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Open content model

<!-- Allow any other elements -->

  <xs:defaultOpenContent mode="interleave">

    <xs:any namespace="##any" processContents="lax"/>

  </xs:defaultOpenContent>

  <!-- The default set of attributes (allow any attributes)

       NOTE: this attribute group MUST follow the defaultOpenContent to be a valid schema

   -->

  <xs:attributeGroup name="defaultAttrGroup">

    <xs:anyAttribute processContents="lax"/>

  </xs:attributeGroup>
1. There is no automated way to convert constraints from OCL format into schematron/ assertions syntax. Will still be easiest to create schematrons/assertions manually by interpreting the constraints. Even so, this conversion remains a major challenge.

2. Choy suggests that we keep conversion as a manual (post processing) process rather than experimenting with automation.

a. Most of the constraints compare items from different parts of the hierarchy, which requires intelligence in coding the respective schematrons/assertions.

b. Suggest using XSD 1.0 for AvXML 1.0. The broader availability of tools will also facilitate users to experiment.

c. To accommodate possible technology advancement after the publishing of AvXML 1.0, it may be beneficial to also experiment with XSD 1.1.

3. Braeckel – noted the difference in skills need to write constraints in OCL format and schematrons/assertions.  Perhaps if we wrote the schematrons/assertions directly it might make the model easier to interpret and conversion simpler, possibly automatable.
a. The problem, however, is that anyone writing schematrons/assertions has to be an expert in schematron syntax – because otherwise the inconsistencies will become very difficult to track down.

b. At present we have a problem if we don’t spot a change in the constraints that could result in the schematrons/assertions being wrong.

4. Agreement – constraints in UML will be written in schematron syntax instead of OCL.
5. For XSD 1.0, we could put schematron in-line with each class, or we could centralise the schematron – noting that it would make schemas significantly bigger if we put schematron into each class.

6. Choy will check with Luke which the preferred approach should be.  [Post meeting note: HKO will continue to provide in-line and external schematrons for AvXML 1.0 XSD 1.0 version as what we have done in AvXML 1.0RC2]
7. Will publish AvXML in XSD 1.1 as well as in XSD 1.0 – but this version can be released after the main release in XSD 1.0.
8. Braeckel is concerned that we will not see the benefits of XSD 1.1 until the assertions are re-coded.  [Post meeting note: Choy will re-code the schematrons into assertions for AvXML 1.0 XSD 1.1 version.  After that, it will be the modellers’ turn to take up the work.]  
9. Longer term we should move towards XSD 1.1.

10. Some experiments with the open content model should be made to investigate its potential for future releases.
11. Neil had made a request for technical guidance on AvXML. Steve ask for clarification on what is needed (and the style adopted by others).
12. Need to prepare detailed documentation – perhaps could use this as a capacity development activity.
