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Abstract:  This paper proposes a graph transformation based description language of model refactoring
(GraTDeLMoR) to formalize model refactorings. It designs basic elements of the language according to the features
of model refactorings, and proposes approaches to describe model refactorings with these basic elements. It also
proposes steps of the application of refactorings formalized with the proposed language, and provides corresponding
CASE support. The paper discusses the descriptive ability of the description language with some typical examples,
and results suggest that the proposed language is expressive in formalizing model refactorings.
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A E S RS R (R A0 AT A AR B R, 30 T 4 R P G 2R R R e 1 R s T A
TR A0 g — Pl v 2 R (K AT 2% T B, 28 B T T % 5 0 10 DS B 22— P R TR R o 5 T
DS A T 2 P (KA A 0 30 7 SR SRS L BETE R L AR, L 2 003 2 4 B 7 5 T A 4 1 1K) e ) 10 4F
JE47(1992 4E~2001 4F), #f HAy 3 3G TR AR 2 ) Bt A Sk A B R e 0T i L R AR
IR B 114 2 454 (model driven architecture, f&F% MDA)PBIHE) FI K A5 200 0 87 1 A 3R 1 1 R 5 4 (R % 0
Bl st LT 28 g L 38 3T A FE A () — AN IF S AstelsP T4 RT DURI T UML B8 A 84X
H.Sunye 25 N O YR H RO TR IO, OF 4 Y T UML S BRIR A5 1 1 — S8 FEF B Correa AT Werner!™]
HE— ¥ E 5N TF OCL(object constraint language) 2 s 211 UML 4570 A5 700 o b 442 Sy 45 v 88 25 0 42 1) — Fi
8T B, B A AT A AT AR

AT T A () A% o A2 A5 R ) R D) A1 4% T A R U)ot — I U T B, 44t AR e 28 4 T SR B 1 ¥ e
ST LT B T 158 2 15 By CASE 1 H A 20T 15 8 T g, #500 Z5UAR 6 5 e S RS20 o) 08 D 0 4T AHLJE,
) R D) ) BAATT 3 R A RO £ i S T AN T — A N R e 5 S R R AT A R — R
PEBETE N Sl CASE L HL AT A, T8 T FE A BAAT N 57 Y 0 B A ) R, gl o 200066 e 0 D00 A A e ik 1 S

BB B, ATV 18R T8 75 A il ok A 9000 30 B AR 11 ARV 35 1k 5 T 105 R (H R 1 AR 5 R 5
A SO ST Ml A R T A 1 L A L Ah, CASE. T HL H IS ek B 1 ARE S T DL B B A BT A ARE S
o83 PR 7R g R DU DA sk, AT 5 SR T Rk A 7 g A 5241,

T 38 5 A AN (H AT LU f 18R V8 55 10 SOV, T EL AT DA 280t v A 25 A 1) 28 3 0 mT kL i o, A
(78 20 Ak 2 SE I AL B 2 sl E A I S, 10 19 Bl B 24k 0 3pE TR R L T R TR KA 1)
T v A (R BAAT AR AR AR ) 1Rl AR08 L vk g ) S Ak A R e A ) T S e R A G
IR 2CIE A 25 75 20 AT LA TIF T ) (100 R0 2, A T 422 v 20 A )l g 41,

A4 T A 1 9 B B T — P A3l M TR R TR R U AR TE S LA R R
LB 7, R LU AL T 58 1 48 v DAL P B R )5 L, T A B ) 5 0 I 12 A 108 T SR B T, DA/ P 2 )
JA VA S T T L JF R AR,

AR SR 6 AR TR FE AL (1) Ry B T — B 3 T P B e 11 485 1Y FE M 5 & T 5 (graph transformation based
description language of model refactoring, fij # GraTDeLMoR). & 5&, % ik ¥ 7 F 41 %ol T 1) % 5 B pE A 70 _E 1
K52 0 A X AN R T (A6 23 IR T 5 10 B A R T 0 R R R A 1 R A A SR T A IR TE S I Rk
B8 7 IR IZHE R TR 5 0 T 4 B B B A 5 10 T R S B iR B T LA 4 R B AT 1 B
A9 T 10 X A 2R ) R ) R D) ) e SRR AT S B v A AR A 1) R T L, T AT R 1 A e R T
AT R 02 ST RO AT )1 52 R 0 AT ) Pl e T AL

AR SO LA AR T R IR T S I SEAR G R 2 WA G ] P R R R R T S I S A T AR A
AL S TR RN B 3 Y I LA I SE 481 1 1 A SO HH RS T AL AT S I RR RE D) B 4 A A
CASE (4% T H.55 5 T P iHE e G T MR IA R 1. M FEE S CASE T HVEAE L 2R 2 I (AU i) 3L,
506 TR ARG AR S 7 W SRS AR,

1 RESMHAESHELATR

45 R 0 A T U o) — 2R B T Bl 4, 4 D T 2 28 1 o Sl 4 110 B B 0 L DR g TR R DU e —
ST (RS, T LA, TG 1 BT AR B T R B i P 1 0 0 T R B 1) B B ) e v 1 A R U ) i ik
R ER AR I A B A T DA R TR AR R S S0 E A R 1 R TR R ) LA 0 1 T A K

R A TR E S GraTDeLMoR JH Tk e i1 5t (1 L A T .

