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 All page numbers are indicated with two numbers separated with a ; 

The first one is the pdf one
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(In the main section the first one == the second + 8)

In the accompanying .odt release of the spec all the modifications are made with the issue in comment.

Those comments are visible in the modification list, which appears on the command 

Edit/Modifications/Accept or Reject

The issue and/or the batch number can be used as a filter to show only modifications related to a given issue and/or batch

Batch 1: typos

13891

line 29, change On_data to on_data (lower case)

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 42;34 / line 29

change On_data ( on_data (lower case), 

Proposed solution:

Page 42;34 / line 29

change On_data ( on_data, 

Status: resolved

13892

line 52, change DDS_StateLsisten to DDS_StateListen

Issue

Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 44;36 / line 52, 

change DDS_StateLsisten to DDS_StateListen

Proposed solution

Page 44;36 / line 52, 

change DDS_StateLsisten to DDS_StateListen

Status: resolved

13896

line 4, replace the with The (T upper case)

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 53;45 / line 4

replace the with The (T upper case)

Proposed solution

Page 53;45 / line 4

Change the ( The

Status: resolved

13946

Figure 1 should say IDL3+ instead of Extended IDL3

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 17;9

Figure 1 should say IDL3+ instead of Extended IDL3

Proposed solution

Page 17;9

Change Extended IDL3 ( IDL3+ in Figure 1

Change IDL3 ( IDL3+ in the title of Figure 1

Status: resolved

13953

DDS_Listen is never defined in this spec

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 46;38 / line 19, Page 62;54 / line 12

The spec uses DDS_Listen<> on page 38 and 54, but DDS_Listen is never defined in this spec

Proposed solution

Page 46;38 / line 19, 

Change DDS_Listen ( DDS_RawListen

Page 62;54 / line 12

Change DDS_Listen ( DDS_RawListen

Explanation

DDS_Listen was the old name of DDS_RawListen

Status: resolved

13957

Section 7.2.1.2 Line 16 ends with two semi colons instead of 1

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 23;15 / line 16 

ends with two semi colons instead of 1

Proposed solution

Page 23;15 / line 16 

Discard extra semi-colon

Status: resolved

13959

Section 7.2.4.2.1

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 29;21 / line 2

remove - from ConnectorPackage-Description Fix type 

Page 29;21 / footer 3

in footer 3, ComponentUsageDescription and ComponentPackage Description (typo in first, space in second)

Proposed solution

Page 29;21 / line 2

Change ConnectorPackage-Description ( ConnectorPackageDescription

Page 29;21 / footer 3

in footer 3, change ComponentUsageDesription  ( ComponentUsageDescription 

in footer 3, change ComponentPackage Description ( ComponentPackageDescription

Status: resolved

13964

Section 8.2.2.1.2 font

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 42;34 / line 11,12,13

The font of line 11,12,13 should show the name of the methods in bold 

Page 42;34 / line 29

On_data should start with lower capital

Proposed solution

Page 42;34 / line 11,12,13

Change the font of the name of the methods ( bold

11: on_creation

12: on_update

13: on_deletion 

Page 42;34 / line 29

Change On_data ( on_data

Status: resolved

13965

Section 8.3.1 On line 19, after DDS_Base it should be a {

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 45;37 / line 19

after DDS_Base it should be a { instead [

Proposed solution

Page 45;37 / line 19

Change { ( [

Status: resolved

13966

Section 8.4.2 On line 1, the annex numbers are lacking

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 47;39 / line 1

the annex numbers are lacking

Proposed solution

Page 47;39 / line 1 and 2 (
default values QoS policies, as specified in [DDS], are in Annex C:  and Annex D:   respectively.

Status: resolved

13969 (already in 13896)

Section 9 Line 4 should start with a capital

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 53;45 / line 4

Should start with a capital

Already in issue 13896 

Status: duplicate

13970

Section 9.2.1.1 line 39 should be indented

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 54;46 / line 39

Should be indented

Proposed solution

Page 54;46 / line 39

Insert a TAB before raises

Page 63;55 / line 38

Insert a TAB before raises

Status: resolved

13971

Section 9.2.2 Line 13 says DCPOS, shouldn't this be DCPS?

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 55;47 / line 13 

says DCPOS, shouldn't this be DCPS?

Proposed solution

Page 55;47 / line 13 

Change DCPOS (  DCPS

Status: resolved

14025

table 2 on page 16 (adobe number) on line 1 should have the same fonts as table 1

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 16;8 / table 2

table 2 on page 16 (adobe number) on line 1 should have the same fonts as table 1

Proposed solution

Page 16;8 / table 2

Interface, typename | struct | eventtype | primitive | fixed | sequence | interface | valuetype ( in bold

interface_type ( in italics

Page 16;8 / table 3

Porttype ( port_type (2 times)

Status: resolved

14080

propose to read the AMI chapter that was part of the alpha spec

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Extension ?

