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Abstract

In this technical report we study the transformation of models in the context of
algebraic graph transformation and triple graph grammars. The new contribution of
the report is to define and analyze the transformation of model fragments in general
and the propagtion of graph constraints in particular.

With the borrowed context we developed a technique further to the model trans-
formation with triple graph grammars. This allows a transformation of incomplete
models which could not be transformed until now.

Moreover, we defined under which conditions a graph constraint can be propagated
with borrowed context transformations and the model properties are preserved. This
is also analyzed in the case study using the modeling framework ABT-Reo.
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1 Introduction

In Computer Science models and visual languages become more and more important. They
are most commonly used in the progress of specification, as well as for maintaining existing
systems. Moreover, models and visual languages play an important role in other fields of
work as well, like construction plans or even business models, which are used in the first
case study of this report.

In contrast to a written language, the information provided through a visual language
can be gathered at a few glances. It is fast and easy to understand, because the observer
can make fast associations while viewing the picture.

But instead of mere pictures visual languages and their interpretation are defined.
This can be either descriptive or constructive, similiar to a spoken language. In this
technical report the constructive approach of describing visual languages with algebraic
graph grammars will be used based on the Double Pushout Approach introduced by [Ehr79]
to transform graphs.

Furthermore, it focuses on model transformation with Triple Graph Grammars [Sch94].
This technique is commonly used for the algebraic transformation of complete, correct
models between model languages using Triple Graph Grammars. Since 1994, extensions
of the original TGG definitions have been published [KS06| and applications have been
presented [KWO07]. However, one may stumble upon problems, if the model to transform
is incomplete, i.e., a model fragment, since the triple graph grammars with their rules are
designed for complete models and they are not necessarily applicable to model fragments.

In order to solve this problem the approach of the Borrowed Context approach [EKO06]
is used in this report. Originally, this approach was developed for the purpose of deriving
bisimulation congruences from unlabelled reaction rules. It will be adjusted to the context
of model transformation in order to make graph transformation rules applicable in a smaller
context. Therefore, missing parts for the transformation are borrowed from the left-hand-
side of the transformation rule and added to the model fragment, resulting in a larger
model where the rule is applicable.

In practice, model fragments appear as parts of graph constraints, for instance. These
are Boolean formulas, which define specific conditions a model has to satisfy, i.e., it requires
or forbids certain structures in the model. Such structures are not necessarily complete
models, but parts of them. A main result of this report is the propagation of graph
constraints. With the use of the borrowed context approach a graph constraint can be
translated completely and it will be shown, under which conditions a model from the
target language satisfies the propagated constraint.

In a case study this theory will be applied, to transform a graph constraint in the
modeling framework ABT-Reo [BHE09|, [BH09|, which was invented for the organization
Credit Suisse for enterprise modeling. It combines I'T and business models in a triple graph
grammar and we will show an example propagation of an I'T constraint to the business
domain. Additionally, we will show, that the needed conditions are fulfilled, such that the
propagated model is an integrated constraint for both - I'T and business - domains.

The report is structured as follows. In Section [ Review of Model Transformation



with Triple Graph Grammars the basics of the algebraic graph transformation introduced
in [EEPTO06] will be presented, which are essential for the definition of triple graphs.
The notion of triple graphs and triple graph transformation is the basis for the model
transformation technique used in this work and will also be presented in this Section.

The theory of the borrowed context will be introduced in Section [ Model Transfor-
mation with Borrowed Context. Furthermore we will present conditions under which a
transformation with borrowed context can be extended to a standard double pushout
transformation. Additionaly we will show under which conditions a forward transforma-
tion with borrowed context is source consistent and introduce an on-the-fly construction for
model transformation sequences with borrowed context. In the last part of this Section we
will present the notion of correctness, completeness and termination for borrowed context
based transformations.

In Section [{| Propagation of Graph Constraints Using Borrowed Context we will intro-
duce our main result. We define how to propagate a graph constraint with the previously
introduced model transformation with borrowed context. Additionally we will show under
which conditions an integrated model satisfies the integrated constraint.

Section [§ Case Study presents in the first three subsections the propagation of a graph
constraint with the borrowed context approach in the modeling framework ABT-Reo. We
will give a short overview on the triple graph grammar ABT-Reo and show an example
transformation in the first part of the Section. Afterwards, the technique developed in the
previous section will be used to propagate a graph constraint. Moreover, we will show,
that the triple graph grammar satisfies the necessary conditions for the propagation by
analyzing it with the software tool AGG [AGG] for attributed graph grammar systems.

In the last part of this Section we present a case study on the tranformation of opera-
tional semantics with borrowed context transformations between State Machines [EEPT06]
and Petri Nets [Rei84]. We study the possibility to transform operational semantics and
preserving the model properties, i.e., the equivalence of first applying rules of the oper-
ational semantic to a State Machine and then transforming it into a Petri Net and vice
versa.

In Section [(] Conclusion we give an overview of the achieved results and of future work
based on the results of this report.

2 Review of Model Transformation with Triple Graph
Grammars

This section will be an introduction to the basics of model transformation. In section
Graph Transformation the general concept of graphs and the algebraic graph transfor-
maion based on the double-pushout approach will be introduced. An introduction to the
mechanics of model transformation with triple graphs grammar will be given in section
Triple Graphs.



2.1 Graph Transformation

The model transformation approach used in this thesis is algebraic graph transformation.
Because this is a formal approach, it is well suited for formal analyses. On the other hand,
due to the fact that graphs are visual and schematic, they are also a way of explaining
complex situations on an intuitive level. In this section we define the basic notion of graphs
and graph morphisms including typed graphs, which are also the basis for typed attributed
graphs (see [EEPT06]) used in our case study.

Definition 1 (Graph).
A graph G = (V, E, s, t) consists of a set V' of nodes (also called vertices), a set E of edges,
and two functions s,t : E — V| the source and target functions:

s

E V

Graphs can be related by mapping the nodes and edges of a graph to those of another
one under the condition, that the source and the target of each edge are preserved. The
formal construct for this is called graph morphism.

Definition 2 (Graph Morphism).

Given graphs G, Gy with G; = (V;, E;, s, t;) for i« = 1,2, a graph morphism f: G; — G,
f = (fv, fg) consists of two functions fy : Vi — V5 and fg : Ey — E5 that preserve the
source and target functions, i.e., fiy 0 81 = sy 0 fr and fy oty =ts0 fg

S1

B— =V,
le = lfv
B———xV,

to

A graph morphism f is injective (or surjective) if both functions fy, fg are injective (or
surjective, respectively); f is called isomorphic if it is bijective, which means both injective
and surjective.

Graphs and morphisms defined above lead to the category Graphs. In general, a
category is a mathematical structure that has objects and morphisms, with a composition
operation on the morphisms and an identity morphism for each object.

Definition 3 (The Category Graphs).
The category Graphs has the class of graphs as objects. Its morphisms are all graph
morphisms, with componentwise composition and identities.



By means of graph morphisms, graphs can be typed, e.g. one can define which type of
nodes can be the source or target of which type of edges and so on. Therefore a type graph
defines a set of types. To assign a type to the nodes and the edges of a graph a morphism
to the type graph is used.

Definition 4 (Typed Graphs and Typed Graph Morphism).
A type graph is a distinguished graph TG = (Vrq, Erg, sta, tre). Vre and Erg are called
the vertex and the edge type alphabets, respectively.

A tuple (G, type) of a graph G together with a graph morphism type: G — T'G is then
called a typed graph.

Given typed graphs GT = (G4, type;) and G = (Gy, types), a typed graph morphism
f:GT — GY¥ is a graph morphism f : G; — G4 such that types o f = type;

G s G.
AN /

type1 — types

TG

Typed graphs lead to another category Graphsy¢.

Definition 5 (The Category Graphsyg).
Given a type graph TG, typed graphs over T'G and typed graph morphisms form the
category Graphsrg.

Properties for graphs can be formulated with graph constraints. They specify the
condition that a graph G must or must not contain a certain subgraph G’. Furhtermore, if
a graph contains a certain premise P, we can require that it contains a certain conclusion

C.

Definition 6 (Graph Constraint).
An atomic graph constraint is of the form true or PC(a), where PC(a) : P = (s a graph
morphism.

A graph constraint is a Boolean formula over atomic graph constraints. This means that
true and every atomic graph constraint are graph constraints, and, for graph constraints ¢
and ¢; with ¢ € I for some finite index set I, —¢, Ajerci, and V,erc; are graph constraints:

P 2 C

N

G

A graph G satisfies a graph constraint ¢, written G |= ¢, if
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o c = true;

e ¢ = PC(a) and, fo every injective graph morphism p : P — G, there exists an
injective graph morphism ¢ : C' — G such that g o a = p;

e ¢ = ¢ and G does not satisfy ¢;
e ¢ = N;erc; and G satisfies all ¢; with ¢ € I

e ¢ = V,crc; and G satisfies some ¢; with i € I

For the rule based model transformation a technique is needed, which leads to the
generation of a new graph by the use of given graphs. Therefore we use the idea of a
pushout from category theory, where a pushout object emerges from gluing two objects
along a common subobject. In the context of the category of graphs, this technique is
called pushout, which enables us to glue two graphs together along a common subgraph.
Intuitively, this means, we use this common subgraph and add all other nodes and edges
from both graphs.

Definition 7 (Pushout).
Given morphisms f: A — B and g: A — C in a category C, a pushout (D, f’, ') over f
and g is defined by

e a pushout object D and
e morphisms f': C' — D and ¢ : B— D with ffog=¢'o f

such that the following universal property is fulfilled: For all objects X and morphisms
h:B— X and k:(C — X with kog = ho f, there is a unique morphism x : D — X such
that rog = hand x o f/ = k:

We shall often use the abbrevation “PO” for “pushout”.



Example 1 (Pushout in Category Graphs).

Given the graphs G1, G2 and G3 in Figure [I] with the morphisms depicted by the mor-
phisms from G1 to GG3 by the node mappings. In G3 the nodes a and b of G1 are glued
together. Hence, by the morphism from G2 to the pushout object G4 these nodes are
glued together as well. Note that the diagram in Figure |1 commutes and has the universal
property required in Definition [7]

Gi R [G2
N e

.1 -7 B -----
ab ‘\k/
o

Figure 1: Example for a pushout in Graphs

Additionally we will need some properties of pushouts, which are very important for
the theory of algebraic graph transformation.

Fact 1 (uniqueness, composition, and decomposition of POs).
Given a category C, we have the following:

1. The pushout object D is unique up to isomorphism.

2. The composition and decomposition of pushouts result again in a pushout, i.e., given
the following commutative diagram, the statements below are valid:

A B E
g ) A
c—r .p < .p




e Pushout composition: If (1) and (2) are pushouts, then (1) + (2) is also a
pushout.

e Pushout decompostion: If (1) and (1) + (2) are pushouts, then (2) is also a
pushout.

Proof see [EEPT06].

The dual construction of pushouts are pullbacks in category theory. Intuitively the
pushout can be seen as a union of two objects over a common object. The pullback can
be seen as an intersection of subobjects of a common object.

Definition 8 (Pullback).
Given morphisms f: C'— D and g : B — D in a category C, a pushout (A, f',¢’) over f
and g is defined by

e a pullback object A and
e morphisms f': A— Band ¢: A — C withgo f'= fog

such that the following universal property is fulfilled: For all objects X and morphisms
h:X — Band k: X — C with fok = goh, there is a unique morphism z : X — A such
that f'ox =hand ¢’ oz = k:

We shall often use the abbrevation “PB” for “pullback”.

According to the duality principle in category theory dually to uniqueness, composition,
and decomposition of pushouts described in Fact [I} there are corresponding properties for
pullbacks in Fact [2|

Fact 2 (Uniqueness, Composition, and Decomposition of PBs).
Given a category C, we have the following:

1. The pullback object A is unique up to isomorphism.



2. The composition and decomposition of pushouts result again in a pushout, i.e., given
the following commutative diagram, the statements below are valid:

A—'—p—" —p
g (1) g (2 e
¢c—r—D—
e Pullback composition: If (1) and (2) are pulbacks, then (1) + (2) is also a
pullback.
e Pullback decompostion: If (1) and (1) + (2) are pullbacks, then (2) is also a
pullback.

Based on the above constructions, especially pushouts, we will now look at the tech-
niques of graph transformation. Graph productions are the basis for algebraic graph trans-
formation. They describe a general way how to transform certain patterns in a graph. If
the conditions needed for the application of the rule are satisfied, the pattern can be trans-
formed, resulting in a direct graph transformation. In the following, the concepts of graph
and typed graph transformation systems will be handeled both simultaneously. Therefore
we will use the abbreviated terminology, (typed) graph transformation systems.

Definition 9 (Graph Production).

A (typed) graph production p = (L LKL R) consists of (typed) graphs L, K and
R, called the left-hand side, gluing graph, and the right-hand side respectively, and two
injective (typed) graph morphisms [ and r.

Definition 10 (Graph Transformation).

Given a (typed) graph production p = (L R G R) and a (typed) graph G with a
(typed) graph morphism m : L — G, called the match, a direct (typed) graph transfor-
mation G 22 H from G to a (typed) graph H is given by the following double-pushout
(DPO) diagram, where (1) and (2) are pushouts in the category Graphs (or Graphsrg,
respectively):

L K R
m (1) k (2) n
G—F—D—5H
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A sequence Gy = G = ... = G, of direct (typed) graph transformations is called a (typed)
graph transformation and is denoted by Gy =* G,,. For n = 0, we have the identical (typed)

graph transformation Gg 24, Go. Moreover, for n = 0 we allow also graph isomorphisms
Gy = Gy, because pushouts and hence also direct graph transformations are only unique
up to isomorphism.

