1. SCOPE

· The following two sentences should be combined to one sentence, because each sentence says different scopes and both should be within the scope.
· It provides administrative information of process models which have been created with a specific process modeling language, including Process Specification Language(PSL), Business Process Execution Language(BPMN), Web Ontology Language for Web Service(OWL-S), etc.

· More specifically, the metamodel concentrates on a subset of those process modeling concepts that can help discover exposed functions of a process and reuse its components at different levels of granularity, rather than all of them

· The following sentence should be deleted since necessary specification should be included and unnecessary one should not be included.

· However, the practical value added by applying process on physical things and process by human may not be great.
· What are necessary need to be decided by the objectives of ODMS because this part is approved a part of ODMS. The objectives of ODMS is to promote to discover and reuse Web services, providing the semantics related to Web services. The highest level of semantics related to Web services is provided by Role and Goal models. The scope and objectives of Part5 is to provide semantics of each Web services, independent of languages that specify their semantics. But, Part 5 seems to have other objectives. They are to provide somewhat high-level semantics of activities including human activities, processes of physical things and Web services and their interaction, because it helpful to find a suitable Web services by providing a picture related the Web service. But, these two objectives require different abstraction levels and we do not need a common metamodel for both of the objectives. 

· If both are within the objectives of Part5, Part 5 may be divided to two parts. If the objectives of Part5 are restricted to the former ones, the treatment of processes of physical things is an important issue. If Web services here include a control system of processes of physical things, such as a control system of a production line, processes of physical things should be within the scope of Part5 because a process model of a process of physical things specifies the semantics of its control system.

5.3.1 Process

· The attribute “URI” should be removed since a Process is an abstract one that can be specified by several Process_Models in different languages and does not exists outside a MFI Part5 registry.

· It needs to be clarified how the administered information can be set.

· Suppose that a process model in owl-s with a registration authority A, a process model in PSL with a registration authority B and a process model in IDEF3 with a registration authority C specify the same process. Then who is the registration authority of this process?

· We do not think it is adequate to introduce Process in addition to Process_Model, because to identify and administer Process itself. Even if two Processses whose representations with Precondition, Post condition, Input, Output, Subprocess etc at this level are exactly same, it does not mean the two Processes are identical because these representations represent a part of the semantics of the Processes.

5.3.6 Event

· Types of connectors should be able to be specified.

5.3.7 Input and 5.3.8 Output

· They exist both in Part5 and Part7 except that in Part7 they are Input_Message and Output_Message.

· Unnecessary duplications should be removed.

5.3.10 Control_Construct

· Similar to Process, it needs to be clarified how the administered information can be set.

5.3.11 Precondition and 5.3.12 Postcondition

· They exist both in Part5 and Part7.

· Unnecessary duplications should be removed.

· How to specify a precondition and a post condition should be within the scope. Otherwise, they cannot represent any semantics that can be understood in a standard way and it does not help at all to discover process or process model 
5.3.XX State

· State should be introduced because state is useful to represent the semantics of a complex process.

Annex  A  Registration Case 2

· At least, GT350 example at Part 14: Resource theories needs to be examined because this part handles resource which is related to Input and Output.

· It may not be true Event 30 activates Precondition30 because there is XOR connector between Event 30 and Event 32.

Annex  A  Registration Case 3

· What are post conditions that produce Event 30?

· It may not be true Event 30 activates Precondition30 because there is XOR connector between Event 30 and Event 32.

· This is a simple and good example that shows that we need a unified manner to represent a control of processes. 

· In this example, Postcondition 30 of Process 30 produces Event 34 and Event 34 activates Precondition 34 of, say, Process 34.

· But, this can also be represented as follows:

· Similar to “make_components” process at Registration Case2, define a parent process Process3034 that consists of Process 30 and Process34.

· Process 3034 has a Sequence with a nodelist Process 30 and Process 34.

· Since a process is not a process model and shall be independent of the language of its process model, only one representation should be allowed for one fact.

Annex C

· We cannot imagine how instances of current Process and the related metaclasses can be produced from process models expressed in the languages listed at Table C.1. 

· Example process models in each language needs to be examined, although they are not necessarily included in Annex. As we point above, examples in PSL and EPC are insufficient. As for UML, we need examples in both Activity and State Machine   

We continue to review the document and may have additional comments to submit.

We think that before going into the specifications in details, we need to agree on the scope and objectives of Part5 and discuss what is necessary for Part5 from the point of ODMS. Otherwise, we are afraid that we may not reach a good consensus and may not have a good result.
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