We propose to add the AMI chapter that was part of the alpha spec. It seems useful for ccm to also standardize the ami ports. the chapter will need some more work and fine tuning

Proposed solution

Rejected

Explanations

As the title says, this specification is aiming at standardizing ports for DDS and proposes a general framework to add ports (GIS – Generic Interaction Support), then uses it for DDS. Standardising AMI ports is out of RFP scope.

Using GIS to standardise AMI ports should be done through another process (RFP or RFC)

Status: closed (no change)

Batch 2: text clarifications / rewording

13954

For 3, check UML CCM reference, it says 5formal, is that ok?

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 10;2 / line 6

For 3, check UML CCM reference, it says 5formal, is that ok?

Proposed solution

Page 10;2 / line 6

Change 5 ( (

Status: resolved

13955

Section 6.1.2 It should be ExtendedPort and MirrorPort, not InversePort

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 11;3 / line 23

It should be ExtendedPort and MirrorPort, not InversePort

Proposed solution

Page 11;3 / line 23

Change InversePort ( MirrorPort

Status: resolved

13956

Section 7.1.2 Layout of figure 2 and 3 can be improved

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo?

Page 22;14 / line 5,16

Layout of figure 2 and 3 can be improved, not all lines hit the connector, text is not all readable

Proposed solution

Page 22;14 / line 5,16

Change of figures

Status: resolved

13958

Section 7.2.3 Line 38-39 starting with "note that events" doesn't read

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Text clarification

Page 26;18 / line 37

Line 38-39 starting with "note that events" doesn't read

Proposed solution

Page 26;18 / line 37-39

Change the whole paragraph from

Note that Events CCM interface is never used in the connector's executor. The reason is that the connector' fragment and the component itself, are only interacting via synchronous calls as they are collocated. The actual interaction semantics between components is carried by connector' fragments themselves.

 ( 

Note that the Events CCM interface is never used in connectors' executors. The reason is that, as the component and its connector's fragment are collocated, they only interact via synchronous calls (a potential asynchronous nature of the actual interaction between components would be provided by connector's fragments themselves).

Status: resolved

13961

Section 7.2.4.5 this seems to lack a figure, line 7 ends with "extrat below" but nothing is below line 7

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Text clarification

Page 34;26

this seems to lack a figure, line 7 ends with "extrat below:" but nothing is below line 7

Proposed solution

Page34;26 / lines 6-7

Change the whole paragraph

In addition to the ExtendedPortDef and ExtendedPortType, the concept of connector is introduced, represented in the meta-model extract below:

(
Finally, ConnectorDef is a new construct of the Component meta-model allowing modeling of connectors.

All those extensions are represented in figure 11.

Status: resolved

13972

Section 9.2.2 Line 16 doesn't read, line 33 should also be clear

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 55;47 / line 16 

doesn't read

Page 55;47 / line 33 

should also be clear, "is likely" should be specified more strict

Proposed solution

Page 55;47 / line 16 

Change the sentence

A DLRL connector is also essentially variable in its composition for it contains as many mirror ports as there are different object models to share the related topics. It...

(
As a DLRL connector aims at gathering as many mirror ports as there are different object models in the system sharing the related topics, its composition is essentially variable and application-dependent and a unique standard DLRL connector cannot be defined. A DLRL connector... 

Page 55;47 / line 33 

Remove likely and add at the end of the sentence

in case there is a need to specify different QoS values for different topics.

Status: resolved

Batch 3: IDL form

13886

Should be as below (lower case) 7.2.3.4.1 set_configuration_values

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 27;19 / line 18

Line 18, has 7.2.3.4.1 Set_configuration_values Should be as below (lower case) 7.2.3.4.1 set_configuration_values

Proposed solution

Page 27;19 / line 18

change Set_configuration_values ( set_configuration_values

Status resolved

13888

wouldn't it be more maintainable to add to lines 35-40 a typedef for the return value (and other interfaces)?

