TT-AvXML Teleconference  28/2/2013
Aaron does not expect to be in Reading or Brussels.
Jeremy's list of items

1. Identified all changes needed to metbasic, ocm, metce

2. need to work on registers, nilreason, vertical coordinate systems. These need work, but no big decision points. Volume of work is the issue

3. OCL syntax: OCL does not have easy route to automation of serialization; consistency would require proper OCL syntax; could state that not fixed in RC2. Choy ignored incompatibilities, and interpreted what was written by hand to create the schematron. Schematrons have to act on a process, and may not act on the class that they were written against. Decision: Tidy up OCL after RC2.
4. Type stereotype. Use "no stereotype".

5. Shapechange already has tags agreed, Choy will look at changing to use the Shapechange tags.
6. Only use plain formatting inside model to simplify creation of documentation.

7. Need definition of usage information – Aaron proposes to keep it where we have it already.

8. Extension mechanisms – how will that work? "default allow"? Handling regional extensions produces a lot of complexity, especially if conformance is enforced. Leaving a solution to a later release will make it difficult/impossible to react to user feedback.

9. Application schema granularity.
a. IWXXM and SAF – appear to have reasonable number of classes.

b. Metce may need partitioning later – eg TCs and volcanoes may be joined by other types of features. 

10. Registries: def.wmo.int instead of data.wmo.int. We may need to use the year in the versioning of the namespace for compatibility with the ISO and other practices. Tables don't need versioning information provided codes are never reused. However, do need to version tables at a change of GRIB/BUFR edition. Must change the version identifier for the name space if the change "breaks" user software." However, if the changes are only additions (that do not stop things working that were working before), then they can go into the existing namespace. Metbasic flows from the TDCF tables, so would need to change on the same semi-annual time scales.
11. Propose: remove metbasic, and instead use a tagged value that refers to a "concept" published by WMO through the registers.

a. At present refer to a class that they refers to the registry entry

b. How would we make the connection between the parameters and their units of measure?

i. We don't validate UoMs anyway, so putting them both into registries directly would be consistent

c. If we keep metbasic, we would need to reissue schema every time we add a variable.

d. For this to work, the code table defining a physical quantity would need to define a "canonical unit", and the units of measure also need to state the canonical unit to which they relate.
e. In principle, remove metbasic to avoid need to reissue schema whenever introduce new physical quantities.

12. Need to discuss 2ma temperature" at Reading

13. Nil Reason: cannot put into a measure.  Need to find an alternative.
14. Need to create a plan for progressing the model at Reading.

15. wis.wmo.int – definitions; def.wmo.int is models. Schemas can be versioned if necessary.

16. Use 2013 for initial release of metce. Documentation under wis.wmo.int using metce/2013 namespace.
