Thread of a few msgs re: textual rep for UML  instance content - 



see end for possible dtmf/DMOF resolution
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Message 3/398  From BERRISFORD, Graham    Aug 28, 03 05:16:07 PM +0100

Subject: RE: MDA requirements

To: "'tom@coastin.com'" <tom@coastin.com>

Cc: "'Branislav Selic'" <bselic@ca.ibm.com>, ab@omg.org, adtf@omg.org,

   "'Allan Kennedy'" <allan.kennedy@kc.com>,

   "'conrad.bock@nist.gov'" <conrad.bock@nist.gov>, mda-users@omg.org,

   omag@omg.org, ormsc@omg.org, "Stephen J. Mellor" <steve@projtech.com>,

   Steve Tockey <Steve.Tockey@construx.com>

perhaps, my point was to mentioning a text form (rather than a graphical

form), in support of the notion that one "syntax" doesn't seem a sensible

requirement

-----Original Message-----

From: Tom Rutt [mailto:tom@coastin.com]

Sent: 28 August 2003 16:37

To: BERRISFORD, Graham

Cc: 'Branislav Selic'; ab@omg.org; adtf@omg.org; 'Allan Kennedy';

'conrad.bock@nist.gov'; mda-users@omg.org; omag@omg.org; ormsc@omg.org;

Stephen J. Mellor; Steve Tockey

Subject: Re: MDA requirements

BERRISFORD, Graham wrote:

> I may not use the terms "syntax" and "semantics" correctly, but to

> illustrate, let me invent a possibly daft "syntax" to capture the "semantics" of a data model

>

> entity name,

> entity name,

> entity name,

> relationship name, entity name 1, entity name 2,

> relationship name, entity name 1, entity name 2,

Would not the xmi output from a uml model using the uml metamodel give

you something  equivalent to this?

Tom Rutt

> Graham

>

>     -----Original Message-----

>     *From:* Branislav Selic [mailto:bselic@ca.ibm.com]

>     *Sent:* 28 August 2003 14:33

>     *To:* BERRISFORD, Graham

>     *Cc:* ab@omg.org; adtf@omg.org; 'Allan Kennedy';

>     'conrad.bock@nist.gov'; mda-users@omg.org; omag@omg.org;

>     ormsc@omg.org; Stephen J. Mellor; Steve Tockey

>     *Subject:* RE: MDA requirements

>

>     At present, there is no official formal concrete syntax for UML

>     diagrams -- if that is the question (I am not sure what a "syntax

>     that represents... semantics" means). The UML 2.0 spec provides

>     some rules and guidelines, but is far from being formal or

>     complete. This is an outstanding ADTF work item that needs to be

>     picked up soon. (At one time, this was intended to be provided by

>     the Diagram Interchange submission, but most of the submitters

>     preferred to defer it.)

>

>     Cheers,

>     Bran Selic

>     IBM Software Group -- Rational Software

>     770 Palladium Drive

>     Kanata, Ontario, Canada

>     K2V 1C8

>     ph. (613) 591-7915

>     fax (613) 599-3912

>     e-mail: bselic@ca.ibm.com

>

>       *"BERRISFORD, Graham" <Graham.BERRISFORD@london.sema.slb.com>  08/28/2003 08:40AM

>      To:      "'conrad.bock@nist.gov'"   <conrad.bock@nist.gov>, Steve Tockey<Steve.Tockey@construx.com>,

>     "'Allan Kennedy'" <allan.kennedy@kc.com>, "Stephen J. Mellor" <steve@projtech.com>

>      cc:        ab@omg.org, ormsc@omg.org, mda-users@omg.org, adtf@omg.org, omag@omg.org

>      Subject:        RE: MDA requirements

>

>     Hear hear.

