band B is to fill this gap by providing an explicit mapping to
visualizations that were lacking before. Another aspect that needs to be
investigated is how the data collection process affects the data, e.g., did
it change over time, or was the data collected randomly or with a bias?
This is reflected in question B7, which is our second contribution within
band B. In the end, the limitations of the data should be uncovered and
one should be confident about what is possible to do with the data.

Band A deals with the applicability of the information in the data
to any desirable downstream task. That is, the use and usefulness of
the data for AI applications, or likewise for business insights, business
decisions or visualization outcomes. It is common that organizations
start their data readiness journey with a target task, despite the apparent
necessity of high data readiness before it is possible to assess the fea-
sibility of said task. It is not uncommon for organizations to discover
that the data is more informative and applicable for other related and

valuable tasks than the prematurely picked task in question. Neverthe-
less, it may still be important for an organization of low data readiness
maturity to pick some target tasks to focus resources and organizational
efforts towards. High data readiness is valuable for an organization,
regardless if the initially pursued task doesn’t turn out to be actionable.

Neil D. Lawrence used the broad question "Can task X be solved
with the data?" [37] as a way of assessing if data had accomplished
band A readiness. While this question covers a wide range of aspects it
is also unspecific. Therefore, we have formulated seven new aspects
that intend to capture data readiness aspects of both the input variables
and the target variable in relation to the task and the considered solution.

A1 Each model and learning method has associated assumptions.
For example, target distribution, data size, uncertainty quantification,
prediction type, etc. For a model to be applicable, and likely to be able
to perform well, then the data have to match these assumptions.

A2 To learn a useful model it is necessary that the input variables
carry information connected to the target. It is essential to form hy-
potheses about such information and how it may give rise to the target.
Investigating the input and target variables using visualization allows
for both assessing known relations and discovering new ones. This
provides insight into what to expect from a solution and from the
application of specific models and methods to the data set.

A3 Which input variables that end up being favored by a model
when producing a prediction provide both insights into how the model
works and possible risks with deploying the model. If it is understood
what impacts model performance there can be ways of improving the
data or model. Using this knowledge, risks can also be mitigated by
taking additional steps to ensure the quality of high-impact variables.

A4 It is not always easy to provide a binary decision stating that a
task is solved. One solution might have better performance in terms of
accuracy, while another one has lower accuracy but higher precision.
Thus it is important to understand not only that the task can be solved,
but also how well.

A5 For evaluating if a model is a suitable candidate for solving a
task, it is necessary to get it to perform as well as possible to the specific
target domain. Tuning the learning method (and model class) to the
domain makes the model not just perform better, but the process can
also provide insight into how suitable and robust the final model is for
the target domain (A5,6).

A6 A deployed model has to be updated as time progresses, to not
degrade in performance due to distribution shift. With new data being
collected, it is also important to re-tune the learning method to the
evolving target domain. Investigating how hard it is to tune the solution
to the domain provides insights into the likely effect new data has when
the distribution start to shift. It is also informative to know if a few
random tuning tries are expected to find a good tuning fit, when it is
very expensive to re-run 100 or more tries even using sample-efficient
parameter tuning such as Bayesian optimization.

A7 Finally, without trust in the data and model then the solution
will not be adopted and deployed by the organization. Naturally, the
level of trust required varies from task to task, which means that data
readiness is also implicitly impacted. Knowing that the data has been
verified to have high quality and that the model behaves as expected

3
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Fig. 3: Overview of text that preserves its semantics can be obtained by projecting the output of late layers in language models into 2D space.
Inspecting the text content of clusters and outliers can aid in detecting flawed text as well as text collection errors. Coloring by target variable can
further reveal if the text is helpful for solving the task.

with sufficient performance increases the trust in the solution. High
requirements on trust can therefore mean that data must be validated
more thoroughly, e.g., by demonstrating that the data and model adhere
to known phenomenon.

6 VISUALIZATION FOR DATA READINESS

We here provide guidelines for which types of charts to use and what
to look for when going through the data readiness level process. We
purposely use illustrative charts with simplified cases to better convey
the main concepts. Furthermore, the guidelines focus on the analysis
of a single parameter at a time rather than a holistic visual analytics
interface with filtering and linked views. The guidelines are intended
to be general enough to be applicable to a wide range of real-world
use cases dealing with tabular data. We, therefore, exclude real-world
data with application-specific tailoring from the guidelines in favor of
presentation clarity.

