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Abstract: Software architecture is represented by different views that are derived from architectural concerns.
However, when different design methods are applied to generate different views, implicit conflicts might happen
between views, due to neglecting the concern conflicts behind each view. To solve this problem, this study uses the
software architecture documentation as a common communication platform and derives the implicit conflicts
between different views through a procedure of four activities. In this approach, a guideline is suggested to model
the relationship between the concerns and views and a set of mathematical representation that is defined for
precisely presenting the relations in order to support the automation of the approach.

Key words:  architecture view; view relation; architectural concern; quality attribute; software documentation
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Pl DhRERITHHICR M IE . HE 2R ) 0 R 2 B S B i AL — AN R 4 R A T DL — A s A
2 3 43 A8 1, R O 4 5 45 # AL IE] (architectural  views). AN L] G BRI AR (stakeholder) Y — AN B 2 AN G
s (concerns)LIGTE AR M R AW KT T R IF R 454 5 3L b B0 1] (aspect) 1 D4R 7E BB B 5T
RS B b, R T R4 2R G5 0 1) 5 2 M R R S8 A DRV R [, 22 A0 IR 1 3 Bk — A A A R 4 i iR
Ji .

R (A K AN [ (1) R G802 3 W B R AT Ll X e 4 I 0 8 BOME RV T« T B AR R 45 10 i 1) o
B A A AR 1 S A iy 300 v £ S T e B (L 2R 45 ) R 0 T RSB A T I A 2R 4 g R T s 151 300
{47 Lt b AT A R I R 56 1) SE B I8 AT R I 2 A 5 T 2 16 T DR RE — S0 R T L SR R 5 R 5, R L R
G IR R R EIE, — B & — AR =2 R SE

FI R, A0 P BE T 10 32 BT 5T 2 194 rh R R I 0 25 100 B e o, P 00 00 4 2R 465 R A0 1) v 110 2 3 b TR 22
S MRIEIRZE R SR ZE R0 R T 22 e A5 AR T, Hh T A0 1 A £ T v 8 b 2 T B ek T A0 161 8 S 1) o i )
P 75 2RO AR I T8 3 HEAT X IR AN B8 G b A 0t A0 P 2 ) P B 5 p L R b o i 1) 2 R S R B AR RO
A S, B 5 A — B T — AP 5 — AN AR, T2 Br A TRV R 3 A4 I R e — A
JE A2, T A0 B 5 I A5 1 5 2 M DG i s AN TR), 2 e AT 2 ) P AR pR S T AR R ) TR Tk v S AN —
A LR BLE AL b 5y — AN R R, T FR AT g A 0 5 sk 3k R 4, O LB SR R ML & i 1
AN B ot TL O 1T 55 A R R I 7 S, 2 Al A AR 5 A2 A TR B ) 2 ) 7 A A TR g 5 U T 2 A B vk R
TR IR W] —Hh S MRS, U2 vt A 53 G 9 22 N B DL T8 4 1) 3R A A4 2 &5 R0 IE, DT Sl AR [ £ 4
Y RS I 8 SRV ARAIE 5 R A B 58 4 — B0 T LA I 2 HE B D s O i A S 15 1 182 T+l

Bt LA 1) B, AR SO T — R T g R S AT WU R T 2 T e SR I v A2 T R LA B R SORY A Al T 1
KT G 5 AN [T St 4 DG A TR FR o8 00 R AT R A AN R 48 A T R A I R O s T ) SR B R R 3R
AR FA RSB v 5 i AT A 1 O SR G IR A D015 B AR 7 A S S PR L 4E 4 M 4iE 3, R Y
e TR R Ik DGV s AR SR TG 25 v S DL R AR O R AR B 5 E R T A B SRR RS I8 A S A
AT — B E ORI D U g R T 3 RO R DU A 2 RN G &R

ARSCH 19— HTTP Mk 45 35 (051 7K S AW FE Bl AL 58 2 9 060 AH 56 A R 26 AR 19 J5) BR A EAT 1+
WA 3 TR R A R I R — S R e SORAT VAN I IR BB 4 T DL — AN R BRI R X R ik AR 5
TR 7 V20 BT R AT ke iS5 6 T4 R A R — 0 TR R .

1 Rz

FATTEA—A HTTP 45455 249 1 2K 1 B AN LEons 400 181 76 28 o = AR ) R B PR (61 1 o). |81 1) T s A2 e 91 11
A 22 G5 P AL I G IS JHT TP IR 55 2% 1A R 2R 45 ) 30 2 A WIT 38 (L) AR 50305 IR 25 25 (DS) P AN R A1 AR T, DA 7 B B e
SR TR, R G ARAL T 3 R R &3 (N 1(b) BT 7R, B2 A FAE(C) ik g 2% 44 2 (F) A1 43 IR 9 14 (D).
TeAT R I AT T 20 9 1R 05 SR R 948 A1 g 2 B [V 3 0 S A4 FH AL DU A 22 4 1 43 3K (A, 78 SQL AR Hh 15
AR ). 53 YR P J0) P SRoFE B8 38 23 90 80 AN ) 10 B0 Al 45 o 2 b .

TEIX A7 o FRATT3E P A AN [ (9 e v T 2 8 7= AR AN [) PR AT P81 — T 7 9k S BA R SR A vh o (9 D 15 % 5 v
LA 20 1% 6 R A2 1) il (issue) 7 ZE(solution). ¥ 5% (decision) 1 H [ (rationale). 1 i X X 46 6 K € X, B0 7~
A H BT 1 E ARAR R G A2 5 — b i E AR SIR B (1 T v, I v DA S 1 b 8k B A % H b
FRIAS ] A 2 45 440 K 5 e Ak 2 46 40 1 1 L0,

