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Foreword

ISO (the International Organization for Standardization) is a worldwide federation of national standards bodies
(ISO member bodies). The work of preparing International Standards is normally carried out through ISO tech-
nical committees. Each member body interested in a subject for which a technical committee has been estab-
lished has the right to be represented on that committee. International organizations, governmental and non-
governmental, in liaison with ISO, also take part in the work. ISO collaborates closely with the International
Electrotechnical Commission (IEC) on all matters of electrotechnical standardization.

International Standards are drafted in accordance with the rules given in the ISO/IEC Directives, Part 2.

—

he main task of technical committees is to prepare International Standards. Draft International Standards
Hopted by the technical committees are circulated to the member bodies for voting. Publication as an Intetna-
ipnal Standard requires approval by at least 75 % of the member bodies casting a vote.

=

I other circumstances, particularly when there is an urgent market requirement for such documénts, a technicgl
cpmmittee may decide to publish other types of normative document:

— an ISO Publicly Available Specification (ISO/PAS) represents an agreement betwéen technical experts in
an ISO working group and is accepted for publication if it is approved by more than 50 % of the members
of the parent committee casting a vote;

— an ISO Technical Specification (ISO/TS) represents an agreement between the members of a technical
committee and is accepted for publication if it is approved by 2/3 ofithe members of the committee casting
a vote.

Aln ISO/PAS or ISO/TS is reviewed after three years in order to-decide whether it will be confirmed for a fur-
Her three years, revised to become an International Standardsor withdrawn. If the ISO/PAS or ISO/TS is con-
firmed, it is reviewed again after a further three years, at which time it must either be transformed into an Inter
hitional Standard or be withdrawn.

[

=

Alttention is drawn to the possibility that some of the elements of this document may be the subject of
hitent rights. ISO shall not be held responsible™for identifying any or all such patent rights.

i)

—
o

bO/TS 18876-2 was prepared by Technical Committee ISO/TC 184, Industrial automation systems and iite-
ation, Subcommittee SC 4, Industrial data.

g
This Technical Specification is‘organized as a series of parts, each published separately. The structure of this
Tlchnical Specification is described in ISO/TS 18876-1.

© 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved v
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0 Introduction

0.

1 Overview of ISO 18876

This Technical Specification establishes an architecture, a methodology, and other specifications for integrating
industrial data for exchange, access and sharing. It supports:

— data sharing and data integration;

— specification of mappings between models;

q

p—

(=)

—

—

1]

o]

o S -

0

- data transformation.

O/TS 18876-1 provides an overview of the architecture and methodology of this Technical Specification.

.2 Organization of this part of ISO 18876

he organization of this part of ISO 18876 is as follows:
- clause 1 specifies the scope and field of application of this part of ISO 188763

- clause 2 identifies additional standards that, through references in this part of ISO 18876, constitute provid
sions of this part of ISO 18876;

- clause 3 defines terms used in this part of ISO 18876;

- clause 4 describes a number of usage scenarios for the application of the methods defined in this part of
ISO 18876;

- clause 5 specifies the methods for integrating application models, and is supported by a detailed activity
model presented in Annex B.

he methods specified in clause 5 are independent of modelling languages, mapping languages, and particular
tegration models. Annex C provides a.checklist that can be used to ensure that all required stages in the inte-
fation and mapping process have been followed.

.3 Target Audiences

he target audience for this document is modellers, analysts, systems integrators, and systems developers with
ped to integrate application models across a range of systems and/or enterprise functions. The target audience]
r the introduction to this document is technical managers responsible for integration projects with a need to
sess the applicability of this standard.

)

.4/~ . Conventions

This part of ISO 18876 includes provisions that indicate requirements strictly to be followed in order to con-
form to the standard. Such provisions are indicated through the use of the words “shall” and “shall not”. This
part of ISO 18876 also includes provisions that indicate that among several possibilities one is recommended as
particularly suitable. Such provisions are indicated through the use of the words “should” and “should not”.
Additional material that illustrates the provisions of this part of ISO 18876 is presented in the form of notes,
examples, and in the informative annexes B, C, and D.

vi
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Industrial automation systems and integration —
Integration of industrial data for exchange, access and
sharing —

Part 2:
Integration and mapping methodology

—

Scope

This Technical Specification establishes an architecture, a methodology, and other specifications for integrating
fdustrial data for exchange, access and sharing. Together these support the following activities:

—

— integrating data which may be:
— from different sources or with different model contexts,
— described by different models, or

— defined in different modelling languages;

- sharing data among applications through systems integration architectures;

— resolving conflict between models developed with different objectives;

- translating data between different encodings;

- translating models between different modelling languages.

—

his part of ISO 18876 specifies methods for the following:

- creating and extending integration models;
— evaluating and seleeting an integration model that can integrate two or more application models;

— creating an application model that is a constrained subset of an integration model to support particular ap-
plication domain requirements for exchange, sharing, or both;

- creating'd mapping specification between an application model and an integration model.

—

he-following are within the scope of this part of ISO 18876:

— modelling language independent methods for creating and extending an integration model,;
— methods for integrating an application model with an integration model;
— mapping language independent methods for mapping an application model to an integration model;

— criteria for the selecting modelling languages and mapping languages that can be used within the specified
methods for integration and mapping.

The following are outside the scope of this part of ISO 18876:

© 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved
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— the structure and content of particular integration models;
— methods for creating and extending particular integration models;
— methods for mapping application models to particular integration models.

NOTE The specific methods that apply to mappings between particular application models and integration models de-
pend on the modelling paradigm(s) applied and on the structure and content of the models.

Normative references

—

he following referenced documents are indispensable for the application of this document. For dated referendes,
hly the edition cited applies. For undated references, the latest edition of the referenced document (in¢luding
1y amendments) applies.

o O

$O/IEC 8824-1:1998, Information technology — Abstract Syntax Notation One (ASN.1): Spééification of basifp
nptation

y—

30 10303-1:1994, Industrial automation systems and integration — Product data répresentation and
change — Part 1: Overview and fundamental principles

Q

y—

$O/TS 18876-1:2003, Industrial automation systems and integration — Integration of industrial data for exchange,
cess and sharing — Part 1: Architecture overview and description

)

3 Terms, definitions, and abbreviations

3.1 Terms and definitions

25

br the purposes of this document, the followingterms and definitions apply; those taken or adapted
fom ISO 10303-1 and ISO/TS 18876-1 arerepeated below for convenience.

-

Z

OTE 1 Definitions copied verbatim from other standards are followed by a reference to the standard in brackets, such afs
ISO 10303-1]”. In these cases the definition in the referenced document is normative; its repetition here is informative and
the case of any discrepancy the definition in the referenced document has precedence. An explanatory note follows
finitions that have been adapted from other standards. In these cases the definition given here is normative for the pur-
ses of this part of ISO 18876.

