[bookmark: _Toc208138408]Issue 628: Update the modelling constructs found under “The Model\Use&Learn\Functional Overview”
ETz presented the HW he prepared for the issue, namely a list of errors he spotted in the draw.io tutorial diagrams for CRM, with the checks he performed (model inconsistencies –incompatible domain/range & property quantifiers –misspelled classes/properties etc.).
N.b.: ETz is trying to systematize the validation of the draw.io diagrams in a service, which takes time to accomplish.
The list of the errors spotted (and suggested edits) can be found below.
Discussion points:
· ETz needs some help with representing the equivalence of P160 has temporal projection with P4 has timespan (see slide No.4), when the domain of P160 is set to E4 Period. The equivalence is declared in the CRM specification document in the introduction (p. 41) and the definition of P160 (p.196) in v7.1.3.
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[bookmark: _List_of_the]List of the errors spotted plus suggested edits:  
	#
	Diagram Page
	Identified Errors
	Suggested edits

	1.
	16_Object Number Information
	E15_Identifier_Assignment is not a valid domain for P42_assigned
E90_Symbolic_Object is not a valid range for P42_assigned
	Replace E15 Identifier Assignment. P42 assigned (was assigned by): E90 Symbolic Object, 
with E15 Identifier Assignment. P142 used constituent (was used in): E90 Symbolic object

	2.
	19_Object Collection Information
	E78_Curated_Holding is not a valid domain for P147_curated
E87_Curation_Activity is not a valid range for P147_curated
	Reverse the direction of the arrow in P147 curated (was curated by) connecting E87 Curation Activity and E78 Curated Holding –so that it correctly points from E87 to E78.

	3.
	28_Image Information,Objects and Carriers
	E89_Propositional_Object is not a valid range for P48_has_preferred_identifier
	Replace E89 Propositional Object. P48 has preferred identifier (is preferred identifier of): E89 Propositional Object with E89 Propositional Object. P148 has component (is component of): E89 Propositional Object,

	4.
	29_Group Dynamics
	E85_Joining is not a valid domain for P151_was_formed_from
	Deprecate P151 was formed from (participated in), or consider using E66 Formation and its properties 
· P95 has formed (was formed by): E74 Group
· P151 was formed from (participated in): E47 Group

	5.
	30_Existence Information
	E77_Persistent_Item is not a valid range for P124_transformed
E77_Persistent_Item is not a valid range for P123_resulted_in
	Replace E77 Persistent Item with E18 Physical Thing for: 
· P123 resulted in (resulted from)
· P124 transformed (was transformed by)

	6.
	31_Documentation and References
	E55_Type is not a valid domain for P71_lists
	Reverse the direction of the arrow in P71 lists (is listed in) connecting E32 Authority Document and E55 Type –so that it correctly points from E32 to E55.

Nb. Consider the range (E55 Type is valid, but the property range is declared an E1 CRM Entity).

	7.
	36_Changing Thing
	E77_Persistent_Item is not a valid range for P123_resulted_in
E77_Persistent_Item is not a valid range for P124_transformed
	Replace E77 Persistent Item with E18 Physical Thing for: 
· P123 resulted in (resulted from)
· P124 transformed (was transformed by)

	8.
	38_Appellation Information
	E1_CRM_Entity is not a valid range for P1_is_identified_by
	Reverse the direction of the arrow in P1 is identified by (identifies) connecting E1 CRM Entity and E41 Appellation –so that it correctly points from E1 to E41.



[bookmark: _About_the_representation]About the representation of the Functional Units on the website. 
Proposal: 
· Gradually replace the old diagrams under “Functional Overview” with those created for v7.1.3 in draw.io,  as soon as they’re checked and ready. 
· They can be accessed here (https://cidoc-crm.org/functional-units)
· They are available as iframes and they can also be accessed in an editable form through draw.io. 
· Keep the old diagrams (essentially for versions 5.0.1, 5.0.4) and version their respective URL (https://cidoc-crm.org/functional-units-v5). 

Decision: The SIG voted in favor of the proposal and assigned the following pieces of HW:
HW: ETz to automatically extract the classes and properties referenced in each diagram 
HW: CEO, AK, SdS, SH, GH to perform a semantic check on the diagrams, see if any critical piece of information is missing. 
HW: GB (& ETz) to list the syntactic errors that verge on semantic ones spotted by ETz –like the case of P4 and P160 being equivalent if their domain is set to E4 Period. 
The next step would be for the SIG to provide explicit details on how to edit the diagrams and assign someone to do the editing. 


