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SEDRIS_G001: index.html file

SEDRISTemplates.html page (TOC)  -  in the 2nd line at the top of the page, change "200x" to read "2007".  If ISO/IEC TR 24788 were being "generically" referenced, then the inclusion of ":200x" would be appropriate, since it is unsure when the TR will be published in final form.  However since here we are specifically addressing WD1, we "do" know when WD1 was published (and similarly for WD2, PDTR, and DTR).  Thus, whenever a specific instance (WDx, PDTR, DTR) of this technical report is cited, the specific year published is also cited.

SEDRIS_G002: Introduction
Instead of saying "can make it difficult", which is very true for applying any technique without sufficient knowledge in it, the sentence can be made more positive by indicating that this work "may facilitate [or facilitates, depending on the certainty of usefulness for this work] the generation of previously known DRM class hierarchy instances". Also, second sentence uses "standard" without qualification.

SEDRIS_G003: Scope
Implies "faster application development", how is this true?  Has this been shown in practice through actual implementation that is in use?

Says that the work can be extended to other application domains (such as terrain and ocean), but is not clear that this is possible.

SEDRIS_G004: Clause 2 Definitions, acronyms, and abbreviations
Several terms used in the text are not defined, such as "template", "application/domain-specific template", "DRM class instance", "environmental object", "template instance".

It is suggested that some terms which are defined in SEDRIS Part 1, such as “environmental object” be explicitly referenced to that standard.  Such referencing will ensure that the use of terminology will remain consistent between these related documents.

SEDRIS_G005:  Clause 3
Problem:  Have trouble distinguishing between abstract and concrete templates in the text and figures other than by the discussion.

Proposed solution:  Make a clear distinction between the notion for these concepts and follow it through out. 

SEDRIS_G006: Clause 5

Many of the hyperlinks in the tables are broken.

SEDRIS_G007: Throughout
This is an interesting concept of DRM templates instancing, and it can turn out to be a useful idea. However the current descriptions of how this mechanism would be used are immature and incomplete. The API does not seem very well defined. There are no concrete examples that would describe the process from end to end. The ideas are more of a general nature and not specific to SEDRIS. Perhaps the work can or should be generalized further, with the SEDRIS DRM being one example of its use. Provide specific and sufficiently detailed examples that describe the process from beginning to end.
SEDRIS_G008: Throughout
Although it is recognized that this specification is supposed to be a simplification (ease of use) approach for common cases, and not necessarily a 1-1 mapping to DRM classes/fields, it is somewhat problematic to see things such as "Geometry representing" break down into organizing principles that do not map 1-1 to those used by <Aggregate Geometry> in the DRM, but rather do overlap.  Particularly, it is rather concerning to have static thrown in there parallel not only with animation but also with other organizing principles.
SEDRIS_G009: Throughout
There may be some inadvertent changes in use of DRM terminology.  For example, in Table 5.32 TDM_Local_Transformation (which by the way the table has the wrong title of World_Transformation), there is reference to DRM’s World_4x4 class. The actual class is Local_4x4. This is probably a cut and paste or typo, however, it is critical to use the correct existing terminology from the DRM standard.  There may be other cases similar to do this, and it is recommended that all such reuse be checked for consistency.

SEDRIS_G010: Throughout
A key objective of this specification is to make the use of DRM easier for those who do not wish or need to learn the DRM in detail.  The specification’s intent is to hide the complexity and simplify.  However, a quick count of the number of functions and templates needed to do this simplification appears to indicate that one supposed hard problem (learning the DRM) is being replaced by another set of things for a user to learn.  It is not clear if the users will actually benefit from this current approach.  It is possible that since the concepts of templates, their API, and solid examples of how these are expected to operate has not been fully explained yet, some concepts or value of the approach is still not fully shown.  However, it is critical that these conceptual and architectural design approached be clearly provided before more of the details are completed.  It would be especially valuable if existing prototype or example implementations can be utilized to show how, in practice, these concepts are employed.

