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The Metropolitan Museum of Art 

Collection Online

http://www.metmuseum.org/collection/
the-collection-online

Key Features:
Search and displayed metadata, “My 
Met” saved items, zoom, download, 
permalink and share functions

Good:
Very clear user interface. MyMet is 
HDV\�WR�XVH��1LFH�ȴOLQJ�DQG�H[SRUW�
mechanism. Website is fast and 
responsive.

Bad:
Confusing visual design

The Museum of Modern Art

Collection Explore

http://www.moma.org/explore/collec-
tion/index

Key Features:
Search and displayed metadata, save 
to my collection, permalink, share

Good:
Good mechanism for adding to col-
lection and sharing.

Bad:
/LPLWHG�ȴOLQJ�DQG�LPDJH�PDQLSXODWLRQ�
tools.

The Tate

Archive Collections Online

http://www.tate.org.uk/research/ar-
chive/collections/digitised-archives

Key Features:
Text based archive search. Mecha-
nism to request images. Sharing.

Good:
Comprehensive archives.

Bad:
'LɝFXOW�WR�JHW�WR�LPDJHV��QR�PHFKD-
nism to save or collect.

The Louvre

Archives and Film Footage

http://www.louvre.fr/en/archives

Key Features:
Search, basic data, archive lists

Good:
Basic search.

Bad:
No more complex mechanisms or 
annotation tools.

New York Public Library

NYARC

http://www.nyarc.org/

Key Features:
Very broad based search mechanism 
across various federated sources, in-
cluding the Frick. Images, text, video, 
other artifacts.

Good:
Comprehensive with lots of good 
data, very good for long term re-
search projects.

Bad:
Onerous UI. Lack of good tools.
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