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Motivation

AWhy do we need constraints?

I Topic Maps are too abstract!

K Many ontologies have a rigid structure
K Many ontologies have semantic constraints

I we do not control the process of creation

K uploads
K merges

I manual editing of the Topic Map

AAs a side effect we can have a
Reporting Service
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More questions

A\ls a Schema a Constraint Language?

ACreating a new language ... Why?

K We are always creating new DSL arguing that we will
hide complexity

K Aren’t we introducing complexity?

A How should we Implement this new language?




Metamorphosis

Back in 2001 we had great expectations towards Topic Maps

LIBRELOTTO, Giovani R. ; RAMALHO, José Carlos ; HENRIQUES, Pedro Rangel . Metamorphosis
- A Topic Maps Based Environment to Handle Heterogeneous Information Resources. Lecture
Notes in Computer Science, Springer-Verlag GmbH, v. 3873, p. 14-25, 2006.