DAY SR by A (19 7 V70 U I 77 A — R AT T e SR, T AR 1 8 e S A e 11 el T H AR I Bl 1) ) 0l
T BRI AT WE B TRk ke, IR % 75 323 T 72 AR A AT I (0 R0 B n SR ASUASORT LG A 1 56 38 22 T 1 22 e, 3T
A BLIA A P 1(d) A A0 I P (o) F — A 7, 5 TR 1(c) A2 P () I — 4 ] 3k £ ) 2 1 . AR T, I A ) &
AN FE T X AR B R 3R, 58 A A T B 7R X Be W 13 )5 10 003 ) 2 T R R SR E X AL S
FR) DR A I IR AN UL VP A A0 1 2 TG ¥ SR B IR A9t DA S hg wh e IR 7 0 — A o PR R R A B
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BS54 A7, A1 7 7E f5c 2 (K R 1] oh 0T VAT G2 A7 R A AR AE IS AT IR, LA H b3 3R 3y 109 7 324 << o) [ ) 1) 4 4 H
ok 7 Rt o A R P EAT 1 % A7 R 1 5 X BB AL IS A AR X RS D0 T, A R B AT 2% 18 31 o g 1k DR e 22 1)
P 3247 I B P AL AR (B 1(e)) 8 — MR B (0 3k 8 AR, e o I 7 2B R o DR S ——AE 2L il AL I o
AL P BAF R, BT LA IS AT I AL B (U P 1(e) ) S b b3 e 17 et O

Http server
:E‘IH—C e; Dispatcher H; ﬁ] Filter l# #] Cache #]
Listener Data server
(a) Original architecture (b) Optional component
(a) Witk R (b) & IEMIME

D
(c) View generated by goal-driven method (d) View generated by decision-centric method

(c) HARSRE)JT ik AL LI (d) BABRSRE A H0 75 97 A AR AL ]

Fig.1 HTTP server case
Kl 1 HTTP R4 %01

2 MXIE

H T, A 0 A 58 45 A AL 1] LS (R B 9 3 2 4R v A ] R T4 R 5 A PR 8] 76 38 2 D 1 22 e AR AN T 1) H A
HREEWME Z R UG IFR R ER. fIEKER. SHERFEEZE .

Chen %5 N84 24 T — R I Ak 2R 465 ) 22 53 1) 7 V1903205 Wk AL S AR AS AR 45 70 S AT ME— (R b LS
PR TG A [FRE SRR TR R [R)FE 1R 28 B I 3X PR AN J6 38 4 58 4 L I AR T, 3 PP I v 28k o 2, 0 HL =) R X6
[ — J2 VK6 R BEAT S B I R e K RE BRI T Mo vl 5 SR ARG L3 T U R iIE S Alanen! I Mehra 25
NP 5%

Van der Westhuizen T4 t ) ArchDiffl' g T4l 5 )2 Yk 2 5, 3% A 5 38 3ok A6 I AR [0 3k 52 J2 VR R Pl 2 1w e
e 1104 N R ok 5 A7 Sf e R ) 22 S AR T, 224 BEE AN T8 38 TE S [R] R il 5 2 2k v o ) 2 iy 48 B3 8 4R I, 3K
J7 R DA 245 Ak 1) Roshandel %5 AU 7B R AN [ (40 50 2 4R H T 8 SRR o 5 %6 441132 i e %
2 R RRAS A by il K v )2 A R A v o Je 2 W 3 AR X A 5 s AN BE S F 7E OV 1 A R 5 fg i Y I

Abi-Antoun % A2 H T 22 77 VR4 0 1A R 45 R BRI S I 2 L — S0bE %0 i 80 T RS
P 0 4 5% 5 A AR B TR %) 22 S, P — AN T 5 R 1 v ) S8 Skt L O Bk o 45 4 — B0 AR 7 VO
AL TG 22 AT 0 L, T 2200 T B ek 1 B 2 R S R (0 5 JE MR A ). X S R A B A P S i T T
o3 I — 5 1R PR

Conte % N OH H A8 P 1] D I F 50 AR R A i T 4 8 P 458 40 (O A ok 0 80 3 4 N 250 76 Ik i v T
AR 300 1) 5 A AN — B0 1 0. 1% 5 325 8 — AN B T T £ 2 IS B 11 2 Sl 400 — B30 AFUR: 70 I S S B EAS R
SRS PLAR 2 W R AR B BRI E IR R 7 SRR — R, 76 AT B R s I AR RE AR UE 5 e 4 — 3,
DRI 7 122 M5 1A I 4 B o) 77 Lbbs 0 A ) 7 P i

3 ETHEMEREHIE IR %E

ASSCHRE B 10 77 i DL R DRV R A D T B SUT0 3R, AR AR S5 R g R A Ol A2 &, B 2 il
AR DRV e 2 T B b SRR AR R — 2D R AN R L B 2 T8 A A AE PP R K R AT R 0 s 4 A
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51 WO YE A B B (model preparation).

T B B BT R FH R BT 77 v A5 1) 77 AR A R R B N DG R 2 TR R 28 3R 2438 AN TR R 0ok I ok ™
AL AP S Ct A S S AL B2 20 0 B BRIR BN 1) 75 R R DL S Sy 0 B 3 ), FRATT 38 B e e T D R R I A b
X RE IR SR 2 7 AR R 5 A6 T TR DGV RUMR S, 0 R 0 A WO AL o e i P DV e DA B e 5 0 TR (R R 2 5 43 AH O

52 0 i R A O R B B

ST AR Ak A 0 U B ) ) DG, AT R AT AN I8 I AT DG IR A R S DG AL G R R A A
A1k T I J2 (R A8 A2 1 R4 v o] of AN ol i S Ak B AT S B 7 A I B, BRAT TG S5 — N VL 7 1 9 i AR
DU A A o

55 3 IR TG i S .

