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Summary and Purpose of Document
The document outlines the activities in RA VI in respect to migration to Table-Driven Code Forms, highlighting monitoring results in June 2015
_______________________________________________________________________

ACTION PROPOSED
The meeting is invited to take the information into account
ANNEXES:

   1.
Summary of survey on the migration status in RA VI, 04.06-19.06.2015 (for CLIMAT data - since 01.06.2015) based on Moscow WMC/RTH input data
DISCUSSIONS
1. WMO RA VI Task Team on Migration to Table Driven Code Form (TT-MTDCF)
In view of importance of the tasks remaining in respect to completing the Migration in RA-VI it was re-established long time existed TT-MTDCF within Working Group of Technology Development and Implementation. Due to resignation of recognized TT-MTDCF Leader Dr. Eva Červená (Czech Republic) the leadership moves to Mr. Alexander Kats (Russian Federation), but Dr. Červená still provides guidance and assistance to the new leader as much as she able. The team is rather compact due to lack of nominations from the Members wherefore so it tries to withstand by applying to volunteering experts including those IPET-DRMM members representing RA VI Members and institutions.
2. Activities

Apart from surveys of BUFR bulletins (presented hereby is the second one) the team provides guidance and assistance to the Members on issued related to the migration, in particular  - in resolving various issues between data producers and data users community as well as between data producers and software providers. The latter sometimes may be quite painful due to lack of the ultimate authority able to confirm or disprove complains to software providers. It is necessary to admit that abovementioned actions are reactive while more pro-active actions are necessary. One of them, according to TT-MTDCF ToRs “continue an active and regular communication process with the national focal points”. This work was earlier done regularly by Dr. Červená by compiling letters to Focal points and collecting feedback and shall be continued.
3. Survey of BUFR bulletins from RA VI and analysing status of the Migration

3.1. Survey procedure

There were investigated BUFR bulletins with SYNOP, CLIMAT, PILOT and TEMP data from RA VI Members, arrived to Moscow WMC/RTH during 04.06-19.06.2015 (for CLIMAT data - since 01.06.2015. Analysed and summarized were abbreviated header (T1T2A1A2ii CCCC), amount of bulletins, observation time, BUFR edition, originating centre/subcentre, data category/subcategory, used tables version, observed/compressed data Flag (Octet 7 of Section 3) and composition of descriptors.
Some GTS problems with BUFR data loss were encountered during the survey (as well as sometimes before) but were fixed promptly and might not influence results. 

So far attention was paid neither to stations’ amount and coverage nor even more to the messages content. The main stress was maid upon representation of Migration by at least one BUFR message for each Cat. I data type from the Members. Therefore, the outlook of the Migration status from the survey is not complete (e.g. Russian Federation has to postpone implementation of upper-air BUFR encoding software due to necessity of its modification letting observer exclude from reports erroneous data resulted from instrumentation/software failures).  

It’s planned to continue analysis with exploring of data coverage but comprehensive content analysis so far seems to be unachievable with resources available to RAVI TT-MTDCF.

The importance of oversight over content was clearly demonstrated when NWP centres refused from using “reformatted” upper-air BUFR message (although with essentially great lag). It seems to be the main challenge of the current phase of Migration and requires consolidation of all available resources.
4. Survey results.

Still 7 of 52 RA VI Members demonstrate no evidence of any activity towards the Migration: Azerbaijan, Lebanon, Malta, Monaco, Republic of Moldova, Syrian Arab Republic, The former Yugoslav Republic of Macedonia. 
22 Members, from other side, are ready for the Migration: Austria, Belarus, Croatia, Cyprus, Czech Republic, Germany, Hungary, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Netherlands (the), Norway, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Serbia, Slovakia, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, and United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland. Some of them already started ceasing TAC dissemination signifying thus decision point has been passed and the Migration is irreversible.
The major issue remains the CLIMAT data migration. Just for a discussion: respective BUFR seems (maybe, due to lack of information) to be produced essentially by conversion of respective TAC (FM 71 and 72) while Belorussia reported recently they use an output from their software processing SYNOP in the center in Minsk to produce both TAC and BUFR. Anyhow, it’s unclear is it possible to expect producing native BUFR directly from observations at the station and not from SYNOP data in TAC or converted to BUFR. So, question arose are CLIMAT data really needed or they could be derived from SYNOP data, especially reported with native BUFR, and their transmission might be ceased in the same way as it was done with CLIMAT TEMP data.
One outcome of the survey - lot of wind profiler data are still exchanged using BUFR edition 3, while some in BUFR edition 2.  

The results of survey along with the present and previous IPET-DRMM meetings, CBS-Ext.(2014), Cg-17 (2015) outcomes and other related to the Migration information are about to be circulated among RA VI focal points along with request to update the Regional Plan for the migration to TDCF in RA VI.
PROPOSAL
Ask CBS President to consult with the Commission on Climatology to clarify the need in CLIMAT data unlike CLIMAT TEMP data which transmission has been ceased in 2010.