D o5

|2

1.1
pplication model (AM)
odel that représents information used for some particular purpose

5

NOTE 1 _Senfe application models are also integration models (see 3.1.15).

2 © 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved
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NOTE 2 An application model is not necessarily a data model, but may be a model of some other sort, such as a logic
based model.

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

3.1.2
class
category or division of things

NOTE There are a number of ways that class can be defined. This definition is intended to be as broad as possible, and
is broader than that used in ISO 15926-2.

EKAMPLE Pump, power station, engineer, and fictional space vehicle are examples of classes.
[ISO/TS 18876-1]

3{1.3
bncept
fjternal conception of some thing; general notion or idea of some thing

—

[[SO/TS 18876-1]

@

1.4
bnstruct
¢presentation of a concept in some formal notation system

= <]

NOTE A construct may be a part or the whole of a data model.

3{1.5

pta

¢presentation of information in a formal manner suitable for communication, interpretation, or processing by
mputers and possibly human beings

o = a

[1SO 10303-1]

@

1.6

hta model

s¢t of constructs that procvides the-definition, structure, and format of data, whether physical or abstract in the
s¢nse of being bound to somerecording medium

(=%

[[SO/TS 18876-1]

1.7
prived concept
ncept in anJgutegration model that is wholly defined in terms of primitive concepts

[eE-"H%]

[[SO/TS18876-1]

3-8
encoding transformation
transformation of the way data elements are represented for computer processing

EXAMPLE Conversion of data governed by an EXPRESS schema from an ISO 10303-21 file to an XML document is an
example of an encoding transformation.

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

© 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved 3
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3.1.9

extension

process or result of adding concepts to an integration model in order to increase the model scope, without
changing the concepts already represented

[ISO/TS 18876-1]
3.1.10

foundation concept
primitive concept that determines the underlying world viewpoint of an integration model

NOTE There can be a number of integration models. Each will have its own modelling paradigm which is characterised
by the primitive concepts that it contains.

EKAMPLE The concepts of class and individual are foundation concepts for a general integration model.
[ISO/TS 18876-1]
3]1.11

bneral concept
primitive concept that has very wide applicability, but is a specialization of some foundation concept

[o5c]

NOTE A concept may be considered to be a foundation concept by one community, while it is considered to be a gen-
etfal concept by another..

—

ISO/TS 18876-1]

3{1.12
individual
tHing that exists in space and time

NOTE This includes things that actually exist, or have.gXisted, and things that possibly exist in the past, present or fu-
tyre.

EKAMPLE The pump with serial number ABC123, Battersea Power Station, Sir Joseph Whitworth, and the Starship
“Enterprise” are examples of individuals.

[[SO/TS 18876-1]

3]1.13
information
f4cts, concepts, or instrirctions

[1SO 10303-1]
311.14

integration
tivity that creates, modifies, or extends an integration model

o

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

3.1.15

integration model (IM)

application model that can represent the information that is represented by two or more application models

NOTE Being an integration model is about the role one model plays with respect to one or more application models.

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

4 © 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved
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3.1.16

mapping

correspondence between instances of one model and instances of another model that represent the same mean-
ing

NOTE 1 A mapping can be uni-directional or bi-directional.

NOTE 2 A mapping is the result of applying a mapping specification to particular models.

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

3[1.17

apping specification

pecification of the transformations necessary to take information governed by one model and represent, it by
fformation governed by another model with the same meaning

—-

NOTE 1 A mapping specification can include data structure transformations, data value transformations, 'data encoding
rhnsformations, and terminology transformations.

=g

NOTE 2 Mapping specifications can be procedural, or declarative, or a combination of these;
[ISO/TS 18876-1]

311.18
nmodel
limited information representation of something suitable for some purpose

NOTE A model can be data, or a data model, or take some other form:. See Annex D for further discussion of the rela-
ipnship between models, data, and data models.

-

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

311.19

njodel context

sym of constraints that limit the possibility of\adding to a model without changing any existing declarations
NOTE 1 The model context is therefore the class of all possible extensions to a model.

NOTE 2 This term is more general than application context as defined in ISO 10303-1.

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

3]1.20

njodel scope
rgdnge of information that an application model can describe

[[SO/TS-18876-1]

3f1.21
primitive concept
concept in an integration model that is not wholly defined in terms of other concepts

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

3.1.22
structural transformation
type of mapping specification that is a transformation to the structure of data

© 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved 5
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NOTE The change in structure could be to the rearranging of attributes, the splitting of attributes across entity data
types, or the creation of new attributes.

[ISO/TS 18876-1]

3.1.23

terminology transformation

transformation of the term used to refer to a thing

NOTE This could be between synonyms in one language, or between different languages.

—
—

1, I= =P~ PR
PUMTS T6670-1]

3]1.24
ransformation
hange of form

[e N =g

—

ISO/TS 18876-1]

|2

1.25
ew
odel that is a constrained subset of another model

5 <

—

ISO/TS 18876-1]

3.2 Abbreviations

25

br the purposes of this document, the following abbreviations apply.

>

M application model

OTE In ISO 10303 the abbreviation AM is used forApplication Module. An Application Module is not the same as gn
pplication Model.

> Z

m integration model

4 Usage scenarios

—

he methodology defined\in/this part of ISO 18876 is designed to meet requirements typified by the following
fage scenarios:

c

- integrating {wo*or more existing application models (see 4.1);
— integrating one or more existing application models with an existing integration model (see 4.2);

— ~defining an application model and its mapping to an integration model (see 4.3);

— integrating an application model with more than one integration model (see 4.4);

— 1improving an integration model (see 4.5).

4.1 Integrating application models

This component of the methodology integrates two or more application models by creating an integration model
that is capable of representing all of the concepts and constraints of the application models. Such an integration
model supports the communication of data between applications and users that operate using the application
models.

6 © 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved
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This requirement and its solution are illustrated in Figure 1 below.

,-~~7 Modelling "~~«
. Paradigmand
*~<._Principles _--~"

-

—

—+
=

—]

g =

q
i

-

4

Integration
Meodel
Mapping
Specifications
Application Application Application Applicatiofi
Modell M0d612 Modell M0d612

Figure 1 — Creating an integration model that integrates two application models
he inputs to the activity are as follows:
- two or more application models;
- the modelling paradigm and principles chosen for the‘creation of integration models.

OTE The use of such principles is an important criterion in determining the future extensibility and reuse of an integra-
n model.

he outputs of this activity are as follows:
- an integration model that represents the concepts and constraints of the input application models;

- mapping specifications thatarepresent the relationships between constructs of each application model and
their corresponding subsets of the integration model.

he mapping specifieations include any constraints that apply for the application models. The subset of the in-
gration model that'cerresponds to each application model includes concepts that are not explicit in the applic
bn model and have been discovered during the integration process.