To apply a (typed) graph production p = (L L g R) to a (typed) graph G via
a match m certain conditions have to be fulfilled. Given[l: K — L and m : L — G we
hve to make sure the existence of a context graph D such that G becomes a pushout of
L and D over K. The existence of such a context graph, that leads to the first pushout,
allows us to construct the (typed) graph H in a second step as the pushout of D and R
over K. This is the intuitive introduction to the construction of the direct (typed) graph
transformation G 22 H.

Definition 11 (Applicability of a Production).

A (typed) graph production p = (L LKL R) is applicable to a (typed) graph G via
the match m if there exists a context graph D such that (1) is a pushout in the sense of

Definition [10

G

D

Since this definition is a rather abstract view from the category theoretical point of view,
it gives no syntactical criterion to decide wheter a (typed) graph production is applicable
or not. Such a criterion is formulated by the gluing condition, which is necessary and
sufficiant for the existence of a context graph.

Definition 12 (Gluing Condition).

Given a (typed) graph production p = (L LKL R), a (typed) graph G, and a match
m: L — G with X = (Vx, Ex,sx,tx) forall X € {L, K, R, G}, we can state the following
definitions:

e The gluing points GP are those nodes and edges in L that are not deleted by p, i.e
GP =1ly(Vk)Ulg(Ek) = l(K).

e The identification points 1P are those nodes and edges in L that are identified by m,
le. IP={veVy|weV,w#v:myw) =my(w)}U{ec B |If € EL, f#e:
mp(e) = mp(f)}-

11



e The dangling points DP are those nodes in L whose images under m are the source
or target of an edge in G that does not belong to m(L), i.e. DP ={v € V| Je €

Ec\mg(EL) : sg(e) =my(v) Vig(e) =my(v)}.

p and m satisfy the gluing condition if all identification points and all dangling points are
also gluing points, i.e. IPUDP C GP.

If the gluing condition is not satisfied, the production p cannot be applied via the match
m. But if it is applicable, then the direct (typed) graph transformation can be constructed
as follows.

Fact 3 (Construction of Direct Graph Transformations).

Given a (typed) graph production p = (L LKL R) and a match m : L — G such
that p is applicable to a (typed) graph G via m, the direct (typed) graph transformation
G 2= H can be constructed in two steps:

1. Delete those nodes and edges in G that are reached by the match m, but keep the
image of K, i.e. D = (G \ m(L)) Um(I(K)). More precisely, construct the context
graph D and pushout (1) such that G = L +x D.

2. Add those nodes and edges that are newly created in R, i.e. H = DU(R \ r(K)),
where the disjoint union U is used to make sure that we add the elements of R\ r(K)

as new elements. More precisely, construct the pushout (2) of D and R via K such
that H =R +x D.

The constructions in step 1 and 2 are unique up to isomorphism.

l r

L K R
m M oo n
G~—F—D—5——H

Example 2 (Direct Graph Transformation Step).

A simple example of a DPO graph transformation step is given in Figure [2l The letters
next to the nodes indicate how they are mapped by graph morphisms. Note that the gluing
condition is satisfied, because the dangling point a of L is also gluing point. Therefore,
the context graph C' can be constructed, such that (1) is a pushout over L and C along K
in the category Graphs. Moreover, H is the pushout object of the pushout over C' and R
along K.

12
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|

:m (1) K ) n

Figure 2: Example for a DPO transformation step

Under certain conditions two direct (typed) graph transformations applied to the same
(typed) graph can be applied in arbitrary order, leading to the same result. Here we use
the notion of sequential independendence of direct (typed) graph transformations and the
Local Church-Rosser Theorem.

Definition 13 (Sequential Independence).

Let d = (Gy 2225 G 2222 G,) be a sequence of graph transformations . Then, d; =
Gy 2225 G and dy = G 2225 @, are two sequentially independent transformation
steps, if there exist i : Ry — Dy, j : Ly — D; in the diagram beneath, s.t. I' 0 = m/ and

r' o j = ms.

Ly Ky Ky Ry

Go Dy D, Go

Theorem 1 (Local Church-Rosser).

Two sequentially independent derivation steps can be switched by the Local Church Rosser
Theorem (Thm. 5.12 in [EEPTO06]) leading to the following diagram of direct transforma-
tions:

13



Gy
H1 HQ
k %
G’

The definition of sequential independence and the Local Church-Rosser Theorem leads
to the definition of switch equivalence, which enables us to switch derivation steps in a
derivation.

Definition 14 (Switch Equivalence).

Let d = (dy;...;dy; dgy1; ...dy) be a derivation in grammar GG, where di;dy.; are two
sequentially independent derivation steps. Let d’ be derived from d by replacing (dy; dy+1)
by (d,; d},) according to the Local Church Rosser Theorem. Then, d’ is a switching of d,

written d ~ d’. Switch-equivalence % is the union of the transitive closure of & and the

relation = for isomorphic derivations.

It is essential to determine in which cases the application of a transformation rule to
graph in a given graph grammar prevents other rule from being applicable to the graph, e.g.,
by deleting parts of the graph such that a match cannot be found by another. Therefore
we need the notion of critical pairs.

Definition 15 (Critical Pairs).

A critical pair is a pair of parallel dependent direct transformations P1 &= K 222 p,
such that m; : L1 — K and msy : Ly — K are jointly surjective.

2.2 Triple Graphs

After the introduction to the basics of algebraic graph transformation in the last section, in
this section the concept of graphs will be extended to triple graphs in order to define model
transformation in the sense of [Sch94|. Triple graphs consist of three graphs, a source, a
correspondence, and a target graph. In the concept of model transformation with triple
graph grammars the source and the target graphs are models which are connected via the
intermediate correspondence graph and suitable graph morphisms.

Definition 16 (Triple Graph).

Three graphs G°, G¢, and G7, called source, connection, and target graphs, together with
two graph morphisms s : G¢ — G° and tg : G¢ — GT form a triple graph G = (G5 &£
G &, GT). G is called empty, if G°, G, and GT are empty graphs.

14



Like graphs, triple graphs can be related to each other by combining three graph mor-
phisms to a triple graph morphisms under the condition, that the morphisms from the
correspondence graph are preserved.

Definition 17 (Triple Graph Morphism).

A triple graph morphism m = (s,c,t) : G — H between two triple graphs G = (G¥ &£
G L&, GT) and H = (H® < HC 2, HT) consists of three graph morphisms s : G —
HY ¢:GY - H and t : GT — H” such that sosg =sgocandtotg=tyoec.

The technique of triple graph transformation is based on the same approach as that of
graph transformations. The source, the target, and their correspondence graph are build
by triple rules, which are non-deleting, i.e., they only consist of a left-hand side and a
right-hand side without a gluing graph. Structure deletion to extract only parts of the
triple graphs is not necessary for triple rule applications. This avoids to check the gluing
condition for triple rule transformation steps.

Definition 18 (Triple Rule).
A triple rule tr consists of triple graphs L and R, called left-hand and right-hand sides,
and an injective triple graph morphism tr = (s,¢,t) : L — R.

r = (@St 1"
trt Sl lc \Lt
R =  (RS<=——R‘——R"

Definition 19 (Triple Transformation Step).

Given a triple rule tr = (s,¢,t) : L — R, a triple graph GG and an injective triple graph
morphism m = (sm,cm,tm) : L — G, called triple match m, a triple graph transformation
step (TGT-step) G ™ H from G to a triple graph H is given by three pushouts
(H®,s' s,), (HY, ', c,) and (HT ¢ t,) in the category Graph with induced morphisms
sg: H® — HY and ty : HY — HT. Morphism n = (sn, cn, tn) is called comatch.

L L¢ LT
G = (GS ¢ GC S, GT
1 v
tr RS <o RO e DT
s sn . c t’/
o en tn
H = Hsk ¢ HT
( SH H tH )

15



A sequence of triple graph transformation steps is called triple (graph) transformation
sequence, short: TGT-sequence. Moreover, we obtained a triple graph morphism d : G —
H with d = (¢', ¢, '), called transformation morphism.

With triple rules triple languages can be defined, with their source and target language,
which are defined by projection to the source and target graphs respectively. This has been
defined in [EEHOS)|

Definition 20 (Triple, Source and Target Language).

A set of triple rules TR defines the triple language VL = {G | 0 = G via TR} of triple
graphs. Source language V Lg and target language V Ly are derived by projection to the
triple components, i.e. VLs = projs(VL) and VLy = projr(VL), where projx is a
projection defined by restriction to one of the triple components, i.e. X € {S,C,T}. The
languages generated by the source rules T'Rg and target rules 'Ry are denoted by V Lgg
and V L respectively, where V Lg C V Lgyg and V Ly CV L.

For the creation and transformation of models in triple grammars, certain rules can be
derived from a given triple rule, which are only creating in one domain, either based on
empty models (source and target rules) or given models (forward and backward rules) in
the respective domain.

Definition 21 (Derived Triple Rules).
From each triple rule ¢tr = L — R as given in Definition [1§] there are the following source,
target, forward and backward rules:

(L* 0 0 (@ 0 L")

5| | oo ! I

(R® 0 0 (@ 0 RT)
source rule trg target rule trp

(RS SOST, LC tr, LT) (RS SOST, LC tr, LT)

idl’ i/c \Lt idl/ J/C \Lt
(RS «<—— R —"—~R") (RS <"— o —"—R")
forward rule trg backward rule trg

All elements of the source model language can be created with source rules. Since
they contain less restrictions for matches during transformation in comparison to their
corresponding complete triple rule, they possibly allow to generate more elements than the
source model language contains. From an existing source model a target model can be
derived with a sequence of forward rules.

In order to have correct and complete transformations based on triple graph grammars
we need the notion of match and source consistency from [EEHP09]. Thus, we can check,
if a forward sequence has a corresponding source sequence, such that the source and target

16



model are derived from the same triple rule sequence.

Definition 22 (Match and Source Consistency).
Let trg and try be sequences of source rules trig and forward rules ¢rip, which are derived
irg try,

from the same triple rules tri for « = 1,...,n. Let further G Ghno G.n be a
TGT-sequence with (mig, nig) being match and comatch of trig (respectively (mip, nig)

for trig) then match consistency of G i Ghno % G, means that the S-component
of the match mi is uniquely determined by the comatch nig (i = 1,...,n). A TGT-sequence
Gro tr:F> G..n is source consistent, if there is a match consistent sequence () tr:s> Gno ”:F>
Gn. Note that by source sonsistency the application of the forward rules is controlled by

the source sequence, which generates the given source model.

For the notion of match and source consistency is is essential that each TGT-sequence
can be decomposed in transformation sequences by corredponding source and forward rules
and vice versa, provided that their matches are consistent (see [EEET07]).

Theorem 2 (Decomposition and Composition of TGT-Sequences).
Given triple rules ¢r; with source rule tr; ¢ and forward rule tr; p for i =1,...,n:

1. Decomposition: For each TGT-sequence

there is a corresponding match consistent TGT-sequence
¢ tr, t tr,
Go = GOO % GlO = ... %} Gn[) % Gnl = ... %} Gnn = Gn (2)

2. Composition: For each match consistent transformation sequence (2) there is a
canonical transformation sequence (1).

3. Bijective Correspondence: Composition and decomposition are inverse to each
other.

Definition 23 (Model Transformation).

(Gs, G i H, Hr) is a model transformation sequence from Gg to Hp , if G W:F> H
is source consistent, where G and Hp are the source and target graphs of G and H, re-
spectively. A model transformation MT : V Lsg = V Lrg consists of model transformation

sequences (Gg, G ”:F> H,Hr) with Gg € V Lgy, Hr € V L.

It is essential to determine, if a model transformation generates correct and complete
models in the given language. Furthermore, it is important, whether the transformation is
terminating. In [?] this has been defined.
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Theorem 3 (Correctness, Completeness and Termination).
Each model transformation MT : V Lsy = V Lo based on forward translation rules is

1. correct, i.e. for each model transformation sequence (G, Gy ”:F> G,,Gr) there is
G € VL with G = (Gg « G¢ — Gr), and hence G € VLg and Gy € V L.

2. complete, i.e. for each Gg € VLg there is G = (Gg «— G¢ — Gr) € VL with a

model transformation sequence (Gg, Gy ”:F> Gn,Gr).

3. terminating, i.e. for a source model Gg € V Lg (target model Gy € V Ly ) and
a set of triple rules such that Gg (Gr) and all rule components are finite on the
graph part and the triple rules are creating on the source (target) component. Then

each model transformation sequence (Gg, Gy % G,,Gr) is terminating, i.e. any

!
trt trx . .
extended sequence Gy == G,, =% (,, is not source consistent.

3 Model Transformation with Borrowed Context

After introducing model transformation using triple graph grammars in the previous sec-
tion in this section a new approach for transforming model fragments using triple graph
grammars with borrowed context will be introduced. This is motivated by propagation
of graph constraints in Section [d] where premise and conclusion of graph constraints are
in general only model fragments. In Section Definition we will define the notation
of the borrowed context. Then we will define source consistency for borrowed context
and we willshow under which conditions the borrowed context can be extended to a stan-
dard DPO-transformation in section Extension of Borrowed Context Transformations
and Source Consistency. In section Correctness, Completeness and Termination we
will define under which conditions a graph transformation system with borrowed context
transformations is correct, complete and terminating.

3.1 DPO-Transformation with Borrowed Context

For a standard algebraic graph transformation of a graph G with a transformation rule
p = (L «— K — R) total graph morphisms are required as matches m : L — G. The
borrowed context approach allows to apply a transformation rule also with partial matches
m : L — (. The idea behind this concept is to “borrow” the parts that are not in the
domain of the partial match. This will be done by gluing the graphs L and G over the
common part given by the injective match. Therewith we get a new graph G* and a total
match m* : L — G so that a standard DPO-transformation step can be executed.

