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Abstract: In software adaptation, multiple analysis methods are used for analyzing system, planning adaptation
strategy, and decision-making. Because the analysis results are interpreted and understood with SA (software
architecture) model as context, synthesizing analysis results and the SA model become important. However, current
researches on integration of analysis methods do not pay enough attention to the integrating analysis result with the
SA model. Considering integration challenges existing in meta-model, model, and view levels, this study proposes
an MOF (meta-object facility)-based framework for integration of analysis results. The framework provides the
following: An ADL (architectural description language) extension mechanism with support for upward compatibility;
automatic generation of model transformation for model synthesis, and code generation to extend modeling tool for
view of synthesized model. In the case study, this study uses the framework to integrate three analysis methods for
reliability evaluations and fault tolerant reconfiguration, and applies these analysis methods to analyze SA model of
J2EE system Ecperf.
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Fig.1 Overview of the integration framework
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Fig.2 Relationship between SA model and analysis results
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RERLAF 5 J& J5 1) ADL A TR 2.

Bk N ADL. TS R oA AR_MM. SR CE R oy BT 45 R 4 5 name FAYTJE
extensionPoint.GenerateCode(function,element,model) i T~ A= S5 B 2 46 A A, WRF 58 A model  Hod i e e T
3 function 3k 763 element, 53 A Bk i F & ARG L AR 1) B2 R

Initialization: GenerateCode(transformationFileHeader)

For e in ADL

GenerateCode(“copy”,SubElements(e),SAmodel)

GenerateCode(“copy”,Attributes(e),SAmodel)

If e is extensionPoint
GenerateCode(“copy”,name,analysisResultFile)
endif

endfor

Fore in AR_MM

GenerateCode(“copy”,e,analysisResultFile)

endfor

S IPASE 5 s PR A R e 0 1 A A A TRT B, T 232 U PR TR e 0 5 0 e 08 il A L S B SR AR AR SC IR R A
HEZE PR e T I AT F ELAT BT 4 2 AT T L () AT LEOVSE IR0 B 03 35 A 38 4T I 240, HE 242 388 i P ATL 116
AT 51 R AT ALY 46 HE B8 AR AT R AT A5 B 450 FF S R %o 1 P A 3 B 7).
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T A A TR S ) ADL, 1 ABC ADL, SR TR BR 1 S (A 1) 25 48 D) BE A, 3 42 (A2 73
KEEE . JEA7 I 208 B T R T S AR T L O R 5 A R AR T O VR ST D A A B
B T HETY R S ADL WAL . TR 104 i 5GP 77 11 10 25— J7 T £ A5 2 4 A o P 42
Bty RE J5 O R AL, 55— 7 T PR E OV IR RE ), AN 5 i JRU A T R

HEZLHE EMF HE S8 R JLHE A i) AC TS 28 i D e i) 5 il B AR 4 ADL (497 g 2E il ABC TOOL ¥ & )48 T5.ABC
TOOL & —M LT EMF #1 GMF () Eclipse i, AR B B 2548 EMF A= B it 1t 1) A0 05 AR T5 20 23 4 A
R JERCA ISR AR X 3 AN U0 DR L HE AL X ADL (1 E /9 i 338 el B (47 455 20 A0 # AX, FHEAE AR BT i
RPN e s 8 LT EMF HEZE SREAR 3 T 2 1) A8 4b 19 & AR e A, gt U, % T 38 7 ik Bl AR &
[ AR A EMF 0] L A= B S0 RE B 1 6 28 A A T 1L (R0 A8 1A 3 A AR 52 g Js A RS 0 50 1) S fig . 8 J A
BRI IEAHUH RS 1) ADL A A& BTG 1 TG L, 2 S5 A P ARE 20 R Ik I 8 AR AL A 3 P AR R B2 11, 2R
ABC TOOL 4 K9 ey 1XAg.
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2.4 ERERMITARN

