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Abstract: Deployment, as a post-productive activity, is an important phase of software lifecycle, in which
software execution is supported through configuration, installation, activation, and other activities. In order to
systematically know the state of art and technical progress of software deployment, this paper builds a
multi-dimensional and fine-grained framework, W*H, to characterize the technologies and software systems. This
framework consists of 5 aspects and 12 dimensions, covering the subject, object, scope, fashion style, and process
of software deployment. Based on the W*H analytical framework, current representatives of the software
deployment method and technique have been analyzed and summarized. The study results show that the analytical
framework is capable of providing a more comprehensive analysis and significant guidance for the selection and
development of software deployment methods and techniques.
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B bR ARG B8 1 H bR il) DR RGN IR H B AT D RESEIN;2) (R Ak K
VRIS, 5 im AT R0 2;3) [ I 3 0 2003 A B FH 7 7 D e R0l Dy i & A1 D 10 9 AN 12k A0 75 SRR 0 28 B R
S AN T 7 T AR P I A 0 1) BRI U 4 g BATR JLAS J5 T

(1) B2 v 0 A8 B A ) PR e 0 SR e R T e e R R S B (S RV N e L HIRE T,
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) 022 ) S 7 T i) 20 0 S e AR 1) WIAH 20 HE 48 8 26 00 0 3 10 22 A D00 T R VP A 48 258 3 95 96 T WAH 40
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Wolf &5 N TESCHR[7]H 6 B0 28 40 W T 808 MRS 1) 5 SCABAT T 3 3 48 T — R P IME 43
AT R AR Wk LA IR 3. LA S SR Al Wolf 55 A\ CKs PR 8 #8 s SO T R A (release) . 2238
(install). 3§ (update). B4JF (activate). %lifk(deactivate). %% (adapt). 1% (uninstall). iB4% (retire)r N 1) £
M ERBRE B &R &

Dearle 75 SCHR[8]H #4518 25 A 1 A& — BSR4 4= 7 1) )5 3913 3 (post-production  activity)”, fl 57 5 i 1 &
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XS4 #4121 (Object Management Group, fiif FX OMG) 7t A A1 F 5 T 411 1) 43 A1 302 H 338 2 A0 e #5 0E ¥
(deployment and configuration of component-based distributed applications specification, & #x D&C) e 4. 4% {234
B O O R RN AT I A TR IR )RR AT TR R AR X — i R AR T e g
(installation). fic & (configuration). #i%l(planning). 5Zji(preparation). f 5 (launch) LA BL.

MELEJUAN E SCA] DU 3, AR T SN A [R] L (H A Y 0ok T SR 38 2 PR R 8 P ik 32 A4S R LA
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N BRI B K25 AH O A £5;3) BRI W 2 EE I B AL 5 91 (U (package) . Z¢#(install) . 5F Fr(update) . BiE
(activate). #lifk(deactivate). %% (uninstall)Z5.Bx T LR JLFR LAY B A0, B30 58 1 R 8 ik m) SR A28 AT I 4
TH Y GE A8 36 W] BE A0 45 KB AT I & 48 B9 T 2% (update) « FHIC E (re-configure) F1 5 55 52 (re-deploy) 45:4)  #4t:  5&
M) 32 B2 H b SERFERAIZ AT S P AN AT R AR SR R e Re i A LR A
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1 3 XA T 0 R B N B 4R 50 B B AT T, e 4 DL Bl N B Sk R IR S0 R Bk FR
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- - < >
Script & Wizard Preference User & Administrator
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y

Environment
Decision

Service &
Preference Administrator

Application (c)
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i

Deployment [Deployment]

Environment
Executor Plan

Planner

Fig.1 Patterns of software deployment
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1.2.3 FETRILAHEHR L
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TEAT $ih 5, AT 32 3 A B L0 R P ) e 08 3 AL A ST 118 5 A ) 3 s 3 A 0 T KA
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FEZN T AEBEA T B L FE AT 56 BRI 3T B 0k B ) i 2R A A B R T 29 ORI A i 48 05 2 0F
Bl LA T3 AR AT,
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SR T IR AR 5 AT B LA R, I3 e A 5 TR R SR B U7 G 9 SRR IR, B A HE— 2 S AR
NROECERHIEDIE

4) B R PR A X R BIAT < 0 B e R R AT 9 B, LA 8 T 5 O i N AR Dy A St e R 1 2 2 4K R e
A b, A B B SR H AR 9K 3l (goal-driven) ) 77 i, 45 A A 2 TR AR 1 3k 0B AR A 3 1 7 5 UE
JEEL AR B FRAT SAURE, A ITT SCRF IR ) H A (505 5 58 ) ) 3 22 S5 it

5) AT 45 RN A B AT 45 A0S 8 I IR 2XOR B8 AIE 22 il 7 5 45 A2 1 IR, 2 1 RS I L
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E%%“
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T VA R i
AT

____________

BRI |€—

Fig.2 Generic process model of software deployment
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1) BRAFHE B ¥ 38 X % (object);

2) BRAFIE B ¥ 1 F Y6 [F (scope);

3) WA R S 5 A B (actor);

4) BRAFFHE ARSI J5 2UHI SN (fashion);

5) BRAF B AR T 1K SRR g ) (lifecycle supportability).

23 B HE 28 1) L3R J77 T 23 S0 6T S 5 358 8 B BT O3 1 What (5841 4)  Where (G538 1) J2 YRS L) « Who (i
Z:5), How(Wifi i #) When(FE 55 1 5 A 1 (WL 5 3h)3X 5 J7 18T P9 2%, D A SORFZAE 42 5 SO WAH 3K
P B A S AT HE 42, FA R WAHLE St 13 5 AN 2 BT 00 T8, WH ] SF b e B 1 A 9 400 v 8 A 5 A e (1 56 T 0
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P RAEYE . ) B 20 AR B RO RS2 PR/ IE A V1 3 7 T ) .
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WA R GAE D T B H AR BIAE B AR 2 A PP 3 B R W 5 L i 3(a) B R & A A i i — 25
g4k S 3B B % % ORL E (granularity) < 3@ FH 6 4K 44 0 K (scale and  complexity) LA Az #B B 15 B 1 ik Be )
(expressiveness ability)iX 3 A4k E, H Ar e A BB R 3G FH 0 G A BE 56 43 A AN DA 350 28 J vk 9 3 FH 1Pk
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a4 Middleware
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Pac!(aggz ” Granularity Hardware & OS
Y
____________ g Stand-Alone LAN
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Scale & Complexity
(8) W*H B A 5B R AR Sy W HEZR 2 38 T3 % (b) W*H #1308 B A S AE 22 2 38 F 3 [
Understandability Policy
High ¢ ————=======71 Optimizationgr—————======71
s ! , 200
4 7 | 7 7 1
1./_ __________ I’/ : 1./_ __________ ’/ :
Melium : ) Rule-Based :
: b | !
Low
' | | Domain expert Constiramt |
i | H 4 .
Role Non-Support, Script !+ Automation
Highgl - __ v SupportI ____________ v level
Usability Process customization
(C) WH Bk B R A HTHE S 2 N B St (d) W*H B B AR HESE 2 38 U7 5

Runtime management
Re-Configure

Adapt Re-Install _ = ="
=" \
) . 3
Monitor - - R :
Plan .~ Validate Activate  MUninstall

Design : Configure  InstalL - = ="~ Deployment
Coding -

Test

Package

Development

(&) WHH B3 He AR 43 W HE S 2 308 J4 30 S i
Fig.3 W*H framework for software deployment
B3 WOH BRI B B S AT HE 4
A R G RGBS BB ALK 1 (singleton) . JkT-/A1 (package) FE 52 (R A 2 48 LA SRS T2 A A0 R 45
152 2% 43 A 30 & 4t (component & service), ]tk 78 5 28 %) Gk BE X — 48 B - (PEM Fe b6 T 1ok 3 FE
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25 A 0] AN [R] RSN 53 2% 52 1R 0 A 1) /6 00 4% AN A T T B ) R 4 119 52 20 PS8 R RS e T B FH R e £
F DA PF R L BT R RO R DG R IR B DL R A 3 2 B AR O T I A Rk — o AR L) R
i, TE R (high);2) FHES3IET K & 2R B (medium);3) /NFEHR ) 17 20 R 28 (low).