Definition 24 (BC-Transformations).
Given a DPO-Rule p = (L « K — R) and a Graph G with partial match m~ : L — G

given by an injective span (L L pm G) then the total match m*™ : L — G is defined
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by PO(1) and a BC-transformation step G MBC H, short G 22 5+ H is given by POs

(1)-(3), which includes a standard DPO-transformation step G Ny} given by POs (2)
and (3).

D d L ! K r R
m (1) mt (@) 3) n
Gt C H

A BC-transformation is a sequence of BC-transformation steps.

p2,m2 Pn—1,Mn—1

p1,m1
G() :>EC Gn:Go — BC Gl —— BC --- — BC Gn

Remark

Intuitively the borrowed context is given by G+ \ G which is given by the graph F in
PO(4), where G is given together with an interface I — G and the interface J is con-
structed by PB(5) leading by composition in (6) to an interface J — H. Alltogether we
obtain a BC-transformation step for graphs with interfaces in the sense of [EK04]|, written

@, 1) "™ LT (1, 7), which is defined by POs(1) — (4) and PB(5), where C in (2)
and F' in (4) have to be constructed as PO-complement, provided that the corresponding
gluing conditions are satisfied.

D L K R
m (1) mt  (2) (3) n
G Gt C H

k4
6) -
(4) (5)
I F J

Example 3

In the following, Figure |3|shows an example for a BC-transformation step in a plain graph.
There exists no total injective match from the LHS of the rule L, because the node ¢ can
not be matched. Hence, there exists only the partial match m~ : L — G, matching the
nodes a and b and the edge and we get the graph D and morphisms d and m as injective
span. The pushout over this span gives us G* and a total match match m™ : L — G™.
Finally, the DPO-transformation step can be executed, giving us as a result the graph H.
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Figure 3: Example for a DPO-transformation with BC

Given a BC-transformation Gy =%~ G via (p1,...pn) it is interesting to find out
under which conditions this BC-transformation can be extended to a standard DPO-
transformation Gy =* G, via (pi,...p,), where Gy — G is a suitable extension. This
problem is closely related to the Embedding and Extension Theorems. In our case Gy
might be constructed as colimit of all the diagrams of Gy =% G,, but we would need
suitable consistency conditions. The problem seems to be easier if all rules py, ..., p, are
non-deleting. In this case the colimit is G,, and we could take Gy = G,,. It would be inter-
esting to find morphisms fo, fo, f1, /i s fu_1, fi; such that (3),(7),...,(11) commutes
and (4), (8), ..., (12) are POs.

Dy, PR Dy, PR, D, 2.1, —" R,
Deletelel Jetel
o %+ (@) n %+ ® | ) (%1 a2 |
Go » Gi—— =Gy Gy — G,

This is easy for fi7 = g'og, 10...09 0ogiogf and fy = f; 0go such that (3) commutes,
and to define f; by PO(4). But it is already non-trivial to find f;~ such that (7) commutes
etc.

Later we will study this situation for triple graphs with BC-forward sequences, where
we have the special case that in the S-components p1, ps, ..., p, are identities and hence also
g¢, 97, -, g are identities in the S-component. In the C- and T-components dy, ds, ..., d,,
are identities leading to identities in the C- and T-components for gg, g1, ..., gn—1. There are
straight forward constructions for the S-components on one hand and C- and T-components
of fi, fi ...y faz1, f—, on the other hand and it essentially remains to show, that they are
triple graph morphisms (see Theorem [5 below).
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3.2 Extension of Borrowed Context Transformations and Source
Consistency

After defining in Section[3.1]the DPO-transformation with borrowed context, in this section
we will introduce the notion of forward transformation in triple graph grammars. Furhter-
more, we will show, that such a transformation is consistent and that can be extended to
a forward transformation without borrowed context.

The idea of a forward transformation with borrowed context is to borrow only on the
source components, while the rule only makes changes to the correspondence and target
components.

Definition 25 (Forward Transformation with BC).

Given triple rules T'R with corresponding forward rules T'Rr then a BC-forward transfor-

. ~ ~ . . . . ~ tri o eod;
mation Gy =%o G, via TRy is given by BC-forward transformation steps G;_; ===

G

di t"“i,F
D, Lir R; r
M, F (1) mi. (2 ni,F
~ /\+ ~
Gi—l h; Gifl nt Gz
7

for i = 1,...,n with POs (1) and (2) of triple graphs with injective matches m; , where
the C- and T-components d; o and d;r of d; are identities. Moreover, the S-component
tr; rs is the identity of R; ¢ by construction of TRp, i.e. tr;ps = idg, .

Furthermore, the trace of a BC-forward transformation step ¢ is given by trace(@i_l I T, s

@Z) = h o h; and the trace of a BC-forward transformation is given by tmce(@o t—LF—> BC
G,)=hfoh,o..ohfoh,.

We have to define under which conditions a forward transformation with borrowed con-
text is source consistent (see Deﬁnition, i.e., that there exists a sequence of source rules,
corresponding to the forward rules, which generates the model in the source component
after borrowing.

Definition 26 (Partial BC Match and BC-Source Consistency).
A pair (G :> Gno, CAJO :>BC G ) of a source sequence Gy i Nye! no and a BC-forward

transformation Gy SN BC G, with corresponding forward rules trF defined by POs (1),
(2) and (3) respectively for i = 1,...,n with Goy = @,GOC = GI = 0 is called partially
BC-match consistent, if we have for ¢ = 1, ..., n inclusions d;, g;_1, and g;_1, such that using
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the inclusion R; g <— L, p the cube commutes and left face is PB, where (1) and (2) are
the POs in the front and (3) PO in the back face with inclusion G;o C G;. The pair
(Goo N G o, Go ”:F>BC @n) is called total BC-match consistent, if we have in addition
GSO = CA;S

n

Lis R; s
ni.g
d' © t?"‘)F
mi,s D, : l Lir - Rir
m; F
Gi—ip Gio i g
gi—1 ‘( :‘7\1—1

. 1 Y
Gi1 G4 G

A BC-forward sequence @0 % BC G, is called BC-source consistent, if there is a

corresponding source sequence (g —tﬁ> G o, such that both together are total BC-match
consistent.

Remark
Commutativity of the right face shows that the S-component of the extended match m; p is
compatible with the comatch n; . The PB-property of the left means m, }(Gi—l,o) =L;s

In order to continue a source consistent forward sequence with another forward trans-
formation step such that the resulting forward sequence is source consistent, we need to
define when a BC-match is forward consistent.

Definition 27 (Forward Consistent BC-Match).
Given a partially BC-match consistent pair (Gog tr:s> Gn-10, @0 1W:F>BC @n_l) with g,_1 :

o . dn n o
Gn-10 — Gn_1 then a partial match (L, r < D, ML Gy-1) for trpp : Lnp — Rap

with tr, ¢ : L, s — Ry, s is called forward consistent BC-match, if there is a source match
Mps : Lns — Gn_1 and an inclusion d], : L, s — D,, such that (1) is PB and (2)
comimutes.

Mmn S trn,s
anl,(] Ln S Rn,S

In—1 (1) d{n, (2)

Mnp, F d

)

n—1
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Remark
PB (1) means m,, (Gn-10) = Lns

Example 4 (Forward Consistent BC-Match).

Given the partially BC-match consistent pair (Gog ”:S> Gn-1,0, @0 W:F>BC @n,l) shown
in Figure @ On top is the source sequence and in the bottom the corresponding forward
sequence.

Goo Go,n-1
trs R e »o
ollelo|=| K7 e @
[+
AN PAS
%o Gp-1

n,F
i j RS Lo
A ¥ .- 0
AY Mn,F
GIn—1 \
T “o—»0—s0
o g
I Y O IR -7

Figure 5: Forward Consistent BC-Match
Now we want to confirm, if the partial match m, r: L, p — @n_l shown in Figure @ is
a forward consistent BC-match. Therefore we need the source rule ¢r,, s : L, s — R, . In
Figure @ is in the bottom the span given by the partial match m,,  and (1) is a pullback
and (2) commutes.
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Figure 6: Forward Consistent BC-Match

Since our aim is to execute model transformations using borrowed context, we not only
need forward transformation with borrowed context and consistency as seen above, but
also a borrowed context model transformation. Now we are able to define a BC-model
transformation.

Definition 28 (BC-Model Transformation).
A BC-model transformation sequence (Gg, @0 N BC @n, Gr) consists of a source con-

sistent BC-forward transformation CAJO i BC @n via T Rp with source model G, = @;j
and target model Gy = GT. A BC-model transformation MTgc : V Lsg =pc V Lo con-

sists of BC-model transformation sequences (Gg, @0 W:F> BC @n, Gr) with Gg € V Lgg and
Gr € V Lpy.

After introducing in Definition the partial BC-match and BC-source consistency,

which allows us to check after constructing a BC-forward sequence Gy BN BC G, we
can check wether a transformation sequence with borrowed context is source consistent.
This method has the disadvantage of only being applicable after constructing a forward
sequence, which means we first have to construct sequences and possibly to trash them,
if we find out afterwards that they are not source consistent. Therefore, we define an
on-the-fly construction of a bc-model transformation sequences, which is already source
consistent by construction.

Theorem 4 (On-the-Fly Construction of BC-Model Transformation Sequences).
Given a triple graph Gy with G§ = G = ) execute the following steps:

1. Start with Goy = () and inclusion gq : Goo — @0.

*
trg

2. For n > 0 and an already computed partial BC-match consistent pair (G ==
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Gn—l,Oaé\O iﬁzo @n_l) with inclusion ¢, : G109 — C/;\n_l find a rule tr, r :
. . dn n = . .
L,r — R, together with a partial match (L, r < D, MR G,-1), which is a

forward consistent BC-match, then the given pair can be extended to a partial BC-
trn,s trp, F

match consistent pair (Gog tr:% Gno19 == GmO,CA}O W:F>BC Gno1 == 5o Gn)
with inclusion g, : G0 — G,. Repeat until G, o = G;f or no forward consistent
BC-match can be found.

~ ~

3. If the procedure terminates with G%, = @2 then we have a total BC-match con-
sistent pair (G LERN Gn’o,ég BN G,) with Gy = G5 leading to a BC-model
transformation sequence, i.e. (Gsg, @0 iBC @n, Gr) with Gg = @;(’;, CAJZ = Gr and
CAJS = G, for the corresponding source sequence Gog tr:s G0 (see Definition .

F

Proof. We have to show that in step 2 the forward consistent BC-match (L,, g & D, UGS
G,—1) leads to a partial BC-match consistent step for i = n. In the following diagram the
front faces are constructed as POs given by applying the forward consistent BC-match

Mmn,F

(L . D, —— CA}'n_l). The left face is PB (1) from Definition ﬁ and the top face

trn,s

commutes by (2). Now the back face can be constructed as PO (3) leading to G, 0 ==
Gpo. It remains to construct injective g,,—1 : Gpo — G |, s.t. bottom and right faces
commute.

trn,s
Ln,S Rn,S
Nn,S
d ’ trn,F
Mmn,S Dnc i LTL,F anF
mn,F l
Gn—l, C Gn,O Mo, F
gn—1 gnfl

~ c At ~
Gn—l anl Gn

Since front left is PO with injective d, it is also PB s.t. the composition of left and front
left is PB. The S-component of this composite PB is given by the following outer diagram,
where all morphisms are injective, including the matches m,, r by assumption leading to
injectivity of my,s. The PO (3) implies by Theorem for effective unions [Her08],[LS04]
a unique f s.t. (4) and (5) commute and f is injective using that the outer diagram is
an injective PB. Moreover, the PO-object G, in PO (3) can be chosen s.t. f becomes

inclusion G, o C G,,.
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trn.s id

Lose " R, LS,
(3) l (4)
Mn, S Gn 0 ﬁli,F

( - (1S « S (S
Gn—l,O gn—1 Gn—l Gn—l

Now we define g,—1 : G0 — @:{_1 by Gn-1.5 = f and @ for the C- and T-component
this implies that bottom and right face in the cube above are commutative. Hence, we
have also a partial BC-match consistent step for i = n with inclusion G, 0 C G}, C G,,.

]

Remark

The on-the-fly construction can be executed y either depth-first search or breadth-first
search. It halts, if no rule is further applicable and Gio # (2. This means, that a
transformation in this branch is not possible.

Now it would be interesting, in which way a forward transformation with borrowed
context could be extended to a standard forward transformation without borrowed context.
This is an essential Theorem of this report, because with such extension main parts of the
theory of graph transformation with triple graph grammars can be adapted to our approach.

Theorem 5 (Extension of BC-Forward Transformations).
Given a BC-forward transformation Gy 257":F>BC G, with Gy = (@g — (0 — ) there is an
extension to a forward transformation G| 1W:F> G, with Gy = (CA}’E — 0 —0)and G, = @n.

Construction.

Given the BC-forward transformation Gy —£s G, with G§ = GT = 0 by POs (1)-(6)
and Gy = (G, 5 < 0 — 0) we construct diagrams (7)-(12) in the S-, C-, and T-component
as follows, where all morphisms are injective:

D, 4 Ly r e Ry p Dy 4 Lop frap Ryp D, da Lor trn Ror
l 1) l ©) . \ i ®3) l (4+) l l (5) l (© l
G G a e ~ ~ n—-1 = In— ~
Go—=Gg e G 2-Gr 2~a, G miar La

(7) © - l
8 10 L (12 .

n| }(/f0+ ®) nl /f1+ w | e 4_1 .
GO ho Gl hi G2 """""" anl P Gn

S-Component The S-components gg g, 9i'g, -, gp_; ¢ are identical because of POs (2)-(6)
and identical tr}m’ g9 tr%’ 5+ e g. Then hog, hy s, ..., hy s are constructed as identities
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in view of POs (8), (10) and (12):

fis = gn-150...0015 :Gis — Gps=Gos =G s

fns = 1d:Ghs— Gps=Gos=0Gig
+ LA+ A _
fos = fis:Gog=Gi1s — Gis=Gos

+ .OF O _
fl,s = fas: Gl,s =G5 — Gas =G5

+ _ . A+ _ A _
n—1,8 fn,S : anl,S - Gn,S - Gn,S = anl,S

C-Component The C-components go ¢, g1.0; ---» gn—1,c are identical because of POs (1),
(3), (5) and identical dy ¢, da ¢, ..., dp,c. Then

f(}fc = foc=0  with @070 = @f{c =Goc =10
fic,hoc by PO (8) and f{' = fic using g1.c = id
focihic by PO (10) and f{'o = fi,c using goc = id

foncihno1.c by PO (12)

T-Component Replace C by T in C-Component.