EARSC IR TT S 3T ABC ADL, 1 T MOF JUE A . B M. [ 340 A e & e R AR HE 48
T H sl b W AR S 4E B ABC TOOL. Eclipse Ecore. ATL 5% Eclipse EMF 25 37 4% T H ok HE B8 (1 4 F
AT AT

HEE P A7 FH 2 EL 5 1 24 N B R A F N BRI 43 W7 7 vk B L 4 B o 7 5 e Ui 5 R o
B J S5 ADL v HoAth G 38 1 06 3R HE 48 1) 05 8 FH P B0 B3 B 1 T N B B i N D3 AT TR S 13 Y 7
SR T 5 B0 40 M7 vk, 9F LA 9 8 5 ) ABC TOOL 44848 FH 9 8 J& ADL il . A5 T 20 M &5 SR (i 1
TR R G AL,

HEZL sl s M B 3 B 22 38 S HE SR BT 75 i N B0 355 el A8 A N SRR L a0 T v L i 0T vk
T FH 5 4 H ) SA BREELRI 447 5 SR S SA BEEL m] DA B B B I ) i 1 RIS AT R ST 2 40 4 R
O3 AT 7V A 2 A D R 0 S B T DA P S S R ) Ty e S, nT B4R T HLABC ADL I ABC TOOL
SEHEZL TP IUE (1) SA G TE R L L SR A 8 SO HE A A 1 A ST A e T R A B 1 4 A
HEZ8 B L AL A5 20 W 45 R SA BERY . i J5 ) ADL il ABC TOOL.

Analysis f—’ f’_
method

- - \1 Model
‘('iifgti’gn;i =;.5] :::]fglrglrgg: % Synthesizer 4transf0rmation
Analysis
result
‘\—\—-l"‘-——_-—
. SA model
SA model | Runtime with analysis
engine result
" ¥
ADL Extended
ABC ADL Y
¢ s #1  extender ABC ADL
v
. Code Extended
ABC TOOL \\ generator 'I ABC TOOL

Fig.3 Architecture of framework implementation
3 HEZESEIIMR R A5
HEZE (1 SEELAL 45 5 N4
o JE XA % (definition interpreter):HE 48 v KLl e St A HR, 7 DT MR AT 43 7 7 V45 SCRI ADL. LR 3 U ik
TE XLy XML SO, e e 5Ll 1 7 S i A\ JF A7 it MOF & X ¥ ABC ADL i li] Ecore £7-fif.
i AT 45 5 5 XML fi b7 #5 LA & EclipseEcore 4dif, ) ADL (¥4 e RIS A & e B ik BT 5 4 5L
o AR (synthesizer): FH A SORE Y G i I e 140 ASE 280 A6 4 SO 1 AR Y L N B A 43 A g VR IR R U G

Z AT G5 FAE BT T (AR 2R e 36 2 Bl A 2 A 3 A P ATL 18 55 AT RO 77 66 atl ST

o IZATHI% (runtime engine):ia AT I ZIAAT LAY B 4 (R BB, 97 D AE SN 1K) SA BERL oy #7 5 S R AR R
IS JAAT P B R s A B AR R e i 5 | M R AR B T ATIL 5145 LS IR AT AN AAT ATL 3R Fr A5 700 i

o ADL {1 JE %3 (ADL extender): S ABC ADL 4 AL i e, Fofiy N 48 ADL. 43 BT 7328 Ui
Oy HT BT R L i R TR S i R S (1 ADLLH T4 M 4 B2 Ecore BT SRR R T2 AL ok 2
{81 F] Ecore ik #1524 1 ifif ADL 14 &4 ] Ecore ik 119, IRk, 6 ADL [RI9™ Ji & 77 35 SUSC v
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TUAH R TG 3 8 IR P 2 RIS R TR K Eclipse ' © A 1) 1 B AU A5 FH L 4 % AH OG i 422
FIoR SEI;

o R4 %% (code generator): i Ti A FAIY & ABC TOOL USRS He b i ge i T4 )5 i) ADL, 7
ABC TOOL FRARA 485 47 Jo 8 4 0 R 25 5 4 i A QD A ot 1K) SR B T EMIF AR5 ZE 1) codegen
53 fFAT ADL 9 J& vh 3G I 3 # 45 5 € IR AT codegen HR AR N R 42 1R 3 04 GRY,.