>     BTW, is there a syntax that represents all the UML diagram  semantics in CSV  files

>

>     -----Original Message-----

>     From: Conrad Bock [mailto:conrad.bock@nist.gov]

>     Sent: 25 August 2003 21:05

>     To: Steve Tockey; 'Allan Kennedy'; Stephen J. Mellor

>     Cc: ab@omg.org; ormsc@omg.org; mda-users@omg.org; adtf@omg.org; omag@omg.org

>     Subject: RE: MDA requirements

>     Steve, ALlan,

>

>     > All,

>     > My only comment is on Allan's statement:

>     > >  - mandate a single standardised executable UML syntax and run time

>     > > semantics (UML machine) that has the necessary and sufficient scope to

>     > > deliver all of the above capabilities.

>     >

>     > I don't see why the *syntax* has to be standardized. As long as the

>     > *semantics* of executability are standardized, those semantics ought

>     > to be presentable in any surface syntax the user wants (well, within

>     > reason of course).

>

>     I think the "single" in Allan's requirement is the problem.  There

>     should be some standard notations, especially textual ones so  people can

>     write files and pass them to others without going through a repository

>     first.  A standard mapping from a C++/Java-like syntax to UML would

>     signficantly enhance UML's usability by most developers.  I don't see

>     why there can't be as many standard UML notations as there are

>     communities interested in developing them.

>     Conrad

----------------------------------------------------

Tom Rutt                email: tom@coastin.com; trutt@fsw.fujitsu.com

Tel: +1 732 801 5744          Fax: +1 732 774 5133

===============================================================

Message 2/398  From Andrea Westerinen               Aug 28, 03 09:19:09 AM -0700

To: "'Branislav Selic'" <bselic@ca.ibm.com>,

   "'BERRISFORD, Graham'" <Graham.BERRISFORD@london.sema.slb.com>

Cc: <ab@omg.org>, <adtf@omg.org>, "'Allan Kennedy'" <allan.kennedy@kc.com>,

   <conrad.bock@nist.gov>, <mda-users@omg.org>, <omag@omg.org>,

   <ormsc@omg.org>, "'Stephen J. Mellor'" <steve@projtech.com>,

   "'Steve Tockey'" <Steve.Tockey@construx.com>

Subject: RE: MDA requirements

It may be helpful to look at work done by the DMTF - our MOF (Managed

Object Format - sorry for the duplicated term) is a textual rendering of

UML.  There are numerous open-source tools to compile/process this MOF

at www.wbemsource.org.  The BNF for MOF is documented in the DMTF's

Common Information Model Specification (Appendix A) found at

http://www.dmtf.org/standards/standard_cim.php.  This spec is being

revamped and an updated (more readable :-) release is due out in a few months.

Admittedly, there is a gap between complete UML and MOF since this

language was created in the mid- to late 1990s.  For example, we are

working to add OCL.  Also, general associations are not supported - only

class associations.  An outstanding action item (due next year) is to

update the BNF for close correspondence with UML.  OMG's input and

participation in this work would be very beneficial!

Andrea Westerinen

-----Original Message-----

From: Branislav Selic [mailto:bselic@ca.ibm.com]

Sent: Thursday, August 28, 2003 6:33 AM

To: BERRISFORD, Graham

Cc: ab@omg.org; adtf@omg.org; 'Allan Kennedy'; 'conrad.bock@nist.gov';

mda-users@omg.org; omag@omg.org; ormsc@omg.org; Stephen J. Mellor; Steve Tockey

Subject: RE: MDA requirements

At present, there is no official formal concrete syntax for UML diagrams

-- if that is the question (I am not sure what a "syntax that

represents... semantics" means). The UML 2.0 spec provides some rules

and guidelines, but is far from being formal or complete. This is an

outstanding ADTF work item that needs to be picked up soon. (At one

time, this was intended to be provided by the Diagram Interchange

submission, but most of the submitters preferred to defer it.)

Cheers,

Bran Selic

IBM Software Group -- Rational Software

770 Palladium Drive

Kanata, Ontario, Canada

K2V 1C8

