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Additional explanations on the revised points of “32N1363 FCD 19763-3”
In “32N1363 FCD 19763-3”, the CD ballot comments are basically dealt with according to “WG2-N0888 Disposition of Ballot Comments on CD 19763-3”.

Here are some additional explanations on some of them.

As for Bug 190(CAN-P03-005)***,

Attribute name "name" in metaclasse "4.3.1 Ontology", "4.3.5 Ontology _Component", and "4.3.8 Ontology_Atomic_Construct" are changed to "ontologyName", "sentenceIdentifier", and "nonLogicalSymbol" respectively.

***: This is the only substantial change from "WG2 N0893 Editor's draft of FCD 19763-3".

Rationale:

MMF Part-3 does not have an actual ontology, but mainly has only its administrative information. 

So, for example, the "name" of "Ontology_Component" in MMF Part-3 is not the name of its own (i.e. the entry of "Ontology_Component"), but the name that identifies, with the namespace prefix, the corresponding sentence outside MMF Part-3.

On the other hand, the "name" and "adminitered_item_identifier" in MDR Part-3 are the name and the identifier of its own.

So, the "name" of MMF Part-3 is not the same as the "name" of MDR Part3 nor an alternate of the "adminitered_item_identifier" of MDR Part-3. And it should be "sentenceIdentifier" because it is, with the namespace prefix, the identifier of the corresponding sentence outside MMF Part-3.

As for the "name" of "Ontology_Atomic_Construct", similarly, this is a part of the identifier of the corresponding non-logical symbol used in the actual ontology outside MMF Part-3. But, in this case, the value of the "name" is exactly the same as the corresponding non-logical symbol itself. So, it should be "nonLogicalSymbol".

As for the "name" of "Ontology", similary, this is the name of the corresponding actual ontology outside MMF Part-3. But, this is not a part of the identifier since URI itself can be the identifier. So, it should be "ontologyName".

As for Bug187(CAN-P03-004) and Bug188(US-19),

in Intoriduction, the following sentence is added;

"ISO/IEC 19763-3 will be expanded to provide for the metadata associated with ontologies to be specified and registred with respect to ISO/IEC 19763-3. In addition, to promote ontology-based interoperation, a generic framework for registering administrative information related to ontologies is necessary."
As for Bug 209 (Conformance clause),

clause 5 Conformance is added. This has a similar structure of the one 

of 11179-3, but is simplified because 19763-3 itself is pretty simple.

Sub-clause 5.1 General and Sub-sub clause 5.1.1 General are given, 

because 5.2.4 Paragraph, ISO/IEC Directives, Part 2 at page 16 says 

"Hanging paragraphs" shall be avoided since reference to them is ambiguous.
As for Bug 210 (CANADA),

the disposition was "Cardinality should be at least one". But, this is not always true. In the case that a local ontology is described in a different language from the one of a reference ontology, a local ontology consists of only local ontology components in the different language. But in this case, at least one of the local ontology components must be the same as a reference ontology component. 
This is the case of the example in Annex A. Object20 (Local_Ontology) consists of only Local_Obtology_Components. But, Object21(Local_Ontology_Component) is the same as Object04 (Reference_Ontology_Component).

So, the sentence that states this constraint is added in "Constraints" at 4.3.3.
As for Annex A,

the example is substantially revised to resolve Bug196-Bug208 (US1-US11, US15, CAN-P03-008).

There are also several minor editorial amendments.
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