Proof. First we show that diagrams (7)-(12) commute componentwise and (8), (10) and
(12) are POs componentwise.

S-Component

(7) f(fs ° go,s = J1,5 © Go,5s = fo,5
(9) fffs °g1,5s = f2a,5° 91,5 = f1,5
(1)  fi1599n-15= frnsOgn-1,5 =id0ogn_1.5 = fa-1.s

(8), (10), and (12) are POs in the S-component because the horizontal morphisms
are identities.

C-Component (7), (9), and (11) commute by construction, e.g. fi'w 0 goc = fo'c 0id =

Joc-
(8), (10), and (12) are POs in the C-component by construction.

T-Component Similar to C-component.

27



Assume now that all new morphisms in (7)-(12) are TGG-morphisms such that (8),

(10), and (12) become TGG-POs. In this case the forward transformation Gy G s
given by POs (2) + (8), (4)+ (10), and (6)+ (12) with Gy = (Ghg — 0 — 0) and G,, = G,
because we have f, = id, with f, s = id by construction and f§, = id implies by POs (8),
(10), and (12) also f, ¢ = id and similar f, r = id.

It remains to show step by step that all morphisms in (7) — (12) are TGG-morphisms
and G, ..., G, are well-defines such that (8), (10), and (12) become TGG-POs.

First of all Gy = (Gps «— 0 — 0) and fo = (fos,0,0), f§ = (fo,0,0) are well-
defined TGG-morphisms. Since (8) is already PO in each component there are unique
graph morphisms Gi,C — Gi,S and Gi,C — Gi,T s.t. G1 = (GI,S — GI,C — GI,T) is a
TGG-graph, f; and hg are TGG-morphisms, and (8) is a TGG-PO.

In order to show that f; is TGG-morphism we have to show that (15), (16) com-
mute, while (13), (14) and the composite diagrams commute because g, and f; are TGG-
morphisms respectively.

Gis Gic Gir
91,8 (13) g1,c (14) 91,F
fl,Si fi,c fl,Ti
{ ~ { ~ ! ~
‘ + . _ At ‘ +
{ Gl S !, Gl,C |\ ™ Gl,T
\ 4 \
fis (15) f1+,c (16) Tr
Gi,s Gic Gir

Since éfc is PO in the C-component of (3) we have that g; ¢ and ﬁlj Fc are jointly epi
and it is sufficient to show that (15) and (16) commute if they are composed with these
both morphisms. Concerning composition with ¢; ¢ this follows from commutativity of
(13), (14), the vertical composed diagrams and the triangles in each component.

For the composition of (15) and (16) with 73 5, = M3 p ;0ide we consider the following
diagrams corresponding to diagram (3) and (9) in the construction, where id- and idr are
identities by definition of BC-forward transformations.
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D2,S DQC’ D2,T

ido < lidy
Ly rs ~— Larc > Lo pr
: , . .
y v "2 Re v
GLS N Gl,C’ s GI,T
g1,Cc
Q R N
/\+ /\+ A+
Gl,S G17C Gl’T
(15) (16)
N 4 4
Gis Gic Gir

We know by construction that all subdiagrams except for (15) and (16) commute. This
implies that (15) and (16) composed with 73 ., commute and hence also (15) and (16)
commute using (g,¢, M3 ) are jointly epi. This implies that f;* is TGG morphism.

Similar to f; and hy above using TGG-morphism f; we can conclude now aunique
TGG-graph Gy s.t. (10) becomes TGG-PO with TGG-morphisms f; and h;. Similar to
fi also f is TGG-morphism. This can be iterated for all i = 0,...,n s.t. the diagrams
(7) — (12) are TGG-diagrams with TGG-POs (8), (10), and (12).

O]

With this extension of a BC-forward transformation to a standard forward transforma-
tion, we need the notion of partial match consistency for this as well.

Theorem 6 (Extension of Partial BC-Match Consistency).
Given a partially BC-match consistens pair (Gog s, G o, éo %BC @n) with Ggg = 0,
Gno — G} | — G, then the extension construction leads to a partially match consistent

sequence Gy i Gno — G W:F> G, in the sense of [EEHP09).

Remark - -

Partial match consistency of Gyg N G — Gy L (G,, means that we have for each
i =1,...,n the following diagram where (1) and (3) are POs, (2) commutes and (1) + (2)
is PB.

29



t"‘i,S

Lis

tri p
R; s L; pe© Ri p

mi,s (1) (2) 3)

Gi—1p GioC Go© Gi© Gi

Since (1) and (3) are POs by construction we essentially have to show that (1)+(2) is PB,
which is equivalent that the S-component of (1) + (2) shown in diagram (P) is a PB.

tri,s

L;s

I
Rz}S - Li,F
mi,s (P) miF

Gigo—— =G5S =G5 |

This means that we have to conclude from the diagram in definition [26| and the extension
construction in theorem [5| that (P) is PB.

Proof. The partially BC-match consistent pair
trg N tre -
(GOO — Gnm GO —BC Gn)

with Gog = 0, Gpo — G, — G, laeds in the S-component to PBs (4) and (3) and PO
(25) from PO (2), where (3) is PO and PB.

tri.s
(5)
g g t'rfF g
Lis D; L7r = Rigs Ry p
mi,s 4) (3) mg g (2s)
S 9 A+S AS
G’L—l 0 Gi*l Gl—l G’L
< (5)
i is (6)
G, =G G? =Gf
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And from construction in Theorem [5| we have injective f;_; and f;"; leading in the S-
component to commutative (5) and PO (6). Now diagram (P) from the remark of Theorem
[6] corresponds to the following outer diagram:

tr;. s

Lis : Ris =LYy
A+S
(@)+(3) a+s
g’L—l if+
~ %)
Gi—io G? | T) Gy,
i—1

Because m? , = f;" oom? '1» the inner part (4)+(3) is PB by partial BC-match consistency.

Now f+1 mono implies that also the outer diagrem (Pl is PB (lAay extension property of
PBs by monos). Finally we have an inclusion G,y — G, | — G, leading to G, — Gy
using Gy = (@5 — () — () and hence to partial match consistency of Gy i Gno —
Gy 25 G,
O
In Theoremwe defined under which conditions a BC-forward transformation Gy SN BO

@n can be extended to a forward transformation G % G,,. This leads to the Theo-
rem [7], which allows us to extend BC-model transformation sequences to standard model
transformation sequences.

Theorem 7 (Extension of BC-Model Transformation Sequences).

Each BC-model transformation (Gg,ao QBC G, Gr) with Gg = @2, Gr = @Z ac-
cording to Theorem {4] can be extended by Theorem [5| to a model transformation sequence

(Gs, Gy LN G, Gr) with the same Gg, Gr satisfying Gs = G5, G = GT and G,, = G..

Proof. By definition of the BC-model transformation sequence in Theorem [ (part 3) we
have for the BC- model transformation sequence given in our theorem a partial BC-match

consistent pair (Goo :> Gno,GO :> @n) with inclusion G,y — @n, Gg = @5,
Gr = GT and GS G . By Theorem |6 we have a partially match consistent sequence

Goo :> GnO — G :> G,. By Theorem I 5 we have G,, = G and G = GS Hence we
have Gy = GS = G5, which means that according to Theorem 1 in [EEHP09] a model
transformation sequence (G, Gy =% Ik G, GY) with Gy = G§ and G} = GT. Finally we
have Gy = G5 = GS = G5 and G} = G = GZ = Gr by Theorem . Hence we have
model transformation (Gg, Gy BN G,,Gr) with Gg = G5 and G = GT. O
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3.3 Correctness, Completeness and Termination

It essential to determine when a model transformation generates models that are correct,
complete and whether a transformation terminates. In Section the Theorem [3| for
correctness, completeness and termination of a standard model transformation was given.
In this Section we will now define this for the BC-model transformation.

Definition 29 (Correctness).

A BC-model transformation is correct, if for all BC-model transformation sequences (G, Go —£ BC
G,,Gr) we have G, € VL with GOS - GS =Gg€VLsand GL =Gr € VLy.

Theorem 8
Each BC-model transformation is correct.

Proof. From Theoremfollows that a model transformation with borrowed context (G, @0 W:F> BC
Gn, Gr), where Gg = G ,Gpr = G , and GS - GS can be extended to a model transforma-
tion sequence (Gg, Gy i G,,Gr), where Gg = G5, Gr = GL, and G,, = G Addition-
ally, from Theorem [3] follows, that this transformation sequence is correct, ie., G, € VL
with G € VLg and G,, € V Ly, using G, = G,, this implies G5 C GS = Gs G V Lg and
Gz; =Gpr e VL. ]

Definition 30 (Termination).

A model transformation with borrowed context based on forward translation rules termi-
nates, if each BC-source consistent sequence can not be extended further by any transfor-
mation step.

Theorem 9 (Termination of BC-model transformations).

The on-the-fly-construction (according to Theorem {)) at Gy = (Gg < 0— 0) terminates
for all source models Gg typed over TG?®, i.e. only finitely many steps are performed, if
the following conditions are satisfied:

1. all source rules are creating
2. all matches m; g are required to satisty D; # L, ¢ (see below).
3. G is finite, T'R is finite and the rule component L and R of each triple rule tr € TR

are finite.

Proof. Assume the procedure does not terminate for a finite G° typed over TG, i.e. the
derivation tree is infinite. Then we have

32



Lis R; 5
d \
n; g
d' © t?"‘,F
mi,5 D; : l L : Rip
mi F
Gifl,O Gi,O My, f
gi—1 ‘( jq\z—l
~ -~ X
Gi Gi—l G

case 1: The procedure generates a partial BC-match consistent pair () —tLi> G, é\o

*
trp

:>BC

G,) for all n geq 1, especially with n > |GS| = |GS|, where |G| denotes the amount

of nodes and edges in G°. From this follows:

a) in each step, for i = 1,...,n, k; elements are borrowed (nodes and edges):

\@ﬁl\@i,l\ = |L;r \ D;| = |RJ \ D?| and DY C R}

tri,s

b) [; elements are created in the source component in a step G;_1 9 —=

ki

Gi,O:

l = |G¢,Q \ Gi_170| = |Ri,S \ Li75| = |R;9 \ L§| and L,‘LS g D;g Wlth L;g 7& Df by

condition 3, i.e. |L¥| < |D?|

From a) and b) follows, that I; > k;, i.e.

in each step there are more elements

created than borrowed. So after n steps (Gog tr:% Gno,é’\o ”:F>BC én) we have
that |G| > |G®| = |G?], because each source step created more element than the

corresponding forward step with BC. More precisely |G2,| =

|G00H‘Z?=1 L= Z?:l i,

GS1 = |G5) + 0y b and = |G| > [GS] implies |Gyl = 0y & > 30 i 41 >
|G|+ >, ki = |G%|. Hence, g5, is not injective and therefore g, is not injective.

case 2: There are infinitely many steps @n_l AN go Gn with forward consistent BC-
matches, but each sequence is of finite length. Hence, we have infinitely many se-
quences starting at Go and because the derivation tree is inifinite we have infinitely

many matches at one graph G;.

We have a contradiction because of the finiteness of TR. Furthermore, due to the
fact that for each trrp € T R there exist finitely many matches, because G, is finite,

which is because (G is finite and rule compositions are finite.
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4 Propagation of Graph Constraints Using Borrowed
Context

In this section another main result of this technical report will be introduced. In Section
Graph Constraints we will see, how we can formulate properties for graphs. How we
can propagate such a constraint using the graph transformation with borrowed context will
be shown in Section Model Transformation of Graph Constraints. Lastly in Section[4.5
Preservation of Model Properties we will show, under which conditions a model satisfies a
propagated graph constraint.

4.1 Graph Constraints

The notion of graph constraints for plain graphs was already introduced in Definition [6] in
Section For triple graphs we need to lift this definition to triple graph constraints.

Definition 31 (triple graph constraints).
An atomic triple graph constraint is of the form PC(a) and consists of triple graphs P and
C, and a triple graph morphism a = (sa, ca,ta) : P — C.

A triple graph constraint is a Boolean formula over atomic triple graph constraints.
This means that true and every atomic triple graph constraint are graph constraints, and,
for triple graph constraints ¢ and ¢; with ¢ € [ for some index set I, ¢, NAjerc;, and Vierc;
are graph constraints:

sa ca ta

HPCHPT CS%CC

N

GS%GCHGT

A triple graph G : (G «— GY — GT) satisfies a triple graph constraint ¢, written
G Ecif

o c = true;

e ¢ = P(C(a) and, for every injective triple graph morphism p : P — G, there exists an
injective triple graph morphism ¢ : C' — G such that ¢ o a = p;

e ¢ = ¢ and G does not satisfy ¢;
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e ¢ = Nicrc; and G satisfies all ¢; with ¢ € I;

e ¢ = V,csc; and G satisfies some ¢; with 7 € I;

Using the notion of triple graph constraints we can now formulate conditions and prop-
erties on triple graphs, i.e. on

4.2 BC-Model Transformation of Graph Constraints

When we want to transform a graph constraint, we not just have to transform a single
model fragment, but two fragments P and C' with the morphism a : P — C' simulatneously.
Moreover, we have to confirm, if the parts we borrow in P are already in C' and hence
needs not to be borrowed or if C' misses parts of them as well, so it need to be borrowed
in the same way. Additionally, the morphism a needs to be translated such that it maps
the borrowed parts as well.