1K 1 32 BT 55 2 AR b SR 00 005, 3 o A1 A 3R 65 ) SR vh R 4 R 4 e A, R A LR SR SR
AT RE I P oE AT

B E B RARIE S 3 7 AR I SRR B A [R] DG A ) R AR A 58, I B L HE 3 LR T A AT
Pl AL P 2 i) e B o 5

X RR A DG FR AR I B, S B ) H o T S U 3 AN ] 563 s 2 ) AN )RR L ) fg v

T 3 G SO BT IR T OC R IR R AR 22 A0 0 T SRS S0 B A FRATTER T — A 50 E SORKE HE
g SO BB R,
3.1 EAHIZRRE
3.1 ARG I

SCRS R (1 A2 T 3R 7 i 14 240 S R 1200 e SR 5 14 a0 52 i = o S B A R R L T A A
) R 4 3R, T 2 i e Y DA DX o A 7= it 5 At 7= i R A TR (L B 40 o o Tk 26 04 55 B 4 2 A AN 2 AT A I
b A5 S AR SR TR R A TR ) SR 36 1A A 6 AT 2R G A A R 5 ) 2 USEAT 1 i R 2 S R R TR
AT ST ) S FR R JE IR R R, SCASE <SOR3 R R R 5 0 SRS,
312 HikiTR

iR TR RS TE IR BT RGN, 5 RGN I 7R 7 20 ED, 2 2R 7R Oy 2 5 S W T4 A R 4
IF, FRATIAR %R 7R 7 N — PP iR G 25 E AN i B 70 35 A P 2 SO B — 4R G 3 F I 02 UAS [ A R ok 3 £
FR LA [FI S B 1 SORY, A FR 45 R TI0 1 SORS 55 M A 10 SRS 55— i 1 e 35 A 98 P o A A 28 SO rh R AT G A
FAS I R 3 7 8 B M 8 e A e VR o, SR 02 v BBk s ST BATR h Sk T 2 i N AR 5
A, A SRR A X e g A T T DA & B IR A AR R nT A AR R A L S A

AL TR BRI AR R A8 SCRS TR PN 25, B2 1 0 35 A1 DU JL 2R 044 38 S50 1 )l o0 25 IR il R 4 id —— R 28
TR SO A 5 65 8 0 3 2 TR0 2 DR TR 0% 2R 1) i ——— 2 2 85 00 G 2 i o SR X AN R A1 40 38 T D0 e 2k
1) LA TR —— ) A1 42 IR L A AR R 45 78 38 2 TR TR Bl S 96 2R BIVA 28 5 A6 AT 0 o, 2 38 5 A R 2 i AT
i A B TR (N B — AR TR A SO, T S AN S S5 8 20 R AT % 8, W AR K BT Rk AT
AR ZR 45 K AT b 3 1) 7 VR TE AN 2 BUR ] 1T 5 2, AR SCH B I kS e A A R S R T SR R RS B
IR SRS DL S VR SCRY X 3 S0y,

AT 2 WF 55 P, SR ABC/ADLIP?(ABC:architecture based component composition, 314 2 45 ¥ 1)
P A1 20 25 7 405 R A 33 R 1 288 R 3 0 R R R 45 M THE 8 3R SCAY . ABC/ADL 2 Hh b 50 R 22 3 T 3 1 1 — ol A
REMIIBET ZET B KLEH ADL #ilk RS & B 4IRS, B3R R G WZE DR 5 A, DL
SCHF RS A B4R R B8 ABC VAR MO R TR ABC-Tool ™) iJ LUt 44 5 45 44 k4T 7] 41
110 BT A 7.

MR O /R T 8 D B ZE o2, i AN & fr AR s, U7 1) R 055 AT TR TEML D7 30 422 1 gk
AT 4R TFMP477 ¥ (trace function method, §L5 % £ 77 7%:) /& H Parnas 32 H 9 5E T BL AR B3 . ABELA S L T
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BT 1 7T 7 AR TR R T A PV KT8 U M R AT TEM R H R A8 A1 1) 2 I, W] LK A 3 I 7 2
1L PR P 0 250 5 44 B e Sl AT 176 I A TFM 7 vk R R Al _EREAT 1747 e, ] T SRR — 1 20 vl e A 1) o g 1
(R R A FEAE B R b o A7 i R .
3.1.3  JREEEIG A

Kt AR I 2 AER R S Bt R T, RGO T RS TT A 45 Bl JH At T S0 i J3% R 1Y) i
X RGWS AN F AT BT H 40 00 0 1k O VE AR K2 B X R T 1 S e A R 4y B R AT O, R AW
AR IR G — 41 5 T 5 SRAH DG I 00y s, a2 A R RE AR VTR R I O N AL TR IR B T R SR
(9 58 S0 BT P A2 R G0 WS — 50 43 000 T o 2 R, O 1) 4% 900 8 ok o, 3 S — A 135 SRR I W 1. B [, A B T 0] i o
175 SR B B, N R WAL B AN TR 5000 (K.
3.1.4 xR

Hofmeister 7542 t 401 A 28 25 440 38 HIAR RN i L1 74 2R 45 4 YO i R A AZ 0 DA 22— 2 58 1M ) 23 ) 3]
figt % DD FF) 3k 3 24 TR N B2 T e 3 FH R — W T D7 YA I 2 R 1) T S 3oL 32 T SR A 1 LT T 1 el R )
25 ), FE AR W 7 ZE (R 7 1)) R BLAE — /S B UF i o BRI, 2 AT 75 222 2% S8 DG v ORI J1 22 Tl 1) SR I O R
T 3 X e v 7 VE AT AR AN 2R O B R AT (W) Uy AR AR R b vt Uy 2 ) i) R T g 2 T ] LA
A R I H R GREE 3 BT F A AL B 7 VAR I b i B i SR ORI I 2 ) AR SR I 5K 28 gt s k.

TE T A PR AL P v S A W g v v 3l B 6 e v D R I SRR B HEAT B B LSS R T R K AR T — A
A B v [ ] i —— LU XA 2R A2 IR T BT I SR AN 1) DG R DA SRR T (R R IR K R
3.1.5  4nk4 70 5% K (relation between documentation elements, fij# DER)

RN TC R MO8 R RIFR A DER,IXE X RAFEAM . pPoE. WS, A3k & 78 B i i TAFE S, 34105 &
1) 9 B4 76 38 22— SR R AR 4 e (9 O R PR O, 0 3 00 R R SRR P I OC AR AW G B T 3 A B R N A7
i, B I AFAE LI AR A IR R R IS X PIAN TC 3R L AN 90 R N R R &R
3.1.6 MR AL

IR TR R 7 AR b R AR A i 1 G 38 T S (R4 B0 SR 6 A9 B TR 55 S A AT I A R R QA &
QAT QA 5 QA, Z I AEA BT A AC I X &R, B IX A JT R (B A M9 H T QA5 QA B2 ¥ Ik 55 4%
UARC R =BTV N NN €I o AR C W /S RU RIS
3.1.7 A Z 18] [ 2% R (view-view-relation, 7 FR VVR)

