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Amsterdam
Participants:
Christian Odgaard, DK, Energinet.dk

Christoff Ruffing, CH, swissgrid

Juraj Horvat, SK, Vychodoslovenska energetika a. s.

Kees Sparreboom, NL, TenneT

Lucy Sarkisian, NL, TenneT (Convenor)

Ove Nesvik, NO, EdiSys (Secretary)

Attachment:
None
1 Approval of agenda

The agenda was approved with the following additions/changes:

· Item 4 was postponed.

· New item; “New code for information supplier/distributer”, see 15.1.

· New item; “NDR 3.0”, see 15.2.

· New item; “Information from EMD”, see 15.3.

2 Minutes from previous meetings

The minutes from previous meeting were approved.
3 Report from HG-meeting with focus on the Role model (HG members)

3.1 Status from discussion related to ebIX list with comments to the Role model (mistakes and inconsistencies)

From HG minutes September 24th, 2008:

The following two changes were agreed (unless comments/protests turn up before next HG meeting):

· Addition of the new roles MOL responsible (Merit Order List) and Reserve allocator
· Changed relationship of Metered data responsible to Metering point.
Among others the following modifications was discussed, but not agreed:

· Addition of: 

· Accounting point
· Local accounting point
· Exchange accounting point 

· Logical register.
· Some reasons for adding the Logical register:

· splitting administrative from physical, which will entail a logical entity throughout.

· may be used for linking a Firm energy supplier in the role model.

· may be used for non metered installations, such as street lightning.

· The Register definition should be changed to avoid mix-up with the Logical register.

· It was discussed if the Logical register should be a specialisation, or associated to the Functional group. 

· MM proposed the addition of an Accounting point responsible, responsible for the accounting points. Proposed definition: Responsible for the maintenance and mapping between the Logical registers and the Accounting points in compliance with local market rules.

The discussion will be continued on next HG meeting.

3.2 Status for a common Role model Workshop organised by ETSO, ebIX, EFET and Eurelectric
The item was postponed at the HG meeting.
4 Status of project plan for making common test procedures for the ebIX processes (Lucy and Christoph)

ETC has given the ebIX Methodology first priority and for this reason it was agreed to postpone the common test procedures for the ebIX processes.
5 Comments and update of the ebIX Methodology (focus on chapter 3 and 4)

Jan Ove (Sweden) was the only one that had made upfront comments to the methodology. The comments were reviewed and the methodology was updated accordingly:
Chapter 2.4: 
"There are, however, differences between national markets and national procedures, so we have to leave room for national detailing." What difference are meant? I suppose you mean the differences between international rules and national rules and not differences between national markets and national procedurers.

 

Chapter 4.1:
You might inform that the different listed main views will be further described later in chapter 4.

 

Chapter 4.2.1:
Some word is missing or something is wrong in the text "In the Business Domain View is used to discover business processes UseCases that are of relevance in a project,"
 

Chapter 4.4:
Seems "abstract", but that is probably since I don't understand all of it.

 

Chapter 6.2:
I read "Given the principles specified Fel! Hittar inte referenskälla., it might be possible to use dependency matrices for specifying how to reuse business documents within a give syntax.". The link is wrong and the word "in" is missing. Also "give syntax" should be corrected to "given syntax".

 

Chapter 7.2.1:
I read "expected published during the year 2004." - 2004 ?!?
 

I am not convinced that it always is needed to request an EDIFACT message structure change if the levels between the EDIFACT message level doesn't match the levels in the class diagram (see 1c).

 

Chapter 8.2:
I (at least) miss the need for national groups to have there own national code lists.

 

Appendix D:
Figure 19 is wrong. "01C" should be corrected to "01D" (if the figure will be kept). 

 

In addition to the comments from Jan the following updates were agreed (in addition to smaller changes throughout the document):

· Clarification of UMM relationships and figures in chapter 4, homework for Ove.
· Addition of a chapter explaining the UMM acknowledgement principles, i.e. adding tagged values in the Business actions in the Business transaction view (tagged values for timeToAcknowledgeProcessing, timeToAcknowledgeReceipt, isIntelligibleCheckRequired, isNonRepudiationReceiptRequired), homework for Ove:

· A new chapter (recast of existing chapter): “6 transformation rules”, homework for Kees.
· The introduction was updated.

