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	Rationale for Change:
XDS Metadata Update shall be a superset of the functionality of Restricted Metadata Update. With CP-ITI-1190 (integrated in 2020), the functionality of RMU is now slightly broader than the non-restricted Metadata Update. The mentioned CP now allowed the update of attributes if the latest version of the document is in state deprecated.
As part of this CP, the changes of CP-ITI-1190 shall be applied to Metadata Update as well. Similar to RMU, there are use cases where document metadata of a deprecated document must be changed. In addition, the validation and error reporting between RMU and Metadata Update was slightly aligned. 

Remark msmock: 
Beside some proposed changes on error codes, this CP addresses the proposal to allow updating metadata of latest versions of Registry Entries in a single transaction, when the Registry Entry is deprecated.
 
Currently, updating the metadata attributes of (latest versions of) Registry Entries requires 3 transactions from the Document Administrator actor (typically grouped with the Document Source actor):
 
1. Change the status of the Registry Entry to approved.
2. Adapt the metadata attributes.
3. Change the status of the Registry Entry to deprecated.

Remark: The change is on Document Entries only. For Folder the restriction remains. 
  
The Restricted Metadata Update initially also did not allow to update metadata attributes of deprecated Registry Entries. This was adapted by accepting CP-ITI-1190. Now a single transaction may be used to update metadata attributes of Registry Entries, even if they are deprecated.
 



EDITOR:   Update the MU TI Supplement, Sec 3.57.4.1.3.1

3.57.4.1.3.1 Common Rules for Metadata Update
…
These common rules shall apply to all metadata update operations. They describe overall Document Registry and Document Recipient behavior with regard to metadata update. The documentation for the individual metadata update operations, found in the following sections, specializes and extends these common rules. Unless a more specific code is provided within the validation, Document Registry and Document Recipient shall return the error code, XDSMetadataUpdateError, for any error returned during processing:

1. An Update Document Set request shall include a SubmissionSet object. 
2. An Update Document Set request shall not include initial versions of DocumentEntry or Folder objects. In a request, initial versions are recognized by having entryUUID = logicalID or logicalID missing. If an original version of a DocumentEntry is received, the error code, XDSInvalidRequestException, should be returned.
…
EDITOR:   Update the MU TI Supplement, Sec 3.57.4.1.3.3.1

3.57.4.1.3.3.1 Update DocumentEntry Metadata 

3.57.4.1.3.3.1.1 Semantics 
Update the metadata of a DocumentEntry object by submitting a new version of the DocumentEntry object and making this new version the current (availabilityStatus of Approved) version and deprecating the previous version. 

3.57.4.1.3.3.1.2 Trigger 
The following rules shall be used by the receiving actor to detect an Update DocumentEntry Metadata operation in a submission: 

· Submission contains a DocumentEntry object. 
1. The logicalID attribute is present in the DocumentEntry object and has a UUID formatted value. 
2. The SubmissionSet to DocumentEntry HasMember Association has a Slot with name PreviousVersion. This Slot has a single value, the version number of the previous version, the one being replaced. 

3.57.4.1.3.3.1.3 Preconditions 
The following rules shall be used by the receiving actor to decode and validate a submission: 

1. Document Registry or Document Recipient contains the initial version of the an existing DocumentEntry (Stable or On-Demand) instance with status of Approved. If the initial version of the DocumentEntry cannot be located, the error code UnresolvedReferenceException, shall be returned.
2. Submitted DocumentEntry and existing DocumentEntry have the same values for the logicalID, uniqueID, and objectType attributes. If the values are not identical, the error code XDSMetadataIdentifierError shall be returned. 
3. The value of the PreviousVersion Slot matches the latest version number of the existing DocumentEntry. If all other rules succeed and this one fails, return the error code XDSMetadataVersionError. If the values are not identical, the error code XDSMetadataVersionError shall be returned.
4. The Document Registry or Document Recipient shall verify that the new DocumentEntry is valid.

EDITOR:  
Add the following Error codes to the MU TI Supplement, Sec 4.2.4.1, Table  4.2.4.1-2.  
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	Error Code 
	Discussion 
	Transaction (See Note 1) 

	XDSMetadataIdentifierError
	The receiving actor cannot store the request
because the identifier is in conflict with an
existing known value.
	U 

	XDSInvalidRequestException
	The receiving actor detected that an initial
version of a metadata object instance was
received in an update transaction.
	U 



	…
	
	



EDITOR:   Update the MU TI Supplement, Closed issues

Closed Issues
…

MV037: An update of a DocumentEntry or Folder requires that the existing version have a non-Deprecated status. If the existing version is Deprecated, a separate operation must be used to first label it Approved (...) and then a separate operation (in a separate submission) must be used to submit the update since updates cannot be applied to deprecated objects. Should this be made easier? Resolution: restriction has been removed.