1.1 AL Y5 [ E (typed directed graph)
AR SR H AR B A A 1 A T R A 1) T DA PR 0 T SR AN M
EX 1(E). B G=(V.Es)yf &1 i V. 14 E LURL B B s Rt TR 4514 ecEve=s(e)eV AL
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A S —A AT R R GER TN LEE S 2089

K 2 B A R AR T RN S T S AR S A 1, BT DB RS SR T IS A 109 R A A 1) B Dy T A
TR AR

EX 2(EB L HR %894 (@ B (typed labeled directed graph)). 2% K (type graph)TG=(Vy,E;,51,t;,Name,).
Horpr Namey by = 5 R0 (1 44 BRI 8] G=(V,,Ey,55,t, TypeV,, TypeE,, Name,) i 745 & 25 B ] TG I 25 BUAL IR A b 2
T4 ) B U 5 20 AFAE — AN f=(FE>EfV-V), JF HA f, os, =50 ¢, f, ot, =t, 0 fz, TypeV, = Name, o f, ,
TypeE, = Name, o f. .TypeV, 4T s B 2R A, TypeE, by il 4y i 2 7,

FRBIANI AT ) P D6 204 4 AN S B0 B ) o S S I BT S i Bl — AN ) LB IR RN () 8 E T
— AN T %28 T 1) A B A N R ) I A R A B i S R B 1 2 A A 1 T L R A 2R A ZRK
FRAYET R mORTIL BT E SCHIZRIY TR AT TypeV, = Name, o f, Al TypeE, = Name, o f_ B

F) PRI T HE IR 1E 5 GraTDeLMoR AlKF RS RL A

Describe

— AT AT T P A AT A R AR E R i 4 L TyRe graph Mmrml
R TR LIV A KR A RFI Dk (b e, 1 Confh 1o
1K AR 2 0 750 )1 2K 80 A A 1) LA 22 A AT I 0 2SR A J _ !

S, L ORI 2K R A 4 TSR 1 R T LISk [typegraph ) 2 [ Mogel |

HKAR(Lh UML BRI RAEE(Lhln UML 4k A&k R). 57
el KA o P RO L TE R 6 5 1 T,

Bl 2 G SR T A0 2K A o P R 4
U300 K72 199 38 53 4L 1, 4 Class:Person”. 2 o “Person” Jy i . [ 1 MMM SRRMEAT I,
Fy 44, Class™ 4 1% 15160 2K T4 ik T M UL 36 36 6 0 1 JCBUI SR 2 I i
VL 146 S T B 154 2006 ] 2 o (RT3 1K1 8 44 5 97 Dt FL 5 b K80 B

Fig.1 Relationships among type graphs,
typed graphs, meta-models, and models

IDPerson [Attribute: 1D JAttribute:Name [ Attribute: Age|
Name Sy EI: A&
IAge e =, e
g &/),{/( g _\\\\\\\\
& Ly
—
Student &
A
StudentID o Attribute:
Class:StudentID |—;uu-ilwulc— StudentID

Fig.2 Design models as typed directed graph
B2 DLRAYA ] B3R B A

1.2 BHTE

H H AR B2 e AR ) — AN IR B % A T DA A AR X (g A A2 B — AN s 48), i 7E T B i
AR AR AR 1) e AR S IS [ 194 4, D045 S0 R A [ L i (352 431

P 3 i A A X S AN AT — AN TR 42 1 e P B 3 AT A 3 Attribute:x R Y 4 #4: Attribute:x” L5 A5 &
X AEAR ST b A5 P A8 5 x AT ARSI T AT AT A7 = SR A G 1 x PO G ] 28 4k, 06 AT BAERUE 1Y £33 Attribute:x”
Freq: Attribute:x” 1) 55451 B A A [R] 16 44 B 151 pR 2 28 069 4 P S8k 730 42 1 1 0 0, A TR 38 P TR 4 1 72 2 DR A [+
—Ar

P 3 171 4 1:Class™ F1“2:Class™ #B A A W H 5 1 44 BR AEIX FEAS TR IR 9 A0 10 SE il e 5 S AR e b W 44
FROT AL (Lb i “1:Class™) Ho S5 2 44 06 T H A8 5, LS9 [ 44 Bk m AT B 3T LA, 719 A0“:Cllass™ (14 55 451 v LA
AT R A FRIN .
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3:Attribute:x T-Class 2 Class 4:Attribute:x

- Attribute = — Attribute —

Fig.3 Free variables
3 HmZHE

13 &M

FEFEA A 1) [P 5 ROF B0 2 Ak T DL SRR JE A 1) B 38 A, U7 A8 DG 5 o s A 15 R
AT MG AR AR TS b B vt R B (K DT FC (SE ) 2 Bl S SR S e &R

T KU 2 FAE (cardinality) 2 iR A A B ROT TGI8 L T E KN RIE AL AT AR RN AR AR A R
NS T LA 2 SR R 2 B RN W s 4 TR 2 PRI R S UML 192 MR R R R AT me-n (TE
HORFRIR N T8 RO 2 A AR B A DX 23 R 49 s A5 B 2 B AN AL (5 B R R CR LT UML 2611
—— ] E) IR AR A LRI A S RS A 2 (1 4)
{b* | Atribute SR, A T K4 — M SR A A (B 2 ), T LU R A

B 4 Hie2:Attribute” (2 B 2--% RN AN ES RN b

Flo Cardinality R TAT 2(MN S AU %00 WA ). 45 0 4 1 o A L
e RN 07 b T AT R B B 1040 b 1 3

A A TR O TR B 2 B (s R,

R4 % T 3R P B

(1) bt

R AT AU — S BRI A 0 A TE A T 0 8 NS TR A 0 O BT 76 364 R
W8 TR A A e 7 DA U TR R ML A B 5 VAT RS 00 T OB T
FERER AR B £ 0K A K A 0 S G AL R T T R0 56 B 4R T T A 2 1 v
SRR . T B I A 0 B85 B AR T BT R Y SR RK TR ML ) 2 0 7 41 T8 7
2 (overlap) R ST U R A A SR A M U R A 2 T B 77 2 B 5 4 I
B LR TE T (), MUK T 95 % B X TP 015 A1y — A B T B 2 5 45— B AL T,

