ECHO Technical Discussion   1/22/2004

BMGT

ECS Status:  Currently working on ECSed38636 : GSFC/SMC - BMGT Collection Info Inaccurate - not reporting the correct Contact Information. 
ECS reports that they might be able to get this NCR into the baseline by the end of next week (week of Jan 26)
Valids:  Robin Pfister noted that inconsistent valids are being seen.  The specific instance noted was in the use of day/night flag.  In some cases, “D” is being used, and in other cases “Day” is being used.  LP DAAC noted that these inconsistencies in the ECS metadata are not uncommon and are a result of science teams defining their metadata values.

It was agreed that cleaning up the valids is a good idea, but how?

· ECHO (ops) will not change the values

·  DAACs are very reluctant because of the effort needed

· Suggestion from LP:  ESDIS could charter the DAACs (with funding) to celan up the metadata

Granule Versions:  

How does a granule version change get handled?  (e.g. moving a version to V199)

ECHO handles this situation as long as the granule-unique ID doesn’t change during the move.

ECHO Ops/Dev

Changes in ECHO to improve search performance of queries using dataset ID with temporal criteria will be implemented into operations during the week of Jan 26.

Action:  LP DAAC should continue running the CRT and creating time series plots of CRT performance after the ECHO change is in place.   These time series will be used to evaluate the effectiveness of the ECHO change in the operational environment.

Discussion on Data Maturity Flag

Rich Ullman and Robin Pfister of ESDIS and Robert Wolfe of the MODIS Science Team attended the telecon to lead the discussion about data maturity flag.

Background:

· There is a need to identify collections “recommended” for use

· Rich Ullman suggested that the latest Version ID does not necessarily identify the recommended collection to use   (See comments from DAACs later in these notes)

· The Quality Assurance Working Group recommended that this data maturity flag be placed in the metadata model to signal “ascending” levels of maturity

Issues:

1) Populating this field (Who? How?)

a. The data maturity flag is not in the ECS data model, so it wouldn’t be populated in ECHO by the BMGT.

b. Expensive and difficult to change the ECS data model (e.g. if field is added as core metadata)

c. ECHO Operations should not populate this field

d. DAAC concerns

i. Is this field ESDT driven? 

ii. Maintaining this field:  ESDT updates has a large impact on DAACs

2) Identifying what is the appropriate data/collection to use

a. MODIS looks at “highest version ID” only

b. Would a combination of version ID and maturity flag work better?

c. Are there any users who are having trouble determining what data to use?

i. MODIS thinks current situation (via EDG) is confusing.  Also, in a couple of years, MODIS will have multiple versions of collections that show in EDG

d. Could ECHO access control lists be used to hide older versions?    Maybe not:  MODIS still wants these datasets available, not necessarily hidden

e. How to handle access/visibility of V199 collections?

Question:  Are there any cases where the highest version available to the public is not the version the science team wants to be made available?


- LP DAAC:   highest version # is what we want public to use

· GSFC:  highest version number exported is the most current to use

· NSIDC:  highest version is what is to be used

Action:

-Attempt to address data maturity flag in metadata via ECS.

-Rich Ullman/ESDIS to request ECS submit a ROM for this effort

