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Great!  A few quick notes/thoughts....

1) The comment about having a 'world view' type display in real time during a dive came up during Jim Gray's visit.  He said it would be easy to do with parts they already have, if I understood him correctly (I guess this would include Worldwind).  Of course, this also connects with the real-time SLAM/3-d scene reconstruction work....

2) Data embargos are an interesting problem.  Modellers and folks that are interested in event response need real time access.  Maybe there is a distinction between 'community data' and 'PI data'?

3) The 'don't collocate data' comment is one that I originally took for granted, but now am thinking is a bad starting point. If it is distributed, but administered by the same entity (i.e. MBARI) the problem is moot. However, when the distributed sites are different organizations, it isn't just a technical problem anymore.Ê

Here is my two cents:

A problem with non-collocated data seems to be that it depends on having the will, the resources, and sufficient talent at each site to make things play together.  Mike Godin got the AOSN data set served in a months because he was able to get his hands on all the data.  I really don't think it would have been possible at all if he had to work with 17 distributed archives as I'm sure the other organizations would have lost patience long before having a success (maybe we would have lost patience too).  Jim Grays comment was that the astronomical experience was that distributed data archives were a incredible amount of work to get right, and that central management was much more tractable.  One interpretation is that the astonomical community is willing to make the investment in the infrastructure of the distributed data systems (this is a 120 person effort, if I recall correctly) because the simpler centralized data archives proved so worthwhile that they were willing to pay the price to go to the next level.  Oceanographers are not really bought into a true data system, so while I hear scientists saying they want distributed archives, I think they only say this because they don't know the costs.  When they figure out the costs (and we are half way into the project) I would worry that they would withdraw their support.Ê

Don't get me wrong, I think that distributed data will be a fact of life, it is just that it is not obvious to me that it is the problem to work on now.

Would be very interested in hearing different views.  Dave, maybe your experience is different?

-Jim

