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Comments and suggestions for oBIX V1.1 document:

1. [Section 1, line 9]

1.1  “Design Concerns” should appear on a new line.
2. [Section 1, line 15]

2.1  “;” should be a period “.”

3. [all]

3.1  In section 1, four design points - XML, Networking, Normalization and Foundation - were described.  It is suggested that throughout the document these words are used (with the same capitalization) to introduce these concepts and to link the concepts to the particular chapter.  For example, while Networking is clearly covered in Section 9, but it is not as clear for the other design points.

4. [Section 2]

4.1  In section 1, four design points - XML, Networking, Normalization and Foundation - were described.  It is suggested in Section 2, “Quick Start”, that the examples follow through on each of those four design points; making sure to use those four words.

5. [Section 2, lines 114-115]

5.1   Up to this point, “document” has referred to the oBIX specification documents (oBIX V1.1, Encodings, REST, SOAP), yet “document” in line 115 seems to reference a different type of document.  It is suggested that clarification be made to differentiate from the oBIX specification documents.  Similar clarification should be considered throughout the specification document.

6. [Section 2, line 109]

6.1   It is stated that “. . . there are three element types.”  It is suggested that the three element types be listed at this point.

7. [Section 2, line 115]

7.1   “Child” has not been used up to this point in the document, and is used in line 115 without any explanation.  It is not clear what the relationship is between object, sub-object and child.  This should be clearly described, and if possible standardized throughout the document (e.g. when to use sub-object or child).

7.2   It is stated that “There are three child objects for each of the thermostat’s variables.”  Perhaps this is not clearly written?  Should it not say something like: “There are child objects to describe each of the three thermostat’s variables.”

8. [Section 2, line 122]

8.1   It is suggested that it might be appropriate to introduce this section with the “Normalization“ term used in section 1, so that the reader can follow through with the example using terms introduced in section 1.
8.2   It is suggested that an example be given at this point of what might be “more semantics than a simple scalar value.”

9. [Section 2, lines 125 - 127]

9.1   The use of the words “we should” is somewhat vague about what device is doing the reporting.  It is suggested that clarification be given. 

10. [Section 2, line 148; Section 3.1, line 161, Section 3.3, line 212]

10.1 Are words such as “slick”, “cleverly”, “nifty”  appropriate words to use along with the connotations they imply? 

11. [Section 3.2, line 177]

11.1 With the special meaning for “facet” within the oBIX specification, it is suggested that a different word than “facet” be used in this sentence so as not to cause confusion. 

12. [Section 4]

12.1 While Figure 1 shows the supported attributes for each object type, the same attributes do not appear in the text.  It is suggested that the full list of attributes for each object be listed in the text of sections 4.1 to 4.18.

13. [Section 4, Figure 1, line 269]

13.1 It may be useful to include the chapter number for each object type in the Figure 1 for easy reference lookup.

13.2 What does “max: integer” and “min: integer” mean for obix::str?

13.3 What does “range: anyURI” mean for obix::bool?

14. [Section 4.1, lines 272-273]

14.1 It may be helpful to explain the significance or consequence of “Every XML element in oBIX is a derivative of the obj element”  - e.g. in that each of the other objects contain those attributes.  It may be helpful to use an example – e.g. for example, the bool object not only has the attribute “val”, but also the other attributes of obj object such as “href” etc.

15.  [Section 4, Figure 1, line 269; Section 4.1, line 279; Section 4.18, lines 424-550]

15.1 “Facets” is described as a set of attributes in the text on line 279, but is not shown on Figure 1.  It is suggested that the facet attributes be identified as such in Figure 1 and it is suggested that they be grouped together.

15.2 Many of the attributes for facets as described in 4.18.1 through 4.18.11 are identical to those shown in Figure 1 (e.g. display, displayName) for obix::obj but not all (e.g. min, max).  It is suggested an explanation or clarification be given why not all attributes are shown.
15.3 An explanation should be given or significance of why some attributes are considered “facets” while others are not; e.g. perhaps a clear description of the facet group would be appropriate.
16.  [Section 4.1, line 283]

16.1 “Contract definition” is used for the first time in this document, but there is no explanation.  It is suggested a description be included to explain what “contract definition” is and its significance.
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