As a practitioner, your first step will be to analyze either one data
readiness question or one variable at a time. We, therefore, map each
question to a set of chart types with varying visual encodings and
aggregations depending on the variable’s data type. We limit the data
types to the ones found in tabular data, i.e., continuous (also referred to
as quantitative or numerical values), ordered categories (also referred
to as ordinal), categorical (discrete values without inherent order), and
text.

In the following, we structure the text according to the data readiness
questions and explain our rationale behind the chosen charts and visual
encodings, as well as what to look for in the charts. For each of these
steps, it is important to verify not only the data itself but also the axes
and their ranges as tools often derive them based on the data. Note
that we do not describe questions related to C1 - C4 or B3 as they are
organizational type of questions.

Is the data flawed?

Data visualization can aid in detecting flaws in many ways as depicted
figures 3 and 4. Building on prior work [30, 64], we suggest analyzing
data distributions as they allow for capturing many different types of
data flaws. We start with analyzing the distribution with respect to the
values themselves as depicted in Figure 4. Note that most analyses
require communication with stakeholders depending on the analyst’s
knowledge of the context around the data.

The modes, i.e. how frequently the values appear, can reveal issues
with how the data is collected. For example, should there be a normal
distribution due to the physical properties of the captured phenomena,
or are there relatively few values in a range although the variable
should follow a uniform distribution? The detection of such flaws
may result in, for example, changing the way data is collected, or
how the business makes use of categories. Visual analysis of the
modes is particularly useful as what is ’reasonable’ or ’unreasonable’ is
heavily dependent on the source of the data and therefore challenging
to automate. Note that analyzing the modes of the parameters includes
selecting the appropriate bin size in the bar chart. There are guidelines
for selecting bin sizes [10], but a way of visually verifying that the bin
size is reasonable is to add a suitable [4] kernel density estimate (KDE)
curve and check that it aligns with the bars. As this type of verification

can be seen as a second-line analysis, we have excluded KDE curves in
the illustrations in favor of clarity.

The axis range and categories can reveal errors during data capturing
or pre-processing, e.g., a broken sensor that reports incorrect values, a
normalization error, or incorrect classification in the case of categories.
Data ranges and categories can of course also be analyzed using a data
summary table, e.g., min/max, but doing the analysis visually together
with the distribution can also aid in for example understanding if the
flaw is an outlier or if it is a recurring error.

Text items can be inspected individually, but such analysis does not
scale to a large number of items. An orthogonal approach is to analyze
the text projected onto a 2D canvas as proposed in the seminal work of
Wise et al. [65]. The key here is to choose a good way of projecting
the text such that semantically similar text items are close to each other
even though the words are different. Good projections can nowadays
be acquired using the latent space of a language model as outlined in
Figure 3. Thus, much fewer text items need to be inspected as they are
representative of the close-by text items. Furthermore, flawed text can
here appear as outliers caused by, for example, ill-formatted text. To
visually inspect the text items in this high dimensional latent space, we
apply a projection technique, e.g., UMAP [45], that enables inspecting
the text items using a 2D scatter plot. For detailed text cleaning it can
be advisable to use tailored text cleaning tools [30, 63]. Depending
on the amount of text available for training the models it might be
necessary to reduce noise by transforming individual words (Figure 3).
Combining knowledge about which words are important and browsing
common words and similar words can be a time-efficient approach to
cleaning the most relevant data.

Analyze 
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Ordered categories
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Categories
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Is numerical/categorical data flawed?

NaN

Fig. 4: Visualize distributions to detect flaws. Use them to communicate
and reason about the validity of modes, value ranges, and categories.

Are there distribution shifts during data collection?
There are three main types of distribution shifts [68]. Covariate shift
means that the distribution of inputs changes over time, which can
cause the training set to be substantially different from the deployed
input distribution. Label shift means that the target variable changes
over time. Concept shift means that the definitions or behavior of the
variable change over time [40], e.g., a disease is diagnosed differently
due to new knowledge. Therefore, in case data collection takes place
over time, it is important to both investigate the previously collected
data as well as monitor new data. Here, we focus on the analysis of
previously collected data even though the same graphs could be used
to monitor new data.
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changes, trends, unexpected patterns and missing data.

