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Abstract: For graphical modeling languages, there are three problems on the notation definition: How to define
graphical symbols for modeling elements;, How to define the location relations between symbols;, How to map the
symbols and the location relations to the abstract syntax. For model transformation and code generation, the
notation has to be represented as models. This paper proposes the notation definition metamodel (NDM) for
metamodeling tools by summarizing and analyzing the notation of UML and UML family. For the three problems on
notation definition, NDM is composed of three parts: basic figures and layouts, location relations and abstract
syntax bridges. The notation model defined by NDM can be transformed to usable source codes. This paper also
makes a comparison between NDM and other methods, and the results show that NDM have some advantages over
other methods. NDM has been implemented in PKU MetaModeler, and some practices of NDM are introduced.

Key words: metamodel; metamodeling; notation; graphical modeling language; MDA (model driven architecture)
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AN
KRR AR LA R B 24535 2 ;MDA (model driven architecture)
HESESHES: TP311 SCERFRIRAD: A

TR O 5h 44 £ 45 #J(model driven architecture, fdiiFk MDA) & XT % 5 3 44 21 (Object Management Group, fiii #
OMG) 2 H I — 232 FI MR R BEAT JCA T 2 10 10 A i ATt 5 5 700 6 5t 5 R R SE A 2 T % B 855 0 AR W 2 e A
e R BRI I T 9T AR T SOHURE I R 0 T % 3ot v 0y 2 7 24 3t 880 T MR M 2 [ B R B
B 7 (unified modeling language, fii Fk UML) i) tH B0 ECAR A8 — 52 PR 13 A2 T P 2R 40 1A A 75 SR L0
T2 A2 K TR A ) AR s A S R S X T 2 S — &R 4 1 AR G 1 B S (domain specific
language) 5 UML #M™(UML profile)l™ 8 Jf g 7 Af 8 1) 57 R85

JCEEHE(MetaModeling) & — s SCEHRRE 35 (1195 8, S B R 41K MDA (1) 5 SRR 2 — LRI et A
ANURT DA A0 g B 5 1R a8 SCId A, 300 W] DA o A8 2 A e R DL S ARH 28 Jl e AR AR B s S IR @ B 5 4
A AT YL PR AR TR R 0 A R AR 7 AR TR T T FRH B I AR TR AT D A K e s AR S, S
FR[20,12] H 1 75 SR 70 AR B AR 3w LAY, S G A8 35 1 AN i Ak — BRI 35 (W ROAS ke A2 T A8 40, 3t mT LRI A
TCHAE R A 8 SO AL AR G [ AT 5 ] By LG a5 1 7 2 A A B ) A8 T

JCEE T B — P SR T ARG 3 1) CASE 1A A F Jo A 1T R A7 o @ 15 3l (1 JL AP R

a) AT H PRI S, i MOF® 5 S H bREETE 5 103 % 1574 (abstract syntax);

b) 5& X HArBTE ) B A T 7 (conerete syntax), Bl & 7~ 7% (notation);

) Hi HARE 75 1T ST LA P SCAS ft D 3o LA W, th vy DA ] 3 e KAk (3 5, oCL i,

d) o8 SCMOG I 1 H L &, s — ek I

e) Ml a5 B R ACHE AR B AR B Atk 75 5, AR i B ARV B AR R B B AR A
Horpra)~c) b & ok s SCH biifs 5 A5 d)~e) A2 o I ok s SRS AR I PRy e T2 1L

LE TR R v SRR A SOEA R B R AR P IR NE T I R E R e T
TXANE 55 H % 85 0 76 JC AR R v i H 8 62 (metarclass) & 2 ) 1) 96 ROk R R S g T B ARE SR
FARTE V8 ST X PG T I AR I 20, H AR 72 AT DU S 2 B AT DL B TR AL IR A SO B [ R R v
TR BRI B ARE 2.