rule generateConfig{

erom Config: adllConfig()
to tobeConfig: adllConfig{

instances | SA

H Instances
name<«Config.name,
corponat component«Config.component,
connector«—Config.connector,
e 8 Componentlnstace link«~Config.link,
= maxinstancesCached componentMapLink«Config.componentMapLink,
= nstancesCached connectorMapLink«Config.connectorMapLink,
= ;ﬁw componentinstanceFlag«—Config.componentinstanceFlag,
% setupClassifier connectorinstanceFlag<«Config.connectorinstanceFlag,
;ﬁ;‘fﬁﬁiﬁwu%w designPath«Config.designPath
requisitioN: o
provision do {
i Ployerinstance for {c in tobeConfig.component}{
& gethame c.reliability«—Config.component—at{tobeConfig.component—
Beshttp:/fuvrw. ecipse.orgfemt/200R/Gertockd indexOf(c)—reliability(1.0,10.0,Config.link);}
fromCamporentiark } ’

Fig.4 Extended ADL and model transformation file generated by the integration framework

B 4 HEZLA RIS g Ja ADL FIRBERL B e S 1
3 EHIFR

SR T SR B, T B M AR GRS AT IR 2R B T A T AN A SR DA O s R e
T EAECAN SA AT RURI, VTl 18 38 77 22 (10 R 50 A R R 48 5 1 38 40 R 0% vt A T 3 1k R R S X
X3 55, 3 PR T S 4 T 7 ik R I T s IR (1 A 2R R ) D T L R O i TR
BT (R T AT AT SR TR TIIN, B 3 Al V3 T A R A UG A i LA A R ) R R A R
FARTT A BN T Al A SR AR i aX 3 P v, A P el s B AN v AT BE R AT
Z P 7550 BT Ecperf RELMIZAT I % SA #i%L ECPerf R%: /2 J2EE [¥—Fh £ 3% S,

3.1 EHFERASBRAT RS £

SBRA A 1k 43 BT 5125 LA A A 2R 45 A w10 R0 2 32 45 1 R A o B N R 55 AN 0 2 1R T S (re) A
AT I ] (ec) FEANFERE T A0 0T 5EPE (k) FHIZE 32 1T e ME (pk) DL A e B s 00 R TH B R G AT S Mk T g s s 47
AN A A X6F T S P 5 W) AR S PR 3l Y A A R P 1 T T DA SR s DU AN R S F 4 s K R G ]
S, LA AT 226 SR [12).

311 B

SR TR AR AN Bl T S S AT S5 IR 0 4 SE (name) . 8 (type). 7 s (extension point). £
P (multiplicity) 5,48 B 5 AR AT DL I ASE 280 5 48t s S0 B 9245 3 T B0 20 7 v s SC UL B M oG 2 H o
S5 B £ S S T SR S BT T B N B s S T 4 R reliability S — AN Double 28 (¥ 524 1E Ol SA
152451 (component instance) JG 2 [ .12 20§ 7 0 AT ATL A 16 S B, 58 N GO SLIm N FF#f A7 it