The temporal aspect of data should be investigated from multiple
angles to cover changes in for example collection patterns or paradigm
shifts in the value. As illustrated in Figure 5, we again separate the
analysis based on the data type. Continuous data are aggregated by
both a statistic (such as the average value) as well as the count, while
categorical data is aggregated by the number of occurrences. Line views
are used for the aggregated quantitative-temporal variables to follow
best practices [43, 66]. For the count-aggregates, we suggest using
bars even though lines make it easier to detect trends. Our reasoning
is that bars better visually separate them from the averaged values
and are more consistent with how ’count’ is represented in the other
charts. This visual separation makes it less error-prone when switching
between views of the same variable. If there are many categories,
we suggest providing an overview by arranging the categories along
the vertical axis and color-encoding the number of occurrences. A
detailed view of the categories can be obtained by faceting by category,
see Figure 5 (right). Text data is more challenging to analyze as the
sentences can vary considerably over time. One possibility is to monitor
the frequency of important keywords. Another is to observe the change
in the distribution of the projected text over time.

Paradigm shifts can be detected by looking for sudden changes that
persist over collection time. For continuous values, sudden changes in
statistics such as the average value can indicate for example a broken
sensor or abrupt changes in the environment in which the data is col-
lected. A sudden change in the number of measurements (count) over
time can indicate changes in the collection protocol or a behavioral
shift in the way data is collected (e.g., seasonal staff). Again note that
it is often necessary to communicate with stakeholders to understand
if the change is expected, needs to be dealt with by pre-processing the
data, the model itself, or if the data collection need to be adjusted.

Trends can be detected by looking for slower changes over time.
This type of analysis can also be supported by trend lines. Compared
to paradigm shifts, trends are for example more likely to be caused by
deteriorating sensors rather than broken ones, or staff learning effects
rather than a change in staffing. For continuous data, we can average
the values over collection time to investigate paradigm shifts. We
use line plots as the data points can be seen as connected over time.
Note that changes in data uncertainty (aleatoric uncertainty [25]) might
not be revealed when inspecting isolated statistics over time, such as
averages, e.g., the average value is the same but the standard deviation
decreases/increases. Inspecting or adding more statistics, e.g. error
bars, and looking for trends in their variation over time can allow for
spotting such decreasing/growing uncertainties.

Unexpected collection patterns can be detected by looking for de-
creasing/increasing, or an oscillating number of collected values. Non-
constant data collection rates might have natural causes, such as weather
changes resulting in an event occurring more frequently, but also indi-
cators of errors in the data collection process, e.g., a flawed sensor. In
many cases, the number of collected items over time should be roughly
constant.

Are there missing values, and how should they be handled?

First, use summary statistics to identify if missing values are present.
Missing values can be presented in a tabular format, or possibly inte-
grated into the charts as separate visual elements [5]. If the cause for,
or how to address, the missing values are not obvious it is necessary to
identify patterns behind them. Such patterns can be found using multi-
ple views or parallel coordinates [5], highlighting the corresponding
values where the data is missing. Showing charts with the identified
patterns to stakeholders can aid them in understanding the underlying
cause of the missing value as well as the appropriate way of dealing
with them. There might be valid ways of dealing with the missing
values, e.g., simple replacements such as an empty string or more elab-
orate imputation methods. However, missing values might also require
changes in the data collection process in case the parameter is crucial
to the target variable.

Can task X be solved using the data?

There are many aspects to consider when solving a specific task using
the data at hand. What constitutes a valid solution? Are the data
assumptions valid for the task? What are the desirable properties
of a method that achieves a valid solution? The more complex data
and task, the harder it can be to assess the plausibility of solving
task X to satisfaction by looking at the data alone. We, therefore,
follow our extended scope of data readiness, which includes both a
feature perspective and a solution perspective. The feature perspective
considers the input and output variables that goes into a model. We
break it down to the analysis of the target variable itself, the input
variables’ independent relationship to the target variable, and their
combined impact on the target variable. From the solution perspective,
on the other hand, the analysis focus on the properties of the model
and its output. We break down the solution perspective to the analysis
of how the model adapts to the target domain, the robustness of the
solution, and the error distribution with respect to the target variable.
By investigating both these perspectives we become more informed
about the further needs of data acquisition and data readiness, and gain
trust in the resulting deployed models/algorithms.
Feature perspective:
The target variable (A1) needs to behave according to the model’s
assumptions. Many models that predict numerical values (regression
models) assume that the target uncertainty follows a normal distribution.
For example, using a square loss for a deterministic model assumes
normal distributed aleatoric uncertainty. For this purpose, visualiz-
ing the target distribution along with the assumed model distribution,
see Figure 6 (upper left), aids in both verifying the assumption and
understanding how it should be transformed if it is not the case. For
example, the target may be normally distributed with a skew, which
can be adjusted using a power transform [11]. Similarly, classification
models can perform better with balanced labels, i.e., the number of
labels for each class is equal. In this case, the model assumes a uni-
form distribution. Label balancing and visualization are related to data
readiness but often go beyond tabular data. We here refer the interested
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Fig. 6: Use a histogram of the target variable to verify if it follows the (commonly normal) distribution assumed by the model. A reference normal
distribution aids the visual analysis. Analyze input variables with respect to the target variable one at a time before studying multiple input variables.