VVR FRMEME Z DR SR T w5 s 2 Ja B i p 58 55T AL & 1) DER 5, i B2 3R [a] 1] L X
[T RICE A SR eI T = pivk MBS SR A1V NI S e Pl CIN N N SE =R U LN N8 W N e U LA
[7) > B X SR e B P A SV RUTA) P 53 7 B vt 1 R v 1R A SR 1T 2% i 1) 56 Ja e ol S ) AL e
TR F AR R IE FE b 2 L8 T X R S AT T AU A T v i R, TR IX R b AN 2 5 R AN [F A0 I 2 TR) 1
S8 I — R SR A AT AN [A] FE R A 28 1) DG 1 A 2 ), MG A8 e 5 3 s W R 8 v 5 V25 0T 2% 8 1) T S P A i 5 1
AT T7 T RS BT 1 7P AS R I 2 i S 1.
32 HAXBMERUEX

h TG IR O B (W BRI AR R T SCRFSE EE R B AL HESE, AL T LR TIR G R I H X
TEH 2 O BT R T HE N mRi e o, — B T H AN DR MR RS SOLLLR )
S S0 FATTREAE T T R H 8 b X LA 52k E X DER AT VVR.

M:— LB T 32 Doc: 7K 5 45 1 SCRY ;S 5 SR 1R AT 2R 48 AT R GE I J& 1 VA 18T C R TE R meM;
deDoc;D:{{d,,d,,...d;}|dieDoc};a: {a},a,,...,ai} €S.

EX L(HBEITE) D={(d,d)ds,....d)|((d;ra))=—pn(@,cd))A((drAdr)=—@A(a,2d,))A((d3A83)=—pA(azC
d))A. . A((dina)=—pA(aicd))} -

E X 2(DER). DER={R_{requires},R_{hasConflict},R_{isPartOf},R_{asACandidate}}/& 41 &:

e R_{requires}={(d;,d,)|(d; eDoc)A(d,eDoc)A(d;=d,)}
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“requires” K R T R TCHR dy N FREATH I3 — ARSI TCE o450 4, 1A 5 45 ) TG A 00 1l ) 4ol P 7 22
PRI RIE B 2RI L & 58 T
e R_{hasConflict}={(d,,d,)|(d;eD)A(d,eD)A(D;cDoc)A((d;A—dy)v(—d;Ad,)v(d;+d,=constant)v(d,; xd,=
constant))}
“hasConflict” ¢ 5 : 24 P32 14 1) 7C 3 A B8 7] I A7 76 B P 35 A7 18 B0 0 401G 1K 56 &R N, BR O “hasconflict”
« R_{isPartOf}={(d,,d,)|(d; e Doc)A(d,eDoc)A(d;=d)}
“isPartOf” ¢ £ :“isPartO K R E R A HI 7 FE d, ARG E TR ET d, 1EE.
« R_{asACandidate}={(d;,d,)|(d;eDoc)A(d,eDoc)A(d;=d,)A(d;=dy)}
“asACandidate” % & : 24 d, & d, MR E N, FK d, & d, [ “candidate”, 1X P & Z [0) ) 55 R B 4
“asACandidate”.
E X 3(VVR). VVR={R_{hasConflict},R_{noConflict}} & — K K:
« R_{hasConflict}={(V;,V2)|(V;eM)A(V2eM)A(C; €M )A(C,eMy)A(d; €Doc)A(d, € DOC)A(C,=d  )A(C,=>d,)A
((dyA=dy)v(=dAdy)v(d;+dy=constant)v(d, xd,=constant)) }
« R_{noConflict}={(V;,V>)|(VieM)A(V2eM)A(C;eM)A(C,eM)A(d, € Doc)A(dr € DOC)A(C; =0 )A(Cr=>d,)A
((d;A—d,)v(—dAdy)v(d,+d,=constant)v(d, xd,=constant)) }
VVR SRR B T AN R O3 i 8] R 5 24 [R] A B XA e (R Y AN O3 R A b SN G LG e A5
TP AT P AP0 JEL At A0 P AN 2 77 2 1 R 2 AN [ B R AR R 1 T A G 12 7 A2 el SREIE, P A A8 R R 5 11 400 T D) 3R
EERUENIN

3.3 ETHHERIKRGHIE hRAEND 52

ASTT IR N AL BT T8 1R SRS i 2 5 R R IR DR T R LA K AT RE A AL I ph R AN I R L 4
ANESEIE B AR UE S« R R SCTE R A L G s 5 o S AR DA AL P o R AL B 2 i TR
AR 7R

Contrast model Conflict
ontrast mode point MMR
A :
v View
conflict
Approach ‘ Model Quality concern DER conflict MMR )
meta—model preparmg documenting deducing revealing —y
X ® ® Concern
* conflict
Meta- Mode Model Element _ SA
tailoring instantiating | | classification | documentation
¥ Manual —» Artifact flow & Automated é Activity flow

Fig.2 Documentation-Based detecting process for views conflict

B2 T g R PR A B b SR oL

FEASE R UE 25 3% )y v, LLAW P A B 7 VR SR AR i N i s BRSSO 5 48 )35 ) e E 26 235 3l vh i
R0 e v 5 R BEAT A SR I B U AR A v B S UM B AR 5% R T8 3R, 20 Sl PRk SRV RUAH SR K T8 3R AT
PR K 1) G 38 A SR S Wk QT s R 20 RS 5 30 v, 00 P 8 (A A ST L e TR 25 ) 68 o 0 D) 7 e 14
R 24 v 7 50 i 3 0 o M SV e % Bl 10 S H K ST OV TS A R R S R SR AN AR B 2
(1] K] 5G 2% A 23 A% 70 38 SRS B 1 R AR B2 (I R S50 1 5l M A B L 4 1 0 3K TR A A AE o 8 AE A
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5% U B 44 2 7 HH b 5 R R 7 B A A PR b S D ) P R b — 245 R G A G 3R e SO Rk R DG
L2 AT A AR P 5, I — DA DU P 22 0] 2 AR A5 A7 R S 1A 56 2R 1 1o A ) 1 4 SR S b 3 s S 7
Z IR € R FIRLIE 22 1] R 5806 22, 1 7 0] AR 2% 45 % 7 0L b o) 400 P A1 R S .