HEZLZE P/ 58 2 )5 B S A7 3 BORE DG 1 S, 96 ADL 4 R FIAS 2R 1) & I 1B AT THLA 31 HE 28 A4 1 1)
Tl AL FE — AN F T id S AR A OG5 U xml SO IR G ADL S8 S, A ATL Rl 588 5 3 1) S0 ix 28
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SO B 1 7 AL GAE eI H AR b3 B IS R0 il A4 4 5124 T 5 0 (¥ ADL, W1 Bl 4 2 5T, G 32
Componentinstance H1 1 111 7 Double 278 (1) J& 1 reliability. 25 5 (14 BRI Fir 55 (R 0 4 36 S0 1k 4n 181 4 A 2B i
7N, 2 s R T SR, T v LB A ol P P X 1 A 7 A e R 7R 4 it v (9 IR (L 3 1) 58 WXt JG 3% Config Hh T 47 ) 1 A
T ICEF ML, “do” ¥ A AR W) FH AR B T v 1 RS A A 248 1 reliability J 4 AR A R Y reliability B
R Ay A PSR 5 450 S B T i 43 T I T
3.1.2  FH P REREAIAE M 5 i B

HESLY™ Ji2 Ecore Zi’ 4%, 70 g 45 2% b 9 0 — DULE g F P e 86 40 M J7 ¥ 1) ST ZE X A BT o HE B0 4R b
Besz S W 7 1 LA AR (1 4L 40 Sk (it P P e 8 P P ml AR ) 40 46 9 4T T ADL 338 N 20 B 7 3 DT T 3 4%
ST T W 3 M 7k eI P 30 80 3% R IR R SRR AT O Y R B A X R 1

R T 0 U7 i i MEZB A JURE RS . BERYRN T HIX 3 ANE VO 23 M7 7 35 IO B kAT A By T
SUB BT 0] SEE 43 b7 O v25, DR MG E 48 T LU F 104 B PR e ADLL AR kg T ASEARY A RS A 6 480 SO SR AT R AR
i AE T H 2 MELLIE T3 5 1) ADL, X ABC TOOL J5ARAS EAT 18 I AE AL EMF (X465 HEZE 398 I (¥ 1R 65
AT T AT A AR B R (K4 £ on.pku.edu.abcadl 1Ak AR R 5 iE (997 14 cn.pku.edu.abcadl.edit. {1 T HE
47E ADL H3hnc3E Componentinstance [ )i 1 >k 32 FF AT 5 P Hads A0 6 B b ME SR AE X AN AR 1 e R
Componentinstance f45 28 2415 Be 24 v, 43 71l 58 A% &8 e B0k 5 I B 7 AN i reliability J& 1 1) T R

ASCAEFIBATIN %) SA T HHELE SM@RTMIEEM Ecperf RAMIZITINN %] SA B JEK HAE L N 72
Ecperf R G847 1 21, AEAN A LF )R] SR (re) « $AAT I 1 (ec) « F N3 332 1 10 vl 5 P (rk) R 422 ] BE A (pk) LA K 43
M 2 J5 15 2 1A AN R A4 1R ] S 1 (reliability) i B 4 75358 B s 43 H 45 SR H client #8405 242 0t g 25 1 T S 4 ok
0.589 6, ANfigii /2 H 7 1 7 SR = ] JBAE T M4 1termBmpEJB A5 A S5 PR BIG, KA 0.5 A4 4F client 1
70% [ SR T IX A FIAEBE A 0 IR 45, 5 BRI client 2 B (1 ] 55 1 AR Bl 22 BEAIR.

TEIBAT B 20, 5 BROATE B8 2 6% T N (¥ SA B EAT B R 4460, 13 3 67 reliability &1 (1) SA BB FHAf
My )5 ) ABC TOOL ¥ ILAT 7. H - i ¥ 5 s, vl AR AL % 21T 55 i ABC TOOL A [R], {H 77 450 284 2
AR T 1 & k0 2 BT 4 A 45 A A vT LA B AR A SE 0 IR B R R rh B T S P reliability. 4 SA
B 2 A AR Ak I HE S8 25 FBT AT 20 AT RS 2R (¥ 45 0, S A AL

a . I <Ordert ineEribi>t M4 Rc |Ec |Reliability
<<OrderSes>> qure(__ &2 | <<Orderent=> | e <srele> OrderLineErt
Orderses (e [E oroet Wikl Client 1.0 |11 |0.5896
W OrderSes 0.99 {2.3 {0.595 6
e oo | OrderEn 0.99 {1.3 | 0.6077
22T | require|c Fobate o 6> > -
= WI Wr e OrderLineEnt {0.99 { 1.2 {0.99
L T L ItemBmpEJB 0.5 {1.3 {0.5
chent
T4 Rk Pk
=l =1l conn1 0.99 1.0
prtions e Consote [CTTSEN - Conn2 0.99 1.0
. -i-‘ustm>gg(r-erarﬁitd'=atk7) Conn3 0.99 03
e 1.
.Mr ;)’ﬁ“gmm%wa“w Conn4 0.9 0.7