SEDRIS_G011: Throughout
It is rather confusing to see statements such as those in sub-clause 4.1.2, where it seems to imply that the function of the templates is to specify parts of transmittals.  Perhaps what is meant by specify is to say create or produce.  Otherwise, it is not clear how “specifying” portions of a transmittal is helpful to developers who are expected to use these templates to make their software development to create or access SEDRIS data easier.  Are these templates only for specifying transmittals?  Or are they to be used to write and access data, while hiding the details of the DRM classes used in such transmittals.  Similar confusing language is used in 4.1.4 (“designed to facilitate the definition of … transmittals…”.  Section 4.1.3 (between 4.1.2 and 4.1.4) is more concrete and touches on creating instances and populating them with data.  A consistent approach in defining and describing what templates are supposed to do (and how) is necessary.  Much confusion and many questions arise because of these incomplete descriptions of the fundamental concepts, terminology, and following through with these in the other clauses.  For example, it is not clear if the templates are analogous to software objects (classes) and the API acts as access methods.  If so, why not use such terminology.  Further, if this is the case, and if templates are defined once, then what is the role of scripts in relation to the API and templates.

SEDRIS_G012: Throughout
There is much description and detail of sub-templates, super, and abstract templates, and how these may relate to each other.  But there is no clear description of the concept between the very high level sections in 4.2.1 and the diving into details in section 4.2.2. The reader is left to guess or try to reverse-engineer the intended meaning.  The detail provided is useful, but by itself it makes this understanding harder (and more confusing) not easier.  A proper treatment of the concrete and tangible concepts is necessary to bridge the gap between “the objective is to use the templates to make developers’ job easier” and “here are the details on how templates relate to each other”. 

Technical

Clause 4

SEDRIS_T001:  4.1.3

The sentence "The SEDRIS data representation model (DRM) is a general way of representing environmental data" seems incomplete.  Better context needs to be provided.  This sentence does not really establish the needed background for the relationship between DRM and templates. The DRM is a specific way for representing data (not general).  One objective of the templates is to encapsulate several DRM classes under a single higher-level concept.  This should be a key relationship discussion for this section, perhaps combined with some conceptual examples or explanations to highlight the issues and relationships. Provide necessary background or make 1st sentence relevant to this section.

SEDRIS_T002:  4.1.5, Table 4.2

Table 4.2 uses "<TDM_Polygon>" with underscore, but it describes it as using spaces instead.

SEDRIS_T003:  4.2.1.2 User Interface

This section refers to API interface, using both user interface and API interchangeably. Not sure this is correct.  User interface often means something different than API.

SEDRIS_T004:  4.2.2.2.1, Figure 4.1, and 4.2.2.2.2 Figure 4.2

In 4.2.2.2.1, the figure shows a “Target template”. This comes across as a new concept on its own.  Instead it should be renamed to something like sub-template 1 and all the other sub-templates renumbered accordingly.

Same issue is present with Figure 4.2.  It is insufficient to include concept names in figures and expect readers to understand what they mean.  Is “Target template” a separate concept? It needs to be explained.
SEDRIS_T005:  4.2.2.3

Confusing references to the technical report as being for "geometry representations" or "3D computer graphics".  Geometry representation in DRM is not restricted to 3D (or  2D) computer graphics. 

SEDRIS_T006:  4.2.2.3 Template instances, 1st paragraph., 3rd sentence

Problem:  reference is made to “the script”, however, script has not been defined or discussed.  What are scripts? How are they used?

Proposed solution:  There needs to be a section that actually describes what scripts are and how they are used in a general way to set the stage for this discussion and for Clause 6 Abstract scripting language.

SEDRIS_T007:  4.2.2.4 Template categories
Problem:  Property_Tables and Property_Grids are not included.  At least Property_Tables should be included as they can be used to specify properties and information about associated geometries.   For Property_Grids, would also need Property_Grid_Hook_Point.  Should not be difficult to add Property_Tables.

Proposed solution:   Further investigate and add corresponding templates.

SEDRIS_T008:  4.2.2.4 Transmittal creation
The EXAMPLE is missing. But more importantly, this sub-clause should be expanded with more information and moved to the beginning of this clause (and/or to Concepts clause), since it explains what templates are used for.
SEDRIS_T009:  4.3.1 Overview, Table 4.4, Template relationships, Template relationship diagram and 4.3.4 Template relationships section, last paragraph.
Problem:  What exactly is the “Template relationship diagram” or “template hierarchy”?  Cannot a template be part of several different hierarchies?
Proposed solution: Clarify.

SEDRIS_T010:  4.3.1, Table 4.4

In the Property column it shows Required parent templates and Optional parent templates. Why specify which template parents a given template. This makes all templates static by requiring all known uses of a template defined in the template definition.

