OGF19 OGSA-WG information modeling session
January 30th 2007
· Note-taker: Fred Maciel

· Session Start

· Explained IPR policy, passed sign-up sheet
· About 27 people in session
1 JSDL and XQuery, a proposed solution (Michel Drescher)
· Introduces job matching

· Jay: approach inspired by Condor.

· Gives examples with XMLschemas, and XML documents
· XQuery is dependent on context. How to provide the correct context? Create capabilities and requirements document on-the-fly and generate XQuery results for e.g. VOs or hosts. Zero matches for any of these means that the job cannot run.
· XQuery is suitable for our needs for resource matching and document management.
· Issues for modeling and rendering

· XML rendering: have to find a balance between XML element length and query length
· Question whether we do one huge statement or many small statements concatenated

· Jay: there is some opportunity to go from candidate selection to scheduling choices (choosing the cheapest, etc.). There is also the issue of what is best for the system instead of what is best for the job. Michel: have to talk to Donal.
· Paul Strong: the XPath expressions depend on the representation (rendering). Is there the possibility of multiple representations? Jay: we need best practices on the schema. IBM, Microsoft etc. are coming to conclusions on how to use XML to represent resources, and using schematron to have more control. Paul Strong: XML can be ambiguous while following the XSD/DTDs; Andrea did work on this. Jay: it may turn out to be a question of tooling maturity instead of fit. From an adoption point of view XML and XPath are far along, and RDF isn’t yet. We have to follow the adoption path. It would be good if later somebody can bring a semantic web proposal. Comments that it does not matter much which language is used, the model is the most important thing.
· Paul Strong: worth doing an investigation on how do and or should RDF and OWL fit into the information model work.
· Explained JSDL 1.x implications. For JSDL2 the door is still open.

· Jay: in JSDL what is in there has to be tuned and carried. Same for RSS. JSDL2, RSS and BES are one group that has to be addressed. We need a day in the next F2F to discuss this. Sometime in 2008 we could be in shape for interoperability demonstrations. 
2 Container/Service document review (Ellen Stokes)
· Paul: call it container or qualify it (e.g. execution environment)? Ellen: at this point defined just the general container. People can define derivatives specific to their containers. If we have consensus on what any of these specific ones are they will be added. The rest of attributes come from top-level elements. 
· Paul: why collection? Ellen: because of how collection has been defined. 

· Explains the class for BES service . It has the 5 interfaces of BES.
· When the document is approved in GGF submit to DMTF for inclusion in their model.

· No additions to existing classes. Fred: red property in service class? Ellen: deprecated property.
· Andreas: take out boilerplate in authors section.
· Andreas: waiting for BES to be finalized? Ellen: goal is to send for last call when BES goes for public comment. Latter is recommendation (60 day) and former is informational (30 days), will keep them in sync.
3 Review and response to DMTF DSP0225 and DSP0230 (Ellen Stokes)
· Ellen will submit items “on behalf of OGSA WG” to make source clear.

· URI Format: no problem.
· WS-CIM mapping specification: 
· Data types: used XSD definition but changed names. Ask DMTF why.
· Before moving to final we should request that the entire model is rendered with this specification. 

· Fred offers to contact WS-CIM WG.
· Andreas: add request that the CIM schemas are provided on the DMTF Web site.

4 Other businesses
· Hiro: OGF20 is in Manchester and Steven Pickles offered us a meeting room. We can have a F2F.
