Delivering Results at ebXML-IIC TC

Purpose

Ensure that implementations that deliver ebXML functionality are interoperable and compliant with various ebXML specifications.

Why is this important?

To speed up adoption of ebXML standards that have been supported by various consortiums it is imperative that solutions are interoperable to reduce concerns of customers currently considering ebXML solutions. This will also reduce vendor lock-in and support costs required for interoperability, and thus speed adoption.

Lessons from RosettaNet efforts 

When rolling out its RosettaNet Interface Framework (RNIF 1.1), RosettaNet discovered numerous problems in the field mainly due to ambiguities (and some inconsistencies) in the specification. This was corrected in the form of advisories from RosettaNet, which implementers were to address.

Interoperability 

When RNIF 2.0 program was rolled out, a program for interoperability was put in place before the RNIF 2.0 specification was considered final. This effort ran from February 2001 to July 2001. Seven implementers participated in the initial release and helped define the tests and results that allowed a specific solution to interoperate with others and be compliant with RNIF 2.0 specifications. Pete Wenzel (Chief Architect for RosettaNet at that time) with help from the RNIF 2.0 technical team was the main arbitrator of this process. Any ambiguities were addressed in the specifications. 

Compliance Test bed

RosettaNet also involved another company (SAIC) to create a compliance test framework to allow implementers to test their solutions against. This is a pay-only solution and is required to get a "RosettaNet compliant” badge. This is also an avenue available to implementers were not ready in February 2001 to participate.

What should IIC do?

I propose that IIC do the following:

Focus:

Split its focus into two separate areas:

1. Implementation and Interoperability, and

2. Conformance

and run these efforts in parallel. The tests by the conformance team should also include the tests run by the Implementation and Interoperability teams.

Deliverable dates:

Disclaimer: Please note that these dates are just suggestions and actual dates needs to be agreed upon by IIC participants.

Define a specific date when these efforts will start.

1. Implementation and Interoperability Tests:

a. Solicit implementer participation: Mar 31st
b. Define and complete test matrix: March 31st  (latest April 7th)

c. Define implementer pairing: April 7th
d. Tests start: April 15th
e. Tests complete: TBD (based on the test matrix)

2. Conformance Test bed:

a. Solicit ownership and participation: Mar 15th
b. Define and complete test matrix (with others): March 31st (latest April 7th)

c. Make BETA test bed available and solicit feedback: May 15th/May 30th
d. Define Conformance criteria (registration and badging program if needed): May 30th
e. Deliver test bed: June 30th (based on the test matrix++)

f. Define future enhancements and maintenance: Post May 30th

Implementation and Interoperability Tests

I propose April 15th, 2002 as the date for Implementation and Interoperability tests. This will give other software implementers to include the latest ebXML specification in their software. It’s not a requirement to be GA quality to participate.

Standards under test

Focus on the latest ebXML standards available.

Ownership

I am willing to take ownership and coordinate this effort. Help from compliance group, other TC liason, and public participation is needed.

Result

A deliverable of Implementation and Interoperability should be a list of tests that MUST be run (and passed) by implementation vendor to be considered an interoperable solution. This should be available by March 31st (or latest April 7th)

Test Matrix

The test matrix should define the expected results of the test under consideration (including scenario). I attach an excel spreadsheet of the tests we defined for RNIF 2.0 interoperability tests. We can pattern our test definition use similar criteria.

Note:

RosettaNet also conducted some tests to expose the choreography components of seven PIPs as ebXML BPSS compliant schemas. We can leverage this effort when defining our tests.

· In order to address various ebXML specifications, I would suggest dividing up the tests into ebXML MS, ebXML CPP, ebXML BPSS, ebXML Registry. Some of these tests for example registering a CPP to an ebXML Registry will require tests that span across few specifications.

· Implementation and Interoperability tests should be done in parallel with the conformance test bed.

Process

1. Solicit implementers who will participate in these tests 

· Example: Tests start April 15th). 

· All participation requests to be in by March 31st.

2. Participate in defining core tests

From March 4th through March 31st, define the core group of tests. Requires participation from various liaison from other TCs. New tests may be added as needed based on feedback. The idea is to start something rolling and make it better as we move along. 

3. Pair implementers in groups of two.

This grouping should change every week. 1st week grouping should be for two weeks as maximum problems occur here. More than  two vendors may be required for registry related tests. One way around is to solicit vendors who may want to just participate in registry related tests. This may be a good solution than to require more than two implementers pairing.

4. A weekly con-call to check progress (and implement feedback) Monday 9AM PST (1 hour max)

Conformance Test bed

Define a date when the conformance test bed is available (I propose June 30th) and solicit ownership for this area. It's OK if there is cost associated with this effort. However, in keeping with the spirit of ebXML (SME-focus), the cost should be low. The objective of this test bed should be an easy way for implementers and customers to check compliance of a software solution. It is not required to make source code of this test bed available. The test bed may be script or GUI driven.

Action Items: 

1. Requires ownership from either open source groups or a body like NIST. 

a. Define what this program should be. What is the process of participation and registration

b. How much would it cost?

c. How would the test bed be upgraded to reflect changes in the specifications

2. An optional "ebXML Specification Compliant" badge program is needed (TBD). 