Definition 32 (Propagation of a Graph Constraint).

Given a graph constraint PC(a) : P % C for the source language of a model transformation
with borrowed context MTgc. A propagated integrated constraint PC(a) : P 3 C of
PC(a) satisfies the following conditions.

1. There is a BC-source consistent forward sequence

*
trp

(51): (P =0 —0) =550 P)
with 131 — P.
2. There is a BC-forward transformation sequence

!
*
trp -

(52): ((C—0—0) 25,0 C 25, Co)
with O, = C s.t.

3. (52) is an extension of (S1) as shown in the diagram below and the triple graph
morphism @ : P — C'is given by @ = trace(try o ay).

tr*

(P =0) = B—" o B = P
(a,@,@)i iao \
trik ~

(C=0-—+0) = aoéﬂgc al:F>BC é\n: C

Moreover, for each propagated integrated constraint PC'(a) we define the propagated
as

source constraint by PC(a®) : PS ., CS and the propagated target constraint by
PC(@T): PT &, CT.
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Remark

(52) extension of (S1) means (52) is a BC-forward transformation sequence via trj,, ¢,
where the matches m; rp Lir — Py of sequence (S1) are extended in the first [ steps to
matches mZF,C Ly p — é\k with m;r’EC = A,il o m,tRP and /d;l induced by PO (a) as
shown in the diagram below. Moreover @y, is induced by PO (1) and (2) becomes PO.

Lk,F e Rk,F
mz,F,P (1) nkFP

ﬁl;tl th_1.p ﬁk | "k, F,C
@, 2 ay

al:r—l tk—1.c ak

In the first step we have m{ ;. = (a,0,0) omy pp. At each step we require an e : Dy, —
D;, with dj, o e = dj, and my, pc 0 € = Qx_1 0 My p.

Remark

The propagation of graph constraints can be performed using the on-the-fly construction
for BC-model transformations according to Thm. 4, where termination can be ensured
according to Thm. @ For a single graph constraint PC(a) : P % C there may be several
propagated constraints PC(a) : P &, C that differ in the derived premise P and further-
more, they can differ in the derived conclusion C for a single derived P. Moreover, there
may not exist a single propagated constraint for a graph constraint PC(a) : P = C.

Remark

The propagation of a graph constraint can be extended to the following commutative
diagram, where we replace the transformation sequences tr., tr}iﬂ/ by the corresponding
traces trace(trs), trace(trs).
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®
=
s
\
)
Q)

~ try,
(P50 —0) =Py - l P g
s ~ try A tr;f \i\ ~
(a 7®7®) OO Cl - Cn - C
a id

(65 —0—=0)=0C
Example 5 (Propagation of a Graph Constraint).
A simple graph constraint is given in Figure[7] The mapping of the morphism a is indicated

by the labelling of the nodes.

P

O

a b a\. b
c

Figure 7: A graph constraint

Now assume, we want to transform the constraint according to Definition [32| with the
forward rule shown Figure 8| as the graphs L; and R;. We find a partial match m,,; : Ly —
ﬁo leading to the span (ﬁo — D, — L;) and a pushout object 180* . Additionally, there
exists a partial match m_ : L; — Co (not in the figure), which leads to the span (60 —
D, — Ly) and a pushout object 6; . Moreover, there exists a morphism e : D,; — Dy,
such that the triangle commutes. Therefore, the morphism ag is induced as shown in the
Figure. Over the pushouts in the transformation step the morphism a; is induced.

Now, the transformation of the premise is completed, but the edge in the conclusion at
the node a needs still to be translated. Therefore, we apply a borrowed context transfor-
mation to the triple graph C; which is shown in Figure @P

After we transformed both model fragments of the graph constraint completely, the
result is the propagated triple graph constraint shown in Figure , with P = P, C' = (Cy,
and @ = tr., o a;. In Theorem we will show for each integrated model G that G° =
PC(a%) implies G = PC(a),. This means in our example, if we require in the source
component G° of a model G the two self loops at the node a in the given pattern, we
require one self loop at the corresponding node in the target component of the model G
with the pattern given.
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Figure 10

o>

: Propagated Constraint
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In the following, we define some general properties of model transformations without
concerning borrowed context. These properties will be used to show the main result of this

chapter about the preservation of model properties by the propagation of graph constraints
in Thm. [I0in Sec.

Definition 33 (Guaranteed Completion).
A model transformation MT : V Lgy = V Lpy based on forward rules guarantees comple-

tion, if each partially source consistent forward sequence G| % GG, can be extended to

/
. . trs trx
a source consistent forward transformation Gy == G, == G,,.

Remark
A model transformation with guaranteed completion can be executed using the on-the-fly
construction [EEHP09]| and the condition ensures that no backtracking is necessary.

Definition 34 (Source and Target Uniqueness of Morphisms).

A triple graph G ensures source uniqueness of morphisms, if for any two injective triple
morphism p : P — G and p’ : P — G we have that p° = p'S = p = p/. Target uniqueness
of morphisms is defined analogously by replacing “S” with “T”. A language V'L of integrated
models ensures source (resp. target) uniqueness of morphisms, if each triple graph G € V'L
ensures source (resp. target) uniqueness of morphisms.

Definition 35 (Strong Functional Behaviour).
A model transformation based on forward rules has strong functional behaviour, if for

each source model Gg € V Lg and any two model transformation sequences (Gg, Gy ”:F>

G,,Gr) and (Gg, Gy BN G!.,G') we have that G,, =2 G, and Gr = G'.. Moreover, the

. trx trx . .
transformation sequences Gy == G,, and Gy == G/, are switch-equivalent.

4.3 Preservation of Model Properties

In this section we define the conditions under which a propagated graph constraint is a
constraint in the target language, i.e., under which conditions a model from the target
language satisfies the propagated constraint. We can show, that we can determine, when
an integrated model satisfies an propagated graph constraint, that is an integrated model
as well.

Theorem 10 (Translated Graph Constraint).

Given a graph constraint PC(a): P - Cand a model transformation MT based on for-
ward rules with strong functional behaviour, guaranteed completion and source uniqueness
of morphisms for the triple language V' L. Let PC(@) be a propagated integrated constraint
of PC(a) with PC(a®) and PC(aT) propagated source resp. target constraint. Then, an
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integrated model G = (G° «— G¢ — GT) € VL satisfies PC (@) and GT weakly satisfies
PC(a”), if the source model G* satisfies the source constraint PC(a@), i.e.

if G° E PC(@)

then G | PC(a) and GT v PC(a’),
where weak satisfaction GT ¥ PC(a’) means for all injective p? : PT — GT which can

be extended to injective integrated morphism p : P — G exists injective ¢7 : CT — GT
with g7 oa” = p'.

Proof. Given p : P — G we have to find q: C — G with

Q)

B ¥
X\ - - q
¥
G
By assumption we have ¢° : C*¥ »— G with
~ AS ~
PS OS
k - y: q°

By Remark (Extension of Propagation) we have commutative (1) and (2) where trans-
formation sequences are replaced by their traces.

*
trp

(PS — 0 — 0) = Py P=P
//(ps 0.0 3 @00 ) M @)
| - try

§ (CS<_®_>(Z)>:CO

\

\ (¢°,0,0) (4) @ (5) an (6) N

(GS (- @) e trp G, try G, trp

Gn =G

(3) commutes by assumption above and 1% can be applied with match (p°,0,0) : Py — Gy

*

leading step by step to G W:F> G, with (4) commuting and furthermore to G ==

G, —t—T_F—> G = G by guaranteed completion with (5) commuting.
Let injective ¢ : C' — G be defined by q = trace(try’) o ¢, s.t. (6) commutes. By

assumption on G we have () 2 G and by decomposition then a model transformation
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" " 1"
trp* *

sequence (G, Gy =£= G, GT) where G Yr . G and Go % G, Lr_%—> G, t—r_F—> G,=0G
are equal up to switch equivalence by assumption on strong functional behaviour. This
means that the corresponding traces are equal.

Note that commutativity of (1) and (2) implies that @° in (1) is the S-component of @
in (2) and that of (4) — (6) that ¢° in (4) is the S-component of ¢ in (6). It remains to
show go@ = p in (7). Due to source uniqueness of morphisms ¢° o @® = p¥, which is valid
by assumption, implies g o @ = p. R

Finally, given p? : PT »— G let p : P — G be extension of p’ then G = PC(a) implies
q: C — G with g oG = p. This implies ¢7 0 a” = p? and hence G = PC(al).

O]

Remark

By Thm. [10[ above we have shown that under the given side conditions all constraints that
are valid for a source model G° € V Lg are preserved and valid as integrated constraints for
an integrated model G € V L containing G° and an target construct for the target model
GT. Intuitively, this means that properties of the source model are preserved during the
transformation and become valid for the integrated model and the target model.

Remark

1. According to Thm. 3 [HEOGI0] functional behaviour of a model transformation
based on forward rules can be analyzed using critical pair analysis of the tool AGG
[AGG] with the derived forward translation rules, which extend the forward rules
by additional boolean valued translation attributes. As shown in [HEGOI10], the
absence of significant critical pairs for the system of forward translation rules ensures
strong functional behaviour, which implies that there is no need for backtracking of
the on-the-fly construction, which implies guaranteed completion.

2. Furthermore, strong functional behaviour ensures that each source consistent forward
sequence is unique up to switch equivalence and therefore, the resulting triple graphs
are unique up to isomorphism.

3. If no significant critical pairs are present we can furthermore conclude that each
substructure of a graph G° € V Lg, which is translated by a sequence of forward
steps, can only be translated by a switch-equivalent sequence of these forward steps.
The reason is that critical pairs are complete (see [EEPTO06]), i.e. for each paral-
lel dependent pair of transformation steps there is a critical pair. Therefore, each
substructure is uniquely translated implying source uniqueness of morphisms for the
triple language V' L.

For this reason, we can check guaranteed completion (Def. , strong functional be-
haviour (Def. and source uniqueness of the triple language V'L (Def. by checking
the absence of critical pairs for the system of forward translation rules using the tool AGG.
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5 Case Study

In this section to case studies will be introduced which will show examples for the model
transformation of model fragments. The visual language ABT-Reo for Enterprise mod-
elling will be introduced in section Enterprise Modelling with ABT-Reo. We will first
show a standard model transformation in Section Model Transformation of Models in
ABT-Reo, before showing in Section Model Transformation of Constraints in ABT-Reo
how to transform a graph constraint of this language using borrowed context. Finally, in
section [5.4] Model Transformation of Operational Semantics: From State Machines to Petri
Nets we present a second case study on transforming operational semantics between State
Machines and Petri Nets.

5.1 Enterprise Modelling with ABT-Reo

Enterprise modeling encompasses the development of business and I'T models of different
domain-specific modeling languages. For the organization Credit Suisse a new framework
was invented to connect both languages with triple graphs [Sch94]. This framework allows
on the one hand for intra-modelling, using graph grammars and graph constraints, and on
the other hand it allows for inter-modelling, with triple graph grammars used for model
transformation and integration, as well.

One main part of the modelling framework is the use of the ABT & Reo for IT &
Business service models, where ABT stands for abstract behaviour types and Reo stands
for Reo connectors. The connection between the business universe and the I'T universe is
specified by a triple graph grammar (TGG).

Since requirements for ABT-Reo models are specified by graph constraints, it is well
suited as a case study for a model transformation with the borrowed context approach.

A triple graph G = (G5 &£ G¢ ‘e, GT) in ABT-Reo consists of typed source and
target graphs G° and G, where the business service models are in the source component
and the IT service models are in the target component and the graph G¢ defines the
correspondences. Both model views are ABT-Reo diagrams typed over the same type
graph (see Fig. that specifies the general structure of the graphs. The type graph for
the integrated models in the triple graphs is shown in Figure [12]

Graphs typed over this graph are titled as ABT-Reo diagrams in abstract syntax.
The type graph contains the main types “ABT” for abstract behaviour type nodes, “Reo”
for Reo connectors, “Port” for ports and “Point” for points that glue together input and
output ports of ABT nodes and Reo connectors. Additionally, there are ports that are
used for external communication with other elements, i.e. other ABT nodes and Reo
connectors. But ABT nodes can also be composite, i.e. they contain a further specified
internal structure involving other ABT nodes and Reo connectors. The external ports
of such composite nodes are connected to complementery internal ports, such that the
communication is transferred through the borders of the composite ABT nodes.

Models based on such a graph in abstract syntax with the information of this graph
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junction
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| OP | [ELABT| [CompABT|
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Legend |

AR = ABT/Reo

EIABT = Elementary ABT
CompABT = Composite ABT
ExtP = External Port
IntP = Internal Port

IP = Input Port

OoP = Qutput Port

ExtIP = External Input Port
IntiP = Internal Input Port
IntOP = Internal Output Port

ExtOP = External Output Port

& = |nheritance relation
} = Edge type

Figure 11: Type Graph TG apr_pgeo for ABT-Reo models
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Figure 12: Triple Type Graph TG spr_pgeo for the Triple Graph Grammar

Correspondence

Target

43



encoded in the shapes of the models are titled as ABT-Reo diagrams in concrete syntax.

In Figure [13], there is an example for a model of the IT Universe in concrete syntax
specifying the structure of a part of a network composed of local area networks (LANSs).
It consists of four ABT elements, with the outer ABT elements representing the LANs
“NW4” and “NWT7” and the two inner ones representing encoding/decoding nodes, i.e.the
communication between both LANs on public network connections is encoded. The edges
between the ABT elements are representations for the Reo connectors.

