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Derive ILP

Constraints to ensure that
the chosen solution is in the
language of the TGG.
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 This step exploits |
N ' mature ILP solvers |
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'L(‘ Step 3: Solve (Optimise) ILP and Interpret Solution
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( N

Our approach is tolerant in the
sense that we can determine
partial solutions (all variables
are set to O in the worst case)
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'L(‘ Ongoing and Future Work

Operation

Source

CC

CcO

FWD_OPT

BWD_OPT

mark

mark

mark

create

create

mark

create

create

mark

mark

create

mark
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'L(‘ Ongoing and Future Work

Operation

FWD_OPT

BWD_OPT

Source

mark

create

Corr

create

create

Target

mark
mark

create

mark

)

N\

Our initial focus
(Consistency Check
via correspondence

link creation)
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'L(\ Ongoing and Future Work

Operation Source

Corr

CC mark

FWD_OPT mark

BWD OPT create

create

create

create

create

mark

Check Only:
— Check existing

triple for

) N consistency

J
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'L(‘ Ongoing and Future Work

Operation Source Corr A

Normal initial (batch) fwd
and bwd transformations;
but now complete,
tolerant, and optimal wrt.
to an objective function

CC mark create mark

CO mark mark mark

J

=

- FWD_OPT mark create create

d BWD OPT create
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'L(‘ Ongoing and Future Work

Operation
CC mark create mark
cO mark mark mark
FWD_OPT mark create create
BWD_OPT create create mark
N\

- )
\ All definitions, proofs, and most parts of

the implementation can be formulated
generically and configured for each
case using the entries in this table!
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'L(‘ Try it out! www.emoflon.org

eMoflon
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