reader to other literature for how to deal with imbalanced classes [19]
and labeling [69].

A single input variable (A2) needs to somehow carry information that
is related to the output variable, whether it is by itself or in combination
with another variable. A lack of clarity in this relationship may be
grounds for revisiting the earlier data readiness levels. It is well known
that aggregate correlation metrics such as Pearson/Spearman does not
necessarily capture the full story of such a relationship, even though
they can provide a good starting point. Therefore, one should also
analyze each input’s relationship with the target variable. Here, we base
our reasoning on [17,34] and suggest using scatter plots for quantitative
and ordinal values (violin/swarm if few categories), while violin [23]
or swarm plots should be used for categorical parameters as a way to
deal with overdraw. The scatter plots in Figure 6 allow for spotting
trends, which generally indicate that a variable carries information
about the target. Trends may also be unexpected, caused by errors in
the data collection process (B5), and require revisiting earlier bands.
Scatter plots can also be used for understanding uncertainties caused
by outliers or increased spread for a certain interval (that later could
relate to A4,6). Such findings could be grounds for re-evaluating the
data collection. Automated methods for detecting outliers [22] can be
used to further support the visual analysis.

For categorical data, a uniform distribution indicates that a category
does not by itself contain information related to the target variable,
while a narrow distribution indicates that it carries much information
(A2). Multiple modes can indicate miss-labeled data (B5) and therefore
should be split if possible (band C).

For text data, we map the target parameter to a visual attribute in
their projection plot, e.g., color, as seen in Figure 3. Patterns revealed
by the mapped visual attribute indicate that the text, or a subset of
the text, is correlated with the target parameter (A2). Inspecting the
patterns, and the areas where the pattern does not appear more closely
can reveal both important insights and flaws that can be helpful for
stakeholders in improving data collection (A5). Random patterns, on
the other hand, indicate that the text cannot be used single-handedly
to predict the target parameter. Thus, random patterns might require
substantial changes to data collection or grounds for excluding the
text as an input parameter to the model. Individual words might have
domain-specific meanings for the application at hand. Thus, such words
might not be well captured by the natural language processing model.
It is therefore important to identify and verify how these specific words
are treated and possibly revise the data transformations to better take
them into account.

Multiple input variables (A3) can have complex relationships with
the target variable, which are the ones that models need to capture.
Taking a starting point from core visualization techniques, we have
experimented with scatter plot matrices, parallel coordinates, and mul-
tiple views with scatter plots, distribution plots, and correlation metrics
together with brushing and linking. While these techniques can cap-
ture data readiness aspects, they tend to become custom and complex
and we, therefore, recommend using them when a deeper analysis is
needed. In our work together with ML practitioners, we found that
feature importance techniques [41] (upper right in Figure 6) provided a
better trade-off in terms of providing a visual summary while capturing
complex relationships. Feature importance techniques estimate the
impact (additive contribution) of each variable on the model prediction.
Note that the model used for this analysis does not necessarily need to
be the same as the one used for the solution and that the feature impor-
tance might differ for the solution model in that case. The relationship
between the feature importance of the variables can provide valuable
insights into if it is possible to solve a task using the data and how
the model may operate in a real-world setting. For example, if a few
variables dominate the impact on the prediction (Figure 6, right) and
one or more of those are unreliable, it might require the organization
to improve the resilience of these variables. It is likely that robustness
and generalization power is higher if more input features contribute
than if only one or a few dominate. Furthermore, if the most important
features (for the learned model) pose questions on how and why when
presented to domain experts, further investigation is warranted to make
sure that the model performance and apparent generalization power are
not coincidental.
Solution perspective:
Naturally, analysis of the model predictions is also important for un-
derstanding how well the task can be solved using the data. This
involves the evaluation of errors, accuracy, and bias in concert with
the model [56] and the application context. As mentioned in section 5,
such analysis connecting the data with the target task is beyond the
original definitions of data readiness. Here follow a non-exhaustive
list of useful indicators for real-world usefulness. That is, to build
trust for practitioners and stakeholders that task X likely can be solved
satisfactorily using the data set and selected induction bias [6].