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 37;29 / lines 35-40

wouldn't it be more maintainable to add to lines 35-40 a typedef for the return value (and other interfaces)? 

typedef unsigned long bytes;

 Also change the comment to // returns number of bytes written 

interface MultiWriter<typename T> { // T assumed to be a data type typedef sequence<T> T$Seq; nb_bytes write(in T$Seq instances) // returns nb of written raises (InternalError); attribute boolean is_coherent_write; };

Proposed solution: 

Page 37;29 / line 37

Change unsigned long ( InstanceNumber_t

Change comment ( returns number of written instances

Page 38;30 / lines 29, 33, 37

Change unsigned long ( InstanceNumber_t

Change in comment nb ( number

Page 39;31 / line 34

Change unsigned long ( InstanceNumber_t

Page 56;48, after line 5, 

Insert

// --------

// Typedefs

// --------

typedef unsigned long 


InstanceNumber_t

typedef sequence<InstanceNumber_t>
InstanceNumberSeq

Page 56;48 / lines 17, 21 (after having inserted the 6 above-mentioned lines)

Change ULlongSeq ( InstanceNumberSeq

Page 56;48 / lines 27 (after having inserted the 6 above-mentioned lines)

Change unsigned long ( InstanceNumber_t

Page 56;48 / lines 46 (after having inserted the 6 above-mentioned lines)

Change unsigned long ( InstanceNumber_t

Change comment ( returns number of written instances

Page 57;48 / lines 23, 26, 29

Change unsigned long ( InstanceNumber_t

Change in comment nb ( number

Page 59;50 / line 6

Change unsigned long ( InstanceNumber_t

Explanations

The idea is good but the proposed name (bytes) is misleading as what is returned is a count of instances. In addition, it in inconsistent to let unsigned long as index in list of instances. It is thus proposed to name that typedef InstanceNumber_t, to create also InstanceNumberSeq and to use them each time the unsigned long or sequence of Ulong were used.

Status: resolved

13889

change nb to number in the comment on line 29/32/35

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Text clarification

Page 38;30 / lines 29/32/35, 

change nb to number in the comments

Already done with 13888

Status: merged (13888)

13890

Change on line 5 StringSeq to CORBAStringSeq

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 40;32 / line 5

Change StringSeq to CORBA::StringSeq

Proposed solution

Page 40;32 / line 5

Change StringSeq to DDS::StringSeq

Explanations

As CCM is meant to abstract from CORBA, it is not a good thing to create here a dependency to CORBA  In addition, those StringSeq will be passed to DDS, DDS::StringSeq is therefore a much better choice. 

This concerns the query parameters as well as the topic key fields.

Status: resolved

13893

line 27, change attributre to attribute also change StringSeq to CORBAStringSeq

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 45;37 / line 27

change attributre to attribute also change StringSeq to CORBA::StringSeq 

Proposed solution

Page 45;37 / line 27

change attributre (  attribute

Explanations

The other part of the issue is tackled by 13890 resolution

Status: resolved +  merged (13890)

13897

Line 15,19, use CORBAULongSeq instead of ULongSeq Line 23, use an enum for the error_code?

Issue 

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 56;48 / line 15,19

use CORBA::ULongSeq instead of ULongSeq Line 

Page 56;48 / line 23

use an enum for the error_code?

Proposed solution: 

Already taken into account

Explanations

First part, same issue as 13949

Second part, same issue as 13973

Status: duplicate (13949 + 13973)

13949

The usage of ULongSeq should be CORBAULongSeq

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 56;48 / lines 15,19

The usage of ULongSeq should be CORBA::ULongSeq to show that these types are coming from the CORBA namespace

Proposed solution: 

Already taken into account

Explanations

As 13897 / part1 – already resolved with 13888

Status: merged (13888)

13952

this struct uses a StringSeq but the namespace is lacking

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 58;50 / line 12

struct QueryFilter uses a StringSeq but the namespace is lacking, should it be CORBA::StringSeq?

Proposed solution

Already tackled in 13890

Status: merged (13890)

13962

Section 8.2.2.1.1 what about making is_lifecycle_checked a regular attribute, so not read only?

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 38;30

what about making is_lifecycle_checked a regular attribute, so not read only?

Proposed solution

Close (no change)

Explanations

As stated in the spec, checking the lifecycle is quite an heavy process as it may imply to create a reader for that purpose. In addition, whether this behaviour has to be enforced is unlikely to change over the component's life. For those reasons, the behaviour has to be set at init time and in not changeable after that.

Status: closed (no change)

13963

why not use an exception instead of a return value for the methods in Getter<>?

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification & typo

Page 41;33 

why not use an exception instead of a return value for the methods in Getter<>? 

On line 28, it should say "return as result" when decided to keep bool.

For the time_out, what about making this an argument of all methods, is setting this at this level at the correct level?