Fig.5 SA model of system Ecperf including reliability analysis result
KI5 A MRS 45 SR IN Ecperf RGUA R &5 F Y
3.2 EWMERABSRMA EMES A%

ABSRM 1] S 1 43 A7 512k AR A A 2R 45 40 v (R4 41 RS2 432 7 TG 6 LA DA N AR SA MUK £ 07 SA X
PR 74 T 88 I AR A1 A3 A ) A4 1 1T S5 P (re) RTOZE 422 mT e P (pk) A B IC B 15 LSk TH S R R I R Sk ik i v]
Z SCHR[L3]. 2 T B 1t 5 57 5 AN AG) A1 o vy S8 A 1) 5 W, AR ST FH 3 i 7 9 ok SR A R P (1 ] 4 T DA S BA
XA R IR ZS 1 D 46 /S T R GE I T SEPE.
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321 R

HfF ABSRM 1] 551 7 3, B N S E T 45 R reliability2 S — Double 287 [ Sz 4F 2 SA g {4
245 (component instance) 76 2 1) J& 1.

HEZAE P 58 2 )5 A 8 O G 10 78 S T 0 ADL (47 JE R 280 (4 IR AT Tl A B8 754 i J5 1) ADL
1,70 % Componentinstance 13411 7 Double ZE 74 1) J& : reliability2. HE 42 [R] ) A2 5 T -G BOASE 200 i 5 (1) A5 204 7 46
A
3.2.2 R BERIAL FH B mT SE M 2 T 7 VAR B

TESE 3L ATRIEE 3.2 P AR B3 DV 2 R T W ] S 1k 4 A 5 30 T P BT LAAE A A Y S B T T AR B A
T IE PR BT VR B AR, I HL AT L R] 32 50K 1 om0 3 AT 7 T AR AT 22 el 43 T D kN RE SRR &2 TR AR
B IRIAT J ADL IR 700 26 0 S0 HE SR 76 TORER . BRI T 3K 3 AN 2 VO 43 1T 79 922 RO A Jod AT Ak 387 24 1 14
¥ /@ )5 ADL 1,70 % Componentinstance H 341 T J& 1 reliability F1 reliability2. 75 A= f i) A5 Y 57 4 SC 1 v 3
T v AT EEPE reliability F0 reliability2 ff) ATL AR5 754 )5 1) ABC TOOL Hr i 7% ADL g it i) i 28
3 KT &5 SR 1 Sk R G 6 3 i

A SCATYAE ] Ecperf REEHIIZITIS % SA BERAE g iy N 1L A3 HEE NN T Bfl B T S bE 40 0T 45 SR 1 SA
TR QP 6 s B DA 3, 20 AR B gt 46 s o B e 6 110 client R4 ) B YE 21 2 b 800 T reliablityd 1 reliability2
PRI T 6 A7 (0 e s Sk T A A 7] 40 A 7 749 280 000 T 5 2 DT ik 45 S, T 0 23 T 45 SR LR T AKX TR N,
XA T ZR G R 1 P AT 1), 25 T84T 7 R0 IR A B VP 7 200 R 48 0 VAl g e AN KL L o 22 R =/
I N E B T ABSRM  J792 2 % R 4 1 vl 5 4 (ro) A0 5 T B M (pk), T0 30T 2% RE 3% 482 1 1) v S ik (rk)
L.