Adaptation to the target domain is important for useful prediction
performance (A4) since most learning methods and models are mediocre
or even bad performers unless adapted to the domain. Hyperparame-
ter optimization (tuning) of learning parameters allows the model to
perform as well as possible in a given domain, using a validation set
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as a surrogate for the true domain. This is achieved by Bayesian opti-
mization (BO) [57] over a suitable hyperparameter space using mature
tools such as HyperOpt [8], Optuna [1] or BoTorch [3]. BO finds the
most likely globally optimal hyperparameter configuration within the
number of tries it is allowed to execute. The value of this is twofold.
Firstly, it is to gauge the data and induction bias combination which
provides information on how different configurations (e.g. model ar-
chitectures or optimization methods) perform in comparison with each
other, which in turn provide insight into the properties of the problem
domain. Secondly and primarily, it is to gain high task performance in
the target domain. It can also be important to consider other measures
of performance beyond accuracy [13]. For example, a stable solution
with low uncertainty might be more appropriate than a solution with
higher accuracy which is more unpredictable. Finding out what quality
attributes to consider for a specific application context requires regular
interaction with stakeholders. It is further recommended to plot the
result of the tries to assess the task loss landscape: How much of an
improvement was possible to gain from the adaptation? How hard is
it to find good configurations? Such queries can be approached using
distribution plots as shown in Figure 6 (lower left). More in-depth
visualization methods of hyperparameter optimization can be found
in the literature [21], including visualization-powered human-assisted
optimization [49].

A robust hyperparameter space indicates that the used hyperparame-
ter configuration is less sensitive to distribution shift during continuous
learning (A5). That is, when data change slowly over time, it is not too
hard to keep the model learning tuned to the domain. As opposed to
the efficient parameter optimization of BO, here we instead use the less
efficient random search to build unbiased estimates of the distribution
of validation error over hyperparameter configurations. These capture
how likely it is to draw a good hyperparameter configuration at random.
Preferably, most hyperparameter configurations are fairly good and it is
not too difficult to draw/find a really good one. Violin-plot over these
samples (again lower left in Figure 6) allows for comparisons between
different ML approaches, such as between different network architec-
tures, or between different gradient boosting methods. The distributions
show how much of the configuration space provides reasonably good
performance (low error) and how much of the space makes the method
perform badly (higher error). If the low error region dominates, then
the method is easily tuned to the domain, and adding new data with a
slight distribution shift is not likely to make tuning substantially harder.
If high error regions dominate, then the method is potentially brittle to
distribution shift in new data and care should be taken.

The error distribution has to be acceptable (A6) to the application
context. It is important to assess how the prediction error distribution
(irreducible uncertainty in error) varies over the target value range.
Visualization-aided dialogue with stakeholders makes sure that this
distribution is compatible with the application at deployment time. For
the marginal error distribution: Distribution plot (histogram and KDE)
of train/validation/test loss. Is the distribution too wide, has it long
tails, are there systemic prediction under-/overestimation? For the
conditional error distribution on the target and predicted value: Are
there bad ranges showing the previously mentioned characteristics, and
with regularities or outlier regions? A scatter-plot with assisting diag-
onal target-line and linear regression with confidence interval clearly
illustrates many of these aspects (lower right in Figure 6). We also
found data point densities useful when communicating to stakeholders,
such that it is clear in which ranges most targets and predictions are
concentrated. However, we consider these as secondary attributes and
have therefore excluded them from the figure.

7 CASE STUDIES

We describe the results of applying the proposed guidelines in three
projects spanning over a time frame of five years.

Project A - Predicting duration of traffic disturbances. The motiva-
tional task in this application was to predict the duration of effects on
train traffic due to the occurrence of an event. An event can, in this case,
be anything from railroad maintenance to humans on the tracks. An
event log is created by a human that 1) labels the event according to a

hierarchical scheme, e.g., weather/frozen switchgear, 2) adds a textual
description based on verbal communication, and 3) associates the event
with geographical location and other related information, such as which
train may be causing the event. The project had access to about two
million event logs with twenty variables. Each event was associated
with several event logs, which resulted in about 50 000 events. About
36 000 events remained after raising the data readiness to band A. The
organization supplying the data was mostly interested in obtaining pre-
dictions for the first event log, as this was the most difficult for the
human operators to make reliable forecasts for.

