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_______________________________________________________________________

Summary and Purpose of Document

IPET-CM is requested to note the status of migration from TAC to TDCF as measured by the receipt of reports on the Main Telecommunication network during 1-15 April 2017.
Note: there were days in April 2017 when not all the BUFR reports were recorded in the SMM files used for this analysis.

_______________________________________________________________________

ACTION PROPOSED

Note the progress made in migrating to TDCF. Consider actions to assist Regions 1, 2 and 3 with migration.




DISCUSSION
[bookmark: _GoBack]The Special Main Telecommunication Network Monitoring (SMM) is carried out four times a year. This report is based on the results from the monitoring period 1-15 April 2017. The values quoted in this document are based on the information in the SMM processed files; there were days in April 2017 when not all upper air BUFR reports were recorded in the files, so for some regions the number of upper air BUFR reports was under-reported. However, statistics were gathered on enough days for a qualitative assessment of progress to be made. Additional charts have been added to this revised document to show the results from the independent analysis for the IWM.

The SMM records all messages containing observations for stations in the RBSN and RBCN that pass through participating Regional Telecommunications Hubs (RTHs) on the Main Telecommunications Network. The summaries produced by these RTHs are sent to processing centres that produce lists of the times for which observations were available during the monitoring period. In April 2017, the processing of CLIMAT reports by the RTHs was incomplete, so statistics are not available for those reports.

The tables compare the percentage of required reports received from stations in TDCF and in TAC broken down by WMO Region (four reports a day are required from surface stations, two are required each day from upper air stations).


Table 1. Percentage of required surface observations received in Table Driven Code format (TDCF) and in Traditional Alphanumeric Code (TAC).
	WMO Region
	Average % of TDCF
	Average % of TAC

	1
	29
	53

	2
	70
	91

	3
	33
	60

	4
	72
	83

	5
	62
	75

	6
	84
	90

	Antarctica
	33
	44



Table 2. Percentage of required upper air observations received in Table Driven Code format (TDCF) and in Traditional Alphanumeric Code (TAC).
	WMO Region
	Average % of TDCF
	Average % of TAC

	1
	6
	26

	2
	28
	81

	3
	21
	50

	4
	56
	94

	5
	34
	67

	6
	42
	81

	Antarctica
	23
	48



Table 3. Comparison of percentage of required surface reports received in TAC (left-pointing arrow) and TDCF (right pointing arrow) in the period 1-15 April 2017. The key is in figure 3.
[image: ]
Table 4 Comparison of percentage of required upper air reports received in TAC (left-pointing arrow) and TDCF (right pointing arrow) in the period 1-15 April 2017. The key is in figure 3.
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Table 5. Key for Figures 1 and 2
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