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Key Metrics Total Data Quality Score Trend

Maturity Level Performance

Top 5 Failing Checks

Data Quality World Map

Data Quality Criteria

Highlights

The assessment of February 2022 shows the Average Total Data Quality Score (TDQS) at 
the same high level as in the previous month, while the Total Data Quality Score Trend 
displays an increase toward the second half of the month. As LEI Issuers continue to 
update LEI Records to meet the new standards introduced in August 2021, the average 
numbers in the Top 5 Failing Checks reflect the overall improvements. The average 
number of days to close a challenge remains the same as the previous month, with well 
below the target of ten days.

99.98  +/−0
Average Total Data Quality Score (TDQS) compared to the previous month

67% -2%
LEI Issuers Achieving Maturity Level 2 compared to the previous month

4 days  +/−0 days
Average Days to Close a Challenge compared to the previous month

Maturity Level 0

LEI Issuers Achieving
Insufficient Quality

4/39
(10%)

Dec

0/39
(0%)

Jan

1/39
(3%)

Feb

Maturity Level 1

LEI Issuers Achieving
Required Quality

35/39
(90%)

Dec

39/39
(100%)

Jan

38/39
(97%)

Feb

Maturity Level 2

LEI Issuers Achieving
Expected Quality

22/39
(56%)

Dec

27/39
(69%)

Jan

26/39
(67%)

Feb

Maturity Level 3

LEI Issuers Achieving
Excellent Quality

21/39
(54%)

Dec

25/39
(64%)

Jan

26/39
(67%)

Feb

Totals Values

Total LEI Records 2,080,671 (+0.98%)

Active Entities Managed 1,992,795 (+0.97%)

New Issued LEIs 20,243 (-7.00%)

Renewed LEIs 94,775 (-12.69%)

Lapsed LEIs 719,726 (+1.93%)

Countries 227 (+/-0.00%)

LEI Issuers 38 (-2.56%)

Relationship Information Values

LEIs with Relationships 123,786 (+0.28%)

LEIs with Complete Parent
Information 1,874,328 (+3.74%)

Marked Duplicates Values

Total LEIs 5,121 (+0.35%)

Total LEIs in Percentage <1% (-0.65%)

New Marked LEIs 18 (-30.77%)

Challenges Values

New Challenges 418 (+36.60%)

Closed Challenges 387 (+17.27%)

Closed Challenges with Update 211 (-4.52%)

Avg. Days to Close a Challenge 4 (-11.01%)

100%

<99.0%

Check ID Avg. Number of
Check Failures

No. of LEI
Issuers

LEI Issuers with Highest
Failure Ratio

C000346 383 (-21.84%) 2 EQS

C000276 383 (-21.84%) 2 EQS

C000334 149 (-) 1 LuxCSD

C000281 146 (+/-0.00%) 1 Kamer van Koophandel (KvK)

C000343 100 (+88.68%) 4 Business Entity Data B.V.

Quality Criterion
(No. of Checks)

Data Quality Score (DQS) Trend
(Dec - Feb)

Avg.
DQS

Avg. Number of
Check Failures

Accessibility (3) 99.99 5 (<0.01%)

Accuracy (7) 99.99 30 (<0.01%)

Completeness (5) 99.99 28 (<0.01%)

Comprehensiveness (6) 99.98 250 (<0.01%)

Consistency (16) 99.99 229 (<0.01%)

Currency (1) 99.99 <1 (<0.01%)

Integrity (11) 99.99 4 (<0.01%)

Provenance (3) 99.96 769 (0.01%)

Representation (5) 99.99 <1 (<0.01%)

Uniqueness (5) 99.98 68 (<0.01%)

Validity (13) 99.99 5 (<0.01%)
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