Project B - Predicting public transport arrival and departure times.
The task of this project was to predict the arrival time and departure
time of public transport on a national level. The organization was
interested in forecasts at most 1200 minutes into the future, and not
interested in prediction errors less than 3 minutes (arrival/departure
times differentiating less than 3 minutes from the timetable are not
considered delays). During a year a total of 3.5 million departures and
arrivals occurred and were made accessible to the project (C4).

Project C - Simultaneous team and task assignment. In this project,
teams had to be formed and assigned tasks, with as high utility as pos-
sible given that different team constitutions were more or less effective
at accomplishing each task. This problem is known in the literature as
simultaneous coalition structure generation and task assignment [52]
and has wide applications across logistics, resource utilization, and or-
ganization coordination. The challenge in this project was that practical
usefulness required solutions to large problem instances (hundreds to
thousands of agents/tasks), while the exact methods in the literature are
limited to small instances (about 25 agents and 20 tasks).

A range of tools was used to aid in the analysis, to name a few,
Facets [64] for distribution overviews and missing data and SHAP
values [41] for feature importance. We mainly deployed custom-made
solutions based on Plotly [26] as none of the available tools integrated
the wide span from data to model analysis. For projects B and C, the
data was largely machine-generated. Consequently, the quality of the
data was high, and following the guidelines in Figure 4 surfaced few
anomalies that were quickly resolved through dialog with stakeholders.
In the following, we will focus on project A for issues related to bands
C and B, while all three projects will be discussed for issues related to
band A.

7.1 Band C
Here, we take Project A as an example as it involved a substantial
amount of work to increase data readiness. For example, weather
was believed to be an important factor when predicting how long an
event would affect the train traffic. Therefore, an additional database
containing weather information was linked to the events. This data-
gathering process included all points of band C. The weather data was
provided by a mixture of internal (C1, C4) and external (C3) services.
In addition, the weather data was made available as raw data captured
by sensors geographically located across the railroad network (C2). As
the organization did not employ a data readiness process for its data,
the weather data needed to pass the B band before it could be used to
reconstruct weather at the location of the event and finally prove to be
useful for the task at hand. While no major flaws were detected in this
case, it still took a significant effort to make sure it did not have flaws
and therefore illustrates the usefulness of being able to communicate
the state of data.

7.2 Text analysis
The text descriptions in project A were examined according to the
guidelines in Figure 3 using a natural language model tuned to the na-
tive language of the text. Immediate discoveries included missing data
(B4, cluster with empty text) and outliers (B5, sentences with many dots
in a row). There were also clusters of text with similar meanings, for
example, forest fire in one text and firefighter in another. This indicated
that the text might add valuable information when predicting the dura-
tion of effects on train traffic. However, words with specific meanings
to the organization, such as switchgear, were not separated well by the
model. By color coding each point according to the duration of the
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Fig. 7: Overview of train traffic event text descriptions color-coded by
their associated train traffic delay duration. Both missing data and heavily
ill-formatted data are easy to identify. Similar texts are clustered, but
there are few similarly colored high duration patches, which indicates
that the textual descriptions may not be useful for prediction.

train traffic effects, it could be observed that the colors corresponding
to long durations were more or less randomly distributed (A2). The
random color distribution indicated that the text would be difficult for
the model to take into account and that it could have a limited impact
on its predictions. This was later confirmed when using the natural
language processing model output as input to the train traffic event
effect duration model. The project team considered ways of making
the text description more useful by, for example, fine-tuning the natural
language processing model to take the domain-specific language into
account. However, this was not prioritized due to the limited available
project resources. The lesson learned is that several days of work could
have been saved if the efforts of integrating text had been discontinued
when discovering the low connection between text descriptions and
train traffic delay duration.