IS B AT 8 B A TR PR 2200 1 R £ 5 i 1S 5 B AR () FH R 50 28 U7 5 R I R SR AR A R e IBAT
PR 75 SR AE P I3 B A 8 3 7 S R 0 ARl IR A S B B R 15 B R IA Rk ) 4 FE | WAH
R H & i (application) . 1247 FR 5% (environment) . N 3R G FHIE AT B 455 2 [R] IR DG TG R (relation) . 29K
(constraint) F138 & 1 B2 4K i 1) S0 (policy) 2k 5 AN 5 THIE g PEAN 335 5 RAF B R IE B 7 (48 bs, Hoh 2 A 45
THAERE . H AR R K& 7 TR 25
22 EREE

T P Y6 ] 2 S A0 B R 138 T 3 S AR A R G5k B (P8 AT IR 858 A EREAT o0 BT, 8] 3(b) BT w3 T 3
94k 3B AT IR BT A IR R 42 YK (layer) F 45 35355 (network) 5 A 4E 5, F A5 42 M B 11328 4T #1855 (where) £ /&
SR VPN BB R R I 3

T2 2 U HE DN ) A48 B R PP 38 58 B AR A A RE A W A AN [] J2 IR 3R R G I 8 28 o SR AR kL A %
TRFN T RE A [, 12 48 B 2 T 24 0 20 A0 SN R G 1 L 20 00 2 5 ) B AN B b R 3 Dy c 1) Bl B R 4 R
Zi (hardware & 0S);2) 44> & (middleware)Fil 3) 3 F & 4t )2 % (application).

o 4 A 5 ) 32 2 DA 0 28 5 A T e FH R R0 (10 PR B R A R AR i Y R R T I AT I Y 4% R B AN [ 4y
J:1) Hpl(stand-alone);2) J& I ER 1 (LAN)AI T 35 B9 35 55 (WAN).

23 ANRfE

NGBS RIS 5 H M EZ R, 1% 07 W E 2S5 A 53 (who) (1A B2 R PPN B0 8 H R, W B 3(c)
s 4G T HE LS 5 B (role) . FB 28 1R 1) 2% 3] A (understandability) F158 E B AR 48 A AR A
(usability)ix 3 SPFA 4.

HRE LR ST D 0T DL R S SR A 22 S (0, 0B ARSI A R ) SRR FE ORI
) A £ 2 B0 0 B 0 22 R S R 1) 27 ) A RIS A 02 AN AR 1) A BEEAT VRAN FESEBR S
B2 DL B B AR [ 2% > 3 R R A FH o R 5 R N I B T R 38 11 20 S A A i AT AL 40 AT
24 EHMEBAN

Hil88 7 3 32 B B BRI K75 2R 7 1% (how) FR) £ 58 1EAT 43 A7, S i 2 8 38 B R R AT A R 0 R A,
W 3(d) AR, B T A 31k AR (automation level). #35 B AAK I (0 55 1 (policy) Rl FAAT L2 Y AT 52 il fig
(customizability)ixX 3 4~k .

T FE B B A B AR TR (R A% O 10 2 —, 5 2% SCIRR[19] ) J5 325, A SCHE 3K — 23 W 4 B8 B Bl A 7
53 AT Jr A (manual). T IIAS R 3 7 2 (script-based) . 3 T35 5 17528 7 2\ (language-based) 1 & T 74
1335 4 2\(model-based). Talwar 5 A 75 SCHR[19] Hd i e g0 Rid 358 7 200 B 3 AR 23R4T T e, Lh i 1
MR TR A SRR R B ARAT R T R R AP SR X T AR A A fie 0 BRI TR) AR 2
B MR E R bR ST IR 45 AR WX L2 U7 SN B BN AR A AR T v, 2 T AR AR 2 Ol 5
FEROR A G T7 %, N A 3 BN PAT B Bl @ 2338 1 v BRI B, BAT i it B 8GR

0025 SR ek 24 2 T8 G 1A BRIV R AR 38 U7 T IEAT 2% 08 % 4 R AR T RURAN 1 B2 B BRI
R RE PR I A P ol S A8 Uy S ) T T 0 ZUE A I FH AR G 7 YRR T e 5 THT 114 2 AR 24 3K (constraint); 3Lk, 75 1)
TE LR v TE L 55 KL (rule-based) RE 2 15 Sk g ‘T ok 51 S 4EAN 7 R A IE I 72 35 5, T 6 R Dh e A5 SR 11
2 18T BB A IR T LA 7 SO AK 5 TR D LA 56 5, R 75 2% 1B 48 U7 S 4K (optimization).

B & BRI I A AT 8 R T8 TR 2 R T S R T R B AN [F) SR R I s e X — 4
JEE R VP S 2B AR 11 R R R S ) R
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2.5 ERERHTIFAE

S 30157 R RE 7 32 TN B RS T R SRR REAT 0T, B 3(e) T s AR A A i T 30 ) B
i) 4 B2 (when) Sk & L& 1 43 0 I & (development) | #2 (deployment) FIIIZ 4T (runtime)ixX 3 A4 £, 54> 4 B 4
R ARSI P ) 3 RN B TR B RO HE 2h s E R T AR TR BRSNS R T
IXLEGE B LLAM, A7 AE — S8 TP BEEE B X 3 1035 30, 26 B 3(e)H DA - A8 A5 T~ THT P 1 2K € Bk 30R, an41 44
(package). 3L & (re-configure) Ul 43 5l J& T3 38 - T & R 58 28 - 12 47 By BOAH 55 8 13 B 1% L8 A0 B 3R 6 1 376 3 7K
FH S T BB B A X AT 5%, DRI Ik 3 — T THT PR P00 s 14 2 B AR 90 370 28 5 K i 0 57 35 1 5 28 L AR T A 95 104 )
H b, BEAS SRR IR BRI BIR 22 R4 1% 5 8 B AR T AR 3 A 3 16 S R 6 ) Rk,
2.6 FAXITIELLE

