ISO TC184/SC4/10303 N233

Part 28 Edition 2

Issue Log Summary Report/

Comments against ISO TC184/SC4/10303 N229
1. (comment by T. Liebich) See E-mail dated 1/12/04, subject:  "conflicts between configuration options".  The problem is precedence of the configuration options.  We need to make it clear that the level of the global setting has higher precedence than the option itself.  Also, is the implied precedence hierarchy correct in 8.2? (Attribute may not always have the highest priority over type).  Second issue:  "Chapter 8 defines that configuration options are inherited.  What happens with multiple inheritance (ANDORs) if supertypes have settings that conflict?  Are redeclared attributes excluded from attribute settings?"

RESOLUTION: In 8.2, para 2, make the scoping elements conflang.  Add the following exception to para 2: When an attribute directive conflicts with a type directive for the data type of the EXPRESS attribute, and that data type is named (not anonymous) in the EXPRESS schema, the type directive overrides.  

NOTE:  When the type directive affects the XML Schema declaration for the data type, the accessor cannot be declared to have that data type and alter it.

ISSUE 2: 

In 8.2 paragraph 3, strike the first sentence.  Change the last sentence to "When two conflicting options are at the same level of precedence, the resulting configuration is not defined by this part of ISO 10303. Similarly, when conflicting directives for the same EXPRESS attribute are inherited in a subtype, the resulting configuration is not defined by this part of ISO 10303."  

2. (comment from K. Brandt) See E-mail dated 1/13/04, 'Part-28, 6.9, 8.33+8.3.5, 8.2.10+8.3.5'  There is a request for an example extending the example in 8.3.3 of uncharacterized entity type having one inverse attribute.  Show how to include a declared inverse.  

RESOLUTION: AGREE to add example provided resources are available.

3. (comment from K. Brandt)  (same E-mail as above) There is a request to provide an example showing the use of the inverse scoping element with and without the 'keep' option.

RESOLUTION: AGREE to add example provided resources are available.

4. (comment from K. Brandt) See E-mail dated 1/14/04, 'Part-28:7.81' There is a request to provide an example of an entity that has an attribute of type my_select2 (see 6.4.4.1)

RESOLUTION: AGREE to add example provided resources are available.

5. (comment from K. Brandt) See E-mail dated 1/15/04, 'Part-28:6.7.4'  Based on 6.7.4 bullet 5 (accessor element), document should show the use of an inverse attribute.  In example 1, show an example of what happens when inverse is not mapped, add an example in ANNEX G using the keep attribute, and reference it from 6.7.4.  

RESOLUTION: AGREE to add example provided resources are available.

6. (comment from K. Brandt) See E-mail dated 2/06/04  'Part-28:6.4.4'  Extend example to clarify the case of select list.size=1 in 6.4.4. We should continue the one example through all of 6.4.4.  

RESOLUTION: AGREE to add example provided resources are available.

7. Add a notation configuration example to 6.4.1, and reference it from 8.2.14.

RESOLUTION: AGREE to add example provided resources are available.

8. Examples would be helpful in 6.7.4.4,  7.3.1.3 (An example of an INVERSE attribute with and without configuration directives), 7.3.1.4, all 7.4 subclauses.

RESOLUTION: AGREE to add example provided resources are available.

9. (comment from E. Barkmeyer) 7.4.1 bullet 1:  For exp-type="value", should the test be on the declared data type of the attribute, or on the actual data type of the value?  If the data type of the attribute is exp-type=unspecified, but the value is of a subtype declared exp-type=value, what happens?

ENTITY NAMED_UNIT;

 …

END_ENTITY;

ENTITY SI_UNIT SUBTYPE OF (NAMED_UNIT);

…

END_ENTITY;

ENTITY USAGE;


A : NAMED_UNIT;

END_ENTITY;

<ENTITY SELECT=" SI_UNIT "  EXP-TYPE="VALUE"/>

#347 = USAGE(#348)

#348 = SI_UNIT(10, .MILLI., "M")


RESULT:

<USAGE>

  <A>


<SI_UNIT>…

OR


 <A REF="i348" XSI:NIL="TRUE"/>

RESOLUTION: Change bullet 1 to :" If the configuration directive content="value" applies to the EXPRESS attribute, or the configuration directive content="unspecified" applies to the EXPRESS attribute and exp‑type="value" applies to the data type of the value of the EXPRESS attribute, the representation of the value shall be by-value."    