Proposed solution

1) keep the boolean as result and correct the text line 28

2) let the time_out as an attribute

Explanations

1) exceptions are not convenient when they report something that could happen from time to time

2) purpose was to simplify as much as possible the API . Reducing the number of parameters goes in that direction. We noticed in our systems that time-out value was unlikely to change from one call to another, making it a recurring value is therefore sensible;

Status: resolved

13968

Section 8.2.2.2.5 On line 5 DURATION_INFINITE_NSEC should be used

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 50;42 /  line 5 

DURATION_INFINITE_NSEC should be used

Proposed solution: 

Page 50;42 /  line 5 

Change DURATION_INFINITE_SEC( DURATION_INFINITE_NSEC

Status: resolved

13973

Shouldnh't InternalError use DDSReturnCode_t

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 54;48

Shouldn't InternalError use DDS::ReturnCode_t

Proposed solution:

Page 56;48 / line 25

Replace unsigned long ( DDS::ErrorCode_t

Status: resolved

14110

SampleInfo

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification / IDL change

The CCM4DDS spec defines SampleInfo in its own IDL. It describes that this is a simplified version of DDS::SampleInfo. This new struct has the following disadvantages to our idea: - the struct that gets received from DDS itself has to be converted to the CCM4DDS struct taking performance - not all DDS information is available anymore for the component We propose to use DDS::SampleInfo throughout the spec instead of introducing a simplified shadow struct

Proposed solution

Closed (no change)

Explanations

The spec intended to ease use of DDS. Many DDS users feedback show that they can be easily lost with some SampleInfo information. SampleInfo is the pure view on the internal state of the data. ReadInfo attempts to translate it a more user-centric view. Note that translation sampleInfos in ReadInfos is not only copying a few fields from the firsts to the seconds: it requires also combining them.

Status: closed (no change)

14017

Section 8.2.2.1.4 and annex A missing parameter name

Issue

Raised by: Virginie Watine (Thales)

Clarification

Page 43;35 / line 33 and page 60;52 / line 47

Last parameter of ConnectorStatusListener:: on_unexpected_status (


in DDS::Entity the_entity, 


in DDS::StatusKind);  should be given a parameter name 

Proposed solution:

Page 43;35 / line 33 and page 60;52 / line 47

Add status_kind as parameter name at those two places, new definition is

on_unexpected_status (


in DDS::Entity the_entity, 


in DDS::StatusKind status_kind);

Status: resolved

Batch 4: text clarification, rewording

13960

Section 7.2.4.4 Line 3-4 doesn't read

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Text clarification

Page 33;25 / lines 3-4

doesn't read

Proposed solution

Page 33;25 / lines 3-5

Change the whole paragraph

Each fragment of a connector providing an implementation of an extended-port, have to be linked to its dual one, the mirror-port.  In some cases, to be configured and linked together, fragment to configure have to query some data from the dual one. Taken into account that, the two fragments can be installed on different nodes, the process of configuration has to be remote. 

 ( 

All fragments of a given connector are in relation and have to be configured consistently. In some case, this could require them to share configuration information that cannot be set statically. This dynamic initialization, if required,  is connector implementation-specific and thus not specified. However it has to be completed by the end of the 'configuration_complete' phase of CCM deployment.

Status: resolved

14174

One line 24 the spec uses BadParameter, but it doesn't describe when this exception has to be thrown.

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 40;32

One line 24 the spec uses BadParameter, but it doesn't describe when this exception has to be thrown. On line 8 a void query is mentioned, but what is a void query? A string of size 0?

Proposed solution

Page 40;32 / line 9

Replace the last sentence

A void query means no query

(
An empty string query means no query.

This query and its related parameters are for DDS use and must comply with DDS rules (c.f. DDS specification for more details). Any attempt to set the attribute with values that are not accepted by DDS will result in a BadParameter exception.

Status: resolved

14175

if no key is specified the an_instance is supposed to be empty?

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 40;32

On line 34 and 36 the spec mentions that the parameter an_instance has to be filled with the key value, but what if the topic doesn't have a key? I think the spec should mention this, if no key is specified the an_instance is supposed to be empty?

Resolution

Page 40;32 / line 38

Add the following sentence at the end of the line

In case of a keyless topic, the last value will be returned, regardless of an_instance initial contents, as DDS considers all values in such a topic as belonging to one unique instance.

Page 40,32 / line 42

Add the following sentence at the end of the line

In case of a keyless topic, all values will be returned regardless of  an_instance initial contents.

Page 41;33 / line 33

Add the following sentence at the end of the line

In case of a keyless topic, the last value will be returned, regardless of an_instance initial contents, as DDS considers all values in such a topic as belonging to one unique instance.

Page 41;33 / line 37

Add the following sentence at the end of the line

In case of a keyless topic, all values will be returned regardless of  an_instance initial contents.

Status: resolved

14178

For line 44 and 20 I would recommend to have update/create/delete as bold font

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 38;30

For line 44 and 20 I would recommend to have update/create/delete as bold font, this refers to method names. Maybe split it in 2 sentences. For example: If is_lifecycle_checked is TRUE, then create checks that the instances are not already existing and update and delete that the instances are existing; AlreadyCreated and NonExistent exceptions may be raised. Change If is_lifecycle_checked is TRUE, then create checks that the instances are not already existing. Update and delete check that the instances are existing. AlreadyCreated and NonExistent exceptions may be raised. 

