WSDM Public Review Comments and Resolution
The following comments were received during the public review of the WSDM 1.1 Specifications: 

From: Kirk Wilson, Computer Associates

(Comments 1,2 3 received on 4/14/2006 archived at: )

1.  Line 127: a "car engine" is not an intutively obvious example of an IT resource.

2.  The definition of "WSRF Resource" is actually the definition of a WS-Resource in the WS-Resource specification.  It is not clear why another term needs to be introduced in this spec for this technical concept.  This can only lead to confusion.  I suspect that what is intended by "WSRF Resource" in WSDM is what the WS-R specification defines as a "resource", namely:

A resource is a logical entity that has the following characteristics:

• It MUST be identifiable.

• It MUST have a set of zero or more properties, which are expressible in XML infoset.

• It MAY have lifecycle.

MUWS should (1) introduce the preceding definition as the definition of "WSRF Resource" and (2) change the term "WSRF Resource" to "WS-Resource" in line 128.  (Also, the definition should be made more explicit by referring to "WSRF Resource" rather than simply "resource".

3.  The definition of Manageability Capacity Interface should be eliminated (it is not longer used in the specificaiton).  The definition of Manageability Interface should be changed to "A Web service interface that exposes one or more manageability capabilities."

Discussed in 5/12/2006 call TC Response was: 
Reviewed comments from CA attatched to bottom.

Proposed editorial changes to WSDM MUWS Part 1.

Comment 1 resolution: Line 127 - Remove car engine

Comment 2 resolution: Line 128 - change WSRF to WS (this was a typo)

Comment 3 resolution: Line 143 - The definition of Manageability Capability Interface should be eliminated (it is not longer used in the specification). The definition of Manageability Interface should be changed to "A Web service interface that exposes interfaces for one or more manageability capabilities."

(Minutes archived at: )

Comment 4 from Kirk Wilson, Computer Associates on May 15, 2006

(Comment archived at: )

4. In section 4.1.2.2 of MUWS Part 2, the sequence for the Participant child includes (starting with line 1175):

    <muws1:ManageabilityEndpointReference/> *

    <muws1:ResourceId/> ?

    . . .

    {any} *

The explanation of the any makes reference to the MOWS defined EndpointReference element for use when the participant is a Web Service (rather than a WSDM resource).  The example that accompanies this pseudo schema in fact uses the mows:EndpointReference element (beginning line 1254).   

However, in section 4.2.2, the sequence of Participant is presented as (starting with line 1376) 

  <muws1:ManageabilityEndpointReference/> *

  <muws1:EndpointReference/> *

  <muws1:ResourceId/> ?

  . . .

Now we have a muws1:EndpointReference inserted into the sequence.  The schema of MUWS Part 2, RelationshipParticipantType (beginning line 1760) supports this sequence rather than the one in 4.1.2.2.  Unfortunately, there does not appear to be a MUWS1 definition of EndpointReference!!

Discussed in 5/18/2006 call, TC Response was: 

(Minutes archived at: )

Comment 4 resolution: make the following changes:
1.change muws1:endpointReference to wsa:endpointReference in 1377 

2.add wsaendpointRef  after line 1175  with * 

3.add description of the element in 4.1.2.2 after 1204 

4.Fix example at 1254/56 and move up in sequence 

5. Remove sentence starting 1218 and ending 1221 about MOWS refs 

6. Remove "not manageable by itself, but is " on  1227 

7.change muws1:endpointReference to wsa:endpointReference in schema at end of document 1765 

8. change muws1:endpointReference to wsa:endpointReference in schema line 74 

The TC decided that these changes were adding clarity and consistency and not substantive in nature.