7.3 Distribution shift

We use the human-labeled categories from project A to exemplify cases
of distribution shift. Following the guidelines illustrated in Figure 5,
a detail+overview of the number of event logs for the different cate-
gories was used to analyze the many categories, see Figure 8. Here,
it was apparent that few events occurred before 2016 even though
the data should stretch back to 2015. An investigation with project
stakeholders showed that the routines for reporting event sequences
had changed in late 2015 with important additional information added,
which therefore resulted in changing the data pre-processing (B3) to
remove those events. It was also apparent that most events belonged
to a few different categories. This uneven spread, with only a few
occurrences of certain types of events, could have a negative impact
on the model performance. However, the category encoding scheme
had been set long before considering the use of the data for ML pur-
poses. Changing the category encoding would have a large impact on
the organization and was therefore not possible (C3). Inspecting the
categories in detail revealed several patterns, which could be deduced
to for example weather, weekday, and holiday effects. These patterns
were all expected and would be valid for the model to utilize and lead
to improved predictions.

7.4 Band A - Feature Perspective

Both correlation metrics and feature importance were used to investi-
gate if, and how much, the variables contribute to the target variable
(A2, A3). At large, the correlation metrics and feature importance met-
rics agreed. However, the correlation metrics required more work to
use as special care needs to be taken for categorical data. Surprisingly,
the weather-related variables in project A did not significantly impact
the results. Using SHAP-values [41], it was possible to see that the
weather variables had an impact on predictions for extreme values, i.e.
very cold or very windy. However, these variables roughly follow a
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currences over time before and after data cleaning. Event types are
sorted by the total number of events. It is apparent that few events were
recorded before the end of 2016 and that the majority of the events are
categorized according to five different event types.

normal distribution, which means that extreme weather events occur too
infrequently to have an impact on the average error used to evaluate the
model. Such information is not apparent from studying the correlation
values. The human-labeled categories in project A, on the other hand,
contributed significantly more than other features. This emphasized the
importance for the organization to label the events accurately.

For project B, it was surfaced that a large number of arrival times
and departure times were equal to each other. An investigation with
stakeholders showed that there are traffic locations where the traffic
passes through without stopping. Such measurements could bias the
algorithm toward predicting unrealistic departure times (A3). This led
to exclusion of non-station traffic locations to not skew the result.

When investigating the target distributions, following the guidelines
in Figure 6, it was noted that the target variable in project A needed
to be transformed to better fit the normal distribution expected by the
model (A1). In doing so, the mean absolute error (MAE) decreased by
ten percent. At the same time, the mean squared error (MSE) increased
by a few percent. In essence, the error measurements reflect if the
model accurately predicts short duration (less impact on MAE), or long
duration (less impact on MSE). Choosing whether to transform the data
is thus a decision on what is most important for the organization. In this
case, accurate predictions of short delays were deemed most important
(A6).

7.5 Band A - Solution Perspective
For project B, an important anomaly found was that only 40% of the
arrivals/departures had baseline forecasts to compare with (B4). It
would be possible to use the timetable as a forecast model for the
remaining 60%, but those "predictions" are worst-case scenarios when
there are delays. Thus, comparing the developed method with a mixture
of baseline and timetable forecasts would make the proposed solution
seem better than the baseline forecasts (A7). However, the inability
to perform forecasts for all departure/arrival times was a limitation of
the baseline forecast method meaning that it would also be unfair not
to compare all stops. Consequently, the evaluation was stratified to
show improvement with respect to stops having the baseline forecast
as well as all stops (using the timetable where no baseline existed).
This process involved a dialog about the differences together with the
stakeholders, supported by charts (Figure 4), and ended in improved
clarity for stakeholders.

When using the high-quality data in project B, initial ML results
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Fig. 9: Prediction error distribution for a baseline forecast method and a
newly developed method based on LightGBM for arrival and departure
time. The diagonal line indicates perfect prediction. It can be seen that
the baseline forecast model predictions are highly uncertain for a large
range of target values. Note that the range of the axes differs between
the plots (these were not made by visualization experts).

showed poor improvements compared to the baseline forecasts done
by hand, by traffic information communicators. There were also large
differences between XGBoost and LightGBM performance. Following
the guidelines in Figure 6 and using hyperparameter tuning (A4), both
methods showed significant improvement over the baselines and com-
parable performance between each other. The resulting prediction error
distributions (A6), depicted in Figure 9 for LightGBM, showed clear
improvements over baseline forecasts in several ways relevant to the
stakeholders. Both methods were observed to improve the systematic
under-estimation of the baseline but remained to have a slight under-
estimation. Both methods further improved over the baseline in terms
of smaller prediction error variance throughout the target range (A6),
but especially so for outcomes less than 50 minutes. This provided
confidence for the stakeholders that the method would bring value
as decision support to the human operators (A4). Further analysis of
feature importance (A3) showed that LightGBM utilized a variety of
features, while XGBoost primarily used a few. The variety of features
used by the LightGBM model was deemed informative and trusted by
stakeholders (A5). This led to the decision to select LightGBM for de-
ployment over XGBoost for arrival time and departure time prediction,
as a supporting system for traffic information communicators.