Page 31/39 line3, 

it says: The write or dispose orders are stopped. Write/dispose is DDS terminology, use: The update and delete calls are stopped ... 

Page 31/39 line 3,

 say what happens with the create call? Does it stop on the first error?

Resolution

Page 38;30 / line 2

Replace 

the write orders are embedded between DDS begin_coherent_updates and a end_coherent_updates

( 

the write DDS orders are placed between a DDS  begin_coherent_updates and an end_coherent_updates

Page 38;30 / line 4

Replace write orders ( write DDS orders

Page 38;30 / line 20

Change the font for create, update and delete to bold

Page 38;30 / lines 45,46

Change the font for create, update and delete to bold

Page 38;30 / line 47

Replace attempt to write or dispose ( attempt to order DDS to write or dispose

Page 39;31 / line 2

Replace 

the write orders are embedded between DDS begin_coherent_updates and a end_coherent_updates

( 

the write or dispose DDS orders are placed between a DDS  begin_coherent_updates and an end_coherent_updates

Page 39;31 / line 4

Replace write or dispose orders ( write or dispose DDS orders

Explanations

When the spec uses write or dispose orders, it was meaning DDS orders. This applies whether the DDS write are performed to achieve a DDS_CCM create, update or write.

Status: resolved

14179

Line 14, change inees to fields

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 42;34 / line 34

Line 14, change inees to fields

Proposed solution

Page 42;34 / line 34

Replace inees (  ones

Status: resolved

14206

Typo, erroneaous

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 56;48 / line 21

There is a typo in the batch 2 document, page 48, line 21: erroneaous

Proposed solution

Page 56;48 / line 27

Replace erroneaous ( erroneous

Status: resolved

14207

Typo, between

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo

Page 48 / line 45. Page 48 / line 45

In the spec there is a typo, between instead of betwen

 Page 49, line 18, 

or instead of od

Proposed solution

Page 56;48 / line 52

Replace betwen( between

Page 57;49 / line 44

Replace betwen( between

Page 47;49 / line 57

Replace od ( or

Status: resolved

14211

non-keyed datatypes

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

When I look at the reader I get the impression this interface is designed with keyed data types in mind. How would for example read_one work when there is no key defined? What is the value that then should be passed in as instance?

Resolution

Already done with 14175

Status: merge (14175)

IDL contents

14117

ListenerControl

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification / IDL change

Page 34

First wording

The DDS4CCM spec defines the interface ListenerControl. This is used for the various ports of 8.2.2.2. Some ports (like DDS_RawListen) do specify multiple listen ports, listener and status. There is now just one flag to enable/disable them both. maybe I am just interested in the status and not listener. We propose to move the attribute enabled to each listen interface and remove the ListenerControl interface from the spec. Then each listener can be enabled/disabled independently of each other

Second wording

Given the explanation of Virginie of yesterday we propose to change on page 36: uses ListenerControl control to uses ListenerControl listener_control  and add to the ports that also have a provides PortStatusListener listener: uses PortStatusListener status_control;

Proposed solution

14118

Section 8.2.2.1.3 ListenerControl attribute

 Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification / IDL change

Page 34

First wording

The ListenerControl defines the attribute enabled. When checking the DDS spec I see that DDS only has the feature to enable an entity, not disable it. Shouldn't this attribute not be defined as: void enable (); as in the dds spec 7.1.2.1.1.7 enable Also DDS says an entity is enabled by default, the DDS4CCM says false in 8.2.2.1.3 What is the background of this, shouldn't DDS4CCM say it is enabled by default?

Second wording

Given the explanation of Virginie of yesterday we propose to change line 33 on page 34 from "The following interface allows to enable the listeners that are attached to the port." To "The following interface allows to enable and disable the listeners that are attached to the port."

Proposed solution

Concatenation operator ("$")

13884

push operation should be push_T$

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 15;7 / lines 22-26 

lists: // Parameterized interface interface EventsPusher <typename T> { typedef sequence<T> T$Seq; // construction of a type name void push (in T$Seq events); void push_$T (in T event); // construction of an operation name }; 

The replacement, is that T$ or $T, seems the push operation should be push_T$

Proposed solution

14020

The spec uses $ as string replacement for IDL3+

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 14;6 / line 40

The spec uses $ as string replacement for IDL3+. We find this not real and doubt whether a new string substitution should be added to the world. We would propose to use a different form, based on 'variable substitution' as found in unix shells, perl, ruby Two other options where we prefer the first one - use ${var} or #{var} or %var%; this is much clearer and matches already supported substitution options The new way would be: interface EventsPusher <typename T> { typedef sequence<T> #{T}Seq; void push (in #{T}Seq events); void push_#{T} (in T event); }; The other option is to use the C preprocessor way X##Y -> XY It then becomes interface EventsPusher <typename T> { typedef sequence<T> T##Seq; void push (in T##Seq events); void push_##T (in T event); };

Proposed solution

14046

DDS4LwCCM - concatentation symbol usage

Issue

Raised by Jeff Parsons (Vanderbilt)

Clarification

Page 15;7 / lines 24-26

On page 7, lines 24-26, there are examples of $ usage. These all apply to the parameter value following the type classifier 'typename'. Will it also be legal to
use it with parameter values following other type classifiers?

