Subject: aspectRelation - multiplicity of references
Posted by Jbrg von Lingen on Sun, 22 Mar 2026 13:57:.01 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Dear all,

in course of discussing the use of <aspectRelation> the need of mandatory elements are
guestioned.

Currently we have the mandatory elements of <slaveAspect> and <masterAspect> in
<aspectRelation>. They would be especially needed in case there is a real dependency between
aspect at route start and aspect at route end, i.e. the signalling covers more than one section.

In <slaveAspect> and <masterAspect> we have the mandatory element <refersToSignal> which
refers to the <signallL> at route start respectively at route end. As we also have a reference to
<appliesToRoute> this information is duplicated (already contained in referred route).

The proposal is to make <refersToSignal> an optional element.

Please let me know your opinion.

Jorg von Lingen - Interlocking scheme coordinator

Subject: Re: aspectRelation - multiplicity of references
Posted by Jorg von Lingen on Fri, 10 Apr 2026 03:33:51 GMT

View Forum Message <> Reply to Message

Dear all,

| have checked the modelling w.r.t. the elements in <aspectRelation>. There is no change of
mandatory parts sensible.

There is a basic type designed representing the tupel of a track asset and its status/position. In
this construct it is comprehensible that each part of the tupel is mandatory. When defining
<slaveAspect> or <masterAspect> this basic type is used. To change parts from mandatory to
optional would mean to define a new basic type in parallel to the existing one. This | would
consider not practical.

Jorg von Lingen - Interlocking scheme coordinator
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