Carzaniga £ 20 140 90 4FARHRE Hy T /NI i 8 34 2845 A A A £ 4 W HE 4 2021 L e 0 80 5 R 947
WP O T BT AE R (3 L T A 2 — AR B N30 8 5 0 H bR 2 —, B o] 2 oy 200 350 285 )l P ek
FAEYETT N T, N 4 A J7 T RFAE SR AT HEZE (0t 37, 4 18] 4 T 7~ 3 P2 78 55 7 (process coverage) M 28 57 K fig
i S FF I B B I RS 1) 22 S Bl ok A B R VT A 6 8 B R K Th 66 SCHE R )i AR R AR £k % ) (process
changeability) F LA EAN #0525 2 AR AR 45 37 55 R0 75 SR 10 A R 1R A7 3 72 52 il 1) g g, H FR 2 VEAN L RIS MR AT 3
fie. 77,1 #2 Vp [F] & 77 (inter-process coordination) )& 5 i 38 43 A 2 8 FH 28 28 30 8 ] A [R5 3 A 72 2 18] el T4
T4 R0 R A1) 240 T A0 200 2% R TR W A 0 B3 (] B P 0 50 2 R 7R 45 A AT I T HL G ) I R Ak T B B e 5 e
(model abstraction) F LA 23 A7 38 28 B A 7 3R 350 28 A 5% I 35048 15 5L I 1) 4 5 3R 6 00 VAN O T AL 9 T A
BATBKFG I R 355 (site) s 4K PF & G (product) . F828 i FR 4 6 1 S & (policy)ixX 3 7 THI ¥ P4 2% i AR SR 4 2 301 1)
o TR A S AR 1) 43 A7 AR DA P 43 B ) S AR PIAA 350 B AR (1 3 F P T R 3

Process coverage

Process changeability

Evaluation areas
Inter-Process coordination

Site
Model abstraction <EProduct
Policy

Fig.4 Areas of characterization

Bl 4 REE S HrHE SR 1K S 20 M T T

Talwar 25 A\ A7E SCHR[19] 7 55T 4k 44 15 B 5 & (quality of manageability, fii #% QoMM & & 37 7 2T QoM 1
BAFHBE B LB AE S AL T o Ve B IO AR AE BALVEN P b 7 T, T2 255 0 1) SEI R i R
T 5 M ARRDATHG2) FE R K B EREEG3) N R G AT IE AR 2 I (03X 3 Ao B SRl ar i o
PEFRbS L EAUHE L) HRE A L R ) A SR R 2) 6 T A kA ) IE A M R B A O A% AR DLEE L R A
EACTE S N AR B BB R AR T LR i BT ARy 2. T8 3 Ry 2 DA B e TR ) 35
7R ARG TN Bk 4 88y AT LR B R IGE T fn il 5 s 1 45 i, RV T RR v
1) 1 Bl AR 5 7 i, I A6 1% VAR T R R e v R R P 300 3 B N 5 v (R AR A Tt T L I
N 3] AR ARTE S5 A FE o 350 28 R 75 N ) e AR ANl R A B v B B AR B R B i KR BRI,
[FJ B, 8% 52 2% BE R~ AR K 1 2R 48 (A BB I 30 K R 32 7 35 F QoM I8 B B AR L A HE 4R 32 32 AN 53 Je A 1) 1 3
W4 RECEFARUAT 0T, EIPNEE BRI R AN E sh A RE B AR 2 LV 4R A b AR AT B -3 AT I
] - AT B JUAN F b 2 IAAE AR AR B0 DGR 0GR TR, 703X £6 404w IR S84 IEAS IMVE M HR br.
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Fig.5 Comparison of deployment technologies based on QoM

K5 LT QoM IR E B L

55 ER T AEAR L, A SCRE N K WOH B B R S AT AE S 5 1 Lo A TR R S5 RAE 0 RS SR AL [ B S AR
i AT 8 2 A AT T PR A 4 T e e PR R, 8 3 A T 2 S 2 A 0 o 4 R AT 1 EEDET R A 2 B
AE 5 B P8 2B PR ) 7 77 T T, SR 6 W) 7 0P 0 38 AR T AR A% T A (230 P PR AN SRS A L RS A I
Bk LR AR B B AL). WHH 23 BT HESRIUE M 55 52 A BT DE I A 455 1 7 2 A0 L O AR, B S5 Ik
XA RIS Sy 4 1T PR 8 L

3 RHEHEBRABEXIEEES K

AL WAH A A 3P BB 4 L AR A SRt AT L AT AR 1 B 5 B B AR OK T AR HEAT R
GERBLAI > M, A4S T OE ST A AR G R . A I TR AR G A A K BB HE R 55 AR R e i
ST, S B H I U 32 BRI 5 SRR A

3.1 MHAEBHERMRIIE

3.11 IBM #HFIHLA FR A LA

AL HE AR TR & T P BB B YR 1BM TR AU — IBM ARG 1) ARG T B Kl -9 F - AT
)0 2 — M T AR A LB 5 e R B B B A L 7 R LA BRI R R VR AT B LT TR B B 1BM
AN R T 2 T BB 3R 0 28 7 Aok 38 v B0 8 R 1) B B A AR R SR e TR B B 3 1 8 X H
FRTET-$ my A 87 & 108 P AN 28 e )

o HREAE B AN AR

IBM Watson T 57 HCa [f] Tamar %5 A\ 7ESCHR[22] 38 T — 21 5 W H R 43028 A Q1A% O i & T i 2 (core
configuration meta-model, i #k CCM), F >R Z1 il K& T 4141 R0 AR 25 14 70 A 0N R G0 3 (B B VR . 45 i FIiE
XAF B .CCM LLALPE A I R S8 145 B At ORIk b BE 08 N R GE7E AR R S0 2 I 4L s/ . BTk
KA GIZAT B OCHE.CCM H f{ B S 4k 15 5 RV EL 4582 0 (Unit). BE s (Capability). 5 K

(Requirement). 7l (Artifact) MK R (Relation) 25, LA CCM Jy JEfilt 3 3 o To AR 70 fr 47 Jig i il 3k 4513
AR T FME B ot Unit) 4 & v DURRRr & P AT R B (B e T IR S5 4% . Web 2435 46) F v A
ARG M Th 1 (Web k% . EIB A 14%).

IBM HESEIG =1 Li & A U4 T 3£ 9 U5 I B B (software  resource configuration model, fij #&
SRCM)®LSRCM = 52 W 411 KL 8 75 T SeF 7 6 24 13 A7 R 35 10 2 509 U G B 04T T 5 e, 3 70 4 A 5 7
R E PR AN E S50 84T IR T B AL IR VYR 2 ) 1) 5G RR AT 2 A ) DU 4 14 (software module)
by HRC 2 A% B AT A I 1) 5 U8 (resource specification), %5 JE Y 1L 45 (provision) @ 1t 1F 7 (1) BC & 2 £ (resource entry)
e sz B, i it 45 -3 2% 7 5% & (provide-consume  relationship) 3 e 156 1) HC Ath 20 4 ke 4 7, 4 4 3 2B I i B B 3
(configuration entry)ZH Ji T % . [ 2 5 C & AR (configuration template), 3k £ 3 4H 411 35 28 Az AT

o HRETT FIKIFIMIE

Arnold F1 Eilam 55 A\ L CCM A 24 FR e85 J5 58 Sl AR 1 il 10 e ) I FH 3R G0 2 5 e SL PR AR AE 1 i 5 4