NW4:LAN
private ; private
E/D

E/D

private private

NW7:LAN

Figure 13: Example for an ABT-Reo model in concrete syntax of the I'T Universe

To explain the relation between models in concrete and abstract syntax in further detail,
we can see in Figure [14] a fragment of the model in Figure [13| with the upper two ABT
elements and their Reo connectors on the left side and the same part in abstract syntax
on the right side.

The boxes in the left model correspond to the “ABT” nodes in the right, which have an
edge to a node containing their types as a string, e.g the upper ABT element corresponds
with the upper ABT node. The arrows on the left side correspond to the nodes of the
type “Reo” on the right side, e.g. the arrow on the left in the left model corresponds to
the Reo node on the left in the right model. The external input resp. output ports of the
ABT and Reo elements are represented as nodes as well in the abstract syntax, but are not
visualized in the concrete syntax. However, the left model contains bold bullets, gluing the
arrows and the boxes together, representing the nodes of the type “Point”, which connect
an output port of an ABT element with the input port of a Reo connector and vice versa,
e.g. the communication data exits an ABT element through its external output port and
enters a Reo connector through the external input port, which is glued to it.

As the direct comparison of concrete and abstract syntax shows, the concrete syntax is
more compact. Therefore it is more intuitive, while the abstract syntax allows for a precise
and detailed specification and analysis.

We will genrally work with the concrete syntax in this case study, but it is important
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private

private

LAN : String

-name

. ExtIP :port—{NW4 : ABT —:port _ ExtOP
:glue :glue

:glue:| : Point | | . Point ‘glue

r,l private : String |4ﬁ

‘name

p°“:— [Reo [0
‘port

‘glue_——p Sint | | = Point | glue

glue— 1 :glue
[ EXIOP |—ipo

1p°"t . ExtlP

-

E/D : String

Concrete
Syntax

Abstract Syntax

Figure 14: A part of the model in figure [13|in concrete and abstract syntax
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to keep in mind, that it is just a curtailed version of the abstract syntax.

ABT-Reo has been modified to a triple graph grammar by [BHEQ9], where the models
between the IT and business domain are connected via a correspondence graph and the
one model as the source graph and the other as the target.

We first want to introduce the transformation rules. Because we work with a triple
graph grammar, we have only non-deleting rules, that generate models and we only have
a triple graph morphism from the left-hand-side (LHS) L of a rule to the right-hand-side
(RHS) R without a graph K lying in between. As we can see in figure[15] in the complete
notation, we have the representation of both sides. Whereas in the compact notation we
use green coloring and the sign of a double plus sign to indicate, which elements are created
by the rule, i.e. which elements are new on the RHS. In this study we will use rules in the
compact notation in the concrete syntax.

L=

\l/ . Y .
R= { ABT L :ABT
name = "Department" name = "LAN"

A
Y

uonejou
a)9|dwo)

-+ ++ +F ++ ++
ABT |< O > [ABT

name = "Department" name = "LAN"

XejuAg joeJisqy

uolnelou
10edwo)

t ++ ++ e ++
:Department |<— @——=_LAN

uonejou
1oedwo)
XeJUAg

9]210U0)

Figure 15: Different notations of the Triple Rule 0 - LAN2Department

For the transformation of the graph constraint later in this section we first need rules.
The first transformation rule is given by figure [16] It is a forward rule, which has nothing
in the LHS, shown by the fact, that there are only green elements with a double plus
sign in the compact notation. The generated elements are similar in both models. A Reo
connector with the name “public” with a gluing element at the beginning and at the end.
The correspondence graph connects both element through these gluing elements.

The transformation rule shown in Figure [17] does not have an empty LHS. The parts,
that are needed for this rule to be applicable, are the elements, generated by the rule pub-
licZ2public, i.e. the public Reo connectors and its gluing elements, which are corresponding
with each other. The elements added then by the RHS are the encoding/decoding ABT
elements with their input, respective output port connected to the gluing elements from
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++
++_  ++ . ++ ot

. ++ _++
public public
++
++ ++ . ++ ++

Figure 16: Triple Rule I - public2public

the public Reo connector in the IT model. Meanwhile in the business model a filter ABT
element is created, corresponding to the two encoding/decoding ABT elements in the IT
model. The filter is connected to the input port of the public Reo connector by two other
Reo connector. Technically, this means that the messages arriving at the input port of the
public Reo connector are delivered to the filter which decides to forward the message to
the public Reo connector or to surpress it.

tt ++ H+ = ++
‘E/D |=< >| :Filter P
T\ A /<T
S1:public 1:public

++

]

<

- +
O+ Or

e {/ +H+
:E/D

Figure 17: Triple Rule IT - E/D2Filter

The triple rule depicted in Figure |18 generates a private Reo connector in between a
department and a filter, that is in front of a public Reo connector, if on the corresponding
IT model there is a private Reo connector between a LAN element and an encoding element,
that is also in front of a public connector.

In Figure[19] the rule is shown, that attaches a public Reo connector with a gluing node
to a department ABT element. Note that the department corresponds to the LAN element
on the IT domain, that is the destination of the communication line. The notation for the
gluing in the concrete syntax with a dashed line and a node labelled “attach” is just used
for this rule, as the gluing of ports has no representation in this compact notation. If you
take a look at the type graph TG apr_geo in Figure |'1;1'| you can see, that it represents the
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TTLAN O S1:Department
o
I private private
@
T2:E/D O S2:Filter ¥
T3:public O S33pUb|iC
: 1@ ¢

Figure 18: Triple Rule IIT - PrivateIn2Privateln

adding of a edge of the type “glue” between the external input port of the department ABT
element and the node with the type “ point”

T1:TE/D O | S1:Filter p-o—ey
T2:public | | O | | S3-publi
O :public
T3-*E/D ++
I private :,f'/
T4-LAN O SZ:Deplartment

Figure 19: Triple Rule IV - PrivateOut2FilteredOut

5.2 Model Transformation of Models in ABT-Reo

In this section we will transform a simplified model from the one shown in Figure [I3] where
the communication only works in one direction (see Figure in order to explain to the
reader a standard model transformation in ABT-Reo.

The rules in the above section are all triple rules, i.e. they are rules to construct both
models simultaneously. As this work is dealing with the subject of model transformation,
we need rules to create a model in one domain from an existing model in the other domain.
Therefore, we need to create forward rules, i.e. rules transforming from the IT to the
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NW4:LAN

; private

public
E/D

private

NW7:LAN

Figure 20: The model before the transformation

business domain, derived from the given triple rules. For this purpose we assume, that all
the parts that are created by the source rule are already existing in the forward rule in one
model, here in the IT model. Figure 2] shows the forward rule created from “triple rule
I’ in Figure [I6] The black colored public Reo connector and gluing points are not created
by this rule, but they need to exist in the model to make this rule applicable. In the same
way the “triple rule IT” in Figure [17] can be transformed into a forward rule, bringing the
encoding/decoding ABT elements into the LHS, i.e. coloring them black and removing the
double plus signs in the compact notation.

++ P\- ++ ++
< —>
! et !
public publictT
++
.<7++ O T+ >¢@tt

Figure 21: Forward Rule I - public2public

Instead of the compact notation, the forward rule extracted from the “triple rule I”
can be represented as shown in figure 22, with the IT model on the left side. We can see
the left-hand-side and the right-hand-side of the rule in this notation, which will be more
convenient for the application of the transformation step.

The model transformation starts with the model as the source graph of a triple graph
with empty context and target graphs. These graphs will be build up by the transformation
rules, while the source model will remain unchanged. In Figure [23| the application of the
forward rule public2public is shown. The rule is on top and the start graph in the bottom
on the left. The transformation step is a gluing of the start graph and the right-hand-side of
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! @ ——
public - public public
! . llall,

Figure 22: Complete notation of “Forward Rule I”

the rule over the left-hand-side. Note that the elements, that are identified by the matches
are labeled in the inscriptions of the nodes and edges, e.g., the label S7 on the public Reo
connector of the left-hand-side and the same label on the public Reo connector in startgraph
means, that the morphism matches these two elements. The result of the transformation
step is the graph in the bottom on the right, with the startmodel in the source component
and a public Reo connector with two gluing points in the target component with two nodes
in the correspondence component and morphisms depicted as grey arrows.

!

S1:public

v

S1: public

v

T1: public

v

NW4:LAN
private

E/D
private

NW7:LAN

NW4:LAN
private

P
E
private

NW7:LAN

@fﬂ [0}
’»
S1: publi v S1: public T1: public
5 !

Figure 23: Applying the forward rule public2public

The next transformation step creates a filter in the business domain that corresponds
to the encoding/decoding ABT element in the IT domain. Note that we now have the
triple graph we just received by the previous transformation step on the left, while above
is the rule E/D2Filter that is derived from the triple rule in Figure [17]

In Figure [25| we transform the LAN elements with the forward rule LAN2Department,
which is derived from Figure [I5] Note that this rule could be at any step before, since it
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E/D o E/D 8 -
S1: public T1: public S1: public T1: public
! © 7
O

v
*T

NW4:LAN NW4:LAN
private y private L/ O
E,E -~ 1 E,‘D_| -~ T—» T2:Filter
S$1: public y O T1: public S1: public O T1: public
Jca t 5 t
private private  Z O
NW7:LAN NW?7:LAN

Figure 24: Applying the forward rule E/D2Filter

is sequential independent with the rules used in the previous steps (see Definition , but
it has to be performed in this step at the latest, because the parts, that are generated by
this rule in the target component are needed for the following rules to find a valid match.

This rule has to be applied a second time with another match to generate a department
node that corresponds to the ABT element NW7:LAN. This step is not shown, but works
similar to the transformation shown in Figure 25 and the result of this transformation can
be seen in Figure |20 as the left graph in the bottom.

In the next transformation step a Reo connector is added, that represents the private
communication line outgoing from the department to the public communication line with
the filter attached to it. The rule is the forward rule from Figure[18|and the transformation
step can be seen in Figure [20]

The last step which completes the transformation of our I'T model is shown in Figure
It connects the point which is glued to the external output port of the public Reo connector
to the external input port of the department element in the bottom of the business model.
The attachment, which is shown in the original triple rule in Figure is depicted in this
complete notation as the moving of the point to the ABT element, which means the adding
of the glue edge in the abstract syntax.

In Figure [28| the final result of this transformation is shown. It is an integrated model,
which means that both models are connected through the correspondence component in the
middle, with the IT model on the left and the business model on the right. To complete the
transformation and regain the transformed model, the integrated model can be restricted
to the target model. However, leaving it as the integrated model shows the connection
between the models and moreover, it will be useful in the following section.
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Figure 25: Applying the forward rule LAN2Department

S3:.LAN O T3:Department S3:LAN O T3:Department
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Figure 26: Applying the forward rule PrivateIn2Privateln




S1:E/D ) T :Fy S1:E/D ) ’@T
SZ:pub @ d T2:public SZ:pul} @ d T2:public
*/ ® KXl */ ® ’
R . |
S3:E/D O v S3:E/D O

S4:private S4:private

\é
S5:LAN T3:Department S5:LAN T3:Department
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it |—1

private private

private private
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S1:E/D T1:Filter » S1:E/D T1:Filter b
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Figure 27: Applying the forward rule PrivateOut2FilteredOut

NW4:LAN O >| Department
private ; private
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S2:public | @
< |

~ T2: public
S4:private I/ j \¢
[S5NW7LAN |<—@ |T3:Departmen't_|

Figure 28: The integrated model
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5.3 Model Transformation of Constraints in ABT-Reo

The model fragment we want to transform is a constraint for an I'T model. It is shown
in Figure 29 in concrete syntax. An I'T model satisfies this constraint, iff when it satisfies
the premise, it satisfies the conclusion as well. This means if the model is containing a
public Reo connector, the ports of this public Reo connector have to be glued to the ports
of encoding/decoding ABT elements. This is a constraint for an IT model, our source
domain. The premise P is the source component P° and the conclusion C' is C*° in our
context. We want to derive a forward model transformation sequence.

]

public
—oublicw | E/D ‘ E/D

Figure 29: A graph constraint in the I'T domain in abstract and concrete syntax

The source graph in the LHS of the “Forward Rule I” in Figure 21] is larger than the
premise graph of the constraint, so the borrowed context approach has to be applied, in
order to transform this model fragment sucessfully. As shown in figure [30] there is a partial
match from the LHS - the upper triple graph in the middle - to the premise - the lower
triple graph on the left. The element, that is matched by the partial match, is the public
Reo connector. Therefore the morphism D — P in the span (P «— D — L) is the identity.
Hence the resulting PO over the span P* is the identity of the LHS L and the result of
the transformation is the identity of the RHS. Since all parts of the model P have been
transformed, the transformation is finished after applying this rule.

D L R

< (M
py

public { public > public

‘T
LBy | kB

—O—
pub#c >{ public > public
! L——Q‘

Figure 30: Transformation of the premise of the constraint

Now, the conclusion of the constraint has to be transformed using the same sequence of
transformation rules, i.e. using the rule public2public, and some matches compatible with
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the morphism a : P — C. In this case, there is a total match leading to the transformation
step, as pictured in Figure [31]

L R
M S
T (Y >
public > public public
< I N
AN .
C Y Ci Y
ED
< ) Z‘T
N
T1:public > T1:public public
M
N &*
:E/D :E/D

Figure 31: First transformation step of the conclusion of the constraint

In the first transformation step we have to match the public Reo connector from the
source component in the LHS to the Reo connector in C*°, since this match is given by the
graph constraint.

Furthermore, from Definition [32] we know, that the transformation sequence for C' is
an extension of the transformation of P shown in Figure [30] The span D’ hence is the
identity of L and therefore the result is the transformation step without borrowed context
shown in Figure [31]

For the next step we use the “Forward Rule II” corresponding to “Iriple Rule IT”
E/D2Filter in Figure , which was not used for the premise. So the first possible match
is the identity match on the source component. The other possible pastial matches would
again lead to inconsistent ABT-Reo models and are neglected.