=)
]

2 Integrating application models with an integration model

T

his.component of the methodology integrates one or more application models and an existing integration

model. The purpose of this activity may be either or both of the following:

— integrating the application models;

— 1improving the quality of the application models by representing their concepts and constraints in a more

consistent and extensible form and structure;

— To extend the model scope of the integration model.

© 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved 7
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The nature and results of this activity depend on the nature of the integration model and the other application
models that are to be integrated. This subclause describes the scenario in which the model context of the appli-
cation models to be integrated is a subset of the model context of the integration model.

NOTE 1 See 4.5 for a description of the scenario in which the model context of the application models to be integrated is
not a subset of the model context of the integration model. The relationship between scope and context of different models
explained in ISO/TS 18876-1:2003, 5.1.2.

This requirement and its solution are illustrated in Figure 2 below.

i\ Paradigmand
\ ,

Integration Extended i
Model Integration Model g
A
Mapping
Specifications
v
Application || Application || Application Applicatiod || Application || Application
Model, Model, Model, Model; Model, Model,
input output

is

—]

—

Figure 2 — Integrating an application’model with an existing integration model
he inputs to the activity are as follows:

- an existing integration model;

- one or more application modelsithat are integrated with the integration model, including the mapping specj
fications that relate each application model to its corresponding subset of the integration model;

- the modelling paradigm’and principles used to create the integration model — these also determine how thd
integration modelis€xtended to meet the requirements of the application model.

he outputs of thé¢activity are as follows:

- an extended integration model (if the input integration model does not precisely satisfy the requirements of
the\application models);

gration model. The model scope of the integration model is increased. The context of a model cannot be increased ex-
cept by removing constraints. This would be a change to the existing integration model, so the change would not be an
extension.

a mapping specification that represents the relationships between constructs of the application models and
the corresponding subsets of the extended integration model;

— improvements to the application model (if appropriate).

© 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved
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4.3 Defining an application model and its mapping to an integration model
This component of the methodology creates an application model together with its mapping to an integration
model. The purpose of this activity is to enable use of the integration model in order to achieve integration

amongst applications or a community of users that have common information requirements.

This requirement and its solution are illustrated in Figure 3 below.

k3 = IVIUdCllillé = S
i Paradigmand )
~~- Principles .-
Integration ded |
Model EXt?n ¢ :
Integration Model |
A
Mapping
Specifications
P . - v
/" Information ™, Application
‘.. Requirements .- Model,
input output

Figure 3 — Creating an application model and its mapping to an integration model

—

he inputs to the activity are as follows:

— information requirements, described by-one or more of the following:
— existing data;

— existing models;

— usage scenarios;

— paper docutrients and forms;

— resulfs>of interviews with users;

— gxisting applications.

— “an existing integration model;

— the modelling paradigm and principles used to create the integration model — these also determine how the
integration model is extended to meet the stated information requirements.

The outputs of the activity are as follows:

— an extended integration model (if the input integration model does not precisely satisfy the stated
information requirements);

© 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved 9
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— an application model that satisfies the stated information requirements and is mapped to the integration
model;

NOTE The application model may use the structure and/or the terminology of the integration model. If it uses both,
then it is identical to a subset of the integration model and the mapping between them is trivial.

— a mapping specification that represents the relationships between constructs of the application model and
the corresponding subset of the extended integration model.

4.4 Integrating an application model with two or more integration models

>

n application model need not be integrated with only one integration model. As shown in Figure 4 belows;.an
bplication model can be integrated with two or more different integration models.

o

—

he inputs to this activity are as follows:

- one or more application models;

- two or more integration models with which the application models are to be integrated;

- the modelling paradigm and principles used to create the integration models:

-~"" Modellifig) * ™, -~ Modelling

’ \

¢ Paradigiand ) { Paradigmand
<. Principles, .- <._ Principles, _.-*
Integration Integration i Integration i | Integration !
Model, Model, i Model, ! ! Model, !
Mapping
Specifications
Application Application
Model Model
input output

Figure 4 — Integrating an application model with more than one integration model

e

br an application model to be integrated with two or more integration models, the following conditions shall |
sqtisfied:

pC

— the model context of the application model must be a subset of the model context of each integration
model;

— the model scope of the application model must be a subset of the model scope of each integration model,
which may be extended to meet this requirement.

Integration with each integration model depends on the modelling principles and paradigm that apply to the
development and extension of that integration model.

The outputs of the activity are as follows:

10 © 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved
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— extended integration models (if one or more of the input integration models do not precisely satisfy the re-
quirements of the application model);

— mapping specifications that represent the relationships between constructs of the application model and the
corresponding subsets of the each of the integration models;

— improvements to the application model (if appropriate).

4.5 Improving an integration model

1S aspect of the methodology creates a new integration model 1n the case that an existing integration model
bes not satisfy the requirements of an application model, and cannot be extended to do so. This situation @rises
hen the model context of the integration model is insufficiently broad to meet the needs of the application
odels that are to be integrated. This insufficiency may be observed as constraints in the structure of\the’inte-
ration model that do not apply for one or more application models that are to be integrated.

g9 5 = o —

—

his requirement and its solution are illustrated in Figure 5 below.

i\ Paradigmand
\ ,

Integration ! New Integration |
Model ? Model i
/ Mapping
Integration Specifications
Model
Application || Application || Application Application
Model, Model, Model, Model
n
Application || Application
Model, Model,
input output

Figure S — Improving an integration model

—]

he inputs to this d4ctivity are as follows:

— an existing integration model;

— oneor more application models that are integrated with the integration model, including the mapping specj
fications that relate each application model to its corresponding subset of the integration model;

— one or more further application models that are to be integrated but whose requirements cannot be satisfied
using the existing integration model.

The outputs of the activity are as follows:

— anew integration model that has a broader model context than that of the original integration model,;

NOTE This new integration model may have to be developed on the basis of a more general modelling paradigm
than that used for the original integration model.
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EXAMPLE If an integration model has a snapshot (current state) view of the world, a change in modelling paradigm
will be necessary if it is to support statements about the past and/or the future.

— mapping specifications that represent the relationships between constructs of each application model and

their corresponding subsets of the new integration model.