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



1678 Journal of Software k4% Vol.23, No.7, July 2012

Hr I 1) SOA I 55 2 B4 (deployment  pattern, i #k DP)2.DP J&tif [ — 5 1 R 40 50 8 ot S B AN 22 5
[ gl o8 ST HE 7 R B AR G M) LR AR A WU ANISAT IR 5 T 2R 2 AR B T N F R G4 2 AR T g
JEYECn s T I E . AT R L e A ) 5 T AR s SCRR[25 KR R £ 06 45 T 12 ANERE T R Rt s Bk JE
o1 G AN AT OGS Y. P 3 25 AR AR . Arnold A Eilam 55 A TE SCHR[26] 7 55 T 45 T8 110350 2B AR RN 24 1T 1R AT A 455 A
Je T 2R G 2 I 8 AR 1 S 461 4, 0 35 A2 Th B SR I TRD B R R AIE T a0 N T R B B B A B B &
AR RERE VL. 12 7 T BEAR 110 S 9 Ak 3o Rt 5 oy 7 ) D i) ATl 5 0 25 8 9061 O 2R M SR I 15 S Ak X 1Y
7 el [l ] R () R 44 ST (isomorphism - mapping). f B AR dih 5 24 45 47 b ic 9 1 (labeled graph), Xt 13247
B 11 AL B 450 E A0 B I 4 i 48 D7 3 P R FH IR S FEE (graph matching) 5792 586 S IUABAR 21 52 B I8 47 SR B 1)
Sk .

o HBEE LY ACIEAF AN S I R

Luo 25 AR 71 i) 43 A 38 P F9 7 i 3 7 8 2 SROME 21281 DL COM s 1) 958 58 7 8 0 20 R UE o 52, 3 3
HEST A AR 2B I — B B R S L SR IR R 2 SRR LA DG B D R ok s o) T AR AL M R Ak
LR A 16 4 BRI 3IF %A 28 52 ST SR (navigation pattern) FIZ 4 85 4R (logic pattern)fE Sk A 5 £ o i it
fitlh, AR AR A N A R FAAHESE 8 LT 2R iE SFRL H OS5, S AR R T 08 B R G R
V) P 2 3R DA B2 5% 2 79 i 1) R 28 G 3% 2 ME 48 0 ek 22 T 1 7 AR 8 240 SRS S A OV % 40 75 5 (object: constraint
language, fii Fx OCL)PIZ IR i AL 3R, 3T FE T OCL Ml M AIE T HARAT I8 3IF.

Li I8 /E SCHR[23] 9 26T SRCM & HY 7 8 R 2 S50 B )2 T PR 240 ARG I 7 9. 1% 77 15 LD SRCML R ) 4K
1 B 2 $ (configuration entry) 15 5 i & 2 % (resource specification) 2 29 %t 5 i Y T %2 U5 £ £ 7R (resource
specification level constraint, i % RSLC)FIHL & 2 1 2 2 W (configuration entry level constraint, & # CELC) 1] ¥
2 X153 RSLC FH LABR 6l T 6 4 J81 12 % 5L 1) 4k A B w3 82 25 00 1) ¥ ,CEL.C FH LA BRI AR (-5 B 1 5 1 2 2
BAZ T g T — AN A2 SR IR 59, IR AL T SRCM R IS BUiE B 1 B S B 56 Bk idb AT 41 Rk 56
UE, AR 38 2 R AF 7RI T AR 1 S 40

Kannan %5 A\ 42 1 7 0 2 ¥ B A% R 51k 0 S 0 R 00 3R AT 0 R I 7 1k B0 % 05 0 T 3 5 B
(configuration map, fAiFK CM) kK 3R 7~ #4) e b FH 2R 5 140 N 2848 RIS AT 3055 22 TR) AE 2 30 _E ARl o2 28 N i 2 it
JF.CM e 30 1 I A 46 P I BB 8 30k B T UL B AR RN R LS B E S5 E N R R
F B0, TR Y. P 2 26 1 2 0000 B 5 1) e 5 RS 1) S i 2R B G I R /D 17 R 40350 28 I ) R e o I R AT A R
SEALIARH CM B 7E S 5 A 9™ R HY WS % 2% 42 (resolution path, TR #K% RP),RP & X 7 %5 T b2 5 15 L 3k AT
il (% 7 vk A L4 2 B IC A P (R R R S i AT T i

o EEPATIRARMIE

Maghraoui %5 A4t 7 —Ff H b7 9K 5l (goal-driven) i 82 8 B AT FURE AL 7 kB B 5 T 5T N T8 B
PRI 20 4 MR 45 F 3h i 3 vk B21) T CCM BRI 8 7 4 FLFRIRZS 2) 6T N T8 B Rl i1 )7 3%,
B AR S B WS Dy R S T BRAT B0 E 45 1 BAT 1T 160 4 N R T 48 4% 1 5% 46 Dk T 42 (pre-condition), 5 VE B0 AT J5 1)
i S RORE BRI AL S A A RCR (effect); ) BLHARIRZS . DR AR HAT SIEL S A N R
i 7 RS A9 B3 AT 4 W R R, T 7 4N BIAT 5800 00 U PR, R S T 224 AT AT SR BE I W A IR A B H A
B 7 SR A AT A BRI AR R B AT AR AR (Y T A AR X IS AT B L A T R AR B AT A
SR B D b A AN AT IR
3.1.2  FET LRI E A BLAE AL

g AR (St Andrews) () Dearle #3776 2L T ARSI 4R T 3T 4 0 20 A 288 T R B0 8 f e
FHE A, 3 2 1 1450 28 R S 48 0 Y6 A B 5 4 R 5 B R A 4 R SR T S AR R
Wi A e X B R A TR A i 5 Deladas(declarative languagefor describing autonomic systems)si ik
2R A A0 SRR S5 RN A P 2R 5 R T 40 RA B A B0 3 24 VSRR 1) g i 4 B 2 29 R 75 SR (W38 8 Uy
%I IR T XML 35 8- 43R S0 2% (deployment description document, i #% DD D)% i 55 £ I ] 20 14 55 35 B 3
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B 10 SQIDE G 2R E 48 Hb 110350 22 R 4 2 5| % (autonomic deployment and management engine, f&j ¢ ADME)il i i3f —
#5731 DDD SRAMER I Az B IE T AR (AT 45 38, T aa At . 2 Re RN G0 8 &5, B AH I 1R 30 25 AT 5 2 AT 45
FIRNE B 22k 34T RS RARERAE b N SRS AN 1 AR B AT

3.1.3 JETRRL M J2EE N HIREEA

JERURE W Lan 45 7R SCHER[36] 0 52 T 56 T B4 3R S5 M ASE B 1) 358 8 T7 vk, A2 B 1) 4k T J2EE 140 A
O R G A% 7 VK B A 2R 5 R AR D 0 B AR R I A B Y R T R A R 4 W R 1 5 (architecture
description language, fij % ADL)P%} J2EE 3 F1] () 45 kg #E4T %0 1, 3 3240 45 ¥ Jlk J2EE ] 2R 45 PR 4L 4 £ (3
{45 EJB,Web Module F1 Data source %5) & H. H B 5¢ R A% 1 & A5 B LUK A 2 A8 AH 96 i B ANE UAE B
%0715 R B A 2 ) e AR 5 B T [ 7 & AR 5 A 1 8 AR X CAD Tool 1 2k 0858 5 2 1 3Kl
BEAR B S R R Gk R MR (A . AR IIFT 6. ALREAN B A ISR W) 2 R 4 PKUASE!
1E24 J2EE N RGN R BIEAT CEAE M TR N A RGAM M. BLE. B3RS L% RS,
[ s G 8 s S S B RIER DO AT B 45 v 4 J 8 20 PR 95 0 DR W B A HUE 15 R B BB AT FR S I M IR L e
PEAE 0 U5 (5 98 CPU A 2 Py A7 b7 F R L),

Lan 384 T 43 A0 20 FH 2R Ge 7 55 28 i o v N 38 1) — S8 B AR i U (principle), IR AR #8455 H AR 1A R
I NN RS AE 4 L) B IR R A I AT 0 Fe 2 JR;2) W R GUBAT 4E 57 (R A J7 T SR 2% 1
FIE B 7 %2;3) AR T 2R 4 WO IR 45 Jot d (At 465 7 Tk 5 R B 7 A3 AN )8 4R 3 IR U R E b
IR RIS AR, HAR S 9 5 8 i .

