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For the assessment of July 2021, the Average Total Data Quality Score increased to 99.99. 
The number of LEI Issuers reaching Required Data Quality grew by 10% to 87%, while the 
number of LEI Issuers achieving Expected and Excellent Data Quality remained stable at 
31%. The amount of level 2 related check failures declined. This was triggered by the 
decrease in the average number of check failures per day for checks C000291 by over 
40% and C000243 by more than 30%. Both checks are focusing on ultimate parent 
inconsistencies.

Check ID Avg. Number of
Check Failures

No. of LEI
Issuers

LEI Issuers with Highest
Failure Ratio

C000291 406 (-46.58%) 16 Business Entity Data B.V.

C000243 361 (-34.36%) 24 Qatar Credit Bureau

C000281 197 (+22.36%) 4 SACB /Moa'rif

C000304 90 (-84.69%) 2 WM Datenservice

C000289 54 (-73.27%) 8 LuxCSD
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Maturity Level 0
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Maturity Level 3
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Totals Values

Total LEI Records 1,917,020 (+1.04%)

Active Entities Managed 1,838,937 (+1.00%)

New Issued LEIs 19,649 (-4.34%)

Renewed LEIs 57,136 (-21.01%)

Lapsed LEIs 625,679 (+0.98%)

Countries 227 (+/-0.00%)

LEI Issuers 39 (+/-0.00%)

Relationship Information Values

LEIs with Relationships 122,567 (-0.39%)

LEIs with Complete Parent
Information 1,724,136 (+1.13%)

Marked Duplicates Values

Total LEIs 4,956 (+1.83%)

Total LEIs in Percentage <1% (+0.78%)

New Marked LEIs 89 (+206.90%)

Challenges Values

New Challenges 524 (+14.41%)

Closed Challenges 410 (-8.89%)

Closed Challenges with Update 235 (-25.40%)

Avg. Days to Close a Challenge 4 (-20.00%)

Quality Criterion
(No. of Checks)

Data Quality Score (DQS) Trend
(May - Jul)

Avg.
DQS

Avg. Number of
Check Failures

Accessibility (0) - - (-)

Accuracy (4) 99.99 <1 (<0.01%)

Completeness (5) 99.99 458 (<0.01%)

Comprehensiveness (2) 99.99 6 (<0.01%)

Consistency (18) 99.98 611 (<0.01%)

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

Integrity (21) 99.99 6 (<0.01%)

Provenance (1) 99.99 45 (<0.01%)

Representation (2) 99.99 <1 (<0.01%)

Uniqueness (5) 99.90 39 (<0.01%)

Validity (12) 99.99 118 (<0.01%)

99.99 +0.01
Average Total Data Quality Score (TDQS) compared to the previous month

31%  +/−0
LEI Issuers Achieving Maturity Level 2 compared to the previous month

4 days -1 days
Average Days to Close a Challenge compared to the previous month
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