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This issue is minor, but also very frustrating. The version element of a document's properties is a string. However, there is a restriction: “The content of this element shall be of the form XX.YYYY where X and Y represent numerical values, or the document shall be considered non-conformant.”
Either the schema should be updated to reflect this constraint ([0-9]?\.[0-9]? as a regex pattern, I think) , or it should be made a recommendation, or it should be removed as it is an unnecessarily restriction on versioning that hinders interoperability: it is often very helpful when working with files from another source to know exactly which version of which application or library produced the file. When using the common major.minor.patch scheme, Microsoft Excel will complain the file is broken, offer to repair it, but provide no report as to what is apparently broken. This really is something that Microsoft should resolve:  either by being less fussy, or advising that the part is incorrect (though the validator won't flag it as it conforms to the schema).
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