3.1.4 HABHHI LAE

TE A 38 B Ul A A TR H AR PRI RIE S 8 SR, 20 )0 12 40 33 v F 4 6 i R A DA R S 3 S IR 2 ) R ik
ATHF9T.

R K2 Medvidovic PRSI BASSUS) T 5 A 2R 45 04 000 PR AH S BIF 9, HE v A0 4% 6 T 44 2 45 4 1R ORI
A3 A 2R G T B B ARAF 5T . Malek R Medvidovic 25 A3 H T LUR T i B AR B R GE IR 45 o H A%
{143 A1 3 2R 45 31 HE 239400 i <0 A 3 2R B AL A A AN RBP4 s P B K M S i T R B e R 1) IR
% it (quality of service, fii#Rk Q0S)™ix — W, 1% A H& H &8 7 S A& R A6 77 2, LUl e AN [R) FH 2 BT 2
4t QoS A IR 77 =Kk .Malek 7E SCHR[39,40] 1 15 56 2 37 T T 3R A 44 28 45 ) P S5 B2 (0, 45 08 AT R B (host) . 4
4 (component). P4 4% 3% # (network). %Z H.(interaction). Jk %5 (service). QoS- H /' (user) A1 £ W (parameter
constraints) %, %F 2 F QoS JE (W R B . M. At BERE NI RES) B AL T R B B KB S
R ALy E WU O 2 H AR OLA I 3, 3F 43 DB e PERLRI L AR S MR L Drng SRR J 4% B 4 R e Y
BRI A B30 0 AT i 0 SRR A, S AR I 02 2 S8 A P 0 A o M R 7 R B KD o R ke R s 49k 1) R 2
B 5 EIR BT R AR, B B 26 K 2E 1Y) Wada 55 ATESCHR[A1] 4@ T = v RS T m 40 & IR 55 1 %
T % H b 3845 BRIk 55 0 2 0 A0 G % L AE R H 2 H w g5 R AT IR 45 7K SF B (service  level
agreement, {4 B¢ SLA) T % 4t QoS J& 1k [ AL 4 (trade-off), 3 3| SLA S (i BRI H2 0 3 B W0 & 35 Bh 4
BN D BRI 15 AL 5 SRR i e P T R

= VIR ET T PaaS(platform-as-a-service, V- & RUR 45) 0 E 2 N AR 4E T — A B AT 45 B ) (scalability) £l
1k (elasticity) (1935 1T % #5155, Google App Engine(GAE)“ i PaaS - & 11 SR AR % 5K FH E A% 25 11 07 =k
Web [ F 32 L2 4T S0 4, BB 0% 3 HF Java i 5 4 5 1Y) Web B ] R 48 (1078 B A2 17T.GAE LN H ARG B it 5
WA A SRR Web T8 H ) 25 & B0 8 R 2 AL, i Wb 97 T #8328 4t ik ST A (web. xml) AT #1528
15 VTN RO 5 44 (0 GAE X JAVA EE FIFRHERLIEHEAT T B HIAN 6 73 ST RE, N &R 4800 2009 /2. GAE JiTfig
HU) AP RN B2V A B Bl Th 358 2B A2 1T 1aaS(infrastructure-as-a-service, 3 il % i Bl AR 4% ) J2 8 8 A1 BLIK)
W Gl 5 A B (virtual machine, fEFK VM)SZHL,VM B T N R4 BT KA L2 HERSE HT VM
FEARE L A BLRUZE USRI A BT laaS I VM VRN 3T A% R 55 %% 45 JF (server consolidation)ik FI4 i
MRS QoS @bl BRI FE R L /7 SLA 45 H k. Jayasinghe $i B T — il 18 45 K 29 ¥ R LML
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#2845 W& (structural constraint aware virtual machine placement, fii#x SCAVP), 1% 5 vk 2% 18 % U5 7 sk 4 R
(demand). 8154 (communication) Il mJ F PEZ o K SCAVP LR Ay RAK, ) /5 2R FH 43 1T ¥ 22 1) S s o LA A
k. SandPiper*sLE — A JET- Xen VMU PaasS 144 BRI 2 & 45, SandPiper LLJ¥ & $5 475 (sand_volume)fE % VM
IR I PSR AR sand_volume = B2 & M BT BT SFE CPU. W45 55 F0 Y A7 7 T ) vl R . 2 7 B kAT
VM LB B ) B 4% 8 sand_volume JE47HE )7, A i R B RE S35 2 VM 98 5 75 s FL mJ F 9% Jls 0 dee /s IR 4 2L
W S REATIT R . Singh JE T 1) & 5 R (vector dot)H S EE Y S5 VM (] ST 1 75 0 %0 B b B
%t 5 1) {H (resource  utilization vector, fiiF} RUV)5 VM %t 575 5K 7] & (resource requirement vector, & FX RRV)
F) SRR Dby e b v, AR R /IS R ) BT e v i R ) SO R IR RUV 5 VM ) RRV g% T i
AN FR BIPERT SUORTRE VM, LRI 288 B A8 (0 A X 3404

WA BN S LB LIRS RFLLBATIRE T A AR A 2 45 55 7 1 1 A8 4k, T & s AT PR 45E . F P SR 4
7 T A A 1, 3R B 28 0 8T A AT 5 AR 32 1 ) &2 2% o0 A A 3R 48, R B T 3R A4 R 45 M 11 07 U S
FLAE 810 T 3 A 0 2 T 1) M o 3 A 2 Ao (R Bt 3R 2R 6 TP RS — B0 LA R A 9 /N 3 285 B 3 iy >R 1)
BN IT A AR R — FrE A B 7 10, Kramer FI Magee $2 ! T 211 ¥ # 111k 2% (quiescence)®! J4iF B 43 41 i R 4
VAR AE R AT 208 30 1R A I A RS 68 B AT T3 T R IE R RN — 2k M Vandewoude TUIIZE Sk [49] 4 il ik
B B AR I 442 T R G A IR 25 (tranquillity), 35 IA k43 A1 30 R G0 1) 4144 8 1K 30 B R 2 i B v] gk
AT, IO AUE AT 5 RS 1 — B AR R S5 MR 15 5 00 1,77 2 050 L AR o6 H R R R i 285 8 1k 1) 44 R 46
P R 8 AT YR 0N B 3 R P A0 £ R B R I T B e 08 1 R A R A AR B B A AR RS E S W
Drawin®®®,dynamic-ACMEP!, - ADLIA4%: 7532 4T S 4% 51 55 J7 1, 0SGIiP* 2. Fractal V-4 B4fg s 3L T HIT &
AT IR 8 e i 48 0 25 T8 BT (0 SCRE R B 28 T, J0 HOJR B T R 45 04 1) 20 A A B 25 T BT R TE 3
AL ST B0 TE 2 18 DG FTRE ST, HEAEAE K &= IO 9E LA . Godfrey 55 ATE SCHBR[S5]H 45 H T 8R4I A AT ¢
M) Z3IR 3 At A SCA AR,
32 WMEIRS5R%
3.2.1 SmartFrog

