
Book 
 
Isbn PK 
Title 
Synopsis 
ListPrice 
AmazonPrice 
SavingsInPrice 
AveShipLag 
AveCustrating 
SalesRank 
CoverArt 
Format 
CopiesInStock 
 

1..* 

1..* 

Publisher 
 
Name PK 
Address 
 PublishedBy 

 
PublicationDate 
CommentText 
CommentDate 
 

I would allow 
1..1 instead of 
 

an association class 
(and so no PK) 

1..* 

 
 
 
WrittenBy 
 
Order (of authorship) 
CommentText 
CommentDate 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Author 
 
Name PK 
Birthdate PK 
Address 
Biography 
 
 
 

an association class 
(and so no PK) 

 
 
 
Customer 
 
Email PK 
Name 
Password 
 
 
 

 
 
 
AlertTo 
 
DateMade 
 
 
 

0..* 

the 1..* are consistent with the 
participation assertions 

 
 
 
Account 
 
CC# PK 
ShiipingAddr 
DateOpened 
 
 
 

 
 
 
PK 
 
 
 1..1  

1..* 

 
 
 
 
Transaction 
 
TransNum PK 
OrderDate 
PayClearDate 
 
 
 
 

0..* 

 
 
 
 
Shipment 
 
ShipId PK 
ShipCost 
ShipDate 
 
 
 
 

1..* 

 
 
 
BookShipment 
 
Quantity 
 
 
 
 

0..* 

0..* 1..* 

This is the UML 
analog of an ER 
weak entity construct 
(sse pp 181-182) 

What do you think 
the motivation was 
for making the PK of 
Account both CC# and 
just Email, rather than 
just CC#? Post  
ideas to Discussion 
Board 

I think that there is one inconsistency between this diagram and 
the table definitions Books.TablesStandard.WithConstraints: post 
any inconsistencies you find to Discussion Board 


