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XML-GL Query Modelling using UML Class Diagram

T
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ABSTRACT

Nowadays, XML has heen favored by many companies internally and externally as a means of sharing and distributing data, due to its
open—architectural structure. XML-GL, a graphical query language for document has the advantage of containing both structuring and
defining of itself. By incorporating UML an XML document can become object-oriented and can be represented by graphical means. This
paper proposes a XML-GL query modeling solution by using UML class diagrams. In order for the modeled objects to be properly
restricted, the Object Constraint Language has been defined. This process converts XML documents into Object-Oriented data and
combined with UML class diagrams, searches for XML documents can be increased.
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