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	Topic
	Discussion
	Action items

	Discussion
	Versioning:

1. Discuss current versioning implementation. 

a. Versionable or Modify - gap in model for versionable 
b. Remove is only tagging as removed.
c. Need to include capability to really remove ( want to remove and remove history)
d. Can be addressed with business rules hook. (when remove comes through, can put in rule to manage)
1. Single set of tables for authoring and runtime environment. 

a. Add a new column "currentRevision". A Boolean value to indicate given entry is the latest revision or not.

b. Make entryStateGuid as primary key on version able objects. (should we rename the column entryStateGuid?)

c. Need to include in Lucene
1. Should systemRelease and revision be part of every import?

a. If yes, what would be the systemRelease and revision details if source doesn’t provide them? 

b. Should it be optional for all lexBIG loaders? (if source provides it, load it, otherwise don’t.)

c. All Loaders need to be updated to use systemRelease and revision.  If not given, then create revision id and 
1. Versioning mechanism for multi attributes and property links?.

a. Change key (entryState) on multi attributes and property links  and not make it versionable.  This is in database but not in model.

1. Behavior of change type “REMOVE”

a. “REMOVE” means complete wipe out from the LexBIG system? 

b. Or just tag the object as “REMOVE”d so that data can be queried based on query filter?

i. Model Change - new change type "DESTROY" and provide way to configure "destroy allowed.
1. Make the value domain definition entry version able.  (yes)
2. Review GE auditing columns.

 

Loading of deltas in loaders?  If so, we need to consider it.

Reverse Revisions (play backwards).

 

 

Other model issues:

1. association issue

a. Should association have both entityCode and associationName?

b. If association is version able, shudn’t it have isActive column?

1. isActive everywhere shud be true by default?

a. By default it is true in some places like codingScheme and entity. Shud it be uniformly true in other places too?

1. vdMapping foreign key issue.

2. GE :  is attributeType a hard coded enum?  Is it legal to add our own attributeTypes?  

a. Does your software depend on these values (which would mean we can't add our own attributeTypes if we want LexEVS to be able to query our content, right?).  

b. Is attributeId another external identifier that comes from some source vocabularies?

1. GE : Use of NUMBER(37) : I wonder if it would be better to constrain this to NUMBER(18) in Oracle (and a similar size in mySql) so we can be sure this will always fit in a Java long data type.  

a. It’s currently used in codingScheme.approxNumConcepts, entryState.relativeOrder, and vdEntry.ruleOrder.  Even with an 18 digit number we should have more than enough room to hold any of these values.   (yes)
b. One thing to note, I’m basing this comment on the “LexGrid Data Model 2010” document.  If this is not the official data type document feel free to ignore this comment. (yes)
 

 


	· 

	
	
	


caDSR requirements 012710

Page 1 of 3



2/4/2010