331 BEIRT%

MR T4 22 1 7 A B R 3% 3 — 35 3 4

S0P X RS R g i

L FAVIEIR — B BET 7 A LATR 3 AN 40 1 R 1) 58 ST 1T D R 7 SR A i) A
Aab 3o P —— 5 T 1 i (O A i P A R ) B 7 A g R BT Ak B A T YR A Tl —— B 1 1 R
(R P A 7 9 vl e L SO A 0 S A 25 7 v 02 ) 58 4 R 88 2 D08 4 ) G 22 L vl ) A ) 5 o v ) AR 95 ot
00 A 2% R 4 SR 5 ML LA DR I e 22

FEIX— 25 o SN 02 W v v ) DR 0 i D A B o ) SR 2 B S B A 462 v g vk SRR Y e A b
I A 2R e 2% B ) R ) R 2 ) (R A R G 3%

552 0. W I AR S4B Ak A R LG R A 2R

X0 B T AR X — AN SR AR IR o G R B AT 529 4, 8 45 BE T T ik P AN SRS TR BT B A O R T
N R ARL A5 G 8 E AR SRS R T v o, R B R S i B I TR) N T 0,587, v E bR A2 R AR AR e ) G 3R T <
B R /N T 0.5 /2 R Y 6 38+ H AR IR S 4k

5300, SPBR LR BT K.

t DG AR IS O T R G b (K TR B0 sl Ay 5 000 1T £ % 8, 17 40 I ) ) - 3 7 A OG 7 A
RIETE B RGEMFE T, RS 0 S0X — 20 FRATIG Y 0 38 49 5 903 5OME DR I 78 38 (B v ¥ 11 )
25 100 )5 00 T A 2 1) G 28 (L 7 vk (R R 25 TR0 ) B 288 43 28 ROV R 5 50 s A K 1R DG 22 40 85 o0, AT 5 48
T Bl R I DG A AT G RS 53— AN VE R R ST S PP 1 9 R AR XA AR A o S SR I o H S
T e 2 A R P 5 R AR
3.3.2 0 NI R I G AL A

FEIX — AN S G Bl 0 b o A 2R e g 5 e M S i s AT R A A TR B S s L R R R R S5 M S
PHIXANE T & T st i ] k.

o ERXJYE

DR 002 A AR 22 2 T A L A A O TR AH O 1) D0 1,10 5 1 2R 45 W AR A DR IR 90 3 5L I 5 4 R 45 1
PRI OG0 563 s 55 A8 H R0 AR v, 3RATT 58 8 5 W) e O 2 B P A G (AR R 5 ) ST R T LA IR — SRR
S M OGRS RS B T R AR B 1 2 AR R T e, 5 SO M R AR R R TR A B A P
W 1) A0 0 O T RIS R A T2 (R 3 4 o St B A T S 2 AT G

R VS WARPRINE S

AR FH AR 42 1 R 7 v SR A Parnas 42 YK TFM J7 V5 BOSERH A8 T 3E— 28 i b 28 Mook, 1 T4 4
PEBE DR 56 i M AT R TFM. 502 R W AR B2 A B DL A F I8 B (9 77 vk, 1 e A e
e 1) 2 LU L2047 38 3% 5 102 3007 T35 W ol ok 42 VR4, 0 240 v 8 s 25 1 ik o/ 1 38 1) s &5 4. — A
TFM J5 35 T 43 )2 CUL 20 G B 3 T 128 1 R — M6 LA R LB 424 HE 2R SR A T 4 Hh AR 2 1) 44 K
I AR AR K5 P B AR R R T RN AR R R 2RI DL R AR 3 BB U7 )RR R R R T AR R
52 B (1 52 W01, 12 5% W0 38 5 R SR B TR A0 1R e B0 B R R R — R LK R R R A — AN
HH A R U R A T X e iy ) R T A ] 5 e % AR 1 i B R KRR 1 SR AR R R R T L I 46 S
LR IE N H LA K TFM J7 kR4 5 W SCHR[24).

o MY R

BATIE TN BT 0 TAEZ &% TEM J7vE3EAT T 38234 R, R ] 7 A% 1 2 R ok $0 e B T a4 =)
A5 10 R R 2 A A S e, LA B B e o R 1 R 1 R I 2 MO AR R R PO,
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Parameter Name Type Effect Scope
memory (intl) {0,1}
ResponseTime (double) {0...99}
(a) Interface parameter
(a) D24
Variable Type Scope
Data (string) {1...9999}
Time (double) {1...16384}

(b) Output variables
(b) Fir AL

Program Name ‘Value ‘in Abbreviate Event Describer
readData (arraylist> | (string) (PGM: readData, ‘Data)
writeData (int) (PGM: writeData, ‘in, Data’)
deleteData (PGM: deleteData,Data’)

Auxiliary Function

invalid(e)="in(e)={\, /, :, ?, “, <, >}

nonexist(e)= ‘in(e)!=in.range

noeffect(e)=
(PGM(e)=writeDatan(‘in(r(e))=invalid(e)v
PGM(e)=readDatan(‘in(r(e))=nonexist(e)v
PGM(e)=deleteDatanValue(e)=null

(c) Access program
(c) VilmlfEsy

DATA(T)=
T=_ Null
(T#£ A noeffect(r(T)) ‘Data(r(T))
PGM(r(T))=writeDatan ‘Data(r(T))+in’
—noeffect(r(T))A PGM(r(T))=readDatan ‘Data(r(T))
PGM(r(T))=deleteDatan ‘Data(r(T))—in’
(d) Output variable function
(d) i A% 5 bR B
Fig.3 Interface specification described by TFM method

K3 TEM J5 it i) 45 1 HLZ 7= i

AT ARG A0 AN [ 5 R P D 5 ), 7 L FRAT TR TEML i 1) 2 24 M s 3 — 2D 0 e, RV e 32 1 R4

TN A PR

S Z R AR XA R R

S 2RO B A R e AR T S

RE A ] 12 A B 7™ A B R W T AN <7 A B 5 W0 o P 20 70 FRD A 24 A5 FH A2 A P I BB P ) 2 vl i 471 it 8 Jegs P
77 R R M A% S M ) A RRURRE S W R A i Y 2K, 2 3l B 5 e 5 3R s A R K BETE LR 1