The scenario depicted in Figure 5 results in the creation of a mapping specification from the initial integration
model to the new integration model. This implies that in order to migrate data from application model AM; to
application model AM,; it is necessary to consider three mappings: that from AM; to the original integration
model, that from the original integration model to the new integration model, and that from AM,, to the new
integration model. Technical or economic considerations may result in an alternative approach, as shown in

F
a
fi

<

hd AM, and the new integration model. This reduces the number of mapping specifications to be considered

gure o below. Here mapping specilications are defined between the initial integrated application models AM]

r pairwise combinations of application models, at the expense of additional analysis and mapping effert.

i Paradigm and ()
\ 7

Integration NewIntegration
Model Model
X
Mapping
Specifications
A 4
Application || Application || Application Application || Application || Application
Model, Model, Model, Model, Model, Model,
input output

Figure 6 — Alternative mappings to an improved integration model

Methods for integrating application models

his clause presents the methods that shall be applied in order to integrate application models. These are di-
ded into four stages:

- analysis, of the application model and other information requirements;

- _extension of the integration model (if required);

— identification of the subset of the integration model that corresponds to the application model,;

— definition of a mapping between the application model and the identified subset of the integration model.

E

ach stage is characterized by the necessary pre-conditions, a description of the methods to be applied, and the

post-conditions that determine the successful application of the methods.

N

12

OTE An activity model for the integration process is shown in Annex B.
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.1 Analysis of the requirements

The purpose of this activity is to identify an integration model that is suitable for integrating the application
model(s) of interest, and to determine how the concepts that are represented by the application model(s) are
related to the concepts of the chosen integration model.

5.

1.1 Pre-conditions

5111 Application model

T,

oo Z

S Z

g
1]

o 7 —

= 7

—]

B >

=

e following nre-conditions annlv to analvsis of annlication models:
5T Tr 130

- definitions, diagrams, and other specifications that describe the application model shall be available;
- example data populations that illustrate usage of the application model shall be available;

- application domain experts shall be available to provide information about the use of the model in differerjt
implementations.

OTE Additional information supplied by application domain experts is often needed to fully understand the model
ntext of the application model and to ensure that this implicit information is explicitly represented in the integration model
in the application model’s mapping specification.

11.2 Modelling languages
o specific pre-conditions apply to the modelling languages used todescribe application models. The documen

tion that describes an application model should state any assumptions, usage practices, or other supporting
formation that characterizes the way in which a modelling language represents the model.

OTE 1  Although desirable, this information may not be available for some application models. Analysts should therefore
familiar with different usage practices for modelling langitages.

OTE 2 In the absence of explicit documentation, of the usage practices applied, analysts should not assume that a mode
hg language has been applied consistently withinsthe’description of an application model.

1.2  Method description

he methods that apply to analysisiof requirements are as follows:
- selection of an integration model;

- analysis of application model concepts.

1.21 Selection of an integration model

Ithoughrereation of an integration model that solely integrates two or more integration models is possible (se¢
1) a¢more common requirement is to integrate one or more application models with an existing integration

ode] (see 4.2). The following criteria apply to the selection of a suitable integration model.

— The integration model chosen should have a model context that includes the model context of the applica-

tion model(s) being integrated.

NOTE 1  If the model context of an application model is not wholly contained in the model context of an integration
model, then the integration model cannot integrate all the concepts represented in the application model(s) without
change to the integration model.

NOTE 2  See Annex D.2 for a discussion of the techniques that can be used to determine the model context of an ap-
plication model.
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— If more than one integration model is available with a suitable model context, the integration model chosen

should have a model scope that is closest to or overlaps with that that of the application model(s) to be inte-
grated. If more than one application model is to be integrated the model scope to be considered is the union
of the model scopes of the application models.

NOTE 3  Choice of an integration model whose model scope overlaps with that of the application model(s) to be in-
tegrated is likely to simplify the integration process and to reduce the need for extension of the integration model.

NOTE 4  Analysis of application models that have already been integrated with a candidate integration model, and
their associated mapping specifications, is good practice for determining overlaps of model scope. Similarly, analysis
of the derived concepts that are explicitly represented in an integration model is good practice for determining overlaps

£ oodal D

—

&

his analysis is illustrated in Figure 7 below.

TS5

1.2.2 Analysis of application model concepts

analysis of application
model concepts
< >
application integration
model concepts model concepts

fﬁ: AR

\
e

Figure 7 — Analysis of application model

he nature of these relationships varies considerably, depending on the nature of the models involved. Some of
1 of the following relationship types may be recognized during this analysis:

- synonyms: the-same concept exists in the application model(s) and the integration model, but one or more
of the models uses a different name for the concept;

- hemonyms: concepts exist within one or more of the application model(s) and the integration model that
have the same name but have different meanings;

— identical concepts: the same concept exists in the application model and the integration model, has pre-

cisely the same meaning, and has the same structure and constraints in both cases;

— compatible concepts: the same concept exists in the application model and the integration model, has the

same meaning, but has different structure or constraints that are not contradictory;

— incompatible concepts: the same concept exists in the application model and the integration model, has the

same meaning, but has different structure or constraints that are contradictory;
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— complex concepts (in the application model): a group of one or more concepts in the application model
corresponds to one or more concepts in the integration model;

EXAMPLE 1  An application model includes the concept “red car” and is mapped to an integration model that
represents as separate concepts “red (thing)” and “car”. The application model concept is represented by a combination
of the two integration model concepts.

EXAMPLE 2  An application model includes an entity data type called product which can represent either
individual manufactured items (identified by serial numbers) or classes of manufactured items (identified by part
numbers). If these are recognized as separate concepts in the integration model as physical_object and

class_of physical_object, then instances of product in the application model can correspond to instances of both
concepts in the integration model

— partitioned concepts (in the application model): two or more concepts in the application model correspond
to a single general concept in the integration model.

EXAMPLE 3 An application model contains entity data types called customer and supplier. These(hay both
correspond to a general entity data type in the integration model called organization.

Lpstly, it is possible that a concept within the application model has no equivalent within.the integration model.

I} this case it is necessary to develop extensions to the integration model so that a subset’of the integration
njodel with precise semantic equivalence to the application model can be identified.

51.3 Post-conditions

@)

n completion of the process of analysing the application model requirements the following post-conditions
shall be satisfied.

— Either an existing integration model has been selected or-it has been determined that no existing integratiop
model can meet the requirements stated in the application models.

— If an existing application model has been selectedjan initial evaluation of this model has determined
whether it can:

— be used without modification,
— be used with suitable extensions; or
— be used as the basis fof ajnew integration model.

— In the second and thitd ¢ases above, voids that have been discovered in the integration model have been
identified.

—+ The semanti®.relationships that have been discovered between the concepts of the application model and
the integration model have been documented.

5.2 < Defining and extending the integration model

If the analysis activity described in 5.1 discovers that one or more of the concepts represented in the application
model have no precise equivalent in the integration model, the latter shall be extended before the subsetting and
mapping activities can be completed.

NOTE The diagrams in this subclause depict only one application model and its relationship to an integration model.
This is done for reasons of clarity only; it is assumed that the integration model exists and already integrates two or more
other application models.
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5.21  Pre-conditions

5.21.1 Integration model

The characteristics of integration models are described in ISO/TS 18876-1:2003, 5.1.2.