=

Pa] = ) corderLinemrass | | 144 Reliability |Reliability2
<<OrderSesdd g, P zde: 35 |reauire |
e R e i B B | [T 05806 |05896
T mewore e OrderSes 0.595 6 0.595 6
P—2 OrderEn 0.607 7 0.607 7
[ sl I — = :
= el < same™ [ <pest==m | OrderLineEnt | 0.99 0.99
— ItemBmpEJB | 0.5 0.5
(=]~} CACliertt>>
=l _'l;I,
[Problens| Tavadoc|Declaration|Conscie RIS [ = = = — 0O)
Extenzion #] «Component Instance> client : Client j
Core Propert [ ¥alue -1
Appearance T on o 4 Flayer Instance’ gg (Hierarchical Faci.

tance? newlrder u(lnru'l:)u-:-:—l |

Fig.6 SA model of system Ecperf including two reliability analysis results
6 A PP R EE PR 2 AT 45 AR 1) Ecperf R R A AR

33 ENMERETAEREIMEIFE

BT AR URS 1) B A 2R G5 R AR 75 vk LA 7 3 1 4 3R 5 g DU R 2 P ) TG 8 PRI A S N B L N
PR T 5 1) B AR B LI b XURS R AR b SA B vh B 7 (asset) (1) TG 2% B0 468 XURS T 2 i 1Y) i 491 DA B AU
1) H AR ARk 7 VR 401 W] 225 SCHR[14].
331 HBTB

Xof T T A RS (R R 5 v, 2 i iR R N TR O T4 R tobeConfig, Ttk K1 45 2 3t 2 H
PRI SA FCE B IR ADL H5e X125 #4 Config 1 Jt 3 tobeConfig (2R 10 E 1E R SA i
FhE Ry T topology ¥ IC .4 17 45 SR tobeConfig 5& ST 25 8 I Al 5 Pk 40 07 7 22 A 8481,

HE LR T P R G 2 SR A4l S AT 2 1 2 S, R0 ADL [ e R B ) & I 3EAT TiAL P AT 2 )5 1) ADL
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1, G % topology T T Config 257 ()7 6.2 tobeConfig. [r] i HE 48 AL J T A R 0 FIT S o R 200 6 8 S 1
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3.3.2  FH /BRI B 7 i B

AR A BT T VR B TR I T IR T A WU MR VR 2 ME AR TR A BRI T R X 3 AR
U AT RO B AEZEAS T TRAR B9 i ADL 4B Dy JoAs 2L A FASE R S SR IEAT BT 5 1. 2 I MEZR R T8
J&J5 1 ADL, 75 AL SR R $ VE 4 4 cn.pku.edu.abcadl FIAE Y IE EL ¥4 £F cn.pku.edu.abcadl.edit /1 A4 sledr J@AH ¢
FIACHE HELEAE ADL 3 nJC 2 topology -7~ 702, M1 % I 1, 75 4 b (g 7= Rl g BEIX A1 0 R A . 158
87 U IR Config 7EJ5 A7 1) ADL th A i X, 2 1, ABC TOOL H U 47 Config 28 8 ity 481 84 R i i
5, TRt AE 2 U7 TG 3% topology (A 28 2K I I 288 b 9 0 ¥ o 28 e IR ARAD, 4R S5 52 1 Confiig 28 28 [ 45 280 i

e Ak B AR A5

ASCAHAER] Ecperf R MIIZAT I %) SA BERLAE Ky iy N SA B 7™ P I SRR A AT IRURE I ] A T ARG, a1

7 P, A

J7 o Sl

1T 540

(1 Pc 5 S 91, TA] i 50 DU ) 8 3 iy . T4 XU 00 ) 1 PR SR 7 R 28R 1

N EHT 1 R IR SRR BRI R B AR TR P R AT SE A (ro) AT T I ] (ec) A A 34 61 () RIS (rk) A
T T REVE (k) 1 TR A

oeete | coorereniis
OrderErt.

