Model Interchange Working Group (MIWG) Minutes

13 September 2010

Attendance: Roy Bell – Raytheon, Etienne Brosse – SOFTEAM , Peter Denno – NIST, Len Levine – DoD/OSD, Pete Rivett – Adaptive, and Ed Seidewitz – Model Driven Solutions
The following is a summary from our September 13, 2010 telecom. Let me know if you have any corrections or comments. Next week we will have a face-to-face meeting in conjunction with the OMG meeting in Cambridge MA. It will start one hour earlier at 9:00 AM EDT and last until 12:00 PM EDT.
Dial-up information:
Conference Dial-in Number: (712) 775-7000 
Participant Access Code: 104539#
Proposed Agenda for Sep 20:
Test Case #11 Status – Vendors
Test Case #12 Discussion – Etienne

Test Case #13 Discussion – Etienne

Canonical XMI Status – Pete/Peter
Vendor interchange capability matrix – Roy
Regression testing approach – Sandy

December demo – Sandy/Ed

Plan forward – Sandy

Review of open actions – Sandy/All 
Sep 13 Agenda: 
Test Case #11 Status – Vendors
Test Case #12 Discussion – Etienne
Test Case #13 Discussion – Etienne

Canonical XMI Status – Pete/Peter

Wiki Updates:
Refer to Model-Interchange Wiki at http://www.omgwiki.org/model-interchange/doku.php for latest information. These minutes and previous minutes are posted to the Wiki.
Test Case #11 Status:
At the time of the telecom, Simon Moore has completed the imports for Atego. Etienne hopes to complete the SOFTEAM imports later this week.

Test Case #12 Discussion:
Etienne has checked in the UML XMI with a file name of valid-b.xmi. He plans to supply the SysML XMI in file name of valid-a.xmi once we have examined the valid-b.xmi file.

Test Case #13 Discussion:
Etienne has checked in preliminary diagrams and XMI. Ed pointed out that attribute2 in class2_1 must have a value specification. The names of the nested classes in class3_1 are separated by a "/" instead of "::". Another problem was that the instance names were not underlined. We decided that the object diagram for this test case should just be objects and links. It should not have nesting.
Canonical XMI: 
It appears that we have transferred a lot of the model interchange problems to the validator. It not only validates input files, but also converts them to canonical XMI. It then compares the input canonical XMI to the validated canonical XMI. Finally it must describe the differences in a way that users can correlate with their input file. Peter said that he could not compare two canonical XMI files with a simple text diff. He believes the best way to do it is with a model-to-model comparison of the two canonical XMI representations.
Closed Actions: 
100816-01: Peter Deno to comment on Pete's Canonical XMI white paper. (Aug 30)

100816-03: Prepare draft for Test Case #13 to include instance diagram based on simple class diagram from TC #1 – Etienne (Aug 30)

Open Actions: 
100621-06: Prepare draft white paper for review at September OMG meeting with plans to post prior to December OMG meeting on progress and path forward for MIWG – Nicolas (Sept 20) 
100621-07: Prepare plan for December Interoperability Demonstration – Sandy/Ed/Pete/Vendors
100830-01: Create canonical XMI for test case #3 and check it in – Peter Deno (Sep 6)

100913-01: Examine TC #12 valid-b.xmi – All (Sep 20)
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