The following pre-conditions apply to a selected integration model.

— definitions, diagrams, and other specifications that describe the integration model shall be available;

— examples of application models that have been integrated with the integration model. and their associated
mapping specifications, shall be available;

— the analysts undertaking the integration shall be familiar with the integration model and with its use to intd
grate application models.

— computer tools that represent the integration model and support creation of mapping specifications should
be available.

5l2.1.2 Modelling languages

—]

he following requirements on modelling languages apply.

— The modelling language should have capabilities to represent both elasses and instances within a single
model.

NOTE The EXPRESS language (ISO 10303-11) primarily represents classes (as entity data types). Integration mod
els that are defined using the EXPRESS language therefore need to use a complementary specification to represent in-
stances, such as encoding mechanisms (ISO 10303-21, ISO/FSY0303-28), instance representations (ISO 10303-12), ¢
EXPRESS constants.

=3

—+ The modelling language should completely suppert the modelling principles and paradigm used for the
integration model.

EXAMPLE  If the integration model includes the concept of classes being members of other classes, the modelling
language should include a capability to represent this relationship between the constructs that represent classes.

—+ The modelling language shouildiinclude capabilities to define mapping specifications, or should have a
companion mapping language.

512.2 Method description

—]

his component of th¢ methodology can apply to creation of a new integration model or to extension of an ex-
fting integration{model.

—-

[$)]

221 Creating a new integration model

—

hiS-activity is illustrated in Figure 8 below.

The method applied to creating an integration model may depend on the following:

— the modelling paradigm and principles applied in its development and extension;

— the modelling language in which it is defined;

— the model scope and model context of the application models that it is intended to integrate.

An integration model that is defined using an entity-relationship language and paradigm may include entity data
types that represent classes that occur in the application models that are being integrated, and may also include
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entity instances that represent classes or individuals that occur in the application models that are being inte-

grated.

An integration model that is defined using a first order logic-based language and paradigm shall include con-
structs that represent classes and individuals that occur in the applications models that are being integrated.

NOTE
gration model.

ISOITS 18876-2:2003(E)

Entity relationship models and first order logic based languages are not the only possibilities for defining an inte-

application

integration

—

222

model concepts

model concepts

pajeidajur oq 01

sjopout uonjeorddy

[opow UoI BRI UI MAN

Correspondence between

application model concepts and
integration model concepts

Figure 8 — Creating a new integration model

Extending an existing integration model

application
model coneepts

Oz —

his activity is illustrated in Figure 9 betow.

i

integration
model concepts

O

\><:>
—>0

O

extension
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Figure 9 — Extending the integration model
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The method applied to extending an integration model may depend on the following:
— the structure and semantics of the existing integration model;

— the modelling paradigm and principles applied in its development and extension;
— the modelling language in which it is defined.

Subject to these dependencies, extension to an integration model may have one or more of the following charac-
teristics. For an entity-relationship model these are:

- creation of additional entity types as specializations of existing entity types in the integration model;
— creation of additional relationships in the integration model;

— creation of additional reference instances within the integration model.

25

br a logic-based model these are:

— creation of additional constructs within the integration model.

2]

ich extensions shall not modify existing classes in the integration model sinoet0'do so can invalidate existing
aps between the integration model and other application models.

=

If it is necessary to develop a new integration model to satisfy the reqairgments of the application model(s) to e
ftegrated, then a mapping specification between the original integration model and the new integration model
lhall be developed.

7 =y

5/2.2.3 Creating a new integration model from-an-existing integration model

=

hen an existing integration model can not meet the gequirements of the application model(s) that are to be
ftegrated, a new integration model can be createdby modification of the existing integration model.

—

NOTE Modifying an integration model is distinguished from extending an integration model.

—

he methods described in 5.2.2.1 and 5:2:2.2 apply with the following additional constraints:

— the initial integration model shall be regarded as an additional application model to be mapped to the new
integration model, or

—+ each application model that is integrated using the initial integration model shall be integrated with the new
integration model:

52.3 Post-conditions

n completion of the process of defining or extending an integration model, the following post-conditions shall
e safisfied.

o O

— The model scope of the integration model shall completely cover the model scope(s) of the application
model(s) to be integrated.

— All voids in the integration model during the requirements analysis phase (see 5.1) shall be filled by exten-
sions to the integration model.

— The semantic relationships that have been discovered between the concepts of the application model(s) and
the integration model shall be documented.

NOTE It may not be possible to verify that these post-conditions have been satisfied until the mapping specification(s)
for the application model(s) being integrated have been created.
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5.3 Identifying a subset of the integration model

The purpose of this activity is to identify the subset of the integration model that precisely corresponds to the
application model. In order for mappings between the integration model and multiple application models to be
managed, the identity of each application model-specific subset shall be managed within the integration envi-
ronment. The integration environment shall therefore include capabilities that allow subset identifications to be
recorded.

EXAMPLE If the integration model and application models of interest are defined in EXPRESS, the integration model
subset can be declared using interface statements in the declaration of an EXPRESS-X view or map that defines the mapping
specification to the application model.

This activity is illustrated in Figure 10 below.

application integration
model concepts model concepts

0 OO0 \ 4
O QY

integration
modelsubset 4
subset
selection

Figure 10 — Identifying a subset of the integration model

I many cases_the subsetting and mapping activities are iterative, in that the extent of the integration model sufj
s¢t may notbe fully determined until all the constructs of the application model have been mapped.

5.4 Mapping between the application model and the identified integration
L~ model subset

The purpose of this activity is to document, in an unambiguous and computer-interpretable form, all the rela-
tionships between constructs of an application model and the corresponding subset of an integration model.

Mapping specifications specify the transformations that determine how the instances of one model can be repre-
sented as instances of another model. Mapping specifications are used in two ways, as follows.

The mapping specification can describe the mapping transformations between a subset of an integration model
and a pre-existing application model that governs data that is separate from that governed by the integration
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model. In this case the mapping specification describes the transformations that define a pattern of instances of
one model that have the same meaning as a pattern of instances of another model.

The mapping specification can describe the mapping transformations between a subset of an integration model
and an application model that is used as an application view. In this case the mapping specification describes
how instances in the application view are created from instances in the integration model.

When mapping specifications are created during the integration process. New concepts or constraints shall not
be introduced in the mapping specification; mapping specifications are limited to transformations of structure,
terminology, and encoding.

NOTE A mapping specification that is defined declaratively represents the mapping in both directions. A mapping
pecification that is defining procedurally or partly procedurally represents each direction of the mapping separately.