Table 1 Component QA impact parameter table

R1 MR EENSHER
QA parameter Parameter type  Impact  Annotation
Variable security +

Variable responseTime -

o Joti M R TE 5 G A 1) R R S

O o o P SR R PR A T AT 2 A, FRATTAE SCRR[26] 70 A TR A0 A U AR I, FRATT 45 R — AL TR 22

Ja R AFN:
o JREEMEMAR

AL 0 T A W e SO TC T35 T 2 1A R e kAN 2% 18 TR 6 19 B B A O R A SR LR
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DA Ak 1 7 303 R ek AR R B P, DA SE TR B O A s S T R et T S T, AR HE T VR
EHEEZA.

o X R T 0 A SR AR R OR

X AT PR i 3 R T S T R S AR SR AR AR 0 T BB R M I T S 1, AR 2 B AR
7 225 S P TR AN [ AT A 4

o P AT 5 i P 1 5

SR AN R e AR R, A AN U7 ) R OGS AR 1 R i g B R P I A Y AR 1B R AN AT 1 U
i) R 50t 5 ek AT 2 7 A R A R 43 Uy i) R BSOS [ — 5 e 4 7 A R e R R R T R S AR v
e SR X e I i M (1) 44 PR B L 87 B 1R 5 ) RPN M AR T A <+, T AR S M AR Ry =
3.3.3 DER ' 5SHEH

DER 1 5 HE 35 & — TIOR8 R 502 1) S92 (A P 4 J9T 7 )4 3L L G A 06 32 2 [R) S8 (R 35 8. B 4 v B0k i 1 S,
BRSO A S B AT 2 AN R BN S RG24 R R S H R B ISR % B
Wi 77— S50 A S AR e SR TR A AT T A 110 5 R e 7 A T 0 A 1055 i B SR g R R i A
o FT AT ) U R S 7 A T IS VA R e L R S SR R AR IX AR R AN AR 5 B e AT -, R
TR o S P 7 A R R W T %o 57— 8 R R e 2 A T R i, T A gl A — AN e O s AR T )
7 SULE Tl R CAT gk o0 2T R A, 19 Sh 4R R A e A

DERdeduction(Doc)
{
/* Doc means the SA documentation, in this situation, it means component interface specification;
DER means the relation of two documentation elements;
D, eDoc;
QA means the QA parameter in the interface specification
*/
for all D; {
if (QA|,QA;) in D, then {
if ((QA:.Influence)="+" AND (QA,.Influence)="+") then
{
DER(QA,,QA,)="consist”;
}
else if ((QA.Influence)="“~" AND (QA,.Influence)="“-") then
{
DER(QA,,QA;)="consist”;
}
else
{DER(QA,,QA,)=“conflict”;
D,=“conflict point™;}
)
return;}
return;}

Fig.4 DER conflict deduction algoriths
Kl 4 DER eSS IE

3.3.4 VVR KZRKM

AR A SR (A 5 T ), m] LA AR HE VVR IR WA ) G i 1 2 1) DA SAR [ R P 2 ) A5 A7 1 i 5E A
ARG AR 2D A R 58 A DL R T R e S R e B S A TR M A DG I R R A W O
LR SC T RURNEE T J7 R 10 0 R A 3t W I 2 1) 19 96 3R B, 22 7 A DG 00 S AN [ [ Bl oo RS 284 i, m A
HE 5t 5 3 A Ll o A5 FR A D 10 T A4 3R 5 AL P KR o S 1) 2 TR A 3 S oK B T TR AN B B AL IR, R
5 1% LU X AR IR A 2 (14 40 P R S X JLAN G s AT 7 BT 2 J5 7 A L RN AL B 5 5 — S PP I AN e 58
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VVRRevealing(Vy,V2)
{
/* My,M; are the two contrast models;
V\,V; are the two views generated by two design methods;
C,,C, are the two concerns for the design methods;
Doc means the SA documentation, in this situation, it means component interface specification;
DER means the relation of two documentation elements;
D,eDoc;
QA means the OA parameter in the interface specification
*/
when D;=“conflict point” {
Find C, for DER.QA;
Find C, for DER.QA,;
if (CieM;) AND (C,eMy) then {
“View, and View, has a view conflict on (C,,C)”;

}
else if (C;eM;) AND (C,eM;) then {
“View; and View, do not have concern conflict ”;

}

return;

Fig.5 View-View relation revealing algorithm

El'5 VVR &R H %
4 FHIFFR

R T PRRE T O R %) A R G5 R AR L SR I T 1k AR S T S B LT IR S A8 1R — 3 40 ok U I AN T
VER IS FE AR b FRATTE A T e PR AN [R5 T D7 32 A B P S AS [R] R AR R R AT B X A 7 4
LR 5 A o 1) 5 VAR AR B B0 1R 5 325 T, BRATT R 328 20 43 W e 30 e 44 5% 6 0 G RS SR A T 7R SRR 1 S
[SEEAINREIERE
41 RETE

T IS AT B AR AL AR B Bl 1) 7 25 7= A 140, T T v e 00 P A i DA R 55 g 0 PR 7 v A T, T T FRATD
Bt 53 BB IK B P 7 05 1 b A 2R = A R T 0 .

41,1 BARRFEN 07 Y L R

o DAY rhl J5 R ) JEURBE IR R0 B B a1 SRR Y

TR 6 Hf 0 DL SR A A0 R D7 V2 AR, L SRR T AL T 7 AN AT 2 ) (issue) 2 FR A R 45 1 T 0 A A
PR i) 8, DGV PR A A 55 SR IR R — AN 8 7 T 1) J 7 2 (issue solution) /& H8 A7 He— ™[] A1) 45 32 14 3R 45 1 T
B AR R 457 J7 % (architecture solution) 2 35 T4 i) 7 27 (issue solution) i 75 .