SEDRIS_T011:  4.3.1, Table 4.4

Property column, DRM class diagram. This entry should be renamed a DRM class instance diagram.

SEDRIS_T012:  4.3.1, Table 4.4 Script row.

What is an abstract script versus a concrete script? Isn't the script what translates the input into DRM class instances? This concept needs to be better defined and explained.

SEDRIS_T013:  4.3.4, 3rd paragraph

Why specify sub-templates since it makes the template static and unchanging by forcing all conceivable child templates to be specified. The same is true for parent templates.

SEDRIS_T014:  4.3.5
This is confusing. How does the script specify the semantics of the template? Does it not just convert from input into DRM class instances?  These concepts should be clearly and more completely described in Clause 4.

Also, Second sentence reads awkward.
Clause 5
SEDRIS_T015: Throughout Clause 5
TDM_World_Transformation specifies <DRM LSR 3D Location>. Why LSR restricted? 3D is not restricted to LSR. How would different SRFs be handled?

<World Transformation> is *not* restricted to take only <LSR 3D Location>

as a location, and in fact usually would not do so but would be using a non-LSR location. For certain cases, it can be used to transform one LSR SRF to another, but that is only a special case.  Most realistic, common, and typical use cases with real world data involve various (non-LSR) SRFs.  It is critical that this type of capability be properly addressed.
SEDRIS_T016:  5.2.2 TDM_Modeling, Figure 5.1b — <TDM_Modeling> template relationships
Problem:  <TDM_Point> and <TDM_Mesh> are not included in the diagram.  It would appear that any sub-templates listed should appear in the diagram.  If they do not belong in the diagram, need an explanation as to why not.  This occurs in other TDMs also, for example <TDM_Grouping>.

Proposed solution:   Either add <TDM_Point> and <TDM_Mesh> to the diagram, or explain somewhere why all sub-templates listed are not included.

SEDRIS_T017:  5.2.2 TDM_Modeling

TDM Modelling seems to deal with general geometric representation, not <Model>-specific in context.  Is the intent only in terms of creating <Model>s? If so, this is restrictive, as other objects in the environment (not just those that can be represented with the DRM <Model>) can use this template.
SEDRIS_T018:  5.2.12 TDM_Grouping, Figure 5.11b – TDM_Grouping
Problem:  <TDM_Model_Library_Group> appears to be in italics.  Is it an abstract template or not.  There is not an entry for <TDM_Model_Library_Group>.   Also <TDM_Model_Library_Group> is not listed as a sub-template in Table 5.12 — TDM_Grouping.  (See related comment SEDRIS_T004)
Proposed solution:   Correct as required.

SEDRIS_T019:  5.3.19 TDM_Material, and Table 5.34
Perhaps material is the inappropriate terminology here. TDM Material is just about colours. The general and usual reasoning (from a computer graphics only point of view) in referring to this as “material” is understandable, however it is not a good long-term approach to think about materials in a template context.  Something more EDCS-like would seem more logical to be associated with "material" terminology.
Clause 6

SEDRIS_T020: Throughout Clause 6
Abstract scripting language.  Why define a new scripting language? Why not use ECMAScript?

SEDRIS_T021: Throughout Clause 6

Clause 6 needs to better explain how scripting is used. Specifically, it appears that these are statements and functions used to create transmittals. But this seems to be nothing more than dynamically writing transmittal creation API with a bunch of functions defined.  If the report defines a bunch of templates, this is unnecessary.
SEDRIS_T022: Throughout Clause 6
The function definitions don't seem very well defined!  For example, how does "AddCoordinate" work? What is its job and purpose?  What is the "obj" handle referring to? How is it created? What does the "index" mean?  Same applies to many/all other functions.

SEDRIS_T023:  Clause 6 and Clause 7, function descriptions

Problem:  The input and output parameters are not well defined.  For example, in Table 6.9 — AddCoordinate, what is index?
Proposed solution:   Clarify.

SEDRIS_T024: Clause 6, function descriptions

Problem:  The difference between “Input parameters”, “Input/output parameters”, “Output Parameters”, and function return value is not entirely clear. Is the difference between “Input parameters” and  “Input/output parameters” that those input parameters listed under  “Input/output parameters” can be modified in the function and a different value returned?  Also, it is assumed that “Output Parameters” should appear in the function’s argument list.  In 6.3.115 GetTextureUV two output parameters are listed u and v, but do not appear in the argument list.  Therefore it must be assumed that only one of them is returned by the function at a time, and that the input parameter index, determines which.  But what value of index returns which?  However, looking at 6.3.98 GetRight, “Output Parameters” indicates that there are no output parameters returned, even though a float value is returned.  Clarification and consistency are needed.