72}

54.1 Pre-conditions

5/4.1.1 Mapping languages

Q

hoice of a mapping language depends on the nature of the mapping specifications to be créated. A mapping
in be described by several specifications each addressing only one part or stage of the mapping; different
apping languages can be used for these different parts of the overall mapping specification.

=5 o

NOTE 1 Inappropriate choice of mapping language can lead to limitations on the miodéls that can be mapped.

<

[apping languages should provide the following capabilities:
— specifying mappings based on data types;

NOTE 2 A mapping specification that relates one data type to@hother is a shorthand for stating that each instance of
one data type is mapped to a corresponding instance of another data type.

— specifying mappings from one data type to another data type, specifying mappings from one data type to a
combination of data types, specifying mappings from a combination of data types to one data type, and
specifying mappings from one combination*of data types to another;

NOTE 3 Mapping specifications that invplve a combination of data types often require a query statement or expressi¢n
to define the extent of instances for which the mapping is valid.

— identifying sets of instances for which a mapping is specified,;

NOTE 4 Sets of instances/can be specified based on data types, attribute values or value ranges, relationships, refer-
ence paths, or any combination of these.

— specifying mappings that associate a data type in one application model with a specified instance or set of
instances ifranother application model;

EXAMPLE 1  An entity data type pump in an application model may map to an instance of a more general entity
data'‘type class_of physical object in an integration model, where the name of the instance is constrained to be
“pump’.

— specifying transformations between data values;

EXAMPLE 2  An entity data type person with a single-valued attribute name may map to an entity data type with
two attributes first_name and last name. The transformation from the second model to the first is concatenation of
attribute values; the transformation in the other direction requires parsing of the source attribute value.

EXAMPLE 3  Different models may use different units of measure for representation of physical quantities such as
length or mass.

— specification of mappings that are based on repeated patterns that may be parameterized.

20 © 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=3f36aa944413e382549c677c7858f9cc

ISOITS 18876-2:2003(E)

EXAMPLE 4 In EXAMPLE 1 above, the association of a name with a class in the integration model may involve
related instances of several different entity data types. By identifying this combination as a template for other
mappings, the mapping specification can be simplified and made more consistent.

— definition of variables within the name space of each model that is part of the mapping.

5.

4.2 Method description

The activities of analysis (see 5.1) and subsetting (see 5.2.3) establish a data specification (an integration model
subset) that is semantically equivalent to the application model. This integration model subset will, however, in
the general case differ from the application model in its structure and/or its terminology. The mapping activity

H
1
il

[

eretore establishes and describes the transtormations that are applied to data that contorms to the integration
odel subset such that it conforms to each of the application models (and vice versa). The mapping activity.is
ustrated in Figure 11 below.

application integration
model concepts model concepts
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-

integration
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Figure 11 — Mapping between the application model and the integration model subset
he result of this activity is a mapping that characterizes the following:

- the correspendence of each construct in the application model with constructs in the identified subset in thie
integration' model subset;

™
-+

- the correspondence of each construct in the integration model subset with constructs in the identified subs

in the application model.

The following constraints apply to these components of the mapping:

— every construct in the application model shall have a defined correspondence with one or more constructs

of the integration model subset;

— every constraint in the application model shall have a defined correspondence with one or constraints in the

integration model or in the mapping.

The mapping between the integration model and each application model that is integrated with it shall be re-
corded as part of the integration environment.
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54.3 Post-conditions

The overall activity of integrating an application model is complete when the following specifications have been
completed and validated:

— the subset of the integration model that precisely corresponds to the semantics of the application model;

— the mapping specification that defines the transformations between the application model and the identified
integration model subset.
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Annex A
(normative)

Information object registration

—]

o provide for unambiguous identification of an information object in an open system, the object identifier

{iso standard 18876 part{2} version {1}}

—

i assigned to this part of ISO 18876. The meaning of this value is defined in ISO/IEC 8824-1, ,andis described
1} ISO 10303-1.

—
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Annex B
(informative)

Description of the integration process

—]

his annex describes the integration process using an activity model. The activity model uses the IDEFO tech=
que [10] and is presented as a set of figures that contain the activity diagrams and a set of definitions of‘the
tivities and the flows between them.

® 3

NOTE For ease of presentation the abbreviations AM and IM are used in these IDEF0 diagrams to standard for applica}l
ipn model and integration model respectively.

-

NOTE  No precedence should be assumed from the ordering of the arrows in the IDEF0 diagrams.

3.1 Integrate application models (A-0)

—

he context diagram for this description of the integration process is shown in Figure B-1.

modelling information
paradigm & requirements
principles
(v)
selected/updated
application model(s) integration model

=
|

\/

modified application models

Integrate application models >
candidate
integration model(s)
> mapping specifications
A0 pping sp
(4) (h)
Todething appiicatiomr —Todetting
integration domain integration
experts experts tools

Figure B-1 — Integrate application model (A-0)
The activity and flows shown in Figure B-1 are defined as follows.

B.1.1 Application domain experts
people with knowledge of the processes and information supported by an application model (mechanism)
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B.1.2  Application model(s)
see 3.1.1 (input)

NOTE An application model should have a statement of intended scope.

B.1.3 Candidate integration model(s)
integration model(s) whose model context covers that of the application model(s) to be integrated (input)

NOTE An integration model should have a statement of intended scope.
B.1.4 Information requirements

odels, documents, sample data, diagrams, and other descriptions of the information used within a specific ap
plication domain (control)

1.5  Integrate application models
apply the methods specified in this part of ISO 18876 in order to represent the concepts, structuretérminology,
anhd constraints of an application model in terms of an integration model (A0)

.1.6 Mapping specification
s¢e 3.1.17 (output)

.1.7 Modelling paradigm and principles
les, guidelines, and practices that apply to the integration and modelling activities (control)

.1.8  Modelling/integration experts
ptople with knowledge and experience of developing and using intégration models and creating mapping spec
fications between application models and integration model (mechanism)

.1.9  Modelling/integration tools
ftware and other tools used to create, validate, and publish models, mapping specifications, and other specifi
cations (mechanism)

.1.10 Modified application model
r¢vised representation of the information used.within a specific application domain (output)

TE Some scenarios preclude modifieation of the application model. For example, if the application model is in use
by one or more application systems then it may be inappropriate to change it in the integration process.

