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How can you match, add and delete if some elements are Maybe?
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In the paper: - Reuse partial model implementation in MMTF

(Eclipse / EMF) - Object—relational mapping (ORM)

- “Translate a class diagram to a relational database

- Proof of correctness

- The lifting algorithm implements
our intuition

- Algorithm implementation

s S 1. Determine rule applicability
- Proofs of preservation of properties: - Henshin and the Z3 SMT solver

L. _Confluence 2. Transform the graph
The result of applying a set of rules to a model is the same regardless of ' grap

the order of application or the order of matching sites. - Henshin

schema.”

- Triple graph grammar with 5 layered graph rules [Varro06]

(Image from [Varro06])

- Input model: the Ecore metamodel

- ORM for Ecore is important: cf. CDO and Teneo

3. Transform the formula
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