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Definition 1 (All View) An all view is a set of
architectures AV = AV-1 (/ AV-2 where
1. AV-1 is a set of views for architecting the
overview and summary information by using
texts and tables, and
2. AV-2 is a set of views for architecting the
integrated dictionary by using a structured
tool: data dictionary, and tables.

Definition 2 (Operational View) An operational
view is a set of architectures OV =0V-1 (/ OV-2 (J
OV-3 U/ OV-4 (J OV-5 (J OV-6a (J OV-6b (J
OV-6c (/ OV-7 where

1. OV-1 is a set of views for architecting the
high-level operational concept by using
graphics, use-case charts or deployment
charts with properties,

2. OV-2 is a set of views for architecting the
operational node connectivity by using
deployment charts or data flow diagrams with
properties,

3. OV-3 is a set of views for architecting the
operational information exchange by using
matrixes with properties,

4. OV-4 is a set of views for architecting the
organizational relationships by using class
charts or hierarchical trees with properties,

5. OV-5 is a set of views for architecting the
operational activity model by using use-case
charts, collaboration charts, sequence charts,
activity charts or IDEFO with properties,

6. OV-6a is a set of views for architecting the
operational rules model by using decision
rules or IDEF3 with properties,

7. OV-6b is a set of views for architecting the
operational state transition by using state
charts with properties,

8. OV-6¢ is a set of views for architecting the
operational event trace by using sequence
charts with properties, and

9. OV-7 is a set of views for architecting the
logical data model by using class charts or
entity-relationship diagrams with properties.

Definition 3 (Systematic View) A systematic view is
a set of architectures SV =SV-1 (/ SV-2 (/ SV-3
U SV-4 () SV-5 (J SV-6 (/ SV-T (J SV-8 UJ
SV-9 (/ SV-10a (/ SV-10b (/ SV-10c (/ SV-11
where

1. SV-1 is a set of views for architecting the
systems interface by using deployment charts
and component charts with properties,

2. SV-2 is a set of views for architecting the
systems communications by using deployment
charts or component charts with properties,

3. SV-3 is a set of views for architecting the
systems-systems matrix by using matrixes
with properties,

4. SV-4 is a set of views for architecting the
systems functionality by using class charts,
object charts, activity charts, data flow
diagrams or hierarchical trees with
properties,

5. SV-5 is a set of views for architecting the
operational activity to systems function
traceability by using matrixes with properties,

6. SV-6 is a set of views for architecting the
systems data exchange by using matrixes with
properties,

7. SV-7 is a set of views for architecting the
systems performance parameters by using
matrixes with properties,

8. SV-8 is a set of views for architecting the
systems evolution by using graphics with
properties,

9. SV-9 is a set of views for architecting the
systems technology forecast by using tables
with properties,

10. SV-10a is a set of views for architecting the
systems rules model by using decision rules
or IDEF3 with properties,

11. SV-10b is a set of views for architecting the
system state transition by using state charts
with properties,

12. SV-10c is a set of views for architecting the
system event trace by using sequence chart
with properties, and

13. SV-11 is a set of views for architecting the
physical schema by using component charts
or entity-relationship  diagrams  with
properties.

Definition 4 (Technical Views) A technical view is a
set of architectures TV =TV-1 (/ TV-2 where



1. TV-1 is a set of views for architecting the
technical architecture profile by using tables
with properties, and

2. TV-2 is a set of views for architecting the
standards technology forecast by using tables
with properties.

Definition 5 (DoD Architecture Framework) A
DoD Architecture Framework is a tuple DoDAF =
(AV, OV, SV, TV) where
1. AV is a set of all views for architecting a
C4ISR system,
2. OV is a set of operational views for
architecting a C4ISR system,
3. SV is a set of systematic views for architecting
a C4ISR system, and
4. TV is a set of technical views for architecting
a C4ISR system.
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