(@) %L TR

00 TE B (15 ) T AT 1A 25 TR Py LS A P LIS A7 45 4081 A b 1
AT ST I R 2 TR U7 000 TR BRIl LKEFEAT 15 50 A A P T 0
TS
L4 EEMHE

R Z AR ARG R AR ] TS NPT R, K 5 Fros Bt AN ES A F1B I A
KN 2,B (RN A AL S 1.3 "5 i AR 4 (R RE 70 BT B AN IR BC h AN A ST A6 2073 53] 55 3 A
B JLHR MR (WA 5 22 N J5 Biw) eI B A JUR S K 3 A B JUHMIRHK H 2 A7 I A REFT 2R IL 5

TP LU A A JCRHA 3 ANAFEK B 52 G 5 AR5 s A SEE AR AT g il S AR,
Bt 41 1O 2 0 SRAE B B v T i B 22 AN 9IST 1 2 50/ 288 (e R R 45 A AR 2D 1R 2, T 02 125 3K 28 /N2
FTA BUR) T 3PF 1 2l 7 O IR B /D SR A — L8 PR AN AT (H X S MR AR A A e A R) . 7 40348 AL A
PSRN ARSI BB AR 1Y (B RS R S I R AT LU E . B 6 (Rt Al DALy (i M il id
5 Hof R 5 Fros IR SR B R F RN R BL B 7 Bos it E R IR AE SR Wiz 2~5 A
KN R ZWE 3AEIEM 3 A ERAF, M1 HIZ LY R AE A A 7).
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N

3
A = B

A A
,/l\ ,/v\
B B B B B B

Fig.5 Relationships between sets

K5 ARG TR ORI

A A
2
3
A——»B
Y
B B B B B B

Fig.6 Nested patterns
K6 ikERA

2.5

2:Operation 1:Class 3:Attribute

[ 0---3  F-Operationi—| — Attribute % 0---3

Fig.7 Small classes
K7 FHUNE

1.5 FFl(sequence)

£ UML B E BB b R AE A7 e 4R 5 A7 A2 7 41 L G v 8P 41 8 H 0 B (use case diagram) A1 5
(sequence diagram) 1 #A I W 8 Frar 1 4 ANTH SR IRAR AR, A I 8] A P2as i P o0 R OBT LA SV E 4B S
(set) KT RIX 4 NMEWTKARMICE.

AR E 9 BT 7 ARG AR K 8 Bras i BT 4 AEXA P A, — A& 4 AN TR (LIPS 2 E
PERFIR), 0 Z MR AR 7 26 & (Tt /77 0% 3R )“—Follow— " AHIE .

1:Message 2:Message 3:Message 4:Message
— Follow — — Follow — - Follow

Fig.8 Message sequence
K8 WEFA
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4

Message Message
I—Follow —|

Fig.9 Sequence
K9 75

16 HHERAEH

5 A 1 441 (negative application conditions, i # NAC)® 7 r] LU T 15t B U B A 224t B 45 4 7
FATZ BN 2 IR NAC, LI Bk 2 2487 1% 250 K A0 T 3% R0 000 322 S 40 M I 1) 28 A e A 35 AR AT 3 B4 A
AT LA ] 10 Fras (1 0 1 R 45 1ok R IX AN 20 NACT ZER %A B A5 8 M NAC2 FERiZ B A e
AR — BT LAy 24 NAC, U W62 T NAC LY 2 J5 A4 e 3 812 4% T 1 ).

NAC1 NAC2

1:Class 2:Attribute 1:Class 3:Operation
- Attribute — I-Operation-;

Fig.10 Negative application conditions
K10 S 4 A

1.7 RTFFE(non-exist)

AR U034 ok 50 R 0D T 4% A S AN A7 A A AL S rp AN B T AT L ) A B B 2
(2K 75 92:) 8L B AR NAC AT LR 7R A7 AE K220 A 21 AH A I NAC S Se VR, I LA G325 41 ik g 00 03
B Bt Je AT SR 4 A (NAC AL Al A AEAE I 450 A SO - G 11 o (0 X5 xR IR ANELE(NE). B
11 1) NAC MR AAEE A S i v 37 AL & Jd 1 271 2%,

NE th A DA T 2% HH 00 ) 00 (1 A A DU AR R S R B 1) NAC. ] 10 B (1 5 4~ NAC #8m] LU it
7 TR A ZE RS BN NE SR IE 20K Ui B (B NAC A ) K5 30 0 5 5 45 4 14 40 B3 AT 348 v ]
Bk, BT P R DL NAZAR Je A NAC AT E NAC VAR (45 B0 F 4 W %% &4 A NE.

NAC

2:Attribute 1:Class 3:Attribute
Attribute /< — Attribute —

Fig.11 NAC with non-exist
K11 W ASELER R I NAC
1.8 Fr& (for all)
TERE R R b 8 7 B A PR ) A . B AN iR — AN 58 4 A T 1 38, RIHL 45 8 1k N 45 A 40 06 25002 o I
) 2% 0 ) ) X Bk A 27 6 T A 1) Tk A
Jy TR A DL B A i BT AT 29 R, A SC5 TN “For AN T AR i) 2 VR AR A 12 B A
FEJE“1:Class” Fl J& - 2: Attribute” i1 ¢ R (F0H O R) L 78 JE Ph“2: Attribute” — 3 i T — N2 TmHE“ALL” Xl &
W21 A e ek 0 2B EL 5 701 20 Attribute” (1 S48 v
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A S —A AT R R GER TN LEE S 2093

WA Z AR AR S 2w R B AR W 12 R T Y A2 Attribute” [T AR R 1 4 A 6 40
52K L:Class” 1 BT A1 J 1k (A 1) 22 SEPEZYR), [ SR AR 45 19 RN UK T4 1 2(C1Y sl (K 2 FEZ)3R).

