Data Review Checklist for Contractors updated Aug 2022

Responsibility of tool outputs lies on contractor who develops tools.
Goal is a complete set of County, SCC, Pollutant emissions that are reasonable in magnitude.
Overview of Data Checks
	No.
	Data Element
	QA Check/Method
	Provide to EPA

	1. 
	Number of Counties outputted 
	Completeness
	Table of comparison of counties (see Data Check 1 table below) with Analysis Discussion


	2. 
	Number of SCCs outputted
	Completeness
	Table of comparison of SCCs (see Data Check 2 table below) with Analysis Discussion

	3. 
	Emissions on County SCC level
	Zeroes
	Provide a list of any SCC Pollutant combinations that are zero emissions and explain.

	4. 
	Emissions Magnitude
	Compare on a county level to 2017NEI and 2017EPA
	Provide a list of any SCC Pollutant combinations where 20% different and explain, if possible.

	5. 
	Suite of Pollutants
	Completeness when compared to our expected pollutants list.
	Provide a list of corrections to expected pollutants list if needed.

	6. 
	Impossible Sums
	Make sure HAP-VOCs don’t exceed total VOCs, make sure PM sums make sense
	Correct as needed.

	7. 
	Check full list of SCCs
	Check for retired SCCs, accurate SCCs, new SCCs when compared to Synaptica and NEMOs
	Provide list of corrections to EPA as needed.

	8. 
	Rankings
	Check rankings of highest and lowest 
	Determine if it’s significantly different.

	9. 
	Verification
	Verify that all outputs of tools (SCC, county, pollutant) actually make it into the right dataset in EIS. For final data that includes SLT inputs, this should be 2020EPA_Nonpoint.  Default data without any SLT inputs should be in 2020EPA_WWDefault. 
	A list of what verifications were completed.

	10. 
	Input Templates
	Verify that the NP Survey and the input templates listed as received are consistent, and that the emission comment field also correlates with the notation that these inputs were included.
If not, was a template missed? 
	Provide a list of SLT agencies that inputs were included, and a comparison list to the NP Survey.
If no templates were missed, provide the list of inconsistencies so EPA can follow up with those SLT.









Examples. 
The following data check examples should be used as template format for contractors when providing QA analyses.
Data Check 1. Number of Counties provided by EPA Tool
Example table to provide when providing final tool.
	SCCs provided by WW
	Number of Counties Generated in 2020 Tool
	Number of Counties Generated in 2017 Tool
	Analysis Discussion

	2801101123
	3000
	2900
	Went up because our survey was more complete 

	2801101124
	2500
	3000
	Pretty close, missing PR

	2801101125
	0
	2700
	SCC retired

	2801101126
	2700
	0
	SCC was added



Data Check 2. Number of SCCs provided by EPA Tool.
Provide a complete table, and only provide analysis where different or there’s clearly a problem.
	Counties provided by WW
	Number of SCCs Generated in 2020 Tool
	Number of SCCs Generated in 2017 Tool
	Analysis Discussion

	011001
	250
	11
	Population went down significantly in this county

	011002
	260
	300
	Missing all commercial cooking in this county

	011003
	300
	270
	No activity for french fries in Clark County in 2017

	011004
	11
	0
	New county in AL



Data Check 3. Explanation of Zero Emissions Created.
Example: Zero emissions for clamshell cooking in UT because …?
Data Check 4. Emissions Magnitude Analysis.
Maps and comparisons should be provided with this datacheck.
Example: Commercial cooking was 50% higher across the board. We’re doing some more research into why this was and if we should correct. 
Data Check 5. Suite of Pollutants.
Example: We checked against the expected pollutants list dated 7/23/21 and it matches except for 230143301 pollutant code 74533 which we asked Lindsay to add to the EPL.
Data Check 6. Impossible Sums.
Example: We summed HAP VOC to VOC and found no impossibilities. We summed all PM species and found no discrepancies.
Data Check 7. Full List of SCCs.
Example: We checked the SCC list in the NEMOs and the Synaptica list and found the tool had 3 unknown SCCs. We will follow up with EPA to add these SCCs to the NEMOS and Synaptica.
2301432333
2301432334
2301432335
Data Check 8. Rankings.
Example: Summary findings show rankings are consistent with previous inventories for key pollutants.
Data Check 9. Verification into EIS.
Example: There are 25,000 datapoints exported from the WW tool, and 25,000 are now imported into EIS to the dataset 2020EPA_Nonpoint. We’ve reviewed the feedback report and verified that this is the correct number with no critical errors or warnings.
Data Check 10. All SLT Inputs Included.
Example:  We received input template data from ID, WY, and TX for the Commercial Cooking tool. We’ve verified that the emission comment field for output includes a note that says input templates were included, and that the emissions are altered accordingly.  AL said they submitted an input template on their NP survey, but did not provide one on Sharepoint. EPA should follow up with this SLT.
