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Topic:
Conceptual Design Presentation

Conceptual Design:


Device Configuration:

The implementation of the device configuration depends on how it references the Application.  It is being used by the Device Manager to determine what processes to create.  It is not required to make software resources.  We should consider this as part of the conceptual model, but it’s an optional part of the implementation.  If we choose not to implement it, there needs to be some way to represent a device in the XML.


Serializer:



When you are serializing, is it at the file level, or something else?

Hypothetical use case – entering in components and finish, it can then be serialized, but what happens when it’s a partially completed configuration?

The question in this scenario is what files relate to each other (SPD, SAD, etc).  Eventually there may need to be a validator to validate the configuration.



Is there a direct map between persistence and XML?




Answer was yes.




Vallino felt the answer should be no.

We need to look at persistence in the line of using the tool itself as far as state, preferences, etc are concerned.

Encouraged to keep an open mind about the directory structure and intermediate files

Is saving a project different from exporting the XML

Concept is kind of like CAD, you save a project/workspace and export the XML separately



Should there be a default value for things not specified?




Not very practical, so it should be avoided



Consider incremental error checking
Process:


Support tools



Should be demand driven, to prevent tangents

Feedback path; sending in docs because Chuck is very good at providing comments and feedback

Discussions:


Convenient strategies

Get familiarity with content, ask questions, then interview for requirements.  In person or over phone acceptable.

NetMeeting possibilities

Synopsis Review:


Thought it was good to go

DMCD - ??:


Effectively it is a bootstrap device

It is a framework component, installs itself, and has some bootstrap type information

Need not worry about it


It’s the only item/component/? with a 1:1 cardinality

Example XML docs

Would like one which would mirror things we saw in the presentation


The current version is 2.1, and no one has really produced a real one


One exception is an example and a hardcopy which Chuck has.


The only “official” one is in the Dev. Guide


There is one that goes with the presentation drawing and its done to SCA 1.1
Is our target supposed to be 2.2?


Yes

Backwards compatibility?


No

XML export directory structure?


Put components somewhere else, and app in another place


We’ll have to do something to separate out workspace and export files


Common components may have to be put in a common subdirectory

Applications dependant on other applications?


Correct that this is not shown/solved


It’s a current weakness in the architecture


There is an architectural concept of an application being a component


Right now this is not supported


This only area where this may be of concern is which ports will get exported


There is no XML to describe App-2-App dependencies

Home email:


thelinns@rochester.rr.com
Try for more hour-like meetings from now on


Th: 4ish - 5ish


Will setup details through Garrett


Most likely phone conference for next week

What formal process are we using?


TSP, only with some of our little twists