Eh T i ABE TR o ) YR 3R (issue decision) 1) @ 1 3 H (issue rationale). 4 % 45 44 ¥k 5K (architecture
decision) FI A& 2 45 #) 15 11 B tH (architecture rationale)#fs & Wit ix F A 7= 2B i A 1) il o, & AT RO FH 2 HH T dmi 3k
FEA BT B SR AR e, IR T X 4 AN 03RS 1l B .

o BEAYSH LRI T E K

2 R AT CARRSE by vl R A R S DA R B R JC 3R A R XA RS T R A e BA T HE . B
T T F IAE LA S AT 50 3 1) 2R 003X L 33X HL B R AN [R] R 38 T O3 U AN [ R T vl o) ol i H 4370 a2 i) >
ST A IS AT L PR 0] R T S8 A NS B AR AR A A Bl 7t ST AR DG IR TG 3R T < Il i g 52 )
A T ER.
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Component

Architecture Connector
]
Issue Issue Issue
Issue — . — .. .
solution decision rationale
Architecture Architecture Architecture
solution decision rationale
(a) Meta-Model
(a) Jsi sy
Architecture Connector
]
Issue Issue Issue
Issue  — . .. .
solution decision rationale
Architecture Architecture Architecture
solution decision rationale

(b) Tailored meta-model

(b) BYHF IR
Fig.6 Modeling of the decision-centric method
Ko LLuR S Ly iR IR

Table 2 Comparison model and model element classification of the decision-centric method

F 2 DAARIOR 0 Tr i R O B R S5 Al RS T0 38 40 2K

Meta-Model element Model element Value Classification

| th
Issue ! Save the memory Concern related elements
1, Use secure approach
. 1S, No cache component
Issue solution . .

IS, Filter component View related elements

Architecure solution AS Hittp server

4.1.2 HERIKE)J7 V5 LS R

o HFRIKB) Jy 2 1) JEUASE 20 0 BT 3o g Jir A

H b 3K 2)) 7 3 1 TR B B 7(a) BT o, 30 o H bR ST B 4 0 B T o B O B I H AR B B
(environment)F 1 A& 2 X W VE il it 7 21 52 0 R IR 55 2400, 2 B0 & 2 (parametric contract) 8 X T Wi iR 4l — &
H1 1 R BT 4 ok UF B0 = 8 PR 19 H AR 3Ll T 3, 0 4k &R 45 M (architecture) . it & (configuration) . 4 14
(component). ¥E$% F(connector). ¥ I (port)2 #l & & 1l i A 2 B T 2.

BT 2 50k & 29 2 U SR IA I 5 SCH AR IR — ik DR T BY 0 AR 290 S B S 20 D SRR BT
P BYE B A ] 7(0) .

o AU SR A FOASE AL 432

AR 3 Pgh i TR SRR R I 35 14 93 28 LA H AR X AN B S 2R 76 35 0 0, |l T 70 8 H AR I
K H T AN Sy % i, H AR — R mi B i N 0.5 B8 3 — AN et A g s T 3 40, N fE XA R
ALY 50 3 “Ob, IOy, 3% PR A Y G 3 (WA 43 Tl Mo B ] (8] /8T 0.5 BB FA“ 22 g5 i T 3 907 AH N Hh,
XA TOHR R 5 0 B AH B T 3.
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Objectives Parametric
Architecture Component

contract

(a) Meta-Model
(a) JEUABTY

’J

Objectives Parametric
H Architecture H Component

contract

(b) Tailored meta-model

(b) BRI

Fig.7 Modeling of the goal-driven method
7 HARSKB) 5 A

Table 3 Comparison model and model element classification of the goal-driven method

=3 HARIKSN ik 10 LR S 4] A MR G 38 00 2R

Meta-Model element Model element Value Classification
L Ob, Response time<<0.5s
Objective Ob, Security=3 Concern related elements
Environment E Throughput=200
Architecture Ar Hittp server
Configuration Conf Conf.HS
Com; Cache
Com, Filter
Component Com; Dispatcher View related elements
Com, Listener
Coms Data server
Connector Conn Function call
Port P Component interface

42 MRERMXE SR

T2, ALK F7 W U6 WY An AT ) 5 J5 K TEME D7 A0S R A 10 v FR) Jo i g e SR s AT IR (TFML (1
240 )i B L SCHR[24], Bk e ) TEM B 5L s 1 B 4034 7 25 A i B L SCHR[261). W 1 3 s R B0 G2 45 K 11
P CUR LY 0] 0T P HEAT 10 20 FF R B T 0 o i A L ) ) R S AR i R R R X LR 3 A R
T D RE AR A RSN T — SR 5 g 1 532 i R SR W2 K 1 0 it Jes 1 7 7 (1 3 i A L, FRAT TRE AT
FeMERER TR B M B A memory A1 responseTime, 3E— 25 2 24 44 3 X P AN Jg v e AR A S e R0 3,
WA 4.

Table 4 QA concern description in cache component interface specification

R4 AP L TR R RO s A

QA parameter Parameter type Impact Annotation
Variable security (int) - Save memory
Variable responseTime (double) +

B W 7B AN 11— — B EE T A AR A 4 10 vl 5 Ja P DG T A PR A0 38 FRATTASURT 7 A A 1, B 2 A A4 -
Ao Y A ) SRR PE RS R (R 4 MR S)BEAT AR Ui W 0T SR A7 R 1 oA e P At ISR 4.0 g SR BN 1) T vk

© HEBEERAET hipd/ www, jos. org. cn



RIHE AT AR R LEMALE & AW 7 ik 2589

JEB T T, 7 AR R AR i) 1 R i BB A A T FRATT <= R R BEL BRL R H BRI B (1 7 1A <) BV I [
0.55” 115 5, 11 A58 FF % A7 A0 A2 o Wi J87 Hsf ') A5 4R O 1) 72 v R T e ot 4 JR A% #8: response Time 3% AN i 2 & 1, 77
1492 1 1 1R S R, B AT A i Dy 45

DA RS, b T T At ) 42 o) AN [ 1) 0 2 B 2 A 2 7 A A [ (19 S ), T A, 75 00 0K 26 T 8 1k — — 1 S AR
FUp g, s i 8 R 4 10 0 R M TR DG R AR = responseTlme A1 security, 43 F 1246 44 I8, B S8 1t ] LS T
Ak IR AR & security FOSZM A+ BRI T2 TIX— 25 58N IR 45375 S 0 i )5 1 () 48 n 17, DAL i A48
responseTime )50 «— 3 /JL%&I’JIfFXT@?ﬁ/\)ﬁEEI’iEZiH’JE‘ M L2 5.

