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Scholars' Commons

• purchased materials (items 
managed by the WF)

• licensed materials 
(electronic journals and 
article databases)

• special collections 
resources

• library’s website.
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Se a rch  Re t rie va l 
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Searching Habits and Full Text 

Patrons’ searching 
habits:

Full text dominated

full text entries

Controlled 
vocabulary 

entries
MARC 

record fields
without 5xx

Non-MARC 
records

Vendor 
records

Cataloger-
created 
MARC 
records
with 5xx 

note fields
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505 Content field and 520 Summary field 
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What fields are used 
most in retrieving 
records?

Title (245), 
contents notes (505), 
subject fields (650), and 
summary notes (520) 
were most important for MARC 
record retrieval

From “ Missing the MARC: Utilization of MARC Fields
in the Search Process”  by Utah State University Cataloging and Metadata Services 6



245
(Title 

Statement)

505
(Contents 

Note)

650 
(Topical Term)

520  
(Summary) 

The top 4 fields are used most in 
retrieving records
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Contents notes 505

Contents notes  505 
match search terms 
most frequently and 
are critical for record 
visibility.
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Back to My Cataloging Work

full text might play a 
important role in search 
retrieval

inclusion of 505 Content Notes and 520 
Summary when possible

Personal names, subject 
heading are important in 
discoverability

continued efforts on 
authority work
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Using Generative AI 
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Summary

 Cataloging plays a vital role in connecting “books” with readers.

 Given patrons’ searching habits today, "full text" fields in MARC records 
become increasingly important in metadata.

 Collection discoverability can be improved by enhanced cataloging with 
fields like 505 and 520.
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Thank you! 

Questions? 
Contact me: 

Yi Jiang
Jiang11@iu.edu 
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