24.01.04 Comparison between the EF data model entries and beta UBL

What was done:

a) Took beta spreadsheets as published and edited to eliminate redundancy between RT and DT by merging into one column RT (extra document will be delivered for more details of exact changes made before the comparison was made). Concatenation Possesive Property Term Noun and Property Term done.

b) Imported amended spreadsheets into EF to create data model allowing EF to define own CC structures and DEN and also to store original beta spreadsheet contents including DEN and UBL name as notes which. Then UBL spreadsheeets has been re-generated. This has enabled the automated comparison between original Beta UBL and the re-generated UBL as follows:

1. Case: Across all eight documents: EF model does not have the term’ Details’ in the columns Property Term and Representation Term whereas UBL Beta has.

Action: Delete the term’ Details’ from the spreadsheets in the columns Property Term and Representation Term. ‘Details’ is defined (in CCTS) just as a term and not as a part of neither Property Term nor Representation Term.

Status: Done in Michael’s Copy of Beta Spreadsheet. Checking required whether any amendments are necessary.

2. Case: Across all ASBIEs: EF model does not have any entry in the columns Representation Term. UBL Beta has often or always the entry ‘Details’.

Action: Delete all entries from the spreadsheets in the column Representation Term for ASBIEs. 

Status: Done in Michael’s Copy of Beta Spreadsheet. Checking required whether any amendments are necessary. 

3. Case: A big number (about 61) of Beta Dictionary Entry Names have too many spaces. The Beta spreadsheet formula has some problems with spaces, i.e. it is sometimes routinely generating two spaces instead of one.

Action: Correct both formula and results.

Status: To be done later: The spaces will be corrected by re-producing the UBL spreadsheets as exports from the master EF50 data model. The formula of this new spreadsheet will have to be amended. DILLI: tues und sende tosteve

4. Case: EF produces the Dictionary Entry Name ‘Card Account. Cv2. Text’ which is ‘Card Account. CV2. Text’ in beta spreadsheet. There is another examples, e.g. EF produces the Dictionary Entry Name ‘Hazardous Item. Undg. Code. Text’ meanwhile the beta spreadsheet has ‘Hazardous Item. UNDG. Code’.

Action: Each case needs individual decision. EF is following its rules correctly but a list of official UBL acronyms will be needed in order for exceptions to be recognised by EF.

Status: Open, waiting for decisions.  DILLI: sicherstellen, daß efdie abbreviation list abprüft

5. Case: EF produces the Dictionary Entry Name ‘Item. Commodity Classification’ meanwhile the beta spreadsheet has ‘Item.   Commodity Classification. Commodity Classification.’

Similarly: 

‘Item. Sales Conditions’ vs. ‘Item.   Sales Conditions. Sales Conditions’,

‘Item. Hazardous Item’ vs. ‘Item.   Hazardous Item. Hazardous Item’,

‘Item. Tax Category’ vs. ‘Item.   Tax Category. Tax Category’,

‘Item. Base Price’ vs. ‘Item.   Base Price. Base Price’.

Action: In these cases the Beta Property Terms have leading spaces, which has led to wrong Dictionary Entry Names in the spreadsheets. The spaces have to be deleted. 

Status: To be done later: They will be corrected by re-producing the spreadsheets from the EF50 master data model. DILLI!

6. 
Case: EF produces the Dictionary Entry Name ‘Line Reference. Details’ meanwhile the beta spreadsheet has ‘Line Reference.’.

Similarly: 

‘Order Line Reference. Details’ vs. ‘Order Line Reference.’,

‘Order Reference. Details’ vs. ‘Order Reference.’.

Action: In these case the beta Representation Terms did not have the entry ‘Details’. Thus the beta DEN formula did not work correctly. But for the Final UBL 1.0 is it correct that there is no entry ‘Details’ in the Representation Terms! If so, then just the spreadsheet formula has to be corrected. 

Status: The spreadsheet formula still has to be corrected. In the EF data models the data entries are already correct.

7. 
Case: EF produces the Dictionary Entry Name ‘Transport Equipment. Sizetype. Code’ meanwhile the beta spreadsheet has ‘Transport Equipment. SizeType. Code’.

Similarly: The term ‘Linitem’ in:

‘Despatch Advice. Lineitem Count. Quantity’, done2

‘Invoice. Lineitem Count. Quantity’,done2

‘Order. Lineitem Count. Quantity’, done2

‘Order Change. Lineitem Count. Quantity’ done2

‘Order Response. Lineitem Count. Quantity’don2

Action: From the technical point of view EF works correctly. The date will be generated correctly from the EF model. 

NOTE: Should these be multi word terms? Needs checking by  LCSC for decision, please?

Status: open, waiting for decision; DILLI use: two word terms - done

8. 
Case: ‘Transport Handling Unit. Received_ Handling Unit Receipt Line. Receipt Line’. This is the only ASBIE with a PT different, i.e. extended from its Associated Object Class Term. 

Action: ???????? It may be that ‘Handling Unit’ should be moved to extend PT Qualifier Term instead? Needs checking by  LCSC for decision, please?

Status: Open, waiting for decision DILLI: Move Handling Unit out from PT into PT Qual instead. DONE

Ufffff….