The resulting constraint in the integrated model IMT is pictur/iged in figure B3] The
premise has been extended on the source component from P to PS5, now also including
the gluing points and not only the public Reo connector, while the graph C* remained
unchanged. As explained above, there is only one resulting model for the premise and the
conclusion, which is due to the syntax of the ABT-Reo diagrams.

The transformed contraint now states in the business domain, that when there exists
a public Reo connector with gluing points to its ports, i.e. there is a connection from the
ports, then there has to be a filter before the input port of it. This is from the semantic
point of view the representation of the constraint on the I'T domain. It does not allow for
public Reo connectors to transmit certain messages. There is either no transmission at all
or only encrypted communication.
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Figure 32: Second transformation step of the conclusion of the constraint
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Figure 33: The constraint in the integrated model




Since we were able to transform the graph constraint now it is interesting if we can
apply Theorem which states that if a source model satisfies the propagated source
constraint, than the integrated model satisfies the integrated constraint and the target
model weakly satisfies the target constraint. The precondition, that in the triple graph
grammar ABT-Reo has no critical pairs will be shown later.

We can now use the model from Section and show, that according to Theorem
[10] that the integrated model satisfies the integrated constraint. Therefore, the source
constraint, shown in Figure 20 has to satisfy the source constraint. As shown in Figure
, we can find matches p : P — G° and q : C — G such that die diagram commutes, i.e.,
p = goa. In Figure|35|is shown, that the integrated model satisfies the integrated constraint,
with the triple morphisms p: P — G and ¢ : C — G and the diagram commuting, i.e.,
= goa. Moreover, the target model weakly satisfies the target constraint, /sllown in Figure
361 Weakly satisfaction GT |= PC(al) means, that for all injective p” : PT — GT which
can be extended to injective integrated morphism p : P — G exists injective g7 : CT — GT
with g7 oa’ = p’. There exists only the injective p’ shown in Figure, which can be extended
to the p shown in Figure . Now, there is a ¢”, which is the target component of g, with
¢Coal = pT.

P
E/D
1:public 1:public
y
)
| E/D

NW4:LAN

private

/D
public

E/D

private

-

<o)

Figure 34: The source model satisfies the source of the integrated constraint

According to the remark after Theorem [I0] the assumptions of Theorem [I0] are satisfied,
if there are requires no critical pairs. By means of the analysing technique in [HEOG10] we
can use the tool AGG for the analysis of strong functional behaviour and show, that there
are no critical pairs in the derived Forward Translation Rules. In the paper [HEOG10]| was
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R _ E/D Filter |-—>
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b A
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,_| >
S2:public '\ ||
E/?\\ I || T2: public
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Figure 35: The integrated model satisfies the integrated constraint

CT

2:public

Department
private
- |
T1:Filter <9

T2: public

'

| T3:Departmen’t |

Figure 36: The target model weakly satisfies the target constraint
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shown that in this case for the system with traditional Forward Rules strong functional
behaviour is ensured. From this is follows that there is no need for backtracking and hence,
every partial source consistent forward sequence has the option to be completed.

=

* ph morph, Aol T
A—BT g mark P String name
string name| g . 01 0.|Boolean tr
glue-T %3--1
glue-T *
,'; P T
: e e |Boolean fr
mao AinkT T e glue-T
PointT _J_-——-"' .r String name
Reo Boolean r{p 1
String name

Figure 37: The simplyfied type graph of ABT-Reo in AGG

In order to analyse the triple graph grammar we reduced the ABT-Reo type graph to
the ABT and Reo elements and their connection, the gluing points, ignoring the input and
output ports and adding the Strings as attributes instead of additional nodes (see Figure
37). This is a valid simplification, where we left out the ports, because we only use external
input and outputports, which are represented by the direction of the edges between the
Reo connectors and the points. If a point is the source of a glue edge to a Reo connector,
this means it is glued to its input port and, if a ABT element is connected to this point as
well, it is connected to its output port and vice versa. AGG supports only plain graphs,
but the analysis results are also valid with the notation used in the pictures below. On the
left side there is the black colored business model and on the right side is the red colored
IT model. In between is the blue colored correspondence graph with blue colored arrows
representing the graph morphisms.

morph 1.ABT-T
name="LAMN"
tr=true

4

: morph
1ABT-T : ABT - " _@
name="LAN" §§ name="Depanmeant'

tr=false

Figure 38: The Rule LANZ2Department_ BW

This reduction was done, because AGG generates many overlaying graphs when analysing
critical pairs with the complete model. Analysing the simplified graphs for critical pairs
generates significant less overlaying graphs, but we will see later, that AGG will have
problems at some point in the analysis though.

In Figure 39 the “Forward Rule I - public2publice” from Figurd2]] is depicted, which
transformes a public Reo element with gluing points in the I'T model into a corresponding
public Reo element with gluing points in the business model. Because in AGG ABT-Reo
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Figure 39: The Rule public2public_ BW

name="public"

was implemented with the business model in the source and the IT model in the target
component, it is a backward rule, which makes in our case no difference for the analysis.

The rules picturized in the Figures and to are representing rules from the
ABT-Reo triple graph grammar given by the triple rules in Figure [15] and [17] to [19]
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Figure 40: The Rule Filter2ED BW
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Figure 41: The Rule PrivateIn2Privateln BW
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Figure 42: The Rule FilteredOut2PrivateOut _BW
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In order to exclude graph structures, that cannot be generated by the source rules, but
are allowed by the type graph, we added graph constraints to the grammar in AGG. The
premise in the screenshots is on the left hand side, while the conclusion is on the right.
Moreover, since we want to forbid such structures, the graph constraints are negated, i.e.
if there is found a match from the premise into a graph, there must not exist a match from
the conclusion into the graph, such that the triangle over the morphism from the premise
to the conclusion commutes.

2PointT 2PointT
tr=true §§ tr=true
“alue-T gglue-T “alue-T g.glue-T
3:Reo-T 1 ReoT 3Rec-T 1 Reo-T
narme="public" m : narme="public" m

Figure 43: The constraint forbids two glued “public” Reo elements

glue-T glue-T

iglL'E'T glue-T

Reo-T Reo-T
name="public" name="public”

Figure 44: The constraint forbids an ABT element glued to two Reo elements

The constraint in Figure [43] forbids the existence of two public Reo connectors that are
glued together. In Figure [44] the premise is empty, which means, that the conclusion must
never exist in any model. Here, that there is no more than one public Reo connector glued
to an ABT element. The third constraint, shown in Figure [45] forbids any gluing point to
glue the input port of a private Reo connector to any input port of another Reo connector.
So practically, these constraints ensure the right gluing of Reo connectors.
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Reo-T
name="private"

Figure 45: The constraint forbids a “private” Reo element to be glued to another Reo
element

&07) Minimal Conflicts
Export
irst | second 1: Department2L AN_BWW 2: Public2Public_BW 3: Filter2ED_BW 4: PrivatelnToPrivateln_BW  5: Puhli[:OuﬂuPri\rﬁIEOuLE’W|

1: Department2L AN_BW

2: Public2Public_BW

3: Filter 2ED_BW

4: PrivatelnToPrivateln_BW

52 PublicOutToPrivateOut_B

Figure 46: The critical pair analysis in AGG

The result of the critical pair analysis for the given ABT-Reo Forward Rules is shown
in Figure 46 The green cells in the table indicate, that there are no critical pairs for
the two analysed rules. The analysis works in two dircetions, because AGG computes the
delete-use-conflicts between two rules, where the first rule deletes elements, i.e. changes
attributes, while the second rule needs those elements. In row four and row five we can
see question marks, which are indicating, that AGG could not complete the analyses for
these rules. This happens, when AGG runs out of workspace with over 500,000 overlapping
graphs and cancels the analysis, which can happen in a delete-use-conflict in one way, but
eventually not the other. However, we can argument, why there are no critical pairs for
the remaining rules.

First of all, we have a triple graph grammar without NACs (Negative Application
Conditions). Therefore, we never encounter the problem, that one rule generates content
in the models, which another rule forbids in order to be applicable, i.e. there are no
produce-forbid conflicts. So at the most we get so-called delete-use conflicts, i.e. one rule
deletes parts of the model, which prevents from finding a valid match for another rule.
However, the rules are only deleting on the translation attributes which indicate, if an
element of the source model was already translated by changing the attribute from “false”
to “true”.
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Therefore, we will argument that those conflicts with “true” and “false” cannot occur in
the triple language ABT-Reo, i.e., one rule does not change elements that are needed for
another. The first critical pair analysis that could not be computed was between the two
rules Filter2ED BW and PrivatelnToPrivateln BW. The first rule changes the attribute
of two E/D nodes from “false” to “true”, while the second rule changes the attributes of a
private Reo connector and its gluing points.

Moreover, the overlappings between the rules PrivatelnToPrivateln  BW and Filtered-
Out2PrivateOut_ BW are no critical pairs. The first changes the attributes of a private
Reo connector and its gluing points, while the second changes the attributes of a public Reo
connector respectively. The constraints shown in Figures [43| and [45| forbid the existence of
more than one gluing point connected to a Reo connector and vice versa. Therefore the
two critical parts cannot overlap.

Furthermore, AGG could not analyse the critical pairs between the rule Privateln-
ToPrivateln_ BW itself and FilteredOut2PrivateOut_ BW itself. We ignore overlapping
matches, that are identical and for every not identical match, there is no overlapping on
the elements where the attributes are changed. In the example of the rule Privateln-
ToPrivateln_ BW the constraint in Figure forbids a point to be glued to a private
Reo connector and another Reo connector at the same time, so another match for one of
the points or the Reo connector with the attribute false cannot be found, other than the
identical.

The same holds for FilteredOut2PrivateOut_ BW, where the attribute of a public Reo
connector and its gluing points are set from “false” to “true”. Here the constraint from
Figure [43]|forbids the existence of two public Reo connectors connected to one point. Hence,
the identical match would be the only critical pair.

In this case study the use of the borrowed context approach gave us the opportunity to
transform model fragments, which we could not before. Additionaly, we were able to get
only one single transformation result in this particular case study, which leaves us with an
integrated model, where we can use the target graph only as well, i.e. without the source
and context graph. Furthermore we can say, that every source model, if under the side
condition that the model transformation has strong functional behaviour (see Theorem
satisfies the propagated source constraint, then the integrated model will satisfy the
integrated model and the target model weakly satisfies the propagated target constraint.

5.4 Model Transformation of Operational Semantics: From State
Machines to Petri Nets

Another area of application for the transformation with borrowed context is the transfor-
mation of operational semantics. As rules they contain fragments of models which define
operations in a model language, e.g., petri nets. For the elementary petri nets there has
been defined an operational semantics already |[Rei84].

The aim is to achieve a transformation of the operationals semantics such that the
diagram below commutes.
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SM, PT

OP; OP}
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In order to define operational semantics for state machines, the abstract syntax for state
machines from [EEPT06] has been modified as shown in Figure The graph was reduced
to states and transitions linked to a certain statemachine. The transition can trigger an
event or can be connected over an action to it. Additionally, a transition can be connected
to a state over a condition, which express, that for the transition to be executed, the state
has to be active.

StateMachine
smname=String

Event

sm2trans
act2event
A4
State begin
stname=String —| Transition
) l—
isAct=Boolean end trans2act

cond2state trans2cond

Figure 47: The type graph for state machines

In Figure (48| the type graph for an elementary petri net is shown, with the token as
boolean attribute. A transition can be executed, if all places that are connected to it
with a prearc must have this attribute as true and all connected to it with a postarc must
have this attribute as false. The execution of a transition sets the token attribute of its
connected places to false if they are connected by prearcs and to true if they are connected
by postarcs.

We will now give the outlook to a case study, that need to be further extended on
the transformation of operational semantic. Therefore, we will introduce an example of a
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presrc

Place
plname=String
token=Boolean

Transition
trname=String

posttgt

postsrc

Figure 48: The type graph for petri nets

StateMachine

smname="Producer"

sm2sta

sm2state

sm2trans

State

isAct=true

stname="Producing"

begin

Transition

trigger

Event

ename="produce"

trans2act

cond2state

StateMachine

smname="Consumer"

sm2stat

sm2state

sm2trans

State

stname="Wait4Prod"
isAct=true

begin

Transition

trigger

Event

ename="deliver"

Transition

State

stname="Wait4Cons"
isAct=false

State

stname="Consume"
isAct=false

Figure 49: The Producer-Consumer SM in abstract syntax
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simple producer consumer state machine in abstract (see Figure and concrete syntax
(see Figure [50)).

In this state machine we have two machines, a Producer and a Consumer. The producer
starts in the state Producing. If he executes the transition going to Wait/Cons, the event
produce is triggered. To execute the next transition, the consumer has to be in the state
Wait} Prod, and both transitions are executed simulaneously. Then the consumer can
consume and so on.

Producer Consumer
[ Producing ] [ Wait4Prod ]
A A
produce [cons.wait] deliver consume
/deliver
\i \i
Wait4Cons ] [ Consuming

Figure 50: The Producer-Consumer SM in concrete syntax

In order to perform a model transformation from state machines to elemental petri
nets the transformation rules developed by [EEPT06| were modified and translated into
forward triple graph rules.