Proposed solution

14057 (same issue 14046)

the spec should be more clear for which constructs the $ can be used

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

the spec should be more clear for which constructs the $ can be used. The rules for the regular IDL should be extended. Is this possible for attributes, exceptions, etc?

Proposed solution

Introducing systematic typedefs ( no need for that concatenation operator!

IDL3+ definition and grammar

13885

Shouldn't table 10 take parameterized connectors into account?

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 24;16 / lines 8-9

Shouldn't table 10 take parameterized connectors into account?

Proposed solution

14024

keywords that can't be used in other IDL anymore

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

The spec adds typename
, primitive
, port, mirrorport, porttype, and connector as keywords meaning that they can't be used anymore in other IDL. Below a list of files for TAO that have port, all from CORBA specs and for the keyword port. * orbsvcs/orbsvcs/SSLIOP.idl: * orbsvcs/orbsvcs/HTIOP.idl: * orbsvcs/orbsvcs/CSIIOP.idl: * tao/EndpointPolicy/IIOPEndpointValue.pidl: * tao/Strategies/sciop_endpoints.pidl: * tao/IIOP_Endpoints.pidl: * tao/IIOP.pidl: Because of this we need to use the _ prefix mechanism as specified in CORBA 7.2.3.1. To our idea the DDS4CCM spec should clearly specify all new keywords together and refer to the section in the corba spec. At the end also the CORBA spec has to be updated to list the new keywords

Proposed solution

port ( extendedport?

14028

The spec doesn't say anything about forward declared IDL3+ interfaces

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

The spec doesn't say anything about forward declared IDL3+ interfaces. If it is not allowed, it should be mentioned. If it is allowed, the spec should mention it and describe it like section 7.8.4 of the regular CORBA spec for regular interfaces

Proposed solution

14037

DDS4LwCCM - template interface IDL grammar

Issue 

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 19;11 / line 10

On page 11, line10, it appears that the (optional) inheritance spec comes after the interface body. This is probably not intended.

Proposed solution

14038

DDS4LwCCM - template interface body

Issue

Raised by Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 19;11 / line 10

On page 11,  line 10, the body of a template interface is given as identical to that of a non-template interface. However, if the concatenation symbol $ can be used in a template interface member, how can this be? The $ symbol can't be part of a legal identifier, so it will have to be a token in its own right. This changes the grammar at some level, whether it be in the definition of an individual export, such as an operation, or in the definition of an identifier itself.

Proposed solution

14039

DDS4LwCCM - forward declared template interface?

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Nothing in the new IDL3+ production rules suggests that a template interface can be forward declared. This restriction makes sense if a template interface may be used only in an extended port definition (submitted as a separate issue), but it would be helpful to state the restriction explicitly in the document.

Proposed solution

14040

DDS4LwCCM - standalone template interfaces?

Issue

Raised by Jeff Parsons (Vanderbilt)

Clarification

Is it illegal to use a template interface to define an 'interface type' which may then be specialized for simple CORBA object requests? My guess would be that a template interface is intended for use only in an extended port, but it would be helpful to state it explicitly in the document.

Proposed solution

14119

What are the semantics of the 'primitive' keyword? Letting it match any primitive type seems too vague

Issue

Raised by Jeffrey Parsons (Vanderbilt University)

Clarification / IDL grammar

Page 11

What are the semantics of the 'primitive' keyword? Letting it match any primitive type seems too vague

Proposed solution

14120

The non-terminal 'extended_port_decl' appears as both a component export and a connector export.

Issue

Raised by Jeffrey Parsons (Vanderbilt University)

Clarification / IDL grammar

Page 12

The non-terminal 'extended_port_decl' appears as both a component export and a connector export. In particular, the 'generic_template_spec' non-terminal is problematic here. Since a component cannot be parameterized, as a component export, it must be the scoped name of a previously defined IDL type. As a connector export, however, it would appear to be legal IDL in this form, but also as a simple identifier matching one of the connector's template parameters. Are both constructs legal as connector exports? If so, they can't both be covered by 'generic_template_spec'.

Proposed solution

14121

On line 24, the term '<connector_export>' should be '<connector_export>+'.