.1.11 Selected/updated integration model

iftegration model that has/been selected as suitable to integrate one or more application models; the integration
odel may be extendedras part of the integration process (output)

.2 Integrate application model (A0)

e decomposition of this activity is shown in Figure B-2.
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Figure B-2 — Integrate application model (A0)

=

.2.1  Analyze requirements

¢view the application model and/or other sources of information about the requirements of one or more appli-
htion domains in order to select or create a suitable integration model the covers the required model context
nd model scope (A1)

o O =

=

.2.2  Application domain experts
s¢e B.1.1 (mechanism for A1)

B.2.3  Application model context
tHe model context (see 3.1.19) ofan application model (output from Al; control on A3 and A4)

B.2.4  Application model(s)
s¢e 3.1.1 (input to A1)

B.2.5 Candidate integration model(s)
s¢e B.1.3 (inputfo Al)

2.6 _ Create/extend integration model
bvelop‘an integration model that covers the model scope and model context of the application model(s) to be
ftégrated, or extend an existing integration model to meet these requirements (A2)

o

—

B.2.7 High level mappings
initial mappings of concepts in the application model(s) and concepts in the integration model (output from A1,
control on A2 and A3)

B.2.8 Identify integration model subset
select the constructs of the integration model that satisfy the concepts and constraints of the application model

(A3)

B.2.9 Information requirements
see B.1.4 (control on A1)
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B.2.10 Integration issues
issues against the integration model resulting from the integration and mapping processes (output from A3 and
A4; control on A2)

B.2.11 Integration model voids
concepts that are present in an application model but are missing from an integration model with which the ap-
plication model is to be integrated (output from A1, control on A2)

B.2.12 Create mapping specification
define how instances of each model are mapped to instances of the other (A4)

B.2.13 Mapping specification
s¢e 3.1.17 (output from A4)

B.2.14 Modified application model
s¢e B.1.10 (output from A1, control on A3 and A4)

B.2.15 Selected integration model
rjtegration model that has been chosen in order to integrate one or more application models, or is capable of
ktension to do so (output from Al, input to A2)

o =

B.2.16 Selected/updated integration model
s¢e B.1.10 (output from A2, control on A3)

3.3 Analyze requirements (A1)

—]

he decomposition of this activity is shown in Figure B-3.

AMGS) 1nf0lrmat10n modglllpg paradigm
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~
1 |
Review AM

concepts
All
A
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N AM context AM context

results Identify >
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requirements
Al2
Y
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Modify AM modified AM modified AM
. » »
» < >

Al3 1 l
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IM(s) . Select IM . selected IM=
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AlS .
application domain experts high lgvel
mappings

Figure B-3 — Analyze requirements (A1)
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B.3.1 Additional application model concepts
concepts within the model scope and model context of the application model that are discovered by analysis of
the existing application model and additional information requirements (output from A12, control on A13)

B.3.2  Analysis results
understanding of the concepts represented by the application model based on knowledge of other application
models and existing integration models (output from A11, control on A12 and A13)

B.3.3  Application domain experts
see B.1.1 (mechanism for A1l and A12)

B.3.4 Application model context
s¢e B.2.3 (output from A12, control on A14)

B.3.5 Application model(s)
s¢e B.1.2 (input to A11)

B.3.6 Candidate integration model(s)
s¢e B.1.3 (input to A14)

B.3.7 High level mappings
s¢e B.2.7 (output from A15)

.3.8  Identify implicit requirements
scover and document requirements within the model scope and modeI'context of the application model that
e not explicitly represented by the constructs of the application model (A12)

o o

=

.3.9  Identify integration model correspondence
tablish the high level mappings between the concepts ofithé-application model and those of the selected inte-|
ration model (A15)

aQ o

B.3.10 Information requirements
s¢e B.1.4 (control on A12)

=

.3.11 Integration model voids
s¢e B.2.11 (output from A15)

B.3.12 Modelling paradigm angd principles
s¢e B.1.7 (control on A13)

B.3.13 Modify application model
gvise the structure and content of the application model in order to increase its quality and consistency (A13)

—

=

.3.14 Review.application model concepts
sess the cencepts represented by the application model in order to fully understand the problem domain for
He integration process (A11)

=)

B.3:15 Select integration model
identify an integration model whose model context covers that of the application model(s) to be integrated
(A14)

NOTE In order to ensure reusability of integration models, this activity should consider a wider model context than just
that defined by the application model(s) to be integrated.

B.3.16 Selected integration model
see B.2.14 (output from A14, control on A15)

B.3.17 Modified application model
see B.1.10 (output from A13, control on A14 and A15)
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B.4 Create/extend integration model (A2)

The decomposition of this activity is shown in Figure B-4.
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N
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————~—»{ concepts to )
be mapped
A21]
integration
. issues
approximate Create  J
IM concepts additional IM
constructs
A22
new IM y selected/
constructs updated IM
g »{ Update IM >

A23

Figure B-4 — Create/extend integration model (A2)

=

4.1  Approximate integration model concepts
ncepts that are represented by constructs of the s¢lected integration model whose meaning corresponds to, byit
§ not identical to, the voids identified (output from A21, control on A22)

o)

fes

KAMPLE  An integration model construct.that'represents a generalization of a concept required by a specific applicatiqn
odel is an approximate integration model concept

=

4.2  Create additional integration model constructs
evelop new constructs that extend 'the integration model to fill the identified voids (A22)

(=T ~]

=

4.3  Equivalent integration model concepts
Kisting integration model concepts whose meaning and constraints precisely match those previously identified
voids (output freni’A21, control on A23)

& 0

NOTE Suchiequivalence may be discovered as a result of resolving differences in model representation or terminology

B.4.4 Identify integration model concepts to be mapped
d]scoverintegration model concepts whose meaning and constraints cover those of the identified voids (A21)

B.4.5 Integration issues
see B.2.10 (control on A21, output from A23)

B.4.6 Integration model voids
see B.2.11 (control on A21)

B.4.7 New integration model constructs
extensions to the integration model (output from A23, control on A24)

© 1SO 2003 — All rights reserved 29


https://standardsiso.com/api/?name=3f36aa944413e382549c677c7858f9cc

ISO/TS 18876-2:2003(E)

B.4.8 Selected integration model
see B.2.14 (input to A21 and A24)

B.4.9 Selected/updated integration model
see B.1.10 (output from A24)

B.4.10 Update integration model
revise the definitions, diagrams, and other specifications that describe the integration model following appropri-
ate documentation and quality methods

3.5 Map application model to integration model subset (A4)

—

he decomposition of this activity is shown in Figure B-5.
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AM subset mappings context
(l) (l) (l) (l)
structure mapping issues integration issues
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Stmcmral structural mapping spec. [
mapping spec. - >
A41 .
mapping
specification
terminology issues
Establish
term.inOIOgy terminology mapping spec.
mapping spec.
A42
encoding
issues
Establish —

encoding
mappingspec. | )
A43 | encoding mapping spec.

