WG2 SD07


Issue Template for WG2 Projects

Issue 139: Rename relationships in Figure 3 
	Project #:
	1.32.15.03.03.00

	Standard #:
	 11179-3 edition 3

	WG2 doc #:
	

	Submitter/Source:
	B. Bargmyer, K.D. keck

	Date Submitted:
	 2004-11-08

	Severity:
	. 1 Major Technical

	Status:
	Open 

	Date Last Updated:
	2005-03-31

	Updated by:
	Keck and Olken


Problem Description:

	In Figure 3, the names of the roles are confusing and inconsistent.
1. In Clause 4.7.3, Figure 3. Value_Domain should not have the role "representing” connecting Value_Domain to both Conceptual_Domain and Data_Element, i.e.., here “representing” is overloaded to mean two different roles.
2. The role between the top two boxes is labeled "having" and "specifying", while the role between the bottom two boxes is labeled "represented_by" and "representing".  The relationship between the upper two boxes and bottom two should be named the same.

Here we are using different role names to specifying analogous roles.

3. "having" could better be "specified_by".



Proposal:

	Rename the "horizontal" role and association names in Clause 4.7.3, Figure 3. to be: “has domain” and “domain of”.  “has domain” goes on the domain end (variously conceptual or value domain)  replacing “specifying” and “representing”.  “domain of” goes on the Data_Element / Data_Element_Concept end of the association replacing “represented by” and “having” respectively.

The association name "data_element_representation"  should be changed to “data_element_value_domain_relationship”.  
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SEQ Figure 
10
 — Data Element metamodel region (original in P3 Edition 2)

Note:  the same relationships are shown in Figure 11, which will also need to be revised.
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Revised Figure 3 – High Level Metamodel 
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