3GPP TSG-SA5 (Telecom Management)
TM Forum

Joint Working Group on Model alignment                                                 S5vTMFa181

Source:
Ericsson
Title:
Remove the use of Association name
Background
This proposes changes to Model Repertoire v 1.2. The use of Association name in UML diagram is considered not useful, a conclusion of last 3GPP/TM Forum Model alignment phone conference.
Reference

[1] S5vTMFa174 UML Repertoire 1.2
1 Background Information
Based on the last JWG Model alignment call conference decision, the use of Association name is not recommended. This is the change request to remove the use of Association name from Model Repertoire [1].
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5.1.3
Association relationship 
5.1.3.1
Description

It shows a relationship between two classes and describes the reasons for the relationship and the rules that might govern that relationship.

It has ends.  Each end of a relationship has properties that specify the role (see 5.1.8), multiplicity (see 5.1.7), visibility and navigability (see the arrow symbol used in 5.1.3.2) and constraints. Note that visibility would not be used (see bullet 4 of 5.1).

See 7.3.3 Association of [2].
These three examples show a binary association between two model elements. The association can include the possibility of relating a model element to itself. The first example (Figure 3) shows a bi-directional navigable association in that each model element has a pointer to the other. The second example (Figure 4) shows a bi-directional non-navigable association in that each model element does not have a pointer to the other. The third example (Figure 5) shows a unidirectional navigable association (shown with an open arrow at the target model element end) in that only the source model element has a pointer the target model element and not vice-versa.
5.1.3.2
Example
Association shall can have a cardinality at the target model element end (not shown in the examples below; see 5.1.7) and shall have a rolename (see 5.1.8).

The target model element involved in an association is said to be “playing a role” in that association.  Role has name such as +theAClass of the example.  See 5.1.8.
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Figure 3: Bidirectional navigable association relationship notation
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Figure 4: Non navigable association relationship notation
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Figure 5: Unidirectional navigable association relationship notation
5.1.3.3
Name style


It has no name so there is no name style.
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