class Domain Model /

5-101 Data Quality

with depthRangeValuel, depthRangeValuez,
soundingUncertanty,
technigueCfSocundingMeasurement

andfull SeafloorCoveragefchieved within the
CualityOfDiata feature there is no doubt this is a
bathymetry guality of data feature. Seems we must
then develop a topology quality of data feature to
support bullet point & under agenda item 4 in the
DOWGE4 minutes. Or could this be done in ancther
way? Also, would it be prudent to rename
CualityCfDats to make it clear this is for bathymetry
data only?
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S100_GF_ ComplexAitnbute Type
featureDetected

+ szignificantFesturesDetacted: boolean
+ selfFesturesDetected: fioat
+ leastDepthOfletectedFeaturesMeasured: boolean

5100 GF_FestureType
QualityOfData

S100_GF_ComplexAtinbute Type

information

_Il:l -

+ information: charecterstning
+ language: characterstring

0..*

categonyOfualtyCHDeta: enumeration [0..1]
depthRangeVWaluel: int[0..1]
depthRangeValue2: int [0..1]
positionailncersinty: float

recordDate; date [0..1]
soundingUncertsinty: float

sourcelate: date [0..1]

surveyDateEnd: date [0..1]

surveyDetaStarn: date [0..1]
technigueOfSoundingMessuremant: enumeration
verticalDatum: enumeration [0..7]
fullseafloorCoverageAchieved: boolean

o=

S100_GF_infommation Type
SpatialCiuality

should scundinglincertanty and

+ posibonallineertanty: float f--77707
+ spundinglUncedainty: float
+ wvericallncedainty: fioat

+ honzontalUnceranty: float |-

minutes, in Agenda itemn 487

verticalUncertanty be merged into
one, 8 suggested_ by DOWGES _ _ _

[
Antti: Depth ie.
sounding vs. verticsl
4 measurement is 8
discussicn that has to
be continued at

GM Point

GM_MultiPoint

AGM Curve

:GM_Polygon

i
How to deal with this item from the DOQWG4 minutes;. _
WG request that any attribute capturing a
measurement also contain a sub-attribute to capture
uncertsinty of said value, should this value be of a
different uncertainty than specified in 8 meta feature
containing it. Any 5101 uncertainty atiribute must be
captured at the 95% confidence level.

Monaco.

[,
Antti: The issue of
different uncertainty
than meta chject's
could be handled with
ocpticnal field, | guess.
It needs rules or guides
like the 5-57 LK. 7

S100_GF_ComplexAtinbute Typa
textualDe scription

O

S100_GF_ ComplexAlinbuleType

+ textualDescoption: characterstring
+ lasnguagse: characterstring -

recordinglndication

suthonty: charactersirng
+ country: charactersting

i + procedure: characterstrning

o._*

S100_GF_ComplexAtinbule Type
sourcelndication

+ country; charactersining

[ [

since the limits of a
ﬁprmﬂﬂ'ﬁ_ﬂ_ﬂ_i_ﬁ defined by polygon 85 8 very
curves th Hfﬁmﬂ_@'e different spatial entity
spatial quality, is it alsg—-t sempared to &
necessary to have spatial m||EE:"i'5ﬁgfﬂ_|ﬂE5_
quality on the polygon? || Therefore | don't fifd it
very good idea to
define polygon as a set

Antti: | would think

+ guthonty: charmectersinng
+ =ource: charactersining
+ |Doode: charactersinng

o=
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5-100_GF_SimpleAttribute Type

senumerations
categoryOfTemporalVariation

un-sssassad
event

likely to change
unfikely o change

5100 _GF_FestureType
SurveyReliability

qualityOfPosition: enumeration [0..1]
qualityOfSounding: enumeration [0..1]
scakValueOne: int [0..1]

scaleValuaTwo: int [0..1]

sounding DistancelMinimum: mt [D..1]
spunding DistanceMaximum: int [0..1]
surveyAuthonty: charactersting [0..1]
sourcelate: date [0..1]

recordDate: date [0..1]

surveyStart: date [0..1]

surveyEnd: date [0..1]

surveyType: enumeration [0..1]
technigueCfSoundinghMeasurement; enumeration [0..1]
categoryOfTemporalanation: enumeration

of curves with guality

Eivind: | forgot to
menticn this; 5-101
makes use of 5-100
Level 3a Geometry {7-
£.2.4). It states there
that ™

Areas are represented
by a closed loop of

[

attributes.

DQWGS-03A

curves beginning and
ending at a commaon
point™. This is why the
guestiocn on the
necessity of polygon
spatisl gusality arocse.
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