Considerations for the revision of UBL 1.0
1. Problems commonly found
- Terminology is not uniformly used. For example, Line and LineItem. 
2. Order Document

- There may be a confusion that BuyersID(3) and SellersID(4) are considered as company IDs instead of document IDs. It is better to change these UBL names to other names.
- I don’t understand why SellersID(4) be included in this document. As the Order document is issued by a buyer, SellersID is not necessary. If SellersID means the reference documents such as quotes issued by the seller, it is OK. But by definition, this is the ID given to the Order by the seller. 
- EarliestDate(12) in the Order and ValidityStartDate(58) in the Reusable Component have the same meaning but different terms. It is more desirable to use terms uniformly.

- There is no UOM(Unit of Measure) for quantity, weight, volume, etc. Needs to add this element.
3. Invoice Document 

- Needs to change the definition of ExchangeRate(24) :
associates the invoice with an exchange rate. In any one invoice there is only one exchange rate needed, either between invoicing at tax currency, or between pricing and invoice totalling.

4. Order Cancellation Document

- UBL does not have any document used to respond to ResponseRequiredIndicator(10) and AcceptedIndicator(11). How to respond should be included in the specification.
5. Order Change Document

- UBL does not have any document or method used to respond to AcknowledgementResponseCode(11). How to respond should be included in the specification.
6. Reusable Component

· The Address format does not fit the one of Korea. 

· If InhouseMail(11) and Department(12) within Address(2) are used, then OrganizationName or CompanyName should be included too because there may exist multiple organizations within a building.
· Measure(122, 409) within Dimension(120) and DurationMeasure(326)  seem to be measured values. If so, we need to add UOM (Unit of Measure).
· Typo: DocumentDocumentStatusCode(274) ( DocumentStatusCode, IssueIssueDateDate(275) ( IssueDatee
· TaxTotalAmount(227) and TotalTaxAmount(401) have the same meaning but different terms.
· Definitions of ReceivedHandlingUnitReceiptLine(432) and HandlingUnitDespatchLine(430) are same. Needs to change one of the two definitions. The definition is : 

associates the Transport Handling Unit with one or more despatch lines on a despatch advice.
· Change the wrong sentence in the definition of OrderLine(258) :

information directly relating to a line item of one an Order transaction. It identifies the line item but only includes details about the alternatives, substitutes and replacement line items.

· It is hard to understand the definition of DescriptionCode(331). Needs to redefine the meaning. 

describes an identified physical attribute by a  one of a  set of characteristic descriptions from a formalised list.

7.  Inconsistency between Cardinality and Definition

· The Cardinality of the following ASBIEs is ‘0,,n’ ;
OrderReference

    DespatchDocumentReference

ReceiptDocumentReference

· However, they are described in the Definition as ‘one or more’. 

· Definitions of three UBL names  should be corrected as follows: 

	UBL name
	Cardinality
	Definition

	OrderReference
	1,,n
	one or more Orders

	DespatchDocumentReference
	0,,n
	nothing or plural Despatch Advices 

	ReceiptDocumentReference
	0,,n
	nothing or plural Receipt Advices