e 2= L

w1144 Re JEc

RedirBuffer 099 {14
Reiussuer 099 |13
ExceptCatcher 1 0.99 1.2
FTMgr 099 111

—— e EHETH |RK|PK
o —

e newconnl 10.99 {0.25
e et newconn2 10.99 {0.7
T _ I —— newconn3 {0.99 | 0.25
s s i il s e O e newconn4 10.99 {0.25
vy e 3 newconn5 | 0.99 {0.25
bl ':"Uj =] g newconné | 0.99 11.0

- i newconn7 099110

< Lo . newconn9 (0.9 (1.0

newconnl0 {0.99 {0.5

Fig.7 Fault-Tolerant architecture style
PR MRS

K7

FEIBAT I Z0), 48 R AE B0 15 S X F P A N ) SA B R AT A AR 5 6 79 FI40 5 T tobeConfig JG# 1) SA iR,
FERT R JEF ABC TOOL ¥ H4TJF. T Config 28B4 JCE AE ABC TOOL HA 5 N 1 o] 404K 4 5 2%, IR 1k
Ecperf 247 SA iR [#) 23 #7145 5L tobeConfig 7] LAAE ] B EAL 1 4 i 25 4T IF, 11 € 8 Ji 7.

g -1 [ pu- [ s ) e
= | oo e Vit 4 Rc |Ec [Reliability
g i C s |Client 1.0 |11 |0.8338
e — OrderSes 0.99 2.3 |0.8345
[T F R P e moae ”’mzrﬁérd oS OrderE_nt 0.99 |1.3 |0.8399
| —— L e B OrderLineEn ] 0.99 |1.2 |0.99
e - ware ItemBmpEJ |05 [1.3 |05
:;ﬂﬁ; lkmagg el == RedirBuffer- |0.99 |1.4 |0.7843
—= Teae o Reiussuer 0.99 [1.3 |0.789 0
PP “’rﬁ ExceptCatcher| 0.99 [1.2 |0.799 7
e FTMgr 0.99 |1.1 |0.7118
o ¥
“roblems | Jawadoc | Declaration Enunbi IE, m. =3
e :Z’:;nr f:::emmooq:msa—amh:
e . T o

Fig.8

Software architecture model including two kinds of analysis results

B8 Al T PR T T i 2 A B R AR S R R
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34 BITERBMIMAEIHITHN

TEHS 3.1 NS 3.3 Ay rh AR L A AT I REZR A B0 T A 5 1k 3 A v R T A AR TR R v T RE
SCHE R AT AL 22 PSR 43 B 7 3 DRLE R P 6 T AN G A2 T SRR ZESR (1) Ecperf R 48, W] BASE A FH 4504 X
Mo R RINAS 21 H AR IFEC AR5 T2 BT LRI 25 SR AT g ] Sk

FH P 1 5 A5 FH 266 1 2 UK R BRI 732523 W Ecperf 1) SA B8 LD R 528 3.2 WA W) 2 i H 7 4k ik %
AT SEPE A3 BT 7 vk 6 T AT L e (R A S A R AT 43 A e T A P R A0 A s R RN e L A I R
ADL FIRE R i S E AMESRAE SO RS L BERURT T B 3 ANZ RN 40 T 5 v B 88 AT A 38 78 AR S 9 e )5 9
ADL ", 70 % Config H #8710 % tobeConfig, G 2 Componentinstance H 3 i1 T J& ¥ reliability. 4= i it A% 74
e SO SEILRT R T LRI 45 5 tobeConfig i34 J5 i) ADL BT o6 2 W& i, JF B ok 50 nr 54 reliability
() ATL ACHS.4 Ji J5 1) ABC TOOL H38 i 1 f ADL 47 J& 1 15 288 43 41 45 SR 1) S s R 4 2 T .