Same questions apply in other Clauses also.

Proposed Solution:  Clarify with introduction discussion.  

Clause 7


SEDRIS_T025:  Clause 7 Throughout
Clause 7 seems to be an API for modifying templates, but that does not make any sense since the templates are fully specified.  The need for these methods is not stated.  How does this work with the rest of the API? Where is the instantiate a template method? Where is the input structure for templates and how do you get back the DRM class instance hierarchy? Very confusing.

SEDRIS_T026:  Table 7.x
Problem:  Isn’t the parameter status a returned value like transmittal?

Proposed solution:   Move status to “Input/output parameters”.

SEDRIS_T027:  Table 7.4 — TAFCreateTemplate, and Table 7.6, and other tables in Clause 7.
Problem:  Isn’t the parameter status a returned value and transmittal an input parameter?

Proposed solution: Move status to “Input/output parameters” and transmittal to “Input parameters”.

SEDRIS_T028:  Clause 7 Throughout
"7.1.2" says "The API provides the means for creating, accessing, and modifying transmittals." Why "transmittals"? Isn't this API for "templates"?

Also, Why are "status" code parameters "input" parameters instead of "output"?

Most "handle" type parameters are specified as "input/output", how are they created and why are they output also in most cases?

SEDRIS_T029:  Throughout
No descriptions for API functions!

Editorial

TOC (index.html)


SEDRIS_E001: TOC,  1st sentence

Change "This title of …" to read "The title of …".
SEDRIS_E002: TOC,  1st sentence

Where the official title is cited, the title does not match the title shown at the top of the page (and in all other clauses).  That is, the last portion of the title is stated as "SEDRIS templates", whereas "Templates for the SEDRIS DRM" is the title appearing at the top of the page.  Change the 1st sentence to match the title at the top of the page.
SEDRIS_E003: TOC,  in list item A

Change "the formal grammar defines" to read "the formal grammar that defines".

Additionally, list items A – D appear as the numerals 1 – 4 in Netscape 8.1.3.

SEDRIS_E004: TOC, list item C

Change "can be used to use templates" to read "can be employed to use templates".
SEDRIS_E005: TOC, Footer

The footer cites/states, and links to, ISO/IEC 18023-1.  All other clauses cite/state ISO/IEC TR 24788, and link to ISO/IEC 18023-1.  Correct this page now to cite/state ISO/IEC TR 24788, and change where the footers in all clauses link to when ITTF establishes a place-holder for the TR at their publicly available site.

Clause 2


SEDRIS_E006: Reference for 18023-1
for I18023-1, change "18023-1:2005" to read "18023-1:2006", and change "Functional description" to read "Functional specification".

Clause 4


SEDRIS_E007: 4.1.2, 2nd sentence

The 2nd sentence is unclear.  Verify whether "simply" should be changed to perhaps read "simplify", or whether some other change is required to clarify the sentence.
SEDRIS_E008: 4.1.4, last sentence

In the last sentence, change "is not in specified in" to read "is not specified in".

SEDRIS_E009: 4.1.5, 1st sentence

Change "Throughout this standard" to read "Throughout this technical report".
SEDRIS_E010: 4.1.5, Table 4.2

Correct the question mark appearing in the citation of ISO/IEC 9899.
SEDRIS_E011: 4.2.2.2.1 Declarative template relationships, 1st para., next to last sentence

Change “on “ to “one”:   “template is on in which” to “template is one in which”

SEDRIS_E012: 4.2.2.2.1 Declarative template relationships, para after Figure 4.1, 3rd sentence

The 3rd sentence contains two opening quotes for which closing quotes are not provided.
SEDRIS_E013: 4.2.2.2.1 Declarative template relationships, last para,, 2nd sentence

Sentence needs reworking.  One possible rewording.

    Similarly, Subtemplate_1, Subtemplate_2, and Subtemplate_3 are sub-templates of “Target template”.

SEDRIS_E014: 4.2.2.2.2 Compositve template relationships, 1st para., last sentence

Change “templates be instantiated” to “templates are to be instantiated”.