3:Visibillity:+ 2:Attribute | ALL 1:Class
k-~ Visibillity—{| 2-* — Attribute ——
[———

Fig.12 All attributes are public
Kl 12 XM AFF A JE T
1.9 OCL#4®

PL b LA T 5™ & n) e J0 ik 1 a4 B e Y R B B 7 BT s 0 R R R AN R B R R
“3:Attribute” [ K/ Size; 545 “2:0peration” {1k /Iy Size, 252035 /2 /N %5 7 Size,+Sizes<4, BB Sk F /N1 )8
PEFIAE R B Z FIAR KT 4RI F AR RGN R R, ToiE AR A 2 HE kR R %
2.
e, AR S5 I AR % 20K 1 5 (object constraint language)* e i 4 2449 5 R .OCL & OMG 4 #ii& UML
R 2 A S TN — B AR TR 6 SR T 5 .0CL AR S TEiE F Hb— e i = 1 5 T 1
OV I 5 T 1 % 2 g B AU, A R TR B N B ST RIME T AE OCL h Sizep+Sizeg<d 2 —4chnift
) OCL AL K.
H TR T 29 A 2 O T AT T OB A I, A SO OCL 24 sREEAT U T B ol
(1) OCL ZiRAREW M NACs. Zefisl Ll A Bz A i oAb A Y S 3R AR RS & OCL £y R, L i 22
NACs. ZEAs LB AR e R i 7. an s OCL 2y s vb S LA A%E 284 0 2%, DU 12 25 440 B D) s 75 i
it 3 R T E AR ) 2 A R HAR T R X AME IR TR A OCL 24 0 IR HME BE AR ORS8N T G B ) A
U (RS 0 F2 A I o 5 A 00 49 RS Al ) PR S . DX A ) 7 B N A X 5 A i S ) A & 7 X
TR T R RE S BT SR IS BL W OCL Ayl i I 20 B o e A5 2 b () LAt ASE 78 6 22, T O
OGS DU DA 25U AT 26 70 3 11 BT AT e SDUQE, AATAT BN K 77 26 SR A il 7)o 4 £

(2) OCL WAL HEMAR ML FEMEH T HEENHEANITCE D RTNESHNIA T EAETY
HIXFFE B EEAVE AR IR 7 (S U 1.3 79,6 R T A 8 55 4 1L 1) SE TR DL K TR A4 R
T2 8] B e S sz

X OCL 1) PR 4% 20 SR A2 BT VE 75 1) R 0K B8 ) A HE L e 0 (1) — AN 5 58— J7 T, T LA 78 43 F) H OCL LA 5
TR TE IR IE RE 7 [N 6 OCL BEAT — 5 1 B ) LAASE T~ S B0 3 A 178 4 35 R 36 10l SR A7 BA E P 4% B
Tl A 2R B A (1) 240 ROAG 2 DA S SR BT AST I # R DA OCL (1 31 N T AR 45 53 IR e S I N 4 1R 5 A T 4
SRR 2 R G B o) A 2 B39 ek A/ 1 4 B T Ab BEHY OCL 2R M E A IR
2 EMMNFER

AR TR A B RR T A TT B A A A e R P 3K A TG B R R AR Y A
2.1 fERERXEER TR

EX 3(EHRER). A i SM=(V,E s t, TypeV,TypeE,X,Name), H: /1 V,E 73 B R - 2 1 55 AL 56 &R st
53 MR I 06 RO 1 TypeV, TypeE 43 il 4 488 xC I 71 sl R 43 BIC 2K 2 Name 4 719 sl T ) 44 I EL X O 48
AP aSHE R R

T SR AR 2 Y BRI A AR B I AR BRI N A e T 8 AR AR AT R UL B N B B
W PR B A 1 7 ] S Y ORI AN (0 2 2 P, L S T — AN S B I A Tl [

EN MEBEERETE). [ AR SM=(Vy,Eys,t, TypeVy, TypeE;, X,Name,), £ 8 G=(V,,Ey,52,t5, TypeVs,
TypeE, Name,), 2% & X MBI K D, 4 RAFAEHE S m=(mg:Ei—Eomy: Vi Vo) X BT Assign:X—D {# #4
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m, oS, =S,omg,m, ot, =t, om., TypeV, =TypeV, om, , TypeE, = TypeE, o m_, Assign - Name, = Name, om,
MR G AR SM 1 —ANIEIE, id o Match(SM,m)=G.

A IC i S IS4 S5 B UG T2 Match(SM,m) i 7 76 36 5 0 2 A 3 SMLE A7 4 7 048 . UG LA 52
SROBE 4% 30 1 U kAT 28 AE R 22 5 B 8 25 % I BRI 2 S BRI R 2 L BT LA my o5, =5, om, Al
m, omy =t, omg J&7. [] IR S SR WS i J5 A 70 38 (17 0 ) FR) 6 B b 2O 45— S50 AR QUG PE PR el o v o S
S P A, A5 5 IS5 1 1) 78 3% L AT A [ 7 44 7K.

22 ERARARENLE

D SR AR, g A S b A AN AR AT 1 P, LRI B8 AT R th A ARSI B R A A 1 4R
H RS 2R B A i3 T 5 0 T UL T 2 ) R 2R URT DU A SRR (T AT U R I AR R AR B R AT
SRINRILRE ).