Issue

Raised by Jeffrey Parsons (Vanderbilt University)

Clarification / IDL grammar

Page 17

On line 24, the term '<connector_export>' should be '<connector_export>+'.

Proposed solution

14122

Lines 32-36 imply that value declarations and type declarations may be parameterized

Issue

Raised by Jeffrey Parsons (Vanderbilt University)

Clarification / IDL grammar

Page 12

Lines 32-36 imply that value declarations and type declarations may be parameterized the same as interface declarations. By extension, lines 14 & 15 imply that value declarations and type declaration may also be used to implement 'provides' and 'uses' ports.

Proposed solution

Typos ?

13967

Section 8.4.2 For Table 12, Boolean, font of BOOLEAN_TRUE is not ok

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo (???)

Page 47;39 / line 12

For Table 12, Boolean, font of BOOLEAN_TRUE is not ok

Proposed solution

13974

Annex D Font of line 20 not ok

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Typo (???)

Page 64;56 / line 20

Font of line 20 not ok

Proposed solution

Misc

13894

line 8, shouldn't DDS_KEEP_ALL_HISTORY_QOS be replaces with KEEP_ALL_HISTORY_QOS

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 48;40 / line 8

shouldn't DDS_KEEP_ALL_HISTORY_QOS be replaced with KEEP_ALL_HISTORY_QOS?

Proposed solution

Vérifier avec Gerardo

13895

Line 13/16/21/24, shouldn't the DDS_ be removed from the kind?

Issue

Raised by: Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 50;42 / lines 13/16/21/24

shouldn't the DDS_ be removed from the kind?

Proposed solution

Vérifier avec Gerardo

14060

Section 8.4.4 talks about threading, but this section is really under specified

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Section 8.4.4 talks about threading, but this section is really under specified. It should be much clearer how threading works and what guarantees are given.

Proposed solution

To be issued

Clarifications

Instance_rank?

Rules to build ReadInfos based on SampleInfos

New

14168

We propose to change the tags to <dds> and </dds>

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Change

Page 47;39

On line 11 it says: The root tag of the configuration file must be <dds_ccm> and end with </dds_ccm>. We propose to change the tags to <dds> and </dds>. The XML QoS is coming from this spec but shouldn't be tied to it, it can be used without ccm at all.

14176

line 17 and 21 the exception NonExistent: under which conditions has this exception to be thrown?

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 40;32

On line 17 and 21 the exception NonExistent is mentioned but this chapter doesn't describe under which conditions this exception has to be thrown. What should the read_one and read_one_history do when there are no samples? Throw an exception? what is an_istance then with read_one?

14177

For timestamp, is this the DDS source_timestamp? If yes, rename the member to source_timestamp

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 39;31

For timestamp, is this the DDS source_timestamp? If yes, rename the member to source_timestamp

14180

MultiWriter

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 29

For MultiWriter we have: unsigned long write(in T$Seq instances) // returns nb of written raises (InternalError); But, when write fails we get an exception. So, when it success all data has been written and then the return value is not needed. I would recommend to make this method void. In case it succeeds all instances are written, if it fails, the exception will tell you the number failed, so it the number written is one less then the number failed

14181

or MultiUpdater the return value of unsigned long doesn't make sense

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page 30

Also for MultiUpdater the return value of unsigned long doesn't make sense, if the methods work, the number of elements written is all, if it fails, the exception will tell you the number failed

14182

Return type of the MultiWriter/MultiUpdater?

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Clarification

Page ??

Why do the MultWriter/MultiUpdater methods have a return value of unsigned long and not void? When the method succeeds all elements are written, if it fails, the return value itself is worthless because we get an exception. When it has succeeded the number of instances written is the same as the number of instances passed, or not?

14201

Destination module for implied template interfaces

Issue

Raised by William Otte (Vanderbilt University)

Suppose we have this:   
======== foo.idl: 
module Foo {     

interface Foo_Intf < typename T >     


{     };

};
 ========= bar.idl: 
#include "foo.idl" 
module Bar {

porttype Bar_Port <typename T>     


{        


 uses Foo_Intf<T> foo_port;     


}; 

};   
========= baz.idl: 
#include "bar.idl" 
module Baz {     

struct Baz_Struct    

 
{     }; 

};
 ========= foobarbaz.idl: 

#include "baz.idl" 

module FooBarBaz {     


connector FooBarBaz_Connector     {         



mirrorport Bar_Port < Baz::Baz_Struct > foobarbaz_port;     



};

};  
 =========   
In which module(s) are the implicit interfaces for Bar_Port and   Foo_Intf (with respect to their parameterization with Baz_Struct)   assumed to be declared?

