Model Interchange Working Group (MIWG) Minutes

18 April 2011
Attendance: Roy Bell – Raytheon, Etienne Brosse – SOFTEAM,  Peter Denno – NIST, Sandy Friedenthal, Len Levine – DoD/OSD, Simon Moore – Atego, Pete Rivett – Adaptive, Ed Seidewitz – Model Driven Solutions
The following is a summary from our April 18, 2011 telecom. Let me know if you have any corrections. Our next telecom will be held Monday April 25 at 09:00 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: 
Stable and validated definition of canonical XMI – All
SoaML – Ed
Agenda for Salt Lake City -- Sandy

Phase 2 Completion Criteria -- Sandy

Review of open actions – Sandy/All 

Stable and validated definition of canonical XMI:
We are nearing the end of phase 2 testing, and we have determined that we need to establish an approach for scalable interchange testing before we can proceed to phase 3. In this telecon we held a discussion on what this means. Everyone agrees we need to reduce the variability of XMI. For the process to be truly saleable, it seems likely that an automated tool would also be necessary. MIWG's strategy is to eliminate variability through the definition and use of canonical XMI. Peter Denno and NIST should be congratulated. The NIST tool implements the strategy. This tool can not only detect errors, but also compare an input XMI file to one that has been validated.

As an additional objective, canonical XMI could also provide a more repeatable form for standardized XMI in general. Therefore, MIWG would like to recommend that canonical XMI be adopted as an OMG specification. Some people are not sure whether a spec can be written that will ensure that there will always be only 1 valid canonical XMI file for a given UML model. However, most people are optimistic that it can be done. We are confident that the definition of canonical XMI will be sufficient for MIWG to proceed to phase 3. We believe that canonical XMI is valuable and we would like to see it adopted by the OMG and implemented by UML tool vendors.
SoaML:
Ed may produce a draft SoaML test case on May 9th involving collaborations, and if he does, we will discuss it on May 16th. He also plans to produce a UML version of this test case that will be similar to the SoaML version. 
Agenda for Salt Lake City:
Our following is a preliminary list of items for the MIWG meeting in Salt Lake City:

· Phase 2 completion status

· Review of publically available vendor exports

· Canonical XMI RFC Status

· SoaML test case review/status

· UPDM (if there is something is substantive)

· Plan forward
Phase 2 Completion Criteria:
The following is the list of criteria for completing phase 2 interchange testing:
1) A release definition that is publically available on the MIWG Wiki

a. The description will indicate

i. The content of the release

ii. Use cases for how individuals and organizations can use the content to perform their own interchange testing

1. A user could enter the test case diagram into a tool and save the XMI. The user could then run the XMI through the validator to obtain a diff with the valid XMI
2. A user could import the publicly available vendor exports into other tools to assess the level of interchange

b. Test case definitions 1-16 are based on UML 2.3/SysML 1.2/XMI 2.1.1. Each test case will have
i. A valid non-canonical XMI

ii. A valid canonical XMI
1. [note: the validator does not publish the correct URI (see email from Simon)]
c. A map of the UML/SysML coverage achieved by test cases 1-16

d. Each vendor exports for each test case in non-canonical format

i. The version of the tool used to produce the export will be noted

ii. Can be updated at vendor’s convenience

2) Readiness of an approach to support scalable interchange testing

a. A defined form of canonical XMI that will support the generation of model differences
i. [note: need Pete and Peter to agree on an algorithm for generation of XMI IDs (expected April 25)]

b. Tooling support

i. For transformation to canonical XMI format

ii. To generate and evaluate differences between two canonical XMI files

3) Vendor commitment to support testing

a. Completion of 2) above

b. Readiness to support next phase of UML, SysML, and SoaML testing 
Closed Actions: 

None this week.
Open Actions: 

101206-03: Compare BPMN test capability with NIST validator – Peter (Dec 20) 

101206-06: Prepare a plan for canonical XMI development to facilitate community evaluation of interchange capability- Peter (Dec 13)

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)

110214-01: Provide standard URI for “kg” quantity kind – Nicolas (Feb 21)

110221-02: State whether your tool allows different model elements in different XMI files to have the same xmi:id when both files are loaded into your tool – All Vendors (Mar 7)

110328-01: Fix minor errors in valid.xmi for early test cases that were originally done in an older version of UML – Peter (April 11)

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