-+ t+
- State  |<«—tF O S Place
stname = n plname = n
isAct=b token =b

Figure 51: Forward Rule stateZplace

In Figure the rule is shown, which transforms a state from a state machine into
a place from a petri net and sets the attributes to the attributes of the respective state.
Similiar to that, in Figure[52]an event is translated to a transition. In Figure [53]and [54] the
pre and post arcs between a place and a transition is added corresponding to the transition
between the state and the event in the state machine. If the transition is connected to an
event via an action, the forward rules shown in Figure [55 and [56| are to be used. Due to
the fact, that the condition, that the state, that is connected over the condition, has to
be activated, we decided to translate it in a manner, that is has to be connected to the

68



Event [<

++

ename = n

ot ‘

>

o+

: Transition

trname = n

Figure 52: Forward Rule event2trans

>| : Transition

Figure 53:

Forward Rule trans2prearc

>| : Transition

Figure 54: Forward Rule trans2postarc
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V

¥

I:—IE :cond2state State |
A . iti A
:begin +Londition :begin

: Tran@mgcon d . Transition

: Place | | : Place |
++ ++ A
:presrc ++4  .presrc ++
++| :PreArc | | :PreArc |
‘pretgt o
y ‘pretgt

v :trans2act v ‘trigger
:act2event

. Transition|«——

Figure 55: Forward Rule transAct2prearc

:cond2state

¥

. State I State |
A . iti A
: Condition begin

:end

: Transition trans2cond :Trans.ltl.on
v :frans2act v.trlgger
Jant |

: Place |

| . Place |

++
.presrc

++ A
+4 :postsrc ++

+ +| :PreArc | :PostArc |
‘pretgt v B .
(B :pos
: Transition<u

:Action aclevent :Event |<=—

Figure 56: Forward Rule transAct2postarc
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transition in the petri net domain. Another possibility is to add another transition, that
has a prearc and postarc to the place, that must have a token. This was done in [EEPT06],
but because of definition of petri nets this transition can never be executed, since the place
in the post domain must not have a token. Therefore, we decided for this simple checking
method, which possibly can be extended in a more sufficient way.

When we want to define the operational semantics, we encounter the problem, that more
than one transition can be executed simultaneously. The most simple case is a transition
between two states that triggers an event, without affecting another transition. This simple
case would be represented in the rule for operational semantics direct Transition shown in
Figure [57, where the state, where the transition begins, is set from true to false and the
state where it ends from false to true.

L R
. State . State
sthame = m sthame = m
isAct = true isAct = false
A A
:begin :begin
;trigger :trigger
:end :end
Y Y
. State . State
sthame = n sthame = n
isAct = false isAct = true

Figure 57: Rule directTransition for the Operational Semantics in SMs

This operational semantics rule can be translated with the given rules without problems,
i.e., without the use of borrowed context. The result of the transformation is given in Figure
and where on the predomain the token is set from true to false and vice versa in the
post domain. Note, that this operational semantics rule does not check, neither in source
model, not in the target model, whether there are more states, resp. places, are affected
by the event, resp. transition.

This can be prevented by priorisation, i.e., that rules with a higher priority are executed
until they cannot be applied any furhter. This means, that the rule shown in Figure [60]
would be applied, until all transitions connect via actions are executed and after that the
rule in Figure 57| would be applied, such that all states affected by the event are changed.

The rule shown in Figure [60] sets the isAct attribute from a state in the beginning of
a transition from true to false and in the ending from false to true, if the state in the
condition is activated and the transition is connected via an action to an event.

For the transformation of this rule transformation steps with borrowed context would
be needed, as shown for the application of the rule transAct2preArc in Figure [61]

The transformation of the operational semantics rule indirect Transition with the use
of borrowed context results in the Figure [62] for the left-hand-side and in the Figure [63] for
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< ()| :Place ‘presrc
plname = m
token = true
‘pretgt
:Tran@—» . Event & : Transition .
:end .
. State ()——5| Place :posttgt
sthame = n plname =n
isAct = false token = false

Figure 58: Integrated Model of the LHS from direct Transition

:end

: Tran@—» . Event

;trigger

R
State <= O = . Place :presrc
stname = m plname = m
isAct = false token = false
. A
begin

®

‘pretgt
—=| - Transition :postsrc
: PostArc
-=| . Place :posttgt
plname = n
token = true

Figure 59: Integrated Model of the RHS from direct Transition

L . State . State
sthame = m sthame = n'
isAct = true :cond2state isAct = true

A ‘
:begin : Condition
A
:frans2cond
: Transition
:trans2act
:end
¥ : Action |—>| : Event
: State :act2event
stname = n
isAct = false

R . State . State
sthame = m sthame = n'
isAct = false :cond2state isAct = true

A ‘
:begin : Condition
A
:tfrans2cond
: Transition
:trans2act
:end
¥ : Action |—>| : Event
: State :act2event
stname = n
isAct = true

Figure 60: Rule indirect Transition for the Operational Semantics in SMs
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A

:begin

D[ Lsute |

10: Place
:cond2state 5. State <’~§O,,—-> 9: Place
4:Condition
—@——{12Trznsition

——frans2cond
‘trans2act /ﬁ

:act2event

[ﬁs :cond2state 55 ] 9Pl
:beginT [% :begin

/

2Trans Lon ‘trans2cond

@ :act2event

‘trans2act trigger

»| 6: Event

12:Transition

L 1: State @ [ 10: Place L 1: State @ R
?S'Ri{" iy |r:ur :cond2state ‘$‘O’/‘> 222:5 (:m"e‘s .Z'Ri(" iy tr:ug1 :cond2state "‘~O—’"
:begin :begin :begin*
:trans2cond :trans2cond
2Transiton ‘trans2act /__O_“> 2 Transiion ‘trans2act trigger / /__O_~>
:end :end
6: Event [ﬁﬁEv ent
State :act2event L State :act2event
O e | ne = e @ —loenzine |

Figure 61: Transformation Step with BC for indirect Transition

the right-hand-side.

In order to show that for our state machine seen in Figure [50| we can achieve our goal
that we can perform the operational semantic and the transformation independent, we first
need to apply the model transformation on our state machine, resulting in the petri net

shown in abstract syntax in Figure [64) and in concrete syntax in Figure [65]

L[ 1 State & 10: Place
——— A 4
sthame = m 1: State |« 3 piname = m
isAct = true :cond2state  fsmame=n \\Of-———:> 9: Place token = true
A isAct = true -presrc Oresrc
:begin 4:Condition -begin - PreArc p
:trans2cond 7: Transition I:pretgt }( ‘pretgt| : PreArc |
2: Transition >|12:Transition
I: :trans2act /__O ——

;trigger
v .

:end
v 3. Action |—| 6:Event |
. State :act2event
sthame = n
isAct = false

: Place
plname = n

‘posttgt

i\l

oken = false

:postsrc

Figure 62: Integrated Model of the LHS from indirect Transition

In the following we will give a short overview on the transformation between the models
and the execution of the operational semantics. We will use the respective source or target
component ot the integrated model of the operational semantic rules and show in this
example, that the ways are equivalent, if we first perform it on the state machine and
then transform it or, if we first translate the state machine and afterwards perform the
operational semantics on the petri net.

1. If we first perform the operational semantic to Figure [50, we have first to apply the
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R 1 State o 10: Place
lSthame = m 1: State |« - plname = m
isAct = false :cond2state  [sthame = n' \\O———Er ltoken = false

4‘ isAct = true -presrc presrc
:begin 4:Condition ‘begin - PreArc :
Z: Transition

pretgt w _PreArc |

:trans2cond ransition |
2: Transition . >|12:Transition
:%s%ct .tngger{ //— :postsrc

v | 3:Action |—{ 6:Event |

: State :act2event Place ‘posttgt
stname = n . [plname =n
isAct = true \ 4 7 token = true

Figure 63: Integrated Model of the RHS from indirect Transition

[ Place |
plname="Wait4Prod"

plname="Producing"

[ Transition | [ Transition |
[ ename="produce” | [ename="deliver" |

[ Place
[plname="Consuming" |

[ Place |
plname="Wait4Cons"

Figure 64: The Producer-Consumer PT net in abstract syntax

Producing Wait4Prod

produce deliver hj

Wait4Cons Consuming

Figure 65: The Producer-Consumer PT net in concrete syntax
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Producer Consumer Producer Consumer
Producing Wait4Prod Producing Wait4Prod

A A A A

]

produce [cons.wait] deliver consume produce [cons.wait] deliver consume
/deliver /deliver

v v v /.

Wait4Cons Consuming Wait4Cons Consuming

Figure 66: The Producer-Consumer SM after step 1 and step 2 of OP

[
|

rule directTransition, which is the same in the integrated model, since nothing was
borrowed on the source component. This would result in the left model shown in
Figure [66, where in the Producer state machine the active state was changed from
Producing to Wait4Cons.

After that we need to first apply the rule indirectTransition as long as possible, in
this case once. We apply the rule from the source component of the integrated model
shown in Figure [62] and [63] This would result in the Producer state machine to
switch the active state back to Producing. Since this is not yet a valid operation, we
still need to perform the rule directTransition, which results in the state machine on

the right in Figure

Finally, we transform the state machine with the given rules. This results in the
elemental petri net shown on the right in Figure [67}

2. In this case we want to show, that we achieve the same petri net by first performing
the model transformation and afterwards the operational semantics for petri nets.

Therefore, we apply the model transformation like before and get as a result the
model shown in Figure

Now, we have to perform the operational semantics in exactly the same order as
before. In this case we have to use the target component of the integrated model
of the rule directTransition, which lets the transition labelled produce consume the
token on the place Producing and put one token on Wait4cons.

Finally, we apply the rule indirectTransition once, which removes the token from
Wait4Cons and puts one token on Producing. Like in the state machine before, this
is not a valid operation yet and we still need to apply the rule direct Transition. Doing
so, will result in the petri net shown in Figure [67] on the right.

We can conclude, that it is possible in a case study to use the borrowed context for the
propagation of operational semantics between state machines and elemental petri nets. In
future work, this has to be extended to a more general way, with generalized operational
semantics, transformation rules. Furthermore, this has to be examined in a more complex
example for a state machine. It is to define a transformation for the case, that a state ,
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Producing Wait4Prod Producing Wait4Prod

deliver

produce deliver consume produce consume

Wait4Cons Consuming Wait4Cons Consuming

Figure 67: The Producer-Consumer PT net after step 1 and step 2 of OP

that is in the condition of a transition, is not connected to the same event, i.e., there has
to be another way on the petri net domain to confirm, that the place has a token.

In general, it needs to be defined, how to transform operational semantics and which
conditions need to be satisfied in order to make it applicable in the source and the target
domain.

6 Conclusion

In this section we conclude this technical report. In Section Summary of Results we
give an overview of the results achieved in this report. We discuss what can be done to
continue to work with the structures and constructions introduced in the report in the
Section [6.2 Future Work.

6.1 Summary of Results

This technical report focuses on model transformation with Triple Graph Grammars [Sch94].
With this technique complete, correct models can be transformed using algebraic trans-
formation [EEPTO06|. Since 1994, extensions of the original TGG definitions have been
published [KS06] and applications have been presented [KW07].

The first main objective of this report was to define a model transformation for model
fragments, that is based on algebraic graph transformation (see [EEPT06]). This has been
achieved by devoloping the approach of the borrowed context by [EK06| further to algebraic
graph transformation (see Section . With this approach, graph transformation without
a complete match of the rule is possible through extending the graph that we want to
transform with information from the rule. On the basis on triple graph transformation (see
[Sch94]) we also defined the model transformation with borrowed context in this section.
Moreover, we introduced the notion of source consistency [EEHP09] with borrowed context,
which allows us to check, if for a forward transformation with borrowed context there exists
a corresponding source sequence. Furthermore, we defined a forward consistent BC-match
and an on-the-fly construction for borrowed context model transformation sequences was
given, such that we have source consistence for our sequence by construction. In Theorem
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we prooved, that every BC-forward transformation sequence can be extended to a standard
transformation sequence, which is essential for the application of this report to the standard
model transformation with triple graph grammars. In Section |3| we also defined the terms
for correct, complete and terminating BC-model transformations.

Our second main objective was to propagate graph constraints with borrowed context
model transformations, which was achieved in Section [§] We introduced a method to
propagate a graph constraint and afterwards defined under which a model satisfies the
propagated constraint.

Finally, in Section [5, we presented a case study in the modelling framework ABT-Reo
IBHEQ9], [BHO9|, where we reconstructed the theory developed in the previous section
in a concrete example. We first transformed a complete model with a standard model
transformation. Thereafter, we transformed a graph constraint with borrowed context
and showed, that the integrated model after the transformation satisfies the propagated
constraint. Moreover, we used the software tool AGG [AGG] for the analyzation of ABT-
Reo to show, that it has no critical pairs, which is essential for Theorem [I0] which states,
that the triple language needs to have strong functional behaviour.

Then we introduced another case study on the transformation of operational semantic
rules between State Machines [EEPT06] and Petri Nets |[Rei84]. We showed, that it is
possible to use borrowed context transformation in order to transform the rules and that
the model properties were preserved.

6.2 Future Work

In future, it would be interesting to define the propogation of a graph constraint in a way,
such that we get only a constraint in the target domain without the source component in
the triple graphs. Then, the soundness of such propagation should be defined, such that
we can say, when a model from the target language satisfies such a translated constraint,
i.e., G ): MTBc(PC(CL))

Another interesting problem in this field of study is the backwards propagation of a
graph constraint, i.e., to define, what we can say about the source model and the source
constraint from the propagated constraint: MT(G) = MTpc(PC(a)) = G = PC(a).

Furthermore, the borrowed context approach could be used for the transformation of
other fragments, such as model morphisms and rules. In particular, the propagation of
rules for operational semantics seems interesting and to define, under which conditions the
properties of the operational semantics is preserved, i.e., first transforming a model and
then applying the propagated rules for operational semantics to the transformed model or
first applying the rules for operational semantics to the source model and transforming it
afterwards are equivalent.

In the case study in Section an outlook was given on transforming rules for opera-
tional semantics. This needs to be defined in further detail and furthermore, it would be
interesting to find out under which conditions the general preservation of model properties
can be ensured when transforming operational semantics, such that the behaviour of the
operations in the models is equivalent.
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