Workshop #1 
“Synchronise work on DEXs and reference data between PLCS pilots and OASIS/PLCS”
30 September – 1 October 2004

Location: RR / London

Introduction

Following objectives are proposed for the 5 planned workshops: 

· Eliminate interpretation room for mapping.
Ensure that translators have implemented identical mapping interpretations for specific data concepts. 

· Ensure precise and correct understanding of business terms used in a DEX.
Agree on standard reference data (e.g. from ¨DEFSTAN 00-60) to replace legacy terms. 

· Validate OASIS DEX'es wrt specific business needs of a data exchange 

This first workshop is proposed to focus on the architecture for exchange of data between legacy systems, mapping concepts and mapping rules related to proposed example.

Deliverables

Proposed deliverables from the workshop:
· Documentation of
· Architecture

· Mapping rules

· Reference data

· Input to further mapping discussions and reference data workshop
Architecture

An architecture for data exchange between legacy systems is proposed in Figure  1. 


To be discussed/agreed in the workshop:
· Figure 1, does it reflect the data exchange between legacy systems?

· A DEX specification is a business tailored sub-set of the PLCS EXPRESS schema. The specification gives an unambiguous interpretation of business concepts and data. The specification contains:
· Description of the business concept
· Sub-set of the PLCS schema (EXPRESS)
· Additional rules (EXPRESS and textual) to define the business concept

· Instantiation template of the business concept (graphical)
· The translator maps legacy and standard concepts. The translator may claim compliance to one or several standardised DEX schemas and related business concepts and the applied standards. Possible quality rules should also be part of the translator. 
· Does the DEX contain standard reference data only? Or do we have exceptions as codification data, product names and descriptions?

· More?
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Figure  1 Architecture for data exchange between legacy systems
Proposed business concept “Equipment part list and drawings”
It is proposed to use the business concept “Equipment part list and drawings” as basis for the discussions as we see this as a central concept for maintenance. Figure  2 illustrates the business concept.

· Is this a reasonable business concept for a DEX?
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Figure  2 Business concept ”Equipment part list and drawings”
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Figure  3 Business concept ”Equipment part list and drawings” , entities included 
Mapping rules

The business concept may include mapping concepts such as:
· Equipment with spares

· Equipment data

· Assign allowance part list

· Life cycle and application domain context
Possible rule example for “Equipment data” (still not precise enough): 

The entity “Part” shall be used to identify all data related to a type of product, i.e. an Audi A4, with all its versions and all business defined views and contexts for the version. 

Identities and properties, e.g., are assigned to the product (<part>, <part_version> or <part_view_definition> as applicable) when these are inherent to the product as opposed to the relationsship. E.g. part number, version id., or net weight of a product.
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Figure  4 Proposed mapping rule ”Equipment data”
To be discussed: 

· Mapping rules – entity level

· Detailing requirements for the mapping rules

Suggested template for collection of reference data examples with the objective to define standardized concepts:
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The agreed standard term, its source and definition that represent the same concept as the legacy data should also be identified. All pilots should contribute to this.

To be discussed: 

· Mapping rules – attribute level
· Identification of standard reference data candidates
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