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1.
Introduction

This Guide is a compilation of reported defects and their resolutions to the Extended Object Definition Language (eODL) ITU-T Recommendations:

· Z.130.

This Guide is intended to be an additional authoritative source of information for implementers to be read in conjunction with the Recommendations themselves.

This Guide itself is not an ITU-T Recommendation. However, it records agreed corrections to reported defects.

1.1
Scope of the Guide

The Guide records the resolution of defects and maintenance of eODL:

· Modifications

NOTE:  This Guide only addresses proposed additions, deletions, or modifications to the Recommendations that are strictly related to maintenance of eODL as described in Z.130. Proposals for new features should be made in the normal way through contributions to ITU-T Study Group 17.

1.2
Approval of the Guide

This Guide is approved by ITU-T Study Group 17.

1.3
Distribution of the Guide

This Guide is available on-line at no charge from the ITU-T (http://www.itu.int/ITU-T/).

1.4
Contact

Any comments should be addressed to the ITU/TSB Secretariat for Study Group 17:

	Mr. B. Georges SEBEK
ITU/TSB
Place des Nations
CH-1211 Geneva 20
Switzerland
	Tel:  
+41 22 730 5994
Fax:   
+41 22 730 5853
Email: 
sebek@itu.int


2.
Error reporting procedure

2.1
Submission of error reports and change requests 

Any implementer of the Extended Object Definition Language defined in the Z.130 Recommendation is invited to submit a report using the form in Annex A. The report should be submitted to the ITU-T Study Group 17 Secretariat (see clause 1.4). Each report should cover a single error ("error correction") or proposed change. Where the report contains an error, it is important that the report is completed accurately, especially the information that relate to the base material against which the error report is being raised.

2.2
Resolution of errors

ITU-T Study Group 17 will address the submitted error.  Following agreement on a resolution to the error, the proposed resolution will be approved using the appropriate procedures in ITU-T.

Please note that no individual responses can be given to those submitting reports, and that the procedure is not intended as a consulting service.

2.3
Documenting the Resolution of Defects

The following ITU-T Recommendation has errors or agreed changes. The defects and their resolutions are recorded in Annex B.

· ITU-T Recommendation Z.130

Annex A
Change Request Form

	Please supply the following details.

	Type of change:
	error correction
	 clarification (or question)

	
	 simplification
	 extension

	
	 modification
	 decommission

	Short summary of change request



	Short justification of the change request



	Is this view shared in your organization?
	 yes
	 no

	Have you consulted other users?
	 yes
	 no

	How many users do you represent?
	 1-5
	6-10

	
	 11-100
	 over 100

	Your name and address


Please attach further sheets with details if necessary.

eODL Rapporteur, c/o ITU/TSB, Place des Nations, CH-1211 Geneva 20, Switzerland. Fax: +41 22 730 5853, e‑mail: tsbmail@itu.int 

Annex B
This is the master list of changes for the Z.130 (eODL) series Recommendations approved by Study Group 17 in April 2006.

B.1
Objectives and scope

The purpose of this document is to record agreed changes to eODL Recommendations (Z.130).

B.2
Terminology

An error is an inconsistency in the Recommendation.

A textual correction is a change in the text or diagrams of the Recommendation that corrects clerical or typographical errors.

An open item is an issue identified but not resolved.

A deficiency is an issue identified where the semantics of eODL are not clearly defined in the Recommendation.

A clarification is a change to the text (or diagrams) in the Recommendation that does not (intentionally) change the meaning of eODL, but is intended to make the Recommendation less ambiguous or easier to understand.

A modification changes the semantics of eODL.

An extension is a new feature that does not change the semantics of eODL defined in the approved Recommendation.

B.3
Maintenance of Z.130

The maintenance procedure requires error corrections, proposed modifications and extensions to be widely publicized and a Master list of changes to be maintained. Clarifications or corrections for errors and deficiencies in the list of changes come into effect "immediately" (that is as soon as the Working Party or Study Group approves the list). Other changes take effect only when the relevant Recommendation is updated.

B.4
Z.130 changes

B.4.1
Modifications in main part (Metamodel)

The reason for this error report is the violation of MOF definition of associations.

In Meta Object Facility (MOF), v1.4.1, July 2005 it reads as follows:

An M2-level Association definition specifies the following properties:

• an Association “name”,

• a pair of AssociationEnds which each have:

• a “name”,

• a “type” which must be a Class,

• a “multiplicity” specification,

• an “isNavigable” flag, and

• an “isChangeable” flag.

• an “isDerived” flag which determines whether the Association Links are store explicitly or derived from other state.

In Z.130 there are nine unnamed (and therefore not conforming to MOF) associations in UML notation. In the following contribution defects will be named with the page number within Z.130 and the participating classes. The solution proposal is an appropriate name.

	Page / figure
	Participating classes
	Solution proposal

	Page 20, figure 12
	IDL Type (from IDL) and Typed (from IDL)
	The association name typed_by and the role name typed for Typed as used on page 17, figure 8 in Z.130.

	Page 21, figure 13
	IDL Type (from IDL) and Typed (from IDL)
	

	Page 22, figure 14
	IDL Type (from IDL) and Typed (from IDL)
	

	Page 25, figure 17
	InterfaceDef (from IDL) and PortDef
	The association name references.

	Page 27, figure 20
	InteractionElement and ImplementationElementDef
	The association name realizes.

	Page 29, figure 22
	COSetDef and ConnectionEndPoint
	The association name is_connected.

	Page 29, figure 22
	ConnectionDef and ConnectionEndPoint
	The association name consists_of.

	Page 32, figure 25
	InstallationMap and ComponentAssignment
	The association name InstallationAssignments.

	Page 33, figure 26:
	InstantiationMap and COSetAssignment
	The association name consists_of_COSets.


B.4.2
Modifications in Annex A

The defects were identified during a parser development for eODL.
	1.
	The rule on page 49






|
...

	



|
<suptd_interf_templates> ";"





|
...
	

	
	is replaced by


<object_export> ::=

<export>






|
...

	
	

	
	Wrong spelling.


	2.
	The rule on page 52

	
	<value_abs_dcl> ::= "abstract" "valuetype" <identifier> [ <value_inheritance_spec> ] 

                                  "{" <export>* "}"

<value_header> ::= [ "custom" ] "valuetype" <identifier> [ <value_inheritance_spec> ]

<value_inheritance_spec> ::= [ ":" [ "truncatable" ] <value_name> 

                                              { "," <value_name> }* ] 

                                              [ "supports" <interface_name> { "," <interface_name> }* ]

	
	is replaced by


                                 "{" <export>* "}"

	<value_header> ::= [ "custom" ] "valuetype" <identifier>  <value_inheritance_spec>

<value_inheritance_spec> ::= [ ":" [ "truncatable" ] <value_name> 

                                                { "," <value_name> }* ] [ "supports" <interface_name> 

                                                { "," <interface_name> }* ]
	

	
	<value_inheritance_spec> can be empty and therefore should not be optional.


	3.
	The rule on page 52

	
	<init_param_decls> ::= <init_param_decl> { "," <init_param_decl> }

	
	is replaced by

	
	<init_param_decls> ::= <init_param_decl> { "," <init_param_decl> }*

	
	For multiple <init_param_decl>.


	4.
	The rule on page 61

	
	<sequence_property_value> ::= "[" <property_value>* "]"

	
	is replaced by

	
	<sequence_property_value> ::= "[" [ <property_value> { "," <property_value> }* ] "]"

	
	Change to a comma separated list of property values.
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