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Change Proposal Summary information:

	XDS: Clarify DocumentEntry.uniqueId encoding for URIs

	Submitter’s Name(s) and e-mail address(es):
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	Submission Date:
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	Rationale for Change:

(understanding this is normative, but it’s also all SHOULDs, so no danger of breaking changes.)

I’m looking for clarification for the final bullet in Section 4.2.3.2.26: “For documents using URIs, the uniqueId should be the URI, except for URNs with the “urn:oid:” and “urn:uuid:” namespaces (see OID and UUID above).”.

“For documents using URIs” sounds like it’s a document that already has its native ID encoded as a URI. In other words, it wouldn't apply to CDAs, which use HL7V3:II and are covered in the previous two bullets.

So as long as I’m not in the “except” clause, I just copy my document’s URI-based id to the uniqueId.

But what does this mean? “except for URNs with the “urn:oid:” and “urn:uuid:” namespaces (see OID and UUID above)”

· If I have a document ID of “urn:oid:1.2.3”, I look above, and it says “Document creators should use OIDs in dot notation (see OID in Table 4.2.3.1.7-2) as uniqueIds”. Ok, the way I read that, I should strip off the prefix and just use the OID, as in “1.2.3” as the uniqueId.
· If I have a document ID of “urn:uuid:b08733cd-2760-4b9b-9454-5daa2c971c68”, I look above, and it says “For documents using UUIDs, the uniqueId should be URN-encoded”. Ok, but it already is. So why was this mentioned under “except”?

2/8/22: Discussed. Epic uses bare OIDs without extensions, as consumer treat as opaque string. Agreed in general, the encoding is not clearly written, but normative intent can be derived and doesn’t need to change while clarifying.
2/14/22: PCC also defines this same mapping here: https://www.ihe.net/uploadedFiles/Documents/PCC/IHE_PCC_TF_Vol2.pdf#nameddest=4_1_1_XDSDocumentEntry_Metadata (since updated by CP 300, but it doesn’t change this particular mapping).

The PCC mapping has its own problems, for which I’ve written a CP. But ultimately this needs to be owned and documented by either PCC or ITI, not both.

2/14/22: JM Suggests ITI document a generic CDA-XDS mapping for doc unique id only (at this time). PCC should defer to this mapping but can define content-specific mappings – update and submit PCC CP to reflect. JL will check PCC for OID restriction [Update: done, no such restriction. Also checked CDA 2.1, and RUID is disallowed – it is reserved for use by HL7].
7/18/22: CP-PCC-309 completed and accepted; it defers to ITI for definition.


	Editor:  Update ITI TF Vol 3, 4.2.3.2.26 as follows:


4.2.3.2.26 DocumentEntry.uniqueId 

Description:
Globally unique identifier assigned to the document by its creator. This value may come from inside the document, e.g. for a CDA, ClinicalDocument/id.
A DocumentEntry representing a single document is identified by the uniqueId attribute; the linkage between DocumentEntry and the document it represents is made with the uniqueId attribute.
This unique identifier may be used in other documents to reference this document.

Two documents MAY be assigned the same uniqueId if the documents have the same byte sequence, but they SHALL NOT be assigned the same uniqueId if the documents have different byte sequences when communicated via a Document Sharing protocol. The size and hash metadata attributes allow for a quick comparison, so it is adequate to treat two documents as having the same byte sequence if their size and hash attributes are the same.
For formats where different byte sequences can be functionally equivalent (XML, for example, where whitespace between elements is ignored), it is important to note that documents with different byte sequences SHALL have different uniqueIds even if they are functionally equivalent when communicated via a Document Sharing protocol.

Coding:

The format of the DocumentEntry.uniqueId value is Identifier (see Table 4.2.3.1.7-2).

Coded as an ebRIM ExternalIdentifier (see Section 4.2.3.1.3 for a description of coding an ebRIM ExternalIdentifier) which references, and is contained in, the ExtrinsicObject representing the DocumentEntry. There shall be only a single uniqueId value.
Document creators should use one of the following formats for the uniqueId: OIDs in dot notation (see OID in Table 4.2.3.1.7-2) as uniqueIds, with the following exceptions:
· OID in dot notation (see OID in Table 4.2.3.1.7-2)
· UUID URN-encoded (see UUID in Table 4.2.3.1.7-2).

· URI (see URI in Table 4.2.3.1.7-2).

· For documents using HL7v3 Instance Identifiers (e.g., CDAs) with an extension attribute, the uniqueId should be a serialization of the root and extension attributes in the form root^extension. The HL7v3 Instance Identifier URN encoding (using the namespace urn:hl7ii) should not be used.
· For documents using UUIDs, the uniqueId should be URN-encoded (see UUID in Table 4.2.3.1.7-2).

· For documents using URIs, the uniqueId should be the URI, except for URNs with the “urn:oid:” and “urn:uuid:” namespaces (see OID and UUID above).

All guidance regarding the structure and format of the identifier is meant to support document creators in following best practices for identifier management. From the perspective of all other actors, the uniqueId should be considered an opaque string.

Note: Some IHE profiles may restrict the length and format of this attribute.
...