EX5(ERER). HAHA M=(V,Vier, Vieq: Vaest E). H 11, VooV B 1 825795 55 (B h id 2 PR

SR AT S I RN R AT R Vo= (Vsimple,©) FH— 538 5 81 Vgimpie A1 25 L ¢ 2L BEAN T 51179 04
Vseg=(M,e,C) 1 T4 my 4 e MZENE ¢ AR MKET S V=M ) FHE m MIZEME ¢ 4184
e=(Type,name,vy,v,, Isforally, Isforall,) L 4E 24 A Type. £ name. P94 55 vy, Vo LA 4359160 B B A dify 1 1) 22
Htt Isforally, Isforall,.
EX 6(EZERITE), 7 Oy=(Vy,E) A M=(V, Veet, Voeq, E) I — AT EL (3L 451), 4 H AL 4:
(1) W B B AR R — DA RV=(Vsimple:C) € Vet 75 15 8 Oy 1 0 Z0 47 £E ] B 45 15 Viimpre 9 €4 S 491 (1T
fic)(match,,match,,...,matchy).
(2) MBI AT 5 — AP A Fv=(M,C) €Vseq, 745 84 O H 400 Z5UAF AE F- 45 X m i ¢ A 55451 (VL it ) (matcehy,
match,,...,match.), 3 H X T R ie[1,c], U447 4 il oe=(match;, match;,;) e E;AType(oe)=Type(e).
(3) AR H A — AN R AT Sv=(M,C) € Vnesy, 745 21 O P 6 2047 7E T B8 X m ) ¢ SE 4] (VL At ) (matcehy,
match,,...,match,).
(4) XHT 5 1 e=(vy, Vo) € E, W LE 1T vy (K1 AT 5 59 mateh A1 715 v, 14T 2 SE i match; 2 [ 4 25047 7 e (1 5 91
oe=(match;,match;) e E;AType(oe)=Type(e). 1 4t e Isforall, =1 , W AN 77 £5 3 st vy (¥ 52 ] matchizO,. 1 4
e- Isforall, =1, ASAELE TS fiv, ) 52 flmatch;zO;.
AU (8 X 6)R FH s A 1) 75 2 AR ST DUk E AL B N A 18 2 0 R 2 ) i b
SR 3 VB 1T B SR S 4 R T AR T ) s HG I ot B2 PR TG TR 2 15 A7 A AR 5 8 23R B A B S 2
D B T e 2 T A2 7, B a FUE B O &5 B A M L.
23 REEMHREMHN
TE A8 72 1 BB X 2 S 8 2, 7R A 7R o )l B 13 5 o A e P s 0 e DAy 1 ks A 7R A i ) 00 ) il 5%
(40T THT A 44 o 5 R A 2 ) % HE R A ).
ENX T(HEBVE M), AR TR p: NACs, Constraints > L——R . L il R 20 58k by Ze R A A7
A2, WS £ O T- 48 W9 L AR Z I ¥ 55 22 .NACs /2 §i i )3 J] 4% 1, Constraints J& OCL Z3f.
R 2 A5 L T8 W AR R 00 B Bt 1) e vt 6k B (bad smells). T AR U A 50 R g5 T 5 /2
R A5 2500 (FL B A L O A U3 FRL 1R 45 2k R i P A A e S 49 (D P ) 2 e e A X (1 A Y2 S 491 (DS ) v AR
FERAE (AP FBAT S R P AN AR T R 80 PR L A D) 2 A 20 5 1 505 R A ) T 8 A R 40 B A A
16 DR INWIR 2% 76 2% NACs il Constraints 2 54 K1 ) 52t (1) 5T 48 4% 11 BT 58 4% 18 7T 82 X e vl b gk — 2P FR
SE AR RE I 0E DU Y BR R 1 B R LA AR [RIIE A2 NACs Fil Constraints Z9 I HTHE T 4 REJH 2 B 1
). E A EL I p - NACs, Constraints > L—— R {4758 e X 8 $E4 8.
EN S(HBBIEHY). 4 e G, BRI E KM p: NACs, Constraints - L—"—R ,LL & B LI m:L—G, &
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Ky P @t UCHE m SEHEFHA G LI —REM W URR At G—L22 s H HE R FEn LLR R i 13
FT 7 B HE H (pushout).

I

G —— H

Ve : Constraint e Constraints - ¢(G, m) = True
Vnac: NAC e NACs - nac(G,m) = True

Fig.13 Model refactoring based on graph transformation
Bl 13 BT[] e 4o (S T A
FEAIE R t: G—2 s H SE IR A A A HE ) p - NACs, Constraints — L—— R SRR G 82 ek 4 )
SRR R AT G AR HLE M I R AR SR E
(1) 7EAF AL R AIG R R R p 11 26 A58 LI UL i Mateh (L, m). 4 SR VT B AN A7 76, W B R vE 3 45 3, 75
MFENT—25.
(2) R s e S5 RIS 200 G ) s o ) R ) 4D 67 T 2 FH 2% A4 240 ARONAC S 2 75 3 2 0 AL 39 A2 29 ONACs, T 82 )
NS, A MBEN T 2.
(3) M FH M S AT 28 G ) S KA D) Y O CL &4 7R Constraints 2 75 i 42 . 21 5 /R il 2 24 %R Constraints, ) 5 44
TEBN G T FEN R — 2.
(4) R 5 e S5 £ sz 5 O 3 75 B 00 At 40 7 0 28 (A SRR AR R AN JG 2 7E LR B0 0 I (R A5 o5, ) 75 ) A i
JLER).
(5) A4k ISR m kB 1) At G 2R AR e TR A
(6) 3 Fhs Pl S5 £ 5 I Bk 95 S B 2 1 T8 3% (A SR L PP B T3 A R AP 387 0 2 P45 R, DU 35 ZE M B 2 7T 3%2).
[Fi] — 2% R D) vy 3 o AR b S 22 A O A S A A A R A S B (BRI A S L R
45 m).

