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This CWA is part 1 of a multi-parts CWA. It has been prepared by the CEN/ISSS Workshop on Business

Interoperability Interfaces for Public procurement in Europe (WS/BII)

The multi-parts CWA has been officially approved at the final WS/BII Plenary Meeting on 4 November 2009.

The current document is: Part 1 — Profile Overview
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Scope

The objective of Workgroup 1 of the BIl workshop is to: provide specification of message content and
business processes that facilitates business interoperability interfaces related to pan-European electronic
transactions in public procurement.

To facilitate implementation of electronic commerce in a standardized way, thereby enabling the development
of standardized software solutions as well as efficient connections between trading partners without case-by-
case specificatior§pf the data interchange, the workshop agreed to document the required business
interoperability i aces as profile descriptions. The end goal is to reduce the cost of implementing
electronic commé&rgl,to a level that is economical for small and medium size companies and institutions.

A profile description@a technical specification describing

- the choreograp
business partners
mutually agreed go

he business process(es) covered, i.e. a detailed description of the way the
borate to play their respective roles and share responsibilities to achieve
ith the support of their respective information systems,

- the electronic business sactions exchanged as part of the business process and the sequence in
which these transactions exchanged,

- the business rules governing’%(execution of that business process(es), its business collaborations
and business transactions, as @vell as any constraints on information elements used in the transaction
data models d\

- the information content of the electr?' business transactions exchanged by pointing to a given data
model for each of the business trans&c

tigns.
As well as determining what business transa’éﬂs are used, the profile restricts their content in terms of
elements and the cardinality of elements. The k andardization aspect of the profile description is thus on
the organisational and semantics interoperability | rather than on syntax within the technical
interoperability level. Consequently, the business tr ctions within a profile can be structured based on
different message standards/syntax as long it contain the necessary data elements.

Although the profile descriptions and transaction data m\?@ provided by CEN BII will be neutral of syntax,
the workshop has agreed to provide specifications of ho ta models may be mapped to defined
syntaxes. This is done in order provide the market with impl table specifications.

It should be noted that the profile description does not attempt @idress issues related to topics such as:

A

the actual transmission of the electronic messages, @

- security and confidentiality of the message exchange, 6

- integrity, authentication and auditing of information content or O
- the process of implementing a solution based on the profile descripti

These issues have however been addressed by other deliverables of the CEN/I WS/BII (see section 2 for
reference to relevant documents).

The main focus of the profile description and the associated transaction data modé 0 address generally
expressed business requirements applicable throughout the European market. Althowgh the profile
description and associated transaction data model are designed to meet generally expressed requirements, it
is still the responsibility of the users to ensure that the actual business transactions exchanges meets all the
legal, fiscal and commercial requirements relevant to their business.

This CWA provides an overview of the profile descriptions developed by CEN/ISSS WS/BII. The individual
profile descriptions and their associated transaction data models are made available at
http://spec.cenbii.eu/Profiles/IndexWG1.html .
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1 Definitions and abbreviations

1.1 Definitions

Definitions relevant to this CWA are provided in the Bll Glossary provided as Annex A.
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2 The profile concept

2.1 General

The technical specification of the architecture applied as the basis for the development and specification of
profiles by CEN/ISSS WS/BII is referenced in Annex B.

In order to support the exchange of business documents in an open and interoperable manner, the profiles
within CEN/ISSS \WVS/BII will be described with an aim to function as an “agreement”. This is done in order to
jn barriers to the efficient and effective implementation of electronic procurement; the
pilateral agreements with each business partner. By providing precise and detailed
profile description organisation implementing a profile from CEN/ISSS WS/BII can claim compliance to it.
By doing so the orgadisation is committed to all aspects of the profile and thus limiting the need for further
bilateral agreements. O/

(@)
2.2 Complia%

need to entering 4

As further described in the foll sections, it is not expected that an organisation will implement all profiles
referenced in this CWA. Complial to the CWA is thus measured against the individual profile. Furthermore
it is expected that the profiles of C SS WS/BII will be implemented in software solutions. Compliance

requirements are thus expressed as eyirements on the software solution implementing the profiles.
Compliance to a profile is measured agb,ﬂst the three key aspects of the profile:

- Choreography; compliance is mea@ed against the sequence of collaborations and transactions in
the profile. %
Every software solution claiming compli to a profile is expected to be able to support all business
collaborations and business transactions @ ed by the profile.

- Data content; compliance is measured agalrx@]e "core” transaction data model nominated by the

profile.

Every software solution claiming compliance to file is expected to be able to process and
understand all elements defined as part of the rele\@core transaction data models referenced by the
profile.

Q

- Business rules; compliance is measured against the r@ stated at profile, collaboration and
transaction level of the profile. o
Every software solution claiming compliance to a profile is cted to adhere to all business rules
stated within the profile description and the referenced trans data model.

o
2.3 Profile migration g

It is expected that the users of this CWA represent a heterogeneous commw of large companies, medium
and small companies. Recognising this, the Profiles have been designed as a s logical modules that may
coexist within one single implementation without major maintenance trouble.

Over time, an organisation may want to change their Profile. Therefore, such transiti hould be as smooth
and inexpensive as possible. This means that the Profile containing most functions uld contain all
functions of the other Profiles. The functions of the Profile containing fewer functions should be contained in
all other Profiles. This could be visualised as a Russian Doll type of approach.

The above point may not enable a full upstream Profile interoperability (i.e. the ability of Profiles with fewer
functions to interoperate with Profiles with additional functions) since the Profiles with more functions may
introduce additional rules at all levels (i.e. organisational, required data in messages or other controls).
However, it does ensure that the transition to another Profile is nothing but extending the functions of the
initial implementation. On the other hand, full downstream Profile interoperability (i.e. the ability of Profiles
with additional functions to interoperate with Profiles with fewer functions) is without doubt enabled.

The Collaborations can be understood as the Use-Cases of a software product implementation. As business
rules are added, more alternative-flows are created. However, the fundamentals do not change. This means