Also, correct spelling of “compositve” in the title.

SEDRIS_E015: 4.2.2.2.2 and 4.2.2.3 Template instances, Figure 4.2 and Figure 4.3, and surrounding text

Suggest changing <TDM_Geometry_Representing> to <TDM_Geometry_Representation>.

SEDRIS_E016: 4.2.2.2.2, Last paragraph

The last paragraph cites "TDM_Transform_and_Lighting", which is cited in Figures 4.2 and 4.3 as "TDM_Transform_And_Lighting".  Make all citations match.
SEDRIS_E017: 4.2.2.3,  6th and 7th sentences

In the 6th sentence, change "dictates how amy instances" to read "dictates how many instances".  In the 7th sentence, change "someother" to read 

"some other".

SEDRIS_E018: 4.2.2.3, last paragraph, 2nd sentence

 In the last paragraph, 2nd sentence, change "TDM_Geometry_Representting" to read "TDM_Geometry_Representing".

SEDRIS_E019: 4.2.2.4, Table 4.3

In the table caption, insert the missing space character following the em dash.

SEDRIS_E020: 4.3.1 Overview, in the list

In the list, begin each item with a lower case word (similar to sub-clause 6.1.2).

SEDRIS_E021:  4.3.1 Overview, Paragraph before Table 4.4, second sentence
The sentence needs rewording.  Possibilities are:

“Some of the information is required while other information is optional.”

Or
“Some of the fields are required while others are optional.”

Prefer the second option.

SEDRIS_E022:  4.3.1 Overview, Table 4.4 

Correct the question mark appearing in the caption of Table 4.4.
SEDRIS_E023:  4.3.2 Identification section, 3rd para.

In 5.2.1 Overview “starting with an upper case character with all other characters in the word in lower case”.  Make these sentences consistent. 

SEDRIS_E024:  4.3.2 Identification section, 3rd para 3rd sentence 

Change "separated by adjacent words" to read "separated from adjacent words".  Also, in the definition of the template name, should it account for the use of "acronyms" in addition to only "capitalized words" in the name?  (See also, similar comment for Clause 5.2.1.)
SEDRIS_E025:  4.3.2 Identification section, 3rd para, last sentence

Change “each word separated by adjacent words” to “each word separated from adjacent words”.  Change “by” to “from”.
SEDRIS_E026:  4.3.4

This sub-clause describes several property templates and their definitions, stating that if there are no such property templates that the word "None" is specified.  Such wording should be included in Table 4.4.  For example, the Table 4.4 property definition for "Required parent templates" should read:


A list of templates that use this template, or "None".

SEDRIS_E027:  4.3.5 Abstract script section, 2nd sentence
Sentence not correct.  Reword as follows:

This script is written using the abstract scripting language specified in 6 Abstract scripting language. 

SEDRIS_E028:  4.4.1 Overview, 1st para, 1st two sentences

Reword sentences as follows.

Templates are used by invoking them, either directly or indirectly, through template API functions. Direct invocation is when the template ID is passed as a parameter to the function.

Change “from” to “through” in 1st sentence, and change “passes” to “passed” in 2nd.
Clause 5


SEDRIS_E029:  5.1.2 Description

Complete the sub-clause.

SEDRIS_E030:  5.2.1 Overview, 2nd paragraph, 1st sentence

More correct terminology would be “subtemplates” and not “subclasses”.

SEDRIS_E031:  5.2.1 and 5.3.1
These sub-clauses define the formation of template names.  Should they account for the use of "acronyms" as "words" in the name, where all characters of an "acronym word" would be upper case?  (See also, similar comment for Clause 4.3.2.)
SEDRIS_E032:  Clauses 5.2.2 – 5.3.47

These sub-clauses reference (through hyperlinked text) table numbers.  The normal precedent for such references is to cite the table name, without the table title.  Remove the table titles from such references.

Additionally, it is unclear why each of these tables is provided in a separate page/file, rather than included directly inline here within Clause 5 (similar to the manner in which tables are included inline within Clause 6).

SEDRIS_E033:  Clauses 5.2.2 – 5.3.47 

These sub-clauses contain hyperlinks to Tables 5.2 – 5.62.  Each of these tables then contain a hyperlink (in either the "DRM class diagram" or "Template relation diagram" rows) to Figures 5.1a/5.1b – 5.46a/5.61b.  The captions for each one of these figures are missing a space character following the em dash.  Insert the missing space characters in the captions of all of these figures.  