Change bullet 2 to:

· If the configuration directive content="ref" applies to the EXPRESS attribute, or the configuration directive content="unspecified" applies to the EXPRESS attribute and exp‑type="root" applies to the data type of the value of the EXPRESS attribute, the representation of the value shall be by-reference.

Change bullet 3:

If the configuration directive content="unspecified" applies to the EXPRESS attribute and exp‑type="unspecified" applies to the data type of the value of the EXPRESS attribute, the representation of the value may be either by-reference or by-value.

NOTE: The actual data type of the value, rather than the declared data type of the attribute, determines the representation rule when content="unspecified" applies to the attribute.

10. 8.2.8  needs a note explaining flattening down from the top and flattening for a nested aggregate.

RESOLUTION:.Flatten configuration directive has been eliminated.  We still need to look at the effects of flattening in the middle (i.e. LIST OF ARRAY OF ARRAY).

11. Use-id conflicts with attribute-tag and forces content='true'.  What do we do when content='false'?

RESOLUTION:.See the NOTE added in ISSUE 1. 

12. Why is the select attribute in 8.3.3 not set to NMTOKEN, as it is in 8.3.4?

RESOLUTION:.The construct in 8.3.3 is required to support the construction of synthetic entity types.  No action required.

13. (comment from T. Rando) Section 6.3.2.8.2.   In inheritance-free, we should be making a group for everything.  We shouldn't have to decide whether to use group or element.

RESOLUTION:.Handled per ballot comment

14. (comment from T. Rando) 6.3.2.4.3 needs to deal with attribute encoding.

RESOLUTION:.COVERED IN 7.4.2s

15. Fix up Annex B and affected sections based on reply from ITTF.  (ISO registered URN for prefix)

RESOLUTION:.Handled per ballot comment

16. (comment from E. Barkmeyer) In 6.3.2.6, 2nd para, "If the underlying type of the defined data type is not the same as the fundamental type (i.e., if the defined data type is a specialization of a SELECT type), the complexType shall be as specified in 6.3.2.2, using the defined data type as the base-type." This makes the complex wording of the definition of base-group below unnecessary, and makes "the name may be" case impossible.  These are parts of two conflicting specs for that case.

RESOLUTION:.OBSOLETE.  No action required.

17. (comment from E. Barkmeyer) In 7.4.6, is the second reference correct?

COMMENT WITHDRAWN

18. (comment from E. Barkmeyer) 7.7, para 4, ends "as specified in 7.3." This is not complete.  It depends on the applicable value of content and exp-type.

RESOLUTION:.Add a reference to 7.4.1 (EJB)

19. (comment from E. Barkmeyer) 7.8.5.1 para 4: "Each component value shall be encoded in the corresponding instance element as an aggregate value itself as specified in Table 7, using the base-type and the configuration directives that apply to that component." Need to deal with ref/value components here.

RESOLUTION:.SAME AS ABOVE (EJB)

20. In 6.8.2, bullet 4 'the schema independent elements' should specify a reference.

RESOLUTION:.OBSOLETE

21. 6.3.2.4.3, 6.3.2.4.4 etc.  Why is size a decimal number?

RESOLUTION:.Change decimal integer to xs:integer value.

22. Section 8.2.4 shows an example with an <aggregate> element that has the content value.  Section 8.3.6 does not include content as a valid attribute of <aggregate>. 

RESOLUTION:.FIX 8.3.6  Add content, but delete exp-attribute and aggregate-content.

23. TC 184/SC4 needs to update part editor information, SC4 database may need to be updated to reflect Part 28 edition 2 title.