Table 5 QA concern description in filter component interface specification

5 L UE AR AR DO R R R R AR

e A AT IR B WURAT T G, S SN AT (R R 1R T AT R PR BT X 42 R A2 B memory X AN R
M
o

4

QA parameter Parameter type Impact Annotation
Variable security (int) + Use a safer approach
Variable responseTime (double) —

4.3 DERMZEIEE

1205 ) A KR8 o S A Y S0 R R A R R 1R 10 R B ATk SE AT I e T % A7 A 1 6 PR AN T R A
responseTime F174Z 5 memory f= A= [ & AH 5 1052 i, DR T 22 A7 4 4t 2 v 5 sl 2 — ZRARL Mt oy T Ik 8 8 A 0 o o=
& AF 5 responseTime FIZAZ 18 security 77 AE F U8 & A1 S 1) 52 0, DRI 1T i i 2 i A e A o R S 2 —.

4.4 VVRXEZREM

AR TL R Z R MK R MR o R Z LR WK 8 Fin JEH: A X B X £ £ IR, W s o J7 iR L
SRR cp AR AY S0 2 A) LU A 70 2R R 110 B XA C X i i 2k 7 12, H AR 3K B) 5 25 ) Ll ot R 78 o i 7
TG 2 P Y B G A TG 35 R PP S8 HEYE T 3l b K PR AR B AN IR 58 a5, BT A A AN S R R A A PR A A B X A
LI R RN L Z MK R,

L J
W : .
I o Pl N J
I h 1> I res;/s;lls?}?me secuiIthl;re m\:(?l?glll);’it I o Ok E I
I I I I

Cache Filter Dispatcher

I I interface Spec| | interface Spec| | interface Spec l I
| R — ' P —
I ISI. ISZ. I I Com, (l:omz Com; I
I I I I
| as || I Conf I
I e ' I

l

8 DER conflict deduction and VVR revealing case
8 DER PP SAEH AT VVR KA Kl

WLEZE PP 58 1 2 AER A PR B AN PPSE 1 & 1, 28 5 memory F responseTime. f T X P N8 43 ok T 5%
11»5 I, FISCHE 45 Oby, RN AT LAAS 40,1, R Oby 3 PR AN &3 55 /2 i 98 1805 SCEEL A 1) AT Oby 43 73 2 5Kk B B Rl AS [A] 1)
B T 10, A AT DA K W R v BT A (R R A S TRV RE BRATT 4k SR A 4% ) — A b 58 A (Gl ik g A )
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PRI TS A % 7 3 P AN 3 it IR i 98 sl —— st JE AR A A —— AN BE T | R P A PR I 2 ) (1 3 58 D03 sl IR S8 R &R
L3k 6.
Table 6 View relation

Fx6 MWEXR

Concern related design method QA related concerns Conflict QA Conflict component
Goal-Driven method Ob, Variable responseTime Cache
Design-Centric method I, Variable memory
I Variable security

Design-Centric method Filter

1, Variable responseTime

ARG B 5 s (R 5002, VIVR B G5 R W SRA T 5 05 B A A0 B R R B 8l 1) 73 A A LA SR
TE KL(Oby 1) AR AT #1587 24 H AR YK 3l 5 327 A4 B0 B2 i AT I A B i DL e S A m o0 5 3™ 26 K R 1R 2 e ot g
7= I AR A DA b B 45 98 BT 45 0, 3 AT I A P e T v N R e o T SRS b R R BLAE AR A

memory AL & |-
5 i g

AR HH B G 4 010 V¢ 2R A R P o SRS U 5 32T T R

B W7 SRR G R 70 3R 0 S IS I ) AN AL P o S AGL DN B B B B Ak, T 9D T R di A P TR B R R
F1 XA A U0 1 8 R A R P T U ) S ) PR e 5 e AR RV A AN i R v AR AR AT — 5 B T ) 0 B i
By, U0 L B L B SRR A R A % B T SR AR HETE T B B A b e I, R R OR AR AL B 0% AR B A
KK TAE CAFR LT T K.

55 =, T R AR A K B B A, AATTAT DUSE L T 1R A 10 T 3l ).

BB RV SR A5 BT P S 1, A A I VIVR D6 ZR AT AT LA R X e SCE p5 T) LA RH P Z TRD
Bah % 2R AZTTEEANBURT TR E AT I 40 P e 17 3 e 17 v I 0 iy i P, T LR T R B I R A S
7% L8 ) SR AL

(ELAE IS A 7 3R I AT e 4 R 2 T 8, P A A 2R 026 355 )y RO 5 J 1 G U i AT G A0 ) o i 1
TR E AR AN BEAS SOt 7 SRR G A (10 415 e, )5 T i 2 3G 8 2 5 O AR SR AR A e 3% B
AL G P R 28 TR R R

6 &= %

ny

T GBI AN T R T i T 6 110 5 5 o AP DV A - TAD PR B P o 50 AR SR B T — P T 3 A 114 1 R 5 4
PR b SRAGL I 5 35 AE 23 R v 0 o o0l 7 2B A I AR BE T 5 i 3R AT R A AR AN B M OG5 2 TR R SRR 2R AR
SCHSIEBIIT 58 Bd WY T e A SCARS A A — AT R A 1 B R A 2 BR P b R AR e R SIS A 45 SRR W is
FHAS SCER 3 T LIRS0 L S 28 BEGRR PR ST s o S A SC IR I S 1 17— B o SC, T 138 G AS 6 22 () P
ZE VL RSEHE— @ RERE I A3 A6 T — 20 i A S rb A Qb 5 T 20 R 1 4 2R 4 A I o SR A DM O R B r B A
B L HARCh Jf 0 i s SCHE PR DER 3K 78 92 SCRSPE. 55— AN A 0F 0 77 10 2 Bt ek A 10 45 4
SRS o R DT e G R B0, SR AT RE M 58 B Bl A BL /b T R A R A R R R A
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