Additionally, it is unclear why each of these figures is provided in a separate page/file, rather than included directly within each of the tables.

SEDRIS_E034:  5.2.2 TDM_Modeling through 5.2.16 TDM_Geometry_Representing
These are not in alphabetical order.

SEDRIS_E035:  5.2.6 
Verify whether "TDM_Transform_and_Lighting" should read "TDM_Transform_And_Lighting", in both the sub-clause title, and the sub-clause text.  (See Figures 4.2 and 4.3.)
SEDRIS_E036:  5.2.6, Table 5.6

Change the table caption to read "TDM_Transform_And_Lighting", as per the ID Name defined in the table.

SEDRIS_E037:  5.2.6, Table 5.6, Figure 5.5b 

Change the figure caption to read "TDM_Transform_And_Lighting", as per the template name shown in the figure.

SEDRIS_E038:  5.2.7, Table 5.7

In the "Template relation diagram" row, change the Figure 5.6b title to read "TDM_Light_Source", as shown in Figure 5.6b.

SEDRIS_E039:  5.2.9 
Change the reference to "Table 5.9 – TDM_Surface" to read "Table 5.9  – TDM_Rendering"

SEDRIS_E040:  5.2.11
This sub-clause links to Table 5.11 for TDM_Light_Rendering, however the actual table is incorrectly numbered as Table 5.10.

SEDRIS_E041:  5.3.2 TDM_Point through 5.3.47 TDM_Animation
These are not in alphabetical order.

SEDRIS_E042:  5.3.11, Table 5.26

The "Template relation diagram" row is suppose to hyperlink to Figure 5.25b, however the hyperlink takes you to Figure 5.24b.  The hyperlink title is correct, but the actual hyperlink is in error.

SEDRIS_E043:  5.3.12, Table 5.27 

The "Template relation diagram" row is suppose to hyperlink to Figure 5.26b, however the hyperlink takes you to Figure 5.24b.  The hyperlink title is correct, but the actual hyperlink is in error.

SEDRIS_E044: Tables 5.29, 5.45, and 5.53 - 5.62
The table captions are missing a space character just before the em dash.  Insert the missing space characters.

SEDRIS_E045:  5.3.15, Table 5.30

The "Template relation diagram" row is supposed to hyperlink to Figure 5.29b for TDM_Directional_Light, however the hyperlink takes you to a Figure 5.29b for TDM_Point_Light.  The hyperlink is correct, however Figure 5.29b appears to be identical to Figure 5.27b.  That is, TDM_Directional_Light_Relationships.gif is identical to TDM_Point_Light_Relationships.gif, only with different Figure numbers assigned to each.

SEDRIS_E046:  5.3.17, Table 5.32 

Change "Loacl" to read "Local" (2 places in the table).

SEDRIS_E047:  5.3.17, Table 5.32

The "Template relation diagram" row is suppose to hyperlink to Figure 5.31b, however the hyperlink takes you to Figure 5.24b.  The hyperlink title is correct, but the actual hyperlink is in error.

SEDRIS_E048: 5.3.23, Figure 5.35b

In the figure caption, change "Texutre" to read "Texture".

SEDRIS_E049:  5.3.25, Figure 5.39b 

In the figure, change "<TDM_Cone_Direction_Light>" to read "<TDM_Cone_Directional_Light>".

SEDRIS_E050:  5.3.40, Table 5.55 

This table links to Figure 5.54b for TDM_Model_Instance, and the caption of Figure 5.54b appears to be correct, however the actual diagram appears to be for TDM_Model instead.

Clause 6

SEDRIS_E051: 6.1.2, 1st paragraph

Change the hyperlink title from "Abstract scirpting section" to read "Abstract script section", as per 4.3.5.
SEDRIS_E052: 6.2.2.1 General rules;  item a
Are all letters in data type names capitalized or just the in initial letter of each word?  Make clear.
SEDRIS_E053: 6.2.2.1.a 

Should this sub-clause account for the use of "acronyms" as "words" in the data type name, where all characters of an "acronym word" would be upper case?

SEDRIS_E054: 6.2.2.2, 1st sentence

Change the 1st sentence from "The String data types specifies" to read "The String data type specifies".

