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Inter-operability hardware and software

AUV and ROV different navigation systems (e.g.LBS) interference needing to shut one system down

Military more advanced in solving theses issues with use of multi-frequency systems 
Hardware different connectors on different platforms

Military have an interface which can switch readily displays

Example of Slocombe gliders?
Inevitability of reduction to lowest common denominator (say for connectors) may hinder development

Vehicles communicating with each other real time or may be better sequentially/subsequently 

SHOULD be a web site on standards (c.f. Maxi’s) 

Simply switching sensors to more complex

Intelligent behaviour or post process

Wasting ship time waiting for vehicle to come back. Vehicle could solar charge at surface beam data to satellite then wait for an opportunistic supply ship

Mid Atlantic ridge long mission, go into hotel mode, then mount search and rescue to pick up 

Or offer reward for pick up to any vessel
Crawlers for ocean bottom? Autonomous sampling vents and basins

Air deployable gliders/AUVs gets away from ship dependence 

NOAA thinking about removing the need to tie up ship time
Now have technology to solve problems but institution barriers to collaboration time of year
IPY workshop planning and collaboration national operators to solve these issues

Specialist vehicles (e.g.Hugin for oil industry) useful to have a standardised suite of kit available now, do we need more with similar approach

Set up coastal Antarctic docking stations/observatories (e.g. McMurdo Sound) standardisation for connection power

