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E Class 1.1 properties E Property
= name : EStri = name : EStri .
: - wﬂﬂ H Table  JowningTable  0.7[ Column
= name : EString 1.1 colus = name : EString
. . 1 1
owningClass ’ 1 ltype ZIS = type : EString
1 [ 1 U] owningTable o . |
= H AssociationEnd [ Attribute q i nnv:EBoolean

= |lower : Elnt

T type : EString

£l Parameter

= upper : Eint
RS e 0.‘1Topposite
0.*
£ Operation 1.1 parameters
= name : EString | @WningOperation 0.*

= name . EString
= type : EString

owningTable

£ ForeignKey
T name : EString

> unique : EBoolean

columns 0.*
columns
1.1
key H Key
> ' name : EString
refersTo 1+

context AssociationEnd

inv: not(self.opposite.ocllsUndefined) implies

(self.type=self.opposite.owningClass and

self.owningClass=self.opposite.type)

inv: (lower = 0 or lower = 1) and (upper = 1 or upper =-1)

context ForeignKey

inv: self.owningTable.columns -> includesAll( self.columns)
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