ECHO Technical Discussion    5/6/2004
ECHO/ECS ICD
Carol Boquist (point person for the ICD) has started examining various information

LP DAAC question:  Will ICD be under same CM process as other ESDIS ICD’s?   Will Carol act as book boss?       Response:    Although there were no ESDIS reps at the telecon to confirm,  the assumption is that this ICD will fall under the same processes as other ICDs.

Data Hiding:  ECS/BMGT/Providers      NOTE:  Because of the interest of the data providers in this issue,  it is important that the notes below be as accurate as possible.  If there are any items that don’t seem correct or are inaccurate,  please notify Mark Nestler and corrections will be made and distributed.
Evelyn Nakamura of ECS was on the telecon to address questions.

History of  data hiding:
- Ruth Duerr of NSIDC submitted a sev 5 NCR to ECS asking for implementation of her data hiding ops concept.    ECS submitted a proposal to address many of these access issues; the proposal was a large scope and described an expensive effort.

· ECS moved ahead with a “near term” data hiding implementation that was not intended to provide for the original full end-to-end ops concept.

Implementation concepts of the “near term” solution:

· Data hiding driven by DFA flag:  shows granule about to be deleted.  Granule flagged is not returned in inventory search

· DFA = H       BMGT does not export granule to ECHO,   ***H also does not allow the granule to be ordered via ECS *****
· DFA = G       BMGT exports granule to ECHO

· ECS supplies no utilities to detect “unhidden granules”, e.g. granule with DFA= H is now changed to DFA= “not H”.    It was never the intent of ECS to detect granules that have changed.  
      -  DFA = Y  provides same functionality as DFA = H.     *** For these flags, there is NO export to ECHO regardless of effective date  ****

EDG-E usage with hidden data:    It was noted that there will be no “hidden EDG-E”.  ESDIS (Robin Pfister) has stated that all granules (including hidden and restricted granules) should be in ECHO and ACLs used to govern their visibility/availability. 

DAACs (particularly LP) had concerns about the near-term ECS data hiding solution meeting their needs.

-  LP reqt:   allow specific science users access to data.   There will be science teams wanting to get at those restricted data.   If the DFA=H concept is used, even those science users won’t be able to see the desired granules.  DFA=H also won’t let those science users order those granules.

Evelyn Nakamura suggestion:   Can a switch be added so that even if DFA = H,  still export to echo?      But, it was noted that the DFA flag is not ingested into ECHO.

Keith Wichmann:   ECHO 6.0 will provide a numeric “restriction flag”.  Perhaps we could map DFA to the restriction flag?      But this still wouldn’t allow for distribution/ordering since granules in ECS with DFA=H are unorderable.

Evelyn noted that “H” is optional.   LP (Doug Jaton) noted that if DFA=H is not used it won’t hurt the DAACs today, but it doesn’t get us closer to an integrated data hiding capability with ECHO.
LP recommendation:  Create an attribute in ECS to hide granules from the “public”, with this attribute being exportable to ECHO at the granule level that can then be used to form an appropriate ACL.     This attribute could be something like “hide in archive” and “hide in catalogue”.

RECOMMENDATION FROM DISCUSSION:   DAACs should submit a sev 5 NCR to ECS to add another attribute that is ingested into ECHO per the LP recommendation above.    LP takes the lead in drafting the NCR.

EDG-E

Requirements for the next EDG-E release are being developed/gathered.    A requirements review is scheduled for May 26.

ECHO 7.0 Requirements
No additional inputs from providers

 ESDIS has communicated to ECHO and EDG-E development that any ECHO functionality that is needed to support EDG-E should be implemented in ECHO 7.0.   

There are 3-4  ECHO 7.0 requirements on the spreadsheet that are directly related to EDG-E implementation.    These requirements will be identified to Jackie Kendall as part of the requirements spreadsheet update.
DATA PROVIDER ACTION:  Please provide feedback on the importance / priority of addressing ECHO functionality in support of EDG-E in the 7.0 timeframe.
Miscellaneous Notes

Client identifier information is a required field in ECHO 5.5.   This identifier will be passed to data providers and is needed to enable an order to be submitted.

LP noted that these client identifiers could be used to generate metrics, e.g  determine how many orders came from “this” client,  how many searches on a collection over time, etc.
Next Telecon:  Thursday, May 13 @3:30p EDT.   This is the final opportunity to submit feedback/opinion about 7.0 requirements priorities.  