23 Sy AT NS XUk TG 2 485 R 181 8 T 7, 3 v R 5 R v A R AP ) R 0 5 R e A
1 OrdeLinerEnt Fl ItemBmpEJIB (1) A 57 5 J5 SA R AR [R], 3 A 1 33 PR AN 4 4 AS A0t T At A R B A1 1) iR 55,
LT EE P A PR A B I AT S v Client #4485 2 IR 45 I m] S22 AN 0.589 6 391 £ 0.833 8,1X /& i1 T I I 4l
PR IR 14 ExceptionCatcher 8 idh T4 2k 200t =K, 3¢ 51 7 #4944 OrderEnt [ AT FE 4k,

4 HMXI{E

FI R 3 TR 7 A 20 A1 07 3k R S B (At S RO BT 9 T4 © 1R 22 MR 5 L B bR RSt 40 07 7 v A 1l A 52
T AT BLA S dn R i

51 S TAE LAHESE A rbte, hy 2T 3k (R T R S I v D, i R I R 2 ORI S B 40 M vk
i % LA 7 (0 M A R I ME 2 b ARk (0 T4 03 8 R B S R BE 7 v (attribute-driven design, fij#k ADD)MILA
KB RAG B V40 BT HE 48 77 75 (Formal design analysis framework, {8 Fx FDAF)CIAE 3% 2 T4 by 4307 77 15 (0 4 i 3
PET MR, B EERA A RS SA TG B RIEAT /0 BT R s AH 2 X 28 TAEARBE SR O AT 1
ST TR R T TR R S B 1R B2 2

52 RTAE VLA B AEA R G5 M4BT 7 VR A0 T B w6 A 8 A W 7 A0 TR AU A T
VER ARE NN TAE 55 XTEAMIY KAMI®! DUALLY 2 it XTEAM I KAMI B2 H A2 R 14 2 45 1) 4
AT 77 Y25 (AT HE 33K S 20w i I T R At At it ol Q) A 28 55 of 73 ) P i B i S A AR R g o2 X TR
77 3 3R 5 S I gl ] DA A S e AR ORI RAAT 2 AT 5 VA . DUALLY W) G T4 BN [F] ADL T $2 41t (4 3 A7
fi£7).DUALLY SCHEFH P R AR ADL [R5 R, I FH X Se i 5C 2R 1 ) 26 JAs AR 4t 24 ol PO A 80 4 6t
14 SA BEIY L 3 Ay 4 T L Ath ADL #5534 (1) SA B2 I SE I ADL 22 W) 15 5 F0 TR IR B HR AR B8 ) X S8 T AR SA
GIRT TV R AR AL T AT 0 0 SRR AR 1 20 BT 45 SR A 4R OGRS A2

PR 1 R AR 1 R R RN 20 T R B R o e A 5 R R SR T R T L LE I R TR AR
SCHIRH AR T IR0 T 45 AN SA B BB R, i A e B . BRI T HIX 3 N2 IR AE I L
HE S8 A FH TG R R . B B e R LR A S AR AL B AR, B2 e o0 A 7 3R b B i ADL. 5 %)
BT 45 JL i SA R DL K A B () R A T L

5 it g

AT G Bt G R K 2 IRAE SO F AN B ADL Aoy 7 45 SR (1 1 8 2 A7 i 77 o (EAEME R S B R e v ks
5E MOF JUBE R Hi A bR R S FF ADL R Jig 55 BERY (¥ 15 JF L ADL R #7465 R 1 e B 4 MOF ifiids,
IIHT A RAFAHE 8 XML B XM SO M5B E 3R AR S rp ™ FREAT LA 6 > SR At [ 4 3 P T 82 o 8 P G A 4
W75 30K ADL [ AL 6 T A 3 A T X ST R AR 20 A 45 R A JHE 28 2l s S L e A 2 e 6 Ny
MOF #ii &, M 174 1 43 BT 45 %481t HE 4258 5 4 ) Eclipse EMF o (1% 46 T 2L Schema j& S 4l MOF Hiiik
(1) 7GR RL, T SRR A FH Schame i SCRE Y 21 2875 51K 43 # &5 2.
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