Figure B-5 — Map application model to integration model subset (A4)

B.5.1\ ‘Encoding issues
ftegration issues arising from the assessment of encoding transformations (output from A43)

—

B.5.2 Encoding mapping specification
mappings specification between the encodings of the application model and those of the integration model sub-
set (output from A43)

B.5.3  Establish encoding mapping specification

identify mapping specification between the encodings of the application model and those of the integration
model subset (A43)
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B.5.4  Establish structural mapping specification
identify mapping specifications between the structure of the application model and that of the integration model
subset (A41)

B.5.5 Establish terminology mapping specification
identify mapping specifications between the terminology of the application model and that of the integration
model subset (A42)

B.5.6 Integration issues
see B.2.10 (output from A41, A42, and A43)

B.5.7 Mapping specification
s¢e B.1.6 (output from A41, A42, and A43)

B.5.8  Structural mapping specification
njapping specifications between the structure of the application model and that of the integration model subset
(qutput from A41)

B.5.9 Structure mapping issues
ifftegration issues arising from the assessment of structural transformations (output fromrA41)

B.5.10 Terminology issues
irjtegration issues arising from the assessment of terminology transformations.(output from A42)

B.5.11 Terminology mapping specification
njapping specifications between the terminology of the application mmodel and that of the integration model suf
s¢t (output from A42)
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Annex C
(informative)

Checklist for integration and mapping processes

his checklist can be used to ensure that all required stages in the integration and mapping process have beén
llowed.

2

G.1 Analysis of the requirements

G.1.1 Pre-conditions

Alpplication model (see 5.1.1.1)

Yes N N/A
0

If O o O Definitions, diagrams, and other specifications that describe the application model are
available.

2l O o O Example data populations that illusttate usage of the model are available and have been
used

3| O o O Application domain experts,have been consulted to provide information about the use of]
the application model in different implementations

Modelling language used for the application model (see 5.1.1.2)

4 O o 0O The doctimentation that describes the application model states the assumptions, usagg
practices, and other supporting information that characterizes the way in which the
modelling language used represents the model.

G.1.2 Method-application

SElection of anvintegration model (see 5.1.2.1)

5 l 0 O The model context (see 3.1.19) of the selected integration model includes the model
context of the application model(s) that are being integrated.

6 O o d If more than one possible integration model is available, the selected integration model
has a model scope (see 3.1.20) that is closest to or overlaps with the model scope of
the application model(s) that are being integrated.

Analysis of application model concepts (see 5.1.2.2)

7 O o d All relevant implicit concepts been discovered or documented.

The following questions should be answered for each concept that is represented in the application model.
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8 O o d There is a synonymous concept in the integration model (same meaning, different
name).

9 a g 0O There is an homonymous concept in the integration model (same name, different
meaning).

10 O o d There is an identical concept in the integration model (same concept with the same

structure and constraints)

11 O g 0O There is a compatible concept in the integration model (same concept with the differ-
ent but non-conflicting structure and constraints)

12 0O o d There is an incompatible concept in the integration model (same concept with the dif-
ferent and conflicting structure and constraints)

B O o Od The application model concept is complex (corresponds to a group of twoyjor more
concepts in the integration model)

4 0O o d The application model concept is partitioned (a group of two er. more application
model concepts correspond to one concept in the integratiofiumodel)

1Ip O g 0O The application model concept has no equivalent in the“integration model (which
therefore will be extended or changed)

G.1.3 Post-conditions

(utput of the analysis activity (see 5.1.3)

Ip O g 0O An integration model has been selected

Iy O g O The selected integration model will require extension

1Ig O g 0O The selected integration model will form the basis for a new integration model

1p 0O g 0O There is no available integration model that meets the requirements of the application|

model(s) te be integrated.

20 O o d The(semantic relationships between the concepts of the application model and the ch
sen integration model have been documented.

20 O o 0O Voids discovered in the chosen integration model have been documented.

¢.2 Defining and extending an integration model

G.2A1 Pre-conditions

Integration model (see 5.2.1.1)

22 O g 0O The integration model has the characteristics defined in ISO/TS 18876-1:2003, 5.1.2.

23 O g 0O Definitions, diagrams, and other specifications that describe the integration model are
available

24 [ o d Examples of application models that have been integrated with the integration model,
and their associated mapping specifications, are available
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25

26

The analysts undertaking the integration are familiar with the integration and its use to
integrate application models

Computer tools are available that represent the integration model and support the crea-
tion of mapping specifications

Modelling language (see 5.2.1.2)

27 O o 0O The modelling language used to represent the integration model can represent classes
and individuals within a single model.

28 O g 0O The modelling language used to represent the integration model can only represent
classes but has a complementary instance representation language that can represent
individuals as part of a single model

2p 0O o 0O The modelling language completely supports the modelling principles,dnd paradigm
used for the integration model.

3p 0O o d The modelling language has capabilities to define mapping specifications

3 O o d The modelling language has a companion mapping langdage.

G.2.2 Method application

(reating a new integration model (see 5.2.2.1)

3 O g 0O The integration model is consistent with’the modelling paradigm and principles ap-
plied in its development.

3B 0O o d The integration model satisfi¢sithe requirements of the application model(s) that it
integrates

3 O g O The model scope and model context of the integration model are understood and
documented

Fpr an entity-relationship integration model:

3p O o 0O Integratéd concepts are specified as classes in the integration model or as reference
instances within the integration model

Fpr a logic-based int€gration model:

3p O O-.<0 Integrated concepts are specified as constructs within the integration model

Elxtendingan existing integration model (see 5.2.2.2)

3y &0 o d The integration model is consistent with the modelling paradigm and principles ap-
plied in its development.

38 0O g d The integration model satisfies the requirements of the application model(s) that it
integrates

39 O o d The extensions to the integration model are consistent with its initial content and are
accurately related to its initial content

40 O g 0O The initial integration model is a subset of the extended integration model
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For an entity-relationship integration model:

41 0O o O Extensions are specified as specializations of existing classes in the integration model
or as additional reference instances within the integration model

For a logic-based integration model:

42 0O o d Extensions are specified as additional constructs within the integration model

Creating an integration model from an existing integration model (see 5.2.2.3)

4 O g 0O The integration model is consistent with the modelling paradigm and principles dpy
plied in its development.

4 0O o d The integration model satisfies the requirements of the application mod¢l(s) that it
integrates

4 O g 0O The initial integration model mapped to the new integration medel

4 O o 0O Each application model that is mapped to the initial integration model is mapped to tH
new integration model

o

25

br an entity-relationship integration model:

4/ O o O Integrated concepts are specified as classeSan the integration model or as reference
instances within the integration model

s

br a logic-based integration model:

48 O o d Integrated concepts are specified as constructs within the integration model

G.2.3 Post-conditions

None.

3

1.3 Identifying asubset of the integration model

fan

G.3.1 Pre-conditions

None.

Q)

.3.2UMethod application

C.3.3 Post-conditions
Results of the subset identification activity (see 5.3).

49 O g 0O The subset of the integration model that precisely corresponds to the application model
has been identified
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