Report on differences between data RTJP provides and Enquiry Ports.

With no access to higher level design documentation I've based my comments by looking at IptisRealTimeJourneyEngineSchemaOverview.doc and then looking at the schemas and example XML documents that seem to have the closest relevance to what RTTI does and the current Enquiry Ports.

Unless you're desperate for it I've not done a Push Ports comparison as I believe it irrelevant.  This service is a replacement for a service that provides interactive responses to requests on specific locations or journeys.  Push Ports doesn't provide this – it simply informs a client directly of database updates in RTTI as they happen, allowing it to internally mirror our database.  But if you're OK with a general overview, I'd say this wouldn't allow a replication of Push Port functionality as the messages wouldn't allow that sort of information to be passed easily.

DepartureArrivalBoardRequest.xsd

I'm viewing this has a replacement for the Enquiry Port trip request.

· Looks fine save for the existing comment regarding TIPLOC based queries.

DepartureArrivalBoardResponse.xsd

I'm viewing this has a replacement for the Enquiry Port trip response.

· Missing qos.  I've emailed (heopfully by the time you read this) Frank with your original QOS email.

· 'TrainUid' and 'TrainRid' seem to have the optionals wrong.  If RTTI tells a client about a new journey that's com from an external source (eg. Theseus) then there is no UID (as only UIDs from CIF can guarenteed to be unique).  TrainRid is the RTTI ID, which is always provided.

· Missing via text.

· Trains can have multiple origins and destinations if there are associations involved.

· Missing station messages.

· Missing circular route (cr) indication.

· Missing platform.

· I can't remember if someone in the meeting on the 10th November mentioned something about false destinations.  Note that Enquiry ports doesn't explicitly say anything about false destinations on the trip or station-based requests – the false destination is simply put in as the destination.  Only if a train-based request is made will the real destination be discovered.

TripRequest.xsd

I'm viewing this has a replacement for the Enquiry Port train enquiry.

· Only seem to be be able to query on some sort of IptisTripIdentifier.  I assume this is a replacement for our RTTI ID (rid).

TripResponse.xsd

I'm viewing this as a replacement for the Enquiry Port train response.

· Not all calling points returned?  Though I'm a bit fuzzy on whether it does; or it doesn't but no-one's particularly fussed.

· No indication of false destinations.

· Activity codes not returned.  This could be important to pass on information to clients?

· No association data returned.

· This perhaps applies to the DepartureArrivalBoardResponse.xsd too – it should be noted that delay and overdue statuses can (unlike the cancellation) affect only the arrival or departure.  For instance, a CIS may tell us the departure at a location is delayed, but that the train actually arrived at the stop.  In this case the web would show the arrival time, and delayed for the departure.

· A similar case applies for overdue – for instance a location is downstream of the overdue location, but we have a CIS forecast for arrival that we cannot override with this overdue status.  That's perhaps more of a moot point as it's fairly nonsensical information really.  We pass on this additional information anyway to say that the arrival at this location is not overdue as this estimate has come from a more trusted source than RTTI.

