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This is a useful insight that deserves wider circulation.

WFS developers have a choice between four approaches to choosing or

> developing a GML schema. There are cost and benefit trade-offs for each one.
> 1. a@@YEntry Levela®€, using the Simple Features Profile.

> 2. Using a locally developed one-off schema and middleware.

> 3. Using a Community, but localised one-off schema.

> 4. Using a Standardized schema such as CityGML

Projects may choose an option not best suited to their
> circumstances
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