SEDRIS_E055: 6.2.2.4

This sub-clause defines the naming of enumerated data types.  Should this definition account for the use of "acronyms" in addition to only "capitalized words" in the name?

SEDRIS_E056: 6.2.2.9.1
This sub-clause defines the naming of record data types.  Should this definition account for the use of "acronyms" in addition to only "capitalized words" in the name?

SEDRIS_E057: 6.2.2.9.3 Fixed record;  1st para., 2ndsentence
“There shall be at least one” what?   Is this sentence actually needed?  Clarify. 

See also 6.2.2.9.4 Variant record.

Both of these sub-clauses contain the sentence "There shall be at least one for a record data type".  It is unclear to what "one" refers.  "One" what?

SEDRIS_E058: 6.2.3
This sub-clause defines variable naming.  Should this definition account for the use of "acronyms" in addition to only "lower case words" in the name?

SEDRIS_E059: 6.2.5 Functions;  1st para., 2nd sentence
Change “with each word capitalized” to “with the initial letter of each word capitalized” 

SEDRIS_E060: 6.2.5
This sub-clause defines function naming.  Should this definition account for the use of "acronyms" in addition to only "capitalized words" in the name?

SEDRIS_E061: 6.2.6.1, 1st sentence

Add a comma following "when computed".

SEDRIS_E062: 6.2.7.4,  in the NOTE

Change "function that returns a values is" to read "function that returns a value is".

SEDRIS_E063: 6.2.7.5.1
Change "There are two types of control statement:" to read "There are two types of control statements:".

SEDRIS_E064: 6.2.7.5.3, 1st sentence

Change "specify whether statement is to be" to read "specify whether a statement is to be".

SEDRIS_E065: 6.3.1,Table 6.8

In the last row, change "list of exception that may apply when if this function" to "list of exceptions that may apply when or if this function".

SEDRIS_E066: Tables 6.20 and 6.154
In the Semantics row, change "viewing if th use flag" to read "viewing if the use flag".

SEDRIS_E067: Tables 6.127 and 6.156
In the Semantics row, change "the rectanglein the" to read "the rectangle in the".

SEDRIS_E068: 6.3.170
The hyperlink to Table 6.17, as well as the actual table caption, should be labeled as Table 6.177, not Table 6.17.

Clause 7

SEDRIS_E069: 7.4.12

The caption of the table shown here should be labeled as Table 7.12, not Table 7.3.

SEDRIS_E070: 7.4.24

The caption of the table shown here should be labeled as Table 7.24, not Table 7.3.

Annex A

SEDRIS_E071: A.1.1, 1st sentence

Verify whether "this part of ISO/IEC 18023" is language appropriate to this technical report.

SEDRIS_E072: A.1.2, Table A.2 

Set vertical alignment = "top" for the cells in the bottom row of the table.

SEDRIS_E073: A.1.2 Overview;  2nd para., 1st sentence
This is the first place that X3D is mentioned.  Are the scripts written in X3D?  Need elaboration.

SEDRIS_E074: A.3 +
Before each subclause there is rectangular box containing a small square with a red X in it and the partially visible text “… X3D separator bar”.  Using Internet Explorer Version 7.0.5730.11.

Annex B

SEDRIS_E075: Annex B

Change the title at the top of the page from "Part 1:  Functional specification" to read "Templates for the SEDRIS DRM".

SEDRIS_E076: Figure B.1
When these files are placed online for viewing, Figure B.1 will not appear on those systems where file naming is case-sensitive.  In the html of Annex B, the figure file is referenced as "Template_Relationship_Diagram.gif", but the actual filename is "Template_Relationship_Diagram.GIF".  Change the file extension of the actual figure file from "GIF" to read "gif".

SEDRIS_E077: Figure B.1
Towards the upper-middle of the figure, change "TDM_Colur_Group" to read "TDM_Colour_Group".

Annex D

SEDRIS_E078: D.1.1

The hyperlink to Table B.1, as well as the actual table caption, should be labeled as Table D.1, not Table B.1.

SEDRIS_E079: D.3.54 

Change the record name from "Local_transformation" to read "Local_Transformation".

SEDRIS_E080: D.3.65
Verify whether "Cylinderical" should be changed to read "Cylindrical" in this sub-clause title, the record defined here, and the entry in Table D.1 for this sub-clause.

SEDRIS_E081: D.3.71
Change the record name from "Image_Group" to read "Model_Group".