3 3L I

A A 3 VA LR P A TR R R U) SR ST 1 AR SR A PR A Y R R T S ORI B D, R A S I R
MFE MR T 5 IA #RE SR,

T 5GP A% AGE 2R R ) T s R ok A AR T A SR B 2 L ) A SRR T
BPE AT A S PR R 5, oA T 18 10 2R 48 Ve v DU T B AN 43

TE X (R F 2 i (pull up field)). W EEANRIE C T T ISR 5 FEAFL R 38 , 0] Rk 23 Tdsk £ AN
TRIETFFIR K C,.

PRI A FEBE SR AR G " F R A & % A el R U FREE T At HaEmA —
ANB AL A R L1k 0 0 Sl 1) 1 28 (0 B B A0S AR 5 B A SE AR T BIX A B e b X 2 R TR bR E
B TR

E X 10(GE R E &8 (remove duplicate filed)). WAL CIEH (R DK TEHET W) FHRAER S
AL [R] (K358 £, 0 B8 0 25 28 Cew B8 Cs 1T 28,808 A 2L 38 f 10 2RI TEAE Ry Co I B 7201 2 1E N Cew
1 B 3% 72 R B A sk f AT 2842 T 3] Cew

GRS IR 7o s /A A R s o = =l R o 207 N [ B e e/ 1 B T e BB D e 1 i A 7 )
e o AN T) P49 R 150, 2 550 R AN [ (1 A0 5 i, 3 LA 0 200 4 5 A R ) 4D 5 3R P WA e AT 22 T 1 DX ) A e 6 ol PR 5
8 AR v A A N R R A FH TR B AT s B 2 B DA R JE VR X 43 BB RS U A £ P B e o A
T 2 FEAE A 19T CUGVERER T AN BRI i (1 Ol LA 2 A R A T S B R X A,
JIT LA TE 1 3R X 4333 19 4 L 704 ) 2 g A )

=
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AR A 2R A A A U 0 AT DAL A O (R AR DA A AU, R R A i 14, B 15 R,
FESHRFE A LI e B, 1 SR B 45 A B AR 1A bR 2 B “ALL” SR 3R R 438, BT 6 R AL A7 A6 %
Z“Generalize” B 28 # 0 0L 5 7R X A5 A b X gt B R 15 s “2:Class” % /s 5 8 “1:Class™ ) T A 1 28 L 4%,
14 Fion i e Tl 45 i B Y bR 2 AR 2. sk RN A SL B Ik 1 1 L UK T2 AN A
RERFE 1 AT MAKIUN IEAE H A 2RI & 5 18 M (H 21X L8 8 E 0 20 B A7 A [ (1 2R B2 5. Type”
B S

5:Type | 1:Class 1:Class 4:Attribute:x
Attribute

© @ T

I a,;‘) N 3

8 E > S &

P 2..% 2 i ] =

I J<F] 2.%x X L

| OALL o 5:Type

3:Attribute:x 2:Class 2:Class
— Attribute |

Fig.14 Pull up common fields
14 $RFFA L8R
AR Bk T A w15 B A U I A AR K R A2 2 i Class™ (1 T 2L G “4: Class™ FHH 42715 1 Y
[f12:Class” 15 3 43 . B 4K “2:Class”™ 41,2 J& 1t “3: Attribute:x”, {H £ 25 “4:Class” W) A 41,4 5 J& 14 “3: Attribute:x” [7] 44
HIRIZER JE M X ARIIE T 2R (B> L M TREF T ALEN.

6:Attribute:x 4:Class 1:Class 4:Class
K< Attribute KGeneralizeT
| 8 8
& N
@ s s
o <5 [<5)
= 5 g
1 Q e
- 1:Class 7:Class 8:Attribute:x
5:Type R - Attribute
K4

7N 7 T
(] (]

y = = g

=) © [ >

= 2% 2 2 F

s [} 2.4 @ l

| o o 5:Type
3:Attribute:x 2:Class 2:Class
K Attribute —

Fig.15 Remove duplication

K 15 THERER I
4 FETH

TR EH A A A RN A 2R ) T AT B L (I ST S At AN AR A 2R T A 11 22 AN O TR I 9, T LI
LT B 5 (K CASE S 1 AL.CASE L B MAR &K 16 Fiow.

CASE T BT b nU R 223 A TR AT IT K i 45 1. 2 JBOO5.JBOOS K& 1 JT ik 1 Eclipse F &, 0
W SE LA S AR i TR B iy CASE T HA B E — MG, O & EWHRTE S MmE . W
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BE SRR BRI RO E T EERRAT 5 IX 6 A

TR TR TE S G B PR AL R G RS TR O U RS 2R T A 24 ST T L7 e e ) 2 0
JOAS IR, B AP s R I PR A 2R 5 s ) o DBl A R ) 0 5%, 7 S 160 2 000 g A R D ) 2 8, Sk A
00 Ay SR RO )AL 2 L A AR IR G AR e 5 RN 0 5 b T DA i P AR 61 R T LA
A 2 F) SO R r o A A R PR O 2R TG 3% B S AT B SR 1

