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1
Decision/action requested

response to email discussion.
2
References

3
Rationale

Methodology Issues

4
Detailed proposal

Summary of Main discussion points


Information service language for specifying types


Mapping of types to solution sets


Testing of IDLs and XMLs.


XML instance files

In detail:-

· Issue on CORBA and xsd styles guide. - Dropping of Types and constant defs capitalization.



This is acceptable in CORBA, but Lucent feels it is very important to make a clear distinction between attribute and a type definition. CORBA compilers will pick this up, but XML allows the same name to be used and when the same name is used it is possible when used the type definition can be picked up rather than the actual attribute. Currently a problem in removing the types from the state management xsds.

XML Issues.

· 
Note that Randy Scheer, has volunteered in the PP2 / PP conf call to draft an XML style guide.

Also note that there has been mail from confirmation between Randy and  by Dave Raymer that the 3GPP XML
     notification log schemas are not usable due to verification problems.
      So 3GPP needs to agree a more rigorous checking process and possibly consolidation of CRs before submission to SA.
This requires all IDLs (whether changed or not) are re checked – as usage of interface inheritance and use of #include statements.

· Since there are schema dependencies SA5 should consider having a separate xsd maintenance Session, or some checking consolidation sessions to make sure the result of all changes are workable. This is instead of splitting between C&D.as we need more coordination on the changes being done.

·       The language SA5 uses to describe the information service attribute types, could be improved.

  can we also consider having a pre defined map from IS types to a solution set types.

· 
 In order to improve XML solution testing the type information must be included in the XML schemas 
      - else each attribute is effectively an   "any" with an accidental chance of interoperability

· Add   a pictorial high level representation of the xsd architecture, guidance on what is defined where.

[
· A re check on the target name space issue. Most of us are using the xml spy custom catalog files, as the 3GPP archive ref is removed / discarded in development, do we gain any benefit from this.

·  A statement to clarify references which import specifications from other xsds.

· 
Add 'type' values for each element.

· Based on the IS types design a working example instance XML file with for each and every schema.

·  Provide clear guidance on when to use 'extend' or  'substitution'.
PP2 have a leaning towards substituting groups. Which ever technique, the method needs to be clearly expressed.

· Allow the usage of "pretty print" XML Spy, Makes the presentation of all XML schemas better, and more readable.
Even if we specify the rules to produce such a format e.g. specify the format using tabs.
Keyword colours are less important.