· Chapter 3, ebIX projects was moved to an appendix.
· UPCC details were removed from chapter 3, but kept in appendix F

· Chapter 7, Maintenance procedures was moved to “Rules for ETC” since this is more maintenance rules than methodology. 
· Appendix C, Example of national documentation was removed.
· The appendix related to Business document sets was removed, but will be covered by Chapter 6, Mapping to syntax specific documents. 
The whole document will be given a final review on the next ETC meeting. 
During the review of the methodology Kees stressed the lack of conformance between the UN/CEFACT standards and OO (Object Oriented) modelling. OO is bottom-up, UMM is mainly bottom-up, while CCTS is “neither-nor”. It was agreed that we should review the methodology as soon as the first complete ebIX UMM compliant model is available and if needed add a paragraph related to OO modelling. The item was put on a pending list, together with other documents that needs update, see Appendix A.
Homework:
· Kees will:

· Make a proposal for a new chapter 5 (previous 6) transformation rules 

· Ove will:

· Update/clarify the UMM relationships and figures in chapter 4.
· Add a chapter explaining the UMM acknowledgement principles.
· Add/update rules for mapping to EDIFACT in chapter 6.2.2.
6 Status for request for “filter schema” (UN/CEFACT/ATG - NDR) (Ove)

This item is based on a small misunderstanding. The submitted UseCase for “filter schema” was submitted to UN/CEFACT UCM (Unified Context Methodology) and not to the UN/CEFACT/ATG - NDR. UCM has not come up with any formal documents yet and we have to await the results from the UCM working group.
7 Status ebIX QDT schema and consistency check between CEFACT lists and ebIX subsets (Kees)

The item was skipped, since it is taken care of within the UML models (e.g. from EMD and CuS models).
8 Status publication of xml version of the ebIX code lists (Kees)

As the previous item, this is not needed either. Also this can be done within the UML models (e.g. from EMD and CuS models).

9 Status creation of EMD schemas (Kees)

Kees presented the current status for transformation from UML to XML: 
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The actual transformation is done using a program written in Java, reading the UML XMI file from MagicDraw and converting it to XML.

It was stressed that this is a first trial for making syntax specific messages based on syntax independent models. Kees told that EMD has made a migration plan for going to a UMM 2.0 compliant model. The transformation tool will be updated accordingly. The goal is to use the transformation tool for all syntax dependent messages made by ebIX.
ETC will recommend the following on the next ebIX Forum meeting:

· The first EMD XML schemas (currently available as trial schemas) will not be published on the ebIX web site.

· EMD plan to publish the first set of XML schemas, when updated code lists and QDTs are available.

· ETC stresses that the creation and publication of an ebIX CC registry (ABIEs, and QDTS) is important. ETC proposes to give the creation of an ebIX ABIEs priority in the next half year. 
· New versions will published when updates are made. The next update of the EMD schemas is planned when ebIX CCs (ABIEs) are available.
· All updates shall use structured and agreed version management principles.

10 Status ebIX Web-site (Lucy)

Lucy hasn’t had time to do anything with this yet. Lucy will however ask Rudolf for an update of the status for moving the ebIX web site to a new location, as he promised on the latest ebIX Forum meeting.
11 Status letter to ebIX chairman related to ebIX Relationship with ETSO/TF-EDI (Lucy)

Lucy has sent an e-mail to Rudolf and Marc (see previous minutes). The response from Marc was more than positive and he agreed with ETC. Marc has sent Lucy an e-mail with “worrying questions” from Rudolf and him selves. Lucy will send an abstract from the mail to ETC. Next week, Lucy and possibly Kees, will discuss the question with Mark and report back to ETC.
12 How to integrate the ebIX model for acknowledgement and error handling into ebIX models (UMM compliant) - Described in the ebIX methodology

A chapter will be made in the ebIX Methodology explaining the UMM principles for acknowledgement, see also item 5.
13 Release/version management (Christoph)

The item was postponed. This should however be described in the ebIX Methodology. Ove will come up with a basis for discussion before the next meeting, were the release/version management will be finalised. The release/version management will include:
· Description of versioning principles for code lists, ABIE schemas, message schemas, models, etc.