Fig.16 Tools for model refactoring
K16 BA EM T HAE

ZClass _eneralee—__ tClass | | zOass < generaize—  1€Class |

5 bropertizs 5 trorteg EEEa

[Is 2]

fo

Fig.17 Editor of model refactoring description language
K17 YRR TG S g A

CASE " H (1) HC Ath A7 41 DU 35 155 200 T b 808 15 55 G T 2% PO B N 485 SR AR ) 8 AR08 5 0B T FH T b A Y
A 249 o200\ T e A 7R T A D) 5 TR 0 TR A R L I AT S AT O A A B A ) T A R
R 29 o F2 5 F0 e ST 00 A A2 A 000 0 RO AR ) 40 B 2 ) P v 5 G 2R SR AST 0 38 v 5, ) ok s e A 4 s
JOX AT B R T EEAG 5T A ) B T 2 R 2SR T AR BT AR 2T T R ¢ e A A 0 R R S A R 2
BRI S A9, A8 25 1 S A WU 47 AP RS, 00 48 A T ) ) 2 T ) v 5 50 2, T B A8 4 0 ) R 4 1 2 HE A g
AT 5% FR AT 5 2 55 B AT T A

FERRAE TR LTI BB T 94 4% A KLU (O B0 T A SR BIF 5 42 48 16 4 45, T 3X A 51 26 s 78 S I 49 ),
Horp ] DAY AR A St 38 45 3R ATTAI T CASE T H CL 40K 1X 38 4% 5 K A0 ) 4 3 11 a3k oy 5 1 R e e
) A 75 A R D) 3t A — AN T 36 31E T A SO H AR R o M RV S R R

CASE T Hiz I T b 50K 22 8RS T 1 76 224 T2 PKU-Meta-Modeler () 244 o 1231 H 78 1 i 39 1 25 8L

© PEEREBELIFUN  hupy/ www. jos. org. cn



2098 Journal of Software #k#+373R Vol.20, No.8, August 2009

AMEREAR T B AF R IR A TR 5 o 1 A S () R AN T Sk AR 2 WL STk [23].
5 1 &

IR TE T RN RE ) FI S 2 BN 2 CASE L B M HERE AR LLin 51 N OCL £ 3R AR08 T ik
WS RISy AR BG TN T Ly sRA 7 DL R SCHEGERST U P A5 DR ke, T R 2R A 6 TR E T RIS R JJ Rl CASE
TP BB B A SR A I 3 T R 4 1 TR R R T S B R R AT R AR R TR T AR A R
J1F S, T BRAIR CASE T H (W FF M $m CASE T H (AT PR B8, A SO i 54T ™ 4% B Wi A< ST OCL
P05 PR 2 — AN R (45 7 A5 25 T IR YU R AR, CASE T/ JT & AT LAAZ R I AT 10 TR e i AT 5 | 2, iy HL G
T PR A e 1 29 ARG 7 DA S S BN A Wl v LK = B IR AT (W 5092 CASE T HL7E B it . ARG . QBN A
DN TR IR PR e BB T R AE Y TR I B B e T L AGGR4#N(Z) )y AGG 1) 85%~95%).

R R R TE T HAA BRI R T BUE 5 RIS RE )Rl CASE T A [ Mg 55 32 B ) Hp
TR VE 5 SN 20 i P W H ARV S AT D R R R E R HR T S R T A e R R R S —
e e BAT () 5L T 4 B S e RS 5 L0 R AT DLAE R 3 T A IR VE 5 P AN (R A R 8E R, AT LAAR
I 5 EAE L SE A b S — 25 (0 R A nT IR L A R A 1 R, 5 DA R S i LR i A TR A T R
VR G R TE = T E e B C RSk AE CASE T B ¥t b A N R T T T HCE 6 B, L
FRRE S — Dy R

L) A3 T 1 5T AR X A TR ) SR A A IR S L I A P T S D R RO T 4
P e R T 55 (KRR SR T 7 0 25 b5 U L A R A 16 o 5 A ) 20 St i 2 sl ) e 10 X o A
TR 0 R IR TE S 10 7028 R LM T AT AR T DL 28 I 6 e 8 88 5 IO e L U 1 5 1 R IR g )
Ak BAE S B ) AE 20 S B R TR T T R BN TR R A S S 0 B AR SO R G kAT T ™
B 1), 5% 0 BRAR ™ 70 2 WP T HE 545 SR AN 52 m ) 20 s 6 45 SRR WH 7E CASE 1 H. b ST A A% 770 o 4
SERTIN VAR A T T 48 LR e 4 1 o SR 5925 (20 h 5 3 T 87%).

6 tHXIE

TR R A Dy SR T R PR DG B B 2 — 32 B8R B 22 1 DG A R ) ) A R R R i — AN
ifii.Opdyke™ 1 Tichelaart™ i Fi] [ 4R 5 75 S 1l i %04 2 440 98 1) Opdly ke ™3 3 ek 5 A 0 DU 4 il 58 4% 21 K A 3iE
AP B A i i 6 T 24 R AR R T R M R R SR T T A R T AR AR O AR A A D IR
HBARIES R B BRE SRS T 05 RS, S AR T LA 0 B AER R AT, 5 I 25 5 7= A2 = Pk
DT IR AR A 10 SO, AT U A P T 33 5 Rl 1 T A 1524,