SmartFrog(smart framework for object groups)iii 1~ HP IR 9% F0 T 5 B AR — AN TR IR B 8 . TG & 0 2 3
6, BN ] T AL L Java o5 7SI 20 A U AR e AR D da R A1 B AC BRI SmartFrog SR AR T
SR 7 A T F L) — R B S R O S AR AT A A A 5 1 R A
filh, H W B A 5 R IARE ) (AR5 ok IR R E2) 1847 I 5 4 358 8 AR I AR Bk 5 st 431 28
I FH 1) 22 02 T4 B 4/ . SmartFrog 38 M SIZEIL A 5 58 T B8 A R A ARG A, B F B AT AR
ARZSHLIE SCIR LA A i R 3, LA B 5 I 2R G038 2 g G AH I 1) 458 R R A oy Jo) 38 B A2 AT I, 5 | A A ¥ 2
PR AE AT AR 0 B T AL Ay B AR A T B S ML IR SR RAEVE B), 2L T RMI(remote method
invocation) s34 A7 X B FH I 4T I B RE (5 BRIk 2 4b, SmartFrog S48 T — 414 Bh T B (i JF Rk L E) >k
TRIA B2 T ZE A g . B0 AF A S A AE
3.2.2 JASMINe

JASMINe Ji& [ [ TP Ak DX OW2 B A fg — A 1 1) 2 A UM T AR G 308 42 R A PR T R AR LA B
GG T[] v R R SRR AT SCPE T 65 JASMINe S 416 T e T B 30 28 U7 S8 WO IR EE, E A KT EL JonAS,
Tomcat F Apache HttpServer (17 [B] £ HE4T N FH R G187V & #8287 Z s v REC & R 1, JASMINe ia$E 4t T
AT 1) A7 3R FH 308 38 PR AT AR B SR SN FH R e B3, 2238 B R RO S B R A B b 2 1 JASMINe i&
PRAL T AZAT I R M A2 R R AT TG ol b 75 2 PR ) 2 38 38 3B AT N A A S PR A 4 T RIS AT P 24

B bR FFIE R G040, 1BM Tivoli #1 HP OpenView 15 24 B FH (1 5V BRYE D SR AR SR AL T — 482 (1) 50 38 A0 4
SCRF REME SR RIEIIAE R GE . ISR IR IR AE P 1 AN 2 R AR A R B R A SR PRI T . SR
YEPAT BN I AR B B, 38 1o 350 8 SR s AT I R KA i T SE e 5 B B AR
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3.3 EREBEXIREME
3.3.1 Common Information Model

Common Information Model(CIM)P®® & i [ B br vk 4k 4141 DMTF(the Distributed Management Task Force)
A RO TR 1) W4 26 A5 R 8 P R 48 B A A LA B CIM L — 4 4% 0B 78 (core model) >y JE Rl il i 37 g, s X
257 B T ok B AU B (platform independent model, fiiFR PIMY, ] DL BE RO 126 . W8 FREE . 1 4 45 A
N FH 2R S8 R 1) S A 0 F R R R 1) S 4K 258 U 1T, CIMY 7E )3 ] R 45 (application model) A3 1T #7355 (network,
device& system model) LA K& 5 (policy model)y [ $2 fit T @ #5152 ¢, 3 oh AR A 70 % (software element) 15 2 8
S5 RV B IR 05 /0N B0 K B4 1R 350 28 B B Rl 43 ok T 3582 (deployable) . T %2 %% (installable). 7 #44T (executable) 1
147 (running) JUZ 76 0 B 5 FE 98 K 4848 J7 1 (action), CIM & X T 2238 . 13, Ja 8 A X JL & #4E,CIM
M 78 SUT R IR T B YR R SRR AR G WA A THI (R 2, LU DR %o 75 SR 1Rl A2
3.3.2 OMG D&C

D&C & X T —4 PIM, 32 ZE A5 B R AF & BRI AN 4E B 2 T s 15 B B2 (data/information model)
RS B A A5 2 (management/operation model). 76 240 {7 SR 2L U7 T, A 45 41 £ 155 8 (component model). % H
FrAF I (target model) 1B P AT B 7 (execution model), & A, B FH 28 25 Hi 2 14 40 3, 2 4 2 B 28 3 AR B0 7
B PR AR 1 A s SO A H bR BEL #s (target manager) . #0174 B (execution manager) 35 1 1) AN A H bR
14 7B B A 20 A S AR T D 4 BRIV 1 Ty R A 3 B R 5 T, D&C il e e L T AR e e IR
XIS I3 B LR N 2 A B[R] A R AR AN [ A R AN B B s T B AT R R E I B 2 K5
5t 830 B R S B4 77 101, D&C 5 X T JE B Az 1L A,

3.4 SHTLEER
3.4.1 @HIXZRIHT

FERLRE 7 T IR BIE L T AR &R 48 T B ARbR MY 32 B2 1] ) 25T 412 (component) [ 43 4 2 R, A B+ 1BM
[ TAE LA M2 SmartFrog AT JASMINe W) B 45 T %) Web il 45 (service) 32 41 4 1) 5 4% 451 fun, Arnold 25 A AE S
HR[10]7 B4t () CCM BLEE 1 #8  . JT (unit) 7o 2% 8 3 6 % 70 AT R e K S F8 6 Web Ik %5+ EJB 414F
DLKCRY FH IR 45 #% « Web 252 FH A0 2R S5 40U AH DG 4L PR (478 SR IR,

g BRI 7, B TAF#8E o5 7 T & 45 (application) . 1247 32 #3748 (environment) . S<BE S &
(relation)ix 34~ 2B 7 11, 4% L AE 1K) 22 B AE T35 358 28 S (policy) A3 2 £ W (constraint) (1 37 #5.1BM I AH 26 1A
WIS TR BREE KRR E BRI R A AN IE TR RN 12EE SBFH AR H T2 455 S/
e LA (1 FE AR D W), R SR SRR AR 5 T O 5E . D&C A CIM 1B I brUERITE X F . 3R, SRR 4
AR IR 0y A T B IR, JE 302 CIM I AE (1 38 IS B2 (policy model)4& s T L3025 S s 1) R 1L B

03T FH0 5 100 28 B8 IR 5 T B T K 2 SR R T8 700 {1 345 280 5 3%, Talwiar 258 A F) 1 4 11903 i s 36 1ir 1)
TR TR IR B 5 VR BE S S AR A 2RI L HURE (K (high) IS 05 28 5 T 440 T £ 05 S RN 4 FHE 4 LA &, SmartFrog
S FH R Y 0 R T AT R A SRR 1 22 I, R AN BIE S A R R S T R R A A R
(medium) ¥y W H R 4.

