MBARI Mooring Review Meeting

Joint MUC/MDUC Meeting

March 9, 2004

Attending:

Keith Raybould, Chris Scholin, Duane Edgington, Steve Etchemendy, Ken Johnson, Chris Grech, Kim Reisenbichler, Tom O’Reilly, Kent Headley, Doug Au, Mike Kelley, Mike McCann, Fred Bahr, Leslie Rosenfield, Jeff Paduan, George Matsumoto, Debra Stakes, Jim Bellingham, Gernot Friederich, Francisco Chavez, John Graybeal, Rich Schramm, Dave Caress

Agenda:

1) Deployment schedules

What deployment and maintenance schedule will optimize

the usefulness of mooring data? We may wish to time

deployments differently to minimize instrument fouling

problems  and to insure the best performance at specific

times.

· No need to change deployment schedules.

2) Instrumentation

What instruments do we wish to deploy in the future?

We may wish to change the instrumentation based

on factors such as recent performance, actual data

usage, cost, and the evolution of related ship and

AUV-based science programs.

· See how microcats perform on the CIMT moorings before making changes.

· MUC will have meeting to develop new mooring-related proposals (MUC)

3) Documentation and Review

There is a desire to more consistently review the mooring instrument performance. When should this be done (e.g. annually at proposal time, annually at project report time, after each deployment)? By whom?

· Begin doing post-deployment reports on mooring sensor performance (DMO + NPS + Francisco + MDUC)

4) Data Processing and Quality Control

The evolution of the AUV CTD program is changing how the mooring data are used. In particular, scientists are now interpreting fine-scale shallow features that have previously  often been flagged as bad in the mooring data. Do we need to modify the quality control scheme to improve the usefulness of the mooring data?

· Need to augment the documentation of the flagging applied to mooring data. Will be embedded in netCDF files and on web pages (NPS + MDUC)

· A possible problem has been identified with the data server interface – flags may be applied incorrectly – need to validate and/or fix the relevant code. The structure may be too complicated. (IAG + MDUC).

· Need to revisit the quality control scheme (NPS + IAG + Francisco).

· Retrospective analysis to determine the performance of sensors over historical deployments

· Upper water temperature and salinity (NPS)

5) Reprocessing of Archived Data

If we change aspects of the quality control scheme, do we need to reprocess existing data in the archives? Who does it and at what priority?

· To be considered following various sensor performance reviews.

6) Mooring Core Data

Only a subset of the data derived from the existing MBARI   mooring is considered "core". This includes GPS, surface and T-string CTD, Meteorological, ADCP, and pCO2. Should there be changes to what is treated as core?

· Document extent of core data projects (MDUC).

· Data users should review core data criteria and communicate any suggested changes to MDUC (everyone)

· Consider new core sensors (MDUC):

a. Flourometer (Ken + Francisco)

b. Radiometer (Ken + Francisco)

c. ISUS (Ken)

d. Backscatter (Francisco)

Follow-up:

· Hold another joint mooring meeting in May