· Rules related to backwards capabilities when changes in are done to linked items, e.g. what to change when a new code is added to a code list.
Homework:

· Ove will make a basis for discussion (proposal for chapter in the ebIX Methodology) related to versioning.
14 Next meeting(s), including start and end time.
· October, Monday 27th and Tuesday 28th (preceding ebIX Forum), Oslo, 9:00 - 17:00 and 9:00 - 16:00. There will only be two main items on the agenda:

· Finalise ebIX Methodology

· Walkthrough the ebIX methodology.

· Finalising paragraph in ebIX Methodology related to versioning (the ETC participants should organise verification with internal experts).

· Presentation for the ebIX Forum.
· December, Tuesday 9th and Wednesday 10th, Brussels, 9:00 - 17:00 and 9:00 - 16:00

· February, Tuesday 3rd and Wednesday 4th, Erritsø (Denmark), 9:00 - 17:00 and 9:00 - 16:00

15 AOB

15.1 New code for information supplier/distributer

Kees asked for a new code for a new role for gathering, processing and publishing of information related to metered data. 
A possible role could be the Market Information Aggregator role from the Harmonised role model: 
“Market Information Aggregator, A party that provides market related information that has been compiled from the figures supplied by different actors in the market. This information may also be published for general use. 

Note: The Market Information Aggregator may receive information from any market participant that is relevant for publication to the general market.”
However, the typical company covering this role will be outside of the energy market domain ebIX is working with, e.g. a company dealing with statistics. We will inform the Harmonisation group about the new role, but for the time being we will not submit a change request. The actual need in the Dutch market is split into gathering and publication. For the time being the gathering role is the one occurring in the energy market.
Some EDIFACT codes for the role were also discussed, and the most suitable code seems to be the code “DER, Source data pool”, with the definition: “A data pool that supports the functionality required by a data source such as data loading, publication, notification, registration, etc.” 
15.2 NDR 3.0
It was questioned which changes that are proposed from NDR 2.0 to 3.0. Since nobody knew what changes have been proposed, Ove volunteered to find the changes to next meeting.

Homework:
· Ove will try coming up with a list over news in NDR 3.0
15.3 Information from EMD
Kees mentioned that EMD has decided to move to EDIFACT directory D.07B (or D.08A) for the next version of their EDIFACT mapping. 
Appendix A Pending list
· Further updates of ebIX methodology:
· Redo the part related to Class diagrams in appendix F, i.e. and change the RSM text to UML documentation from OMG.
· Evaluate if a paragraph related to OO modelling is needed when the first complete ebIX UMM compliant model is available.
· Evaluate the UPCC chapter in the methodology.
· National customisation using the Business realisation View
· Review of ebIX Acknowledgement and error handling document.
· Review of “Rules for ETC” – especially maintenance procedures moved from the ebIX Methodology.
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What did we do for the derivation of XML-schema’s from the ebIX UML-model?

Preparations step by step


1. We have taken the existing model. This was modeled in UML 1.4. We have migrated the existing model to UML 2.0 (MagicDraw 14.0).


2. We have cleaned the existing model form all historic ballast. 


3. We removed all other domains from the model. Only Measure remained.


4. We have imported all modules instead of just using these as outside projects. This is not meant to be the case in the final ebIX model. There we will use again several outside modules. In this case we have done so, to be able to focus on the transformation.


5. We have added some stereotypes and tags necessary for the transformation.


6. We have decided to use the “old version” of the code lists and the data types (QDT’s) for the time being;


7. As a consequence:


a. the code lists used in this project are not yet completely in line with the XML-version of code lists ebIX has recently created;


b. has the namespace prefix for the XML-code list version to be generated as a hash number (in the new UML-version the information required for creating a proper prefix is already included; I have regarded adding this information also the old code lists as merely wasted time and energy);


c. the QDT’s are in line with the old code lists (and will have to be redefined when using the new code list version); but we will have to define QDT’s in ebIX ETC anyway;


8. We have stereotyped all attributes for these provisional QDT’s (CON & SUP);


9. We have brought the present naming of the QDT’s in line with the Cefact NDR 2.0; (but our QDT’s are still not based on Cefact CDT’s!);


10. We have consistently linked the Activity Diagrams to one particular UseCase;


11. We have reworked the relevant Activity Diagrams:


a. Use of control flow (for the direction) combined with object flow between in- and output pins (for the data flow)


b. Added the stereotype “transaction” tot the control flow;

c. Added tags to the stereotype “transaction” with respect to acknowledgement and error handling (replacing the business process Acknowledgement and error handling);


d. In- and output pin are typed by the root class of the RSM-CD (see below);


12. In the end the Activity Diagram information is not used in this version of transformation. We decided to limit ourselves to transforming the RSM-CD’s as such. In later stage the AD will be needed to transform into web services.