3.4.2 @EHIVEE > H

T P 2% BR 5 TR, 240 A A 3 08 A2 v 2 3 8 4 1 Sk S L =) 8 P (L AN T 45k 19 (WANY) B 455 1)
A3 A 2N FH 0 AR T R R A B R (e AT TR T BB R (0 R A BN SIS AT M B Y
A, 3 PR 5SS I T AT T SRS AT BT 00 B M s AR DA S RS A o ) B s L R b
385 D0 Y 51 B U ] 45 0 22 A DGR th 2 — A AL

FEZR SR 7 L IUAT T AR #SBE 5 S B W = (application layer) 5 4 & [ 3 #5.1f0 IBM AR SC T AR LA
K SmartFrog il JASMINe M 24 Ji 21 b [8] 4 /2 (middleware layer), 80 7 457 22 i 40 1 25 2% FIUIR 25 25 1) 35 2
BLE B 2 RIRARGHE R MEE
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343 ANRfatair

1ES 5MEOT7H, R T ARG HE A B G (administrator) 2 48, 1IBM [JIRIFSY AR . 3L TR R 45 K1Y J2EE &
BHARLL K D&C #d FEAR MU A58 5 00 B ATl B PE AR B, 5 T R B (developer) () 2 5 — 20 b,
Arnold 25 N\ TESCHR[24] P48 T 28 TR0 10 30 8 ZE R Uy vk, T LA 5K (expert) ki L2 R H AR 4 (138
BB AT B 25 A 4.

TE2% ) A 7 T, SmartFrog A1 Dearle $i& H 1) 25 T 24 SR 1 30 58 R A BRONE 0 75 T2 2 20 7 i o0 5 IR vl v L
FRAS USRS Rr il 28 7 &8« PAT L T2 R0 24 AR 11 5 S, JE At 3508 38 5 AR U)ok vy 400 1 Sl A R 55 S AR AT 38 8 N 0 ) 272
A A 2 AAN TG B T MRS R SR BT 44 25 T 2% 238 5 B 9 5 A LA, DU IBM I 5T AR A ARR 1
028 7 B AR 2 2] AR

5 AT HIAE N Sy R 7 1 A 30 8 B AR A P A DAt A A2 R L AR 20 55 AT 4 LA B IR ) 43X T LA T77 T ik
AT 58 12 0 AT AT A ST P08 28 o R v 6 T A 2 (1) 500 2 T vk o T L UL e AR v P P P R 8 Rk D R A P
RIS 40 5 8,55 SmartFrog 13 124 oI 35 25 R0 BHME SR AR Lb 55, 8 T %o AH ) 1K B FH 2R e It £ofF P B g s o
RN,

3.4.4 FETTA M

1E A SHALRR R 7 T, A S0 2% T Talwarl™ ) T8, LU T2 5 1R R 44 20 2 T30 38 % (manual) . &4
AT (seript)« T 5 193822 (language) Fl I T 158 284 [ 358 2 (model ). SmartFrog A1 3E 1= 2 3 (1) 38 2 & B B AE
Z DL B 20 Rl 7 ok SO AR R 2B o R T AR SRS 1) A A U3 e i A )RR A 1 R R R ok
SCFE LR AR TR TR 3 5K

FE B SRNE 7 T, O TAE B L8 T 1308 75 SRR 5 22 24 R (constraint) (135 &2 , 43 73l i i g 74 2 T
MIE AR AR . B35 5 58 I 2 R B AIE SR AR 1 08 7 R I IE A P TR R &5 M 1) J2BE FBE BRI tH T 3 AR
B b ) — S 38 U (rule-based).

TEAT AR W] 2 il B8 7 J5 T,1BM 1] Maghraoui 55 A7ESCHR[31]H B2 B T HARIRBNW . BT RESAE
HI AT T FEA I8 B AR, B 0% SE AT JEFE (1 A2 R A8 4k, LA U RS 2 1 i 7 (process customization).

345 FRE WIS RS b

RSB SRR TR BE . 3 iEsh, W DT, TERE . T35 8 5 %A RS AHE AT
P AN B BEAE A8 I3 3) . A SOME IR 19 30 25 7 V5 # fe 9 S RF IC E (configuration) . ¢ 2% (installation) 335
(activation). #lifk (de-activation)4s &= A4 4, Ju H /&2 SmartFrog A1 JASMINe ANX AEME =7 £ 7 2 240 A 563k
(validation), & B85 18 i 22 RCAS JE A7 SR L R S HFZAT I R 48 19 IC 1 (re-configure).

346 /4

BT B A LA N 2R I 6 X A SO TR IR E BOREAT T B8 R P40 S - BERE R R 5 R
“U RN FAH IR PR Ay SRR S oy Kb 4 RE N BB AT A ATE 6 W LUE M, H T
T T B R TAERIAH OC BR300 DL R

(1) A 2 AR B Y F R G A, 2 T A FH X % B A o 7R R T AR R IR 55 1 DR R 4 A XN &
& I,

(2) 7EHRF B Ty 11, 22 T A B A 30 S8 A X o i 3 0t K B 3 S D R AN IS AT IR B RN L R 4 9 B ok,
FEA LA T 6 A 5 08 B BE A TGk tb . 8 R 1k, I BLEL & T AR 10 B 0 RN T Ok 3 B IR Th A

(3) EHBE AN B )AL BE 77 10, T8 B ) A 5 2 07 20K A )46 e D) th AT B BUE 2 B
B I R A T 1) & 2% o0 A1 =R &R 48 1 =307 =X

(4) TEABH ARG B G ARIL G ) 5T, A A TAEEEARAE 5 T 84 R R ISAT I A A T,
B> CARIE SCHER T R AL 12T & (B 7E D REFH B2 U8 J7 101 H AR OC R B0 8 SR« B AE 1) A A8

(5) TEHEXT GS Ry 2 7 T, o0 A 2NN B LR 3 JR S5 i g T R 2 B T AR AR Re e SRR B dd vh B 1R 2
UCHE N TR T 28 6 30 280 0k bt 2 A7 56 38 4 i I 302 3 S35 6, i R 2 8 905 R IO 465 10 5% 7 P 118 B8 S 2 TR 1) 2 3
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HIBC A

(6) 7R B A Ao R 11 SRV Pk R R g TR, 224 i 4050 8 R 3 T T i LA 28 5 %2 24 H A 1Y) goal-drriven [¥]
BRI DL AR R IR ) ) B A R AT AT E — 204 i 7 308 B B AR 1) 238 T i e

(7) A 362 R 2L A B 309 % 32 FF 7 1 O (configuration) . %2 3% (installation) . %3 (activation) . #lifk
(de-activation) A1 &1 2 (un-install) 1 24 38 22 By Bt (1) 3% A £ AE GEOE 8% 22 B0 TAE SCFE X T RS T I 2 2L B4k
AT B TENCE . TR, TFe i A5 2 2 FIRIF ST, LASR: o 5 8 e AR AE 1 sh 2 R ek Uy T 1) S 8 40 1