DRI Ay P et LA 1 2 () 502 8 S 2TV A R e g ol A ) S 43 T L (28300 S o e e () 4 2 M R SRV
T B T U PR 0 T A IR v BTS2 DR R AR R S AR L UML AR AT AL R 5 2 B
BRAERER 15 ] (graph) 5 35 R AR K1 TBE 2R A 75 Pl 2 0l A5 700 T A 30 R ¥ 55 1R 1 3 2 — ¥ Meens 258 A I3}
T ) FH P 2 e i s S R R0 Mens S5 N TE SCHR [14] 1) 32 TEAT 55 A BRI A 1 e ik o 5 1 A
A TR A IR S I RTAT PR A A T A R 28 3 P A 40 5 R S R TE A IR S R IA fig ) i) fL.Paclo i
Francesco il ] i1 447 X |4 % #: (distributed graph transformation)## i £& /i & #4 (integrated refactorings).van
Eetvelde A1 Janssenst2 ) 7 151 1) £ gt P 6 30 1k 18 5 70 B 9002 T 00 o 10— U AR A AT D0 28 i P B i AT T
—SERIYT R Y ALHG M 4 R 42 H (refinement of graphs)P*URI T 43 B (duplications). iX A4 JE #B & T fg
8 FH — A B — 1) ] A 4 0 ) 3R 5 24 %) A9 APF A A T AL R S T P e 2k i 9l e, — M PR A O N B
WA — 2 MECE B AR R B AR 0 e, BRRE S RME SRR B R R SY T2 ESEN
L. ARSNGB R UL R 2 8 1 3 7 vk ) S8 49 B8 I 2R 3 R0 e gt 5 5t [ I, 7S S oA JCAth, Uy T B AT
TH YR, LR S IR e ) Agrawa S5 NP T R R BB E T T IR R R R T S LR g
A R 8 55 350 23 45 A SO H T R R 1 5 AL A SCHIR[3B] M9 S BR T 2 Bk 5 ik 1) s i LT
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AR R R AR R T S 2 T R G R AR R S A R S B PR S S — T R R
Agrawa % A BSR4 i ot — 2 PRRSE 700 30 16y, LA™ 8 AN ot A 0 5 g, U A AT %5 B 4™ B X A 750 04 17 i
5 ME ok 1 5w UML B B () 25 30 /40 8178 e br ME TR S MOF QVT(meta object facility 2.0 query/view/
transformation specification)eht & 5k - [ 4 (K R 1 5 0L 2 B S5 AE T4 7 B4 '3 OCL 2y sk i
. ThomasB th i KUK B 01l 515 OCL AR 45 & LA SIS 35 10 234 B 77 (0 3L (02 1 Bl B e 4 20 i A
BRI RN AL MOF QVTEVRISCHR[37]0h OCL {1 K FHJL AN 52 AT BR . A< SC 4R Hh 1 T 3 185 5 0
OCL Ly AhAT T PR, 3 H (0 7E T 15 4 e TR 523, ) A 68 0 A 60 00 P 2 B4 2. QT RISk [35] 1 H A fE T
PRt — T B e A IR S TS SR AR T R T AT BT A R A (R R R VB e R T
2 S TR0 ) A T R

FEA SR T (1 T R T T H05L TIR  RA 5 5 van PorresPESOR Hy T — i L T I A TE 75 Pythont O (i i 70
TR TE T SMWEL Whittle™2 4 1] MAUDE 1 J #7805 b il R 3 75

T 20 TR IR IR AR R 1K B 20 R T R 0 B e A AT T 05 4% 5 40 ] 4 5 R IE B 4 B 1) R
P 5t Mens % A 2SR F] 426 gt (g P 2 $50 T 148 T B2 4% £ G 06T 40 B2 AR 43R A 00 g R 0 2 0 £y o 5 . g J9R 0
2 ) PR 3o 8 A D00 e ) B 169 5k 1 472 200 Mienst 1 T i 28 3k a3k 9 2 T (100 4T 40 5 P i 60 240 i, 0t T
) FED ) B 80 B 8 D A A )2 5 9 A AT R (e 40 o ) g 2 N T2OLpag A 700 5 240 SO 3R Ay ) e R
D ) FE P 2 e 2 ) D3 A DM L ) A 36 T B 0 ) 75 96 A A P R R R

52 700 T A {10 EL A3 S A 8 S T B R A T A4S0 g U kA TN AR R R A AT OC TS L
HR[5].

7 ERMFE—-FLHIE

Wit o 58 20 T S 3 Bk BT R (R OGBS Bl N AT BT . — SOt R S i 22 CASE
TR A B, LAOSCHL B B sl A s A AR R Y. B AR TE S A R SCRE AN RSB, BT DL AT R 2R S G 7
AL 13 v 5 R S DL 3 bR DAy S, AR SO 17—l it e e 8 8 20 A 0 5 A S o A 2R A (1
FEAEAT X PR BT BRI RS 55 10 9 NIEATEER SRR 4 T R IX SR A 0 3% Rl A AR 7R TR % T A AN D
() 7 9% 0 S W A S el 7 A L 7R PR ASE R R DU DA 7 1 48 T A SR H TR R T R IR 5 I A BE
-5 DT HE TR 5 AN PR L TT A1) CASE T H B 1 P e 4 (K RS 700 TR A BRI 17 250 S 4 10 SO i i ik
VB T A S AR 5 HOE AR Z A1 DO 55 kAR

A58 20 ST A (10 s R AN T A I R (K 5 2 Tl AR AT A R e T A TR S it T A
6 UF A 10 28 R A5 AT B T, A A 5 W A A 2 R A8 A A 2 S L P A FRT 5 A BN A A 2R T g ) T 42 1
HBREAT T 5 I F ORI o P02 44950 5 1y 1 A 442 v ASE 28 T g 10 2803 R0 ] S BB 3oL B 3 o 1 3 Ak
0 75 R PR R R T R A TR SB[ B et B Bl A PR 2R A R e S R AR I T B A
S S A R E P A, by TR R A 2R () T e T A R R 0 A R A 44 TR PO A S T 4R i
RUTE MR IRV 5 7800 75 18 TR T P S SR Sl e A 1 K B S ST ST RN B A R F
AT e EEE 2B ()
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