13. We have not included yet the reworked Activity Diagrams in the model documents in order to stay as close to the approved version as possible (only Class Diagrams have been replaced by new BRS- and RSM-versions, see below);


14. We have renamed the existing Class Diagrams into BRS-versions. These Class Diagrams have not been altered.


15. We have created new RSM Class Diagrams for each BRS Class Diagram.

16. When creating the RSM-CD’s we needed Core Components (ABIE’s).


17. For the creation of ABIE’s we have taken the classes present in the BRS-CD’s and have started from there.


18. We have changed the ABIE’s derived from the BRS-CD’s in some major aspects:

a. Because of taking into account the use of the model for web services we view the “header”-classes not as part of the business data anymore. As a consequence the ReasonForTransaction has been moved to the ABIE MeteringData;


b. We have tried to find more adequate names for the header classes;


c. We have created some obvious ABIE’s like:


i. Party;


ii. Domain


iii. Installation


iv. Characteristics


d. ..


19. We have brought the present naming of the ABIE’s in line with the Cefact NDR 2.0 (but our ABIE’s are still not based on Cefact ACC’s!);


20. For each set of data we have created a new (empty) root class in the RSM-CD. This root class is linked to its BRS-counterpart by means of dependency (based on). The RSM-root class is stereotyped “InfEnv”.

21. We have worked from the point of view, that ABIE’s are to be regarded as a controlled vocabulary used to check the content of the RSM-CD. Classes in the RSM-CD are no ABIE’s, but have to be in line with ABIE’s. Classes in the RSM-CD are stereotyped “ExchangeableBusinessInformation”.


22. Potential differences between ABIE’s and ExchangeableBusinessInformation:


a. Relations with other classes;


b. Cardinality


23. We have created the classes stereotyped ExchangeableBusinessInformation for each RSM-CD in a separate UML-package;


24. We have named all the required roles in the relations between the classes in the RSM-CD;

25. We have deleted the attributes not needed for the business purpose of the particular RSM-CD;


26. We have altered the cardinality of the remaining attributes where required;


27. We have specified the required coded values by means of instances for the actual QDT;


28. We have linked the instance and the attribute by means of a dependency (based on);

29. Remark: we have not yet used the instances for the creation of the XML-schema’s;


Remarks to present results


1. The objective of the present transformation of the UML-CD’s into XML-schema’s was limited: Take present models and create XML-schema’s for these. Start with model Measure for Imbalance Settlement.


2. We have first results for XML-schema’s:

a. Code lists


b. QDT’s


c. ABIE’s


d. Some documents


What still has to be done for an acceptable EMD-solution


1. Due to unfortunate practical circumstances the following issues have remained and have to resolved:


a. Imports, includes, namespaces, locations and prefixes have to be completed;


b. In QDT’s only supplementary attribute must appear as attribute for the XML element; the content attribute must be a simple type for the element itself;


c. XML-sequences should not appear in elements representing  leaf classes in the UML-CD;


d. Create XML-schema’s for all RSM-CD’s;


e. Publish XML code list schema’s; QDT schema, ABIE schema and an ExchangeableBusinessInformation schema per document schema;


2. Solve problem with code list prefixes:


a. Either use new code lists (see below)


b. Or add UID and code list responsible as tagged values to old code lists

Questions to be answered:


1. How to deal with code lists (old or new)


2. Can we live with ABIE’s and QDT’s almost in line with Cefact recommendations, but not yet completely;


3. What shall we do with instantiation in XML-schema’s?


What may be next steps


1. Use the new ebIX UML code lists in the EMD model;

2. Redefine the required QDT’s accordingly;


3. Decouple header and core business data in UML model and link these on demand in transformation; in order to do so, link instance values for header to business process instead of defining this in CD; change cardinality for the business data set to 1..* in case of a data set (message);

4. Prefixes for code lists have to be derived from UML-model instead of being generated as hash-number;