14202

Reader::read_all_history

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

The Reader::read_all_history is documented as: read_all_history returns all samples of all instances   This could return a lot of data, the reader has no idea how much he will get. Does this make sense? There is no way the Reader can limit the history to a certain size as we could do with DDS directly.

14208

Reader interface

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

I noticed that all methods on the Reader<typename T> interface have only out arguments. Some return all samples for all instances, with just out, the caller can't preallocate a buffer that can be used, the memory has to be allocated each time again and released when not used. This doesn't really use the power of DDS to my idea, any ideas on this?

14209

Dds4ccm and includes

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

I got this questions from one of our users. I think it would be a good thing to standardize the IDL filenames where the dds ports are defined in to get interoperability in the user code. What are the ideas of others on this?   Johnny   
Are the headers to include in idl to get dds4ccm capabilities standardized? My guess is no. I need to include more than components.idl to get definitions. Do we need to raise this with omg?

14210

Reader port question

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

What is the behavior of the methods on the Reader interface when there is no data? Should the methods throw an exception or return a Boolean (but all read methods are void)

14212

NonExisting::indexes with Reader/Getter/Writer

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

With the Reader/Getter/Writer we always handle one instance. When we can't find that instance, should NonExisting::indexes then just be a sequence that is empty, or with one index in it, 0?

14213

Sequence typedef leads to multiple sequences

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

Several of the DDS ports have the following typedef: typedef sequence<T> T$Seq;   This leads to an unique sequence type for each DDS interface (MultiWriter, MultiUpdater, Reader, Getter, MultiListener). This leads to 5 times typecodes, footprint, but also the sequences are really from a different type in the programming language.  A sequence returned from a Reader, just can't passed directly into a writer, it are different sequences.   I think we do want to have the same sequence to be used, the one related to T and this then has to be in the same namespace of T (the topic).    
If we for example have  
struct GPS {   long x;   long y; }   
We want to get sequence<GPS> GPSSeq in the global namespace.   Not ::CCM_DDS::GPS_reader::GPSSeq, ::CCM_DDS::GPS_getter::GPSSeq, etc.   
I think we should remove the typedef of the interfaces and add it as a template argument, so that for example we get a reader below.    
interface Reader <typename T, typename TSeq> {         

void read_all (out TSeq instances, out ReadInfoSeq infos)                 


raises (InternalError);         

void read_all_history (out TSeq instances, out ReadInfoSeq infos) 


raises (InternalError);

void read_one (inout T an_instance, out ReadInfo info)


raises (NonExistent, InternalError);

void read_one_history (in T an_instance, 


out TSeq instances, out ReadInfoSeq infos) 


raises (NonExistent, InternalError);         

attribute QueryFilter filter 


setraises (BadParameter); 

}  
 This would mean that the user of the interface/port has to instantiate it with the basic type and the sequence type, but that seems the only way to get only one sequence definition used between all the ports, corba, and dds itself. The seqeunce just also has to be in the same namespace as the original type T, we just can't do that with a typedef in an interface that uses the sequence. 

14214

Do we need the Multi* interfaces/ports?

Issue 

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

I have been thinking of how I could use the Multi* interfaces/ports. I can imagine that a component developer first starts to use the basic ports and when he is more concerned with efficiency/performance he wants to use the Multi ports where he can send batches of data to DDS in one call. This looks nice, but when he wants todo that, he has to use different ports, which leads to a different component design. It is just not an easy change to make a new implementation of the component, it will become something completely different by use the other ports. No easy swap to a more efficient component implementation.   
I think we should remove all Multi ports and merge their functionality into the regular ports. That way a component developer can use the more efficient sequences based interfaces without large changes in models and deployment plants. 

14217

QoS profile attribute name?

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

The DDS4CCM spec says the following about specifying  qos profiles through XML *** A QoS Profile shall be attached as a configuration attribute to a DDS connector. This profile should contain all values for initializing DDS Entities that are required by the connector. ***  Shouldn't the attribute name also be standardized?

To be discarded

14203

QueryFilter

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

A small question related to QueryFilter. From which namespace is StringSeq coming? Is this from the DDS namespace or from the CORBA namespace?   
Johnny 
struct QueryFilter {        

string                  query;

StringSeq               query_parameters         

}; 

14204

Typo, 8.3.1

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

8.3.1 has a typo on line 27 (page 37), attributre

Already voted issue 13893
14205

Return value of operations on MultiUpdater/MultiWriter/

Issue

Raised by Johnny Willemsen (RemedyIT)

A question, several of the methods on MultiUpdater/MultWriter return an unsigned long for nb of instances update/written/etc. At the moment the method succeeds all instances are updated, the caller has passed in the sequence, so he knows which elements got updated. If it failed, we get an exception with the index failed (so no return value). It looks that the return value doesn't add a thing, why not make it void?
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