In project C, several problem domains were targeted with the goal
of learning a heuristic for each. Consequently, it was important to
understand how different methods would adapt to the characteristics
of each domain. A random search of the hyperparameter configuration
space was therefore used to explore different neural network architec-
tures. This resulted in a large number of evaluations for each model
and problem domain. The application of the guidelines in this con-

Fig. 10: Error measures over the validation set of hyperparameter config-
uration space using random search (1638 samples), for 6 different tasks
(NPD, . . . , NSD) and RNN/DNN architecture families.

text is shown in Figure 10. Here, it can be seen that the feed-forward
architecture family (FNN) consistently outperforms the recurrent archi-
tecture family (RNN) (A4). One can also observe that it is not difficult
to choose acceptable hyperparameters (large mode with low errors),
which indicates that both network architectures are resilient to changes
in the problem domains. From this point of view, the RNN has an
advantage as the FNN has larger modes with higher errors (A5).

8 DISCUSSION

The use cases and illustrations focus on regression problems and tab-
ular data. Most of the data readiness questions are also applicable to
classification problems even though these cases have not been exem-
plified. Labels can often be seen as categorical data, which means that
most of the provided guidelines can be readily applied. For example,
distribution shifts are equally applicable to data labeling (B7), and some
labels might be more important than others (A6). However, our rec-
ommendations related to prediction are not as easily transferable to
classification problems, where prediction/target are made up of multi-
ple classes. Here, confusion matrices [60], with rows representing the
target and columns representing the predictions of each class, can be
used to visualize prediction accuracy.

The guidelines have purposely been made agnostic to the used model
in band A. Each type of model, e.g., deep neural network or tree-
based model, has their own tailored solutions that could be used to
investigate data readiness questions. For example, trustworthiness (A7)
can be increased by validating that the model has learned concepts
that reflect the known properties required to solve the task. There are
numerous approaches that would fulfill such purposes, e.g., neural
network activation analysis [20, 33], or decision trees [61]. We do,
however, leave such model-specific solutions to be explored by the AI
practitioner.

When it comes to data readiness, Castelijns et al. [15] frame ethical,
security and bias concerns to be relevant at the highest data readiness
stage (AA) equivalent to our B-level. Neil D. Lawrence [37] on the
other hand emphasizes such concerns already at the access and dissemi-
nation stage at the initial stage of data readiness. In an MLOps context,
such aspects are considered to be of importance at all stages [48]. A
broader view is also taken that includes user trust, which generalizes
bias concerns and includes the notion of useful performance of the de-
ployed ML model. While analysis of distribution plots, text projections,
and missing data may reveal bias in the data, the guidelines do not
explicitly address such cases. As highlighted by Castelijns et al. [15],
bias is often application-specific, which can make it more difficult to
point out general guidelines.

9 CONCLUSION

Data readiness [37] serves as an overarching framework for ensuring
that data can be used effectively in data-driven AI solutions. This work
has contributed to the data readiness concept in two major aspects.

First, we have extended the data readiness concept itself with an em-
phasis on band A, which deals with if a task can be solved using the data
at hand. Our new data readiness formulations capture issues from both
a data perspective, focusing on the input and target variables, as well
as from a solution perspective, which takes the combined properties of
the model and data into consideration. This new formulation allows
for significantly more fine-grained analysis, ranging from distribution
shifts over collection time to performance variations over the target
range.

Second, we have shown both which types of visualization methods to
use as well as what to look for in relation to data readiness. In essence,
we have created a mapping between data readiness concepts and best
practices in visualization. Simplified illustrations were used as a way
to convey concepts rather than detailed solutions. We demonstrated
the implementation of the concepts by exemplifying a wide variety of
issues found in AI projects we have participated in and spanning over
several years. Our mapping also opens up possibilities for integrated
visualization environments to better support data readiness. The work
has focused on regression problems, i.e. predicting numerical values.
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An avenue for future work is to extend the visualization mapping to
classification problems.
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