Object ( What ) Scope ( Where) Fashion ( How)
Name Granularity | Expressiveness Scale & network Layer Automat | Process Policy
ability Complexity ion Level | Customization
Research IBM Research?223:24262830311 | /g AJE/R/C Complex & Large | L/W M/A M Y c
Works Constraints based | C AJE/C Medium L/w A L N C-
frameworkP+3¢]
Arch. based deployment®® C AJE-/P- Complex & Large | L/W A M N C/R-
Systems and | SmartFrog!*® c/s AJE/R Medium /W M/A L N
Tools OW2 JASMINE™® c/s A-JE/R Complex & Large | L/W M/A- M N
Standards & CIME* C- AJE/R/C/P Complex & Large | /W H&O/M/A | - - C-
specifications | D&C! c AJE/R/C/ Complex & Large | L/W H&O /M/A | - - C-
Granularity: Sin-singleton P-Package, C-Component, S-Service network: $-Stand-alone, L-LAN, W-WAN
Policy: C-Constraint, R-Rule based, O-Optimization Layer: H&O-Hardware & 0S, M-Middleware, A-Application
Expressiveness ability: A-Application, E-Environment, R-Relation, C-Constraint, P-Policy Scale & Complexity: Simple & Small, Medium, Complex & Large
Automation Level: S-Script, L-Language, M-Model Process Customization: N-Non-support, Y-Support
Actor ( Who) Lifecycle Supportability
Name Role Understandability Usability ( When )
Research Works IBM Researchl??23:2426,28,30,31 A/D/E H H PL/C/V/1/A/DA
Constraints based framework®*2%! | A M M PL/C/1/A/DA
Arch. based deployment!*?! A/D M H C/1/V/A/DA
Systemsand Tools | SmartFrogt® A M M C/V/I/A/DA/RC/U
OW2 JASMINE!®! A H H C/V/1/A/DA/U/RC
Standards & cimEel - - - I/U/A/DA
specifications D& (! A/D - - I/C/P/A/DA

Role: A-Administrator, D-Developer, E-Domain Expert  Understand ability: H-High, M-Medium, L-Low  Usability: H-high, M-Medium, L-Low
Lifecycle: PL-Plan P-Package, C-Configure, V-Validate, I-Install, A-Activate, DA-Deactivate, U-Uninstall, RC-Re-configure, RI-Re-install

Fig.6 Comparison of deployment technologies based on W*H
K6 T WH IR BB R
4 MREH

BAF A TR S S FABE S R S, by A 8 S AR S AT ey F 85 SR 137 160 PR o R Bk e 3 1 WH,
Xt 24 T R 2B AR A RN S AR REAT T 00 T, A SCIA A R0 2 B AR TR F 5 3 RT3 P 254 5 LA
LA T

(1) B30 8 TE A R ] ek AR B AR 5

P85 BRI IE W P 5 AT SEE AORIT S AR N 8 AT AR SR P RS T B2 R 5 AT A B T RIS R
77 THT, 1 SCHR [23,281. 24 F 28 J5 ¢ vh A7 (AR EL o 5 (R C 5 5 P S SROAS B A7 7 i SIS R AT R b SR PR AL
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7 T DA R A 1 (V) SR I R L A 3R 75 B2k — 25 n LARIE 90 i A 3t 2 5 THT (R 35028 A AT 3ok R ) ok & 2 4] (A 358
ERAE AT I TR 1) T R A 1 DL R BRI B AR T A PR BT R R S0 SR W B R TF B — P AN
i .

(2) A3 25 B R0 A L B AR

IR AR DR SRk N R GRS AT B S B A S AT R0 o I 75 SR (9 22 A0 17 7= A 14 15 R . P 4 1
SR, BRI R GEAEIB AT I R p F A — AN, T R AEAE A 5 AL BT X A 3 3 8 5 AL . AT
T AR 7 26 A8 ORG24 S s R 8 FH 3R S8 AT I 19 3 AR Ak 75 SR 30 B B R AR S0 7 R A
%2 M2 R B A A AT B A UL A S 2 A N 1A TG B« T 300 28 SRS, 75 S o 22 b £ S R 5 ) N SR R A R
PSRRI E FER, MAS R B e IR A M L R G T RN R O LSS T T 4G TR 2 1S5 R LU e
RS FENCE M e SR AT AR Leger 25 AAE SCHR[58] 7 3% T35 45 M ME-& HEAT T 32 5 400 R 4L p i & T 4
PTEMERER.

(3) BT A FH A 20 B A 30 B B AR A

SR A — Tl 24 19 ik 45 55 2 0 7 P ABE 2, SR I 240 4 190 7 38 55 DA 4 1 P A A B2 18 % R R 45
N IR 4% B4R T SR B Bk R 5 1E A SaaS(software-as-a-service, #04: H IR 25) (4243 [R) 1N & 1aaS il
PaaS MK 5 2T Ek g5t N H RGN R I NG ST A . N RGBT - B IR %5 75
KUAKCT G A A SLA 55 2 A7 T &5 -6 2 B8 FIAUAET, KAL) 38 10 28 BOAS R IR 55 S0 o2 54 B A 93 38
T5 58 XA AR T Fe W A SRR Ak 5k 52 % DR AR e T M S AR T S AT R e T N R S R AR Th e
TR el gL AR A FR BR BRI Y DL KR 8 30 PR A Ak S50 2 SCHR [59] LA B A% 4 n] 4 1% (data transmission
reliability, {4 /X DTR)FI{& % 7145 (communication overhead,fai#k CO)AETH At & M 8 3r 22 H FrAt 4k 1) £, I 3 T
BEOLAC L AT OLAG T 28 7 58 SR M8 ST 5 TSRl B it AR 45 42 (i U7 SRR 1 N B AT BB AN TF 547k 08 R T 2 41t
AT 45 B A 2o B2 B[R] I AR G B (3t (58 R0 11 300 38 0 I 75 S, R R A dE — D 4 v 22 A 1 R0 R TR LA
JIBATIREE (1 J5 W19 AL,

55 CSRACL B B v SRRH T S T 4% A5 A DR G 5 [ PR R AU SR T A I BRBE TR Y  AR E 1 In) E, an B Bl v
IRBE N AR RV A PRk X 4% T B P WA 45 P R 8 10 ki 40 3 A A A O T K DA I D 2R 28 D 2 i ok T
DAL FE AL 3G 5 R3S L RS B PR B4 P9 (R Y T 3% 55 R 1R T 397 I R TR AT 5 2 (0 10 28 oA 0300 el R, A 2
AR ST 11 7 THI.

5 B &

ANSCE SE IR T A 8 58 R P AR R EORT I 1 ) 7 [, 5 DAy SRR SE T — A 2 T 400K 1 23
HIAESE WAHAZMESE thy 5 AT, 12 AN 4G 10 7 o T PR 8 b s ok TEATVE I, O sl Sems i 72
SCRERE S AT T, B0 AR B TR A TR by A TR 25585 10 43 AT WH 4 T P9 25 7 T S8 1R 3 B M
(K PAY 81, 70 53T 4 B 7 TH B 98 2P S o T AR 2 1 L b FE T 55 L A A LG WAH IR 2347 PO 2 58 o 4
T, 73R B2 S DA A0 250, 20 A H A S DA 58 AR SO MR 3038 BRI R E DI RE VA A B 45 T 3 ol L R A s B
ORI 17 213 1 — AR AR AR BT WOH X2 i B A AR PR (0 B3 38 1 5 BREAT o3 BT R 4 %
IRIE ST 45 SR W, 1250 B HE SR RE 8 Xk B 538 T ik g AR BRAT B A e I (1 20 #7038 00 8 28 T i B R K
PERERTF R AT (AR 3 25 SCAS SCHR A 1K) WAH 23 W HE 400 56T 22 007 100 0¥ 2 14 40 1 16 5 3007 5 T e D A
B A J 1 T AR vhof St 7 S8 4 TR IR BE (0 5 53 BT R B, 5 WH BT HE BRI s i AT RE .
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