Model Interchange Working Group (MIWG) Minutes

20 June 2011
Attendance: Roy Bell – Raytheon, Conrad Bock – NIST, Etienne Brosse – SOFTEAM (call in),  Roger Burkhart – John Deere, Steve Cook – Microsoft, Peter Denno – NIST (call in), Maged Elaasar – IBM,  Matthew Hause – Atego, Nerijus Jankevicius – NoMagic, Len Levine – DoD/OSD (call in), Sam Mancarella – Sparx, Aurelitus Morkevicus – No Magic, Pete Rivett – Adaptive, Nicolas Rouquette – JPL, Ed Seidewitz – Model Driven Solutions
The following is a summary from our June 20, 2011 face-to-face meeting. Let me know if you have any corrections. Our next telecom will be held Monday June 27 at 10:00 AM EDT.
Dial-up information:
Austria: +43 (0) 7 2088 1402
Canada: +1 (647) 724-3550
France: +33 (0) 182 880 458
Norway: +47 (0) 21 03 58 98
United Kingdom: +44 (0) 121 368 0267
United States: +1 (215) 383-1010 
Participant Access Code: 586-539-187
Link to webcast: https://www2.gotomeeting.com/join/586539187
Agenda: 
Status of Publically Available Vendor Exports – Ed/Roy
Differences in Canonical XMI between the OMG XMI RFC and NIST Validator – Pete/Peter

SoaML test case review/status – Ed

Additional Test Cases for UML/SysML – Ed

When to migrate to UML 2.4/XMI 2.4 – Ed

Diagram Interchange – Maged

Planning for UPDM Testing – Matthew

Status of Publically Available Vendor Exports:
Etienne, Maged, and Nerijus, have produced exports for all test cases. Mickael and Simon have produced most of the exports. Sam says he intends to post his exports very soon. We intend to make all of these publically available, but not until we have resolved a problem with a large number of messages being produced by the validator. Each message could be due to 1) a problem with the valid.xmi, 2) a problem with the validator itself, or 3) a problem with a vendor’s tool.
All three potential problems mentioned above are being worked simultaneously. The valid.xmi for later test cases (i.e., TC-10 through TC-16) are generally believed to be in better shape than the early test cases. Pete has fixed all known bugs in TC-01 and TC-02. So, the major effort of correcting valid.xmi is probably in test cases 3-9.

Peter is fixing issues with the validator as they are encountered by vendors. Nerijus said the validator uses URIs with version number instead of the date based URIs that are supposed to be used (according to the standard). Peter said this was fixed a month ago. It turns out that the valid.xmi does have data-based URIs, so it was just the documentation of the errors that Nerijus got from the validtor, which was out of date. However, the valid.xmi used an “.xmi” extension rather than “.xml” in the hrefs for primitive types. Since we are using UML 2.3, it was decided that “.xml” should be used.

MagicDraw also used version-number-based, rather than date-based, URIs for references to standard profile stereotypes. This seemed to be the convention implied by the guidelines on the MIWG wiki. We decided that it was better to use date-based URIs for UML 2.3, since this is more consistent with the normative URIs used in UML 2.4. The Wiki was updated to reflect this.
Differences in Canonical XMI between the OMG XMI RFC and NIST Validator:
The only major difference between the validator and the RFC is the way in which UUIDs are defined. The RFC will be discussed in the ADTF on Wednesday. Perhaps these differences will be addressed in the FTF process.

SoaML test case review/status:
The first SoaML test case (which will be test case #17) was not discussed due to lack of time. MIWG members are requested to review the diagram Ed presented last month in preparation for the MIWG telecon on July 11th.

Additional Test Cases for UML/SysM:
Release 12 is the last release of phase 2. Phase 3 will begin with Release 13 and will be done with automated testing using the validator. Release 13 will contain at least one SoaML test case and perhaps one or more UML and SysML test cases. The UML and SysML test cases will be designed to contain elements of the UML (or SysML) language that have not appeared in any of our existing test cases.

When to migrate to UML 2.4/XMI 2.4:
This was not discussed due to lack of time. MIWG is not expected to transition to UML 2.4/XMI 2.4 for at least a few months.

Diagram Interchange:
This was not discussed due to lack of time.

Planning for UPDM Testing:
Matthew Hause gave a short presentation on DoDAF 2.0 and the Physical Exchange Specification (PES). The DoDAF standard requires PES, but DoDAF does not provide an architecture for PES or describe how to do it. Matthew said the government has made a "special dispensation" that says that if it can be shown that XMI interchange works; vendors will not need to implement PES. Vendors do not want to implement PES, so they are keen to show that XMI works.
We plan to start UPDM testing in 3-6 months. We anticipate the first test to be an OV-4 test and we expect it to be simple. Matthew and his team will eventually define multiple UPDM test cases. Each test case will be illustrated with a set of one or more PNG files along with the corresponding valid.xmi file. Matthew's goal is to provide the test cases by the September OMG meeting, though formal testing may not start until later in the year. The actual start will depend on the status of development of tools supporting UPDM 2.0.

Closed Actions: 

110502-01: Create Draft of first SoaML test case – Ed (May 09) [This should have been previously closed.]

Open Actions: 

101206-03: Compare BPMN test capability with NIST validator – Peter (Revised May 30) 

101206-06: Prepare a plan for canonical XMI development to facilitate community evaluation of interchange capability- Peter (Revised May 30)

110110-01: Create urgent SysML issue for non-normative SysML library – Nicolas (Feb 28)

110124-02: Make vendor exports available on the publicly accessible WIKI – Ed (April 31) (Note: we are waiting for a couple more vendors to post their exports)
110425-01: Provide a description in the MIWG Wiki of the contents and usage scenarios for the XMI in the publically available SVN repository – Ed (May 09)

110509-01: Ensure that all of the URIs and href(s) are correct in the valid.xmi and valid-canonical.xmi for all test cases – Peter (May 16)

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.
-- Roy Bell

-- Raytheon
-- Network Centric Systems
