Model Interchange Working Group (MIWG) Minutes

19 March 2012
Attendance: Too many to list
The following is a summary from our March 19, 2012 meeting in Reston Va. Let me know if you have any corrections. Our next telecom will take place on Monday March 26 from 10:00-11:00 AM EDT (03:00-4:00 PM UTC).

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:

The following topics were discussed:

· Validator Status and Plans
· UPDM Test Case Status
· MIWG plans and conformance testing for UML 2.4.1
· MIWG Roadmap Review
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.
Validator Status and Plans:

Peter Denno presented an update on the NIST Validator. It is our fundamental tool for validating XMI files. The link to the Validator can be accessed from the MIWG Wiki above. One of his recent focus items has been to generate a diff report between the submitted XMI file and the validated XMI file. Peter has made significant improvements to the validator so that it can distinguish relevant differences from irrelevant differences. 
The validator now accepts user defined profiles. It can also validate that a XMI file is compliant with the user's profile.

The validator has a web-based interface and a processing speed of 600 elements / minute. A web-based interface usually times out after 2 minutes or so, and this effectively limits the validator's capacity to process large files.

The validator provides very detailed information in a tabular form. Usually it can only be understood by people with a detailed knowledge of UML and XMI. Peter is working on a report format that can be interpreted by non-XMI experts. This includes the ability to combine and summarize a vendor's results for all of their submitted MIWG test cases.

UPDM:
Len emphasized the need to exchange Enterprise Architecture data between companies, governments, partners, suppliers and customers. Interchange at Level 0 (L0) is UML only. Level 1 (L1) is both UML and SysML.

The UPDM group has an ambitious list of interchange goals. This includes verifying the ability to interchange UPDM with multiple profiles applied including SysML and SoaML, compartmentalization of views, and eventually diagram interchange. The real challenge is to turn these into test cases. Len noted that the UPDM RTF will try to develop a timeline for UPDM interchange testing in their meetings this week.
The UPDM profile must be fixed before MIWG can proceed with UPDM interchange testing. Ed Seidewitz said that he can propose a set of items to be fixed. Ed also said that we need to keep the profile in one file because MIWG has not tested the ability to integrate stereotypes from multiple files. 
Walt Okon Discussion:
Walt Okon, Senior Architect Engineer, from the DoD CIO office, provided status on DoD efforts to ensure alignment of align DoD Architecture Framework (DoDAF) with the new Federal Enterprise Architecture Common Approach that is being developed.  The Office of Management and Budget (OMB) will be defining strategic areas of the Federal Enterprise Architecture (FEA). EA supports planning and decision-making through documentation and information that provides an abstracted view of an enterprise at various levels of scope and detail.  There are six sub-architecture domains in the common approach to Federal EA:
· Strategic
· Business Services
· Data and Information
· Enabling Applications
· Host Infrastructure
· Security Controls

These six sub-architecture domains delineate the types of analysis and modeling that is necessary for solution architectures to meet stakeholder requirements. 

 

This week the US Office of Management and Budget (OMB) created an artifact committee to accomplish this, and with the goal of completing the initial alignment DoDAF by the end of April 2012.

Walt will speak at the DoD Enterprise Architecture Conference on Monday April 30th on the DoD direction of Architecture and the partnering with the Federal efforts on Common Approach, Shared Service, and Information Sharing. One of his topics will be the DoD Information Enterprise Architecture (IEA). The IEA will have prescriptive information about how to create architecture and how to create Reference Architectures. He also plans to describe how the DoD UCore and NIEM as specifications and standards are progressing independently and how they plan to come together in the future.
Walt continues to emphasize the importance of data interchange, and the need for UPDM and other OMG standards to support effective interchange.
MIWG plans and conformance testing for UML 2.4.1:
The last part of the meeting was set aside to discuss our status and future plans. Ed recommended that we should formalize our test suite by more closely aligning the test cases with clauses in the specification. Sandy noted that the Validator currently provides a test coverage report indicating which metaclasses are tested by each test case. He suggested that we evaluate whether the Validator can report on a finer grain resolution of specification coverage than it currently does. Ed and Peter will look into this. 
MIWG Roadmap:
Sandy walked through the updated MIWG roadmap to highlight the scope of the activities (refer to attached). More work is required to add the needed detail, particularly relative to the near term UPDM interchange testing.

Agenda for Next Week:
1) Review SoaML test case #17
2) Review and update roadmap
3) Discuss UPDM test case and participation in the Enterprise Architecture Conference
4) Discuss Open Actions

Closed Actions: 

None this week
Open Actions: 

111128-01 Check in model files – Vendors (note: need a discussion of where the model files should be put)
111128-02 Recreate models that do not exist – Vendors (note: need to decide which vendor should do each of the missing model files)

111212-01 Provide an explanation on the MIWG Wiki of why both valid.xmi and valid-canonical.xmi files are needed, and add links to this explanation in all of the test cases where they are shown – Ed

111212-03 Update the roadmap for MIWG test cases – Sandy/All

111212-04 Baseline the MIWG testing process – Sandy/All

111219-02 Modify the namespaces in a copy of the MIWG test case XMI files to specify UML 2.4.1, and rerun these test cases to determine which test cases are incompatible with UML 2.4.1 -- Vendors that support UML 2.4.1 including No Magic and Sparx
111219-04 Indicate if your tool can import canonical XMI, and if so, which of the MIWG test case canonical XMI files can be imported by your tool -- Vendors
120206-01 Check in a simple UPDM test case into SVN repository -- Dan

120319-01 Determine an approach for the Validator to provide a finer grain specification coverage report down to the clause level. - Ed S, Peter D.
