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Summary
• CODMAC Level 2 data 

• COSIMA In-Flight and 67P Data thru March 2015 

• data includes calibration data 

• some data products are not compliant with the PDS 
format 

• finding data of interest is unnecessarily complicated



Major Issues
•  LABEL_RECORDS, FILE_RECORDS,  and POINTER 

TO DATA OBJECT are often not correct:

cs_d38_substrate_hist.tab



Major Issues

• Files identified in <xxx_substrate_hist tables> 
are sometimes missing: 

• e.g. cs_1d0_20141005t043347_sp_p.tab 
listed in cs_1d0_substrate_hist.tab



Minor Issues
• Many spelling errors in the SIS: 
 
 
 
 
 
 
and in tables (even the PI’s name is sometimes 
misspelled (e.g. in dataset.cat)



Minor Issues
• Peak table should be explained better:



Minor Issues
• Column names are sometimes confusing

cosima_spectrum_peaks.fmt cosima_spectrum_data.fmt



Usability

• User will be mostly interested in mass spectra of 
dust particles but there is no “central hub”  

• To find such data the user needs to scan each 
target directory individually  

• …and even this is challenging 



How to find genuine dust  
spectra

• Scan the xxx_substrate_hist.tab for <GRAINS> rows 

• Extract from the corresponding <GRAINS> tables 
the scanning time and the location on the substrate 

• Scan the xxx_substrate_hist.tab for <SPECTRUM> 
rows obtained after the scanning time obtained 
within the geometric boundaries of the identified 
particle 

• Extract the spectrum from the corresponding 
spectrum table



How to find genuine dust  
spectra



Just out of interest: 
The spectra look weird