AR, F B TR AL RS 5 T2 ko R R 1 32 38, DT b, 2 i 7 e A A 3o R o B 0 b s SRR TR VAR A
— AN B ) L SO TR F IR R R IR AN R AR s B R Oy T @R T R R R R R T AL
VB VE, AL — 5 B U RN 05 S5 53— 5 T, 3R 72 R G 1 1k L (AN 70 B8 1) DG IR, 7 T2t v R R vE i % 1
2 1) A ) A R S S AN, H AT 2T ST AS AR EATELE, 1 MOF A1 ECore ™ {H 41 i 5 SC it
BETE 5 Rk, B TSI BAH — AN — bR A AT AT — B m] DU Ok e SCHEEBETE: 35 R OR v I0 7 1, 22 /b 35 B Re 6 i
PeLAF 3A = )

1) A ERTE R 50 S E I EITERES 80n F G Y k32 78— A use case %%

2) & ARG HE M BB S 2 B &R ] BERIAL B SR Bk E . a4

3) i LW W BB RS K e AT [ A7 B OC FR i I B @S 5 I SBvE L X S B T

TEAT 5 Ree T2 B AL 26 R T AR AN A 75 .

BITEAT 5 o A 550G 28 F0 B4 BB 15 1) WIS A A B g S 35 (810 3R s i e 2 R )y n SR — il ik B
SELTCIE AR B 3 AN ), AR HME AL B — 2 B A 55 A R iR I EEE I AN TT R R B M R )
WA 2 7R 5 (1 AR AR bt A — AN 75 B2 8 1 ) 380 5 AT A i s AR A ol P st A 1R AT DA MG 2 i R ) G sl A
IREETIE AT I BV AATTE A8 oA RS 8 0 B 0 ThRE A T U7 AR A R, T DA — b s R A I Uy 5 B
U DU AR, 1) 7 Ak — R 5 R,

N T TR L bR e IR TUAS )R SCE T — R B O S RE T R R I SO AR T —— R R E TG
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i (notation definition metamodel, i #x NDM). &%t ik 3 AN il @k iz L NDM [ 45 #9 F1 6 %, NDM 1] L
TF Mg HOX 3 A1) LA R NDM 2 SCHS 3R 7R AR 28 R DL {6 by 08 A7 455 200 2 48 R A 2F . H i, NDM
CLALETOHEAE T A PKU MetaModeler #1523, 345 — S8 e D (¥ 5 F A5 2% NDM 9125 1 A8 28k 3R 4 SCHR[14]
o AR SCRE R IX — AR EAT SN PE 40 1 e

ARSCH 1N RN VE R ) BT R EE T B 2 WA iR s SOnR L R () AL 3 T
FoRik e SUCEE R T A 528l ——PKU MetaModeler, 3 /B 7 15 4~ 52 i L 28 4 5K 49 A 26 T 48, JF % NDM
L5 0 A J U S 5 B FH (19 3R 79 5 SCIR) 5 S8 04T LA i J 2 B &5 AN i 2.

1 BRI S T

SCHF EDEACE B 5 SR G BE T R AT 2E SOR B 5 Romik 21 40 A &5, H T (K e gk g i K
BATLL 4 i) AT R RiE;2) il S AL B e AR RIE; ) i R 4 ) A 2 B D ROR
12,4) T RN E ORI,

A T BRI 7R 3 0 4 T R T O H B T 58 ST BRIA 2 sk, 19 0k T Btk 2 A 06 3 (2
Ho O B ARG IR SRR, T T 2R BT 3 (W0 2R, 5555 ) WA 48— IRy 2k 2ok
Ron JCHEBEN BTV R B OB 5 (RO VE X OE RsA Ky AR TR . 2347 AH I REIL T 1) 4 0)
T A — Se ) BETE 35 OV AT RO 8 S PR I IR T i B T AE ST A R R R R g rh A
FELLAN, H AT K o A T C AN PR X A 75 5 RIRIE T .

TR AL T AR 8 SCRARIETT LB AR R 2 1l 51— AN R AR X R 7 70 e K 22 AL 2 Ao
VFICEAREN AL A0 67 181 58 ok S SR 72, T AN S A e A H T P 8 2 5 S 0 ANl 8 i)
TG 3R I XA S VF N BN REAS BOIR B AR G 3R A 52 L B SO, AR P ST P 1L 4 D
WREEBCR I ETEAT 5, M6 T 2R @A T0 23 A R A8 ] BRI ) 2 2 K B Tl 13 AN A B ) 75 35 5 3
RIRIE T AAIRAAAE — LEA L A7 P B8 U5 BB AR W] LA el e A N B3 63 RV 5, (EL I Tof 5 50 5 — Tl 2 ¢
AR IX A A A T L IR 0 o SR T A B U S e B 2 R TR A L

T 7 PR 22 P TR R RE SRR TR R A TG TR AR B A TR LR 2 [ TR SO BN B AT DU X
AT HOR T T2 A 0 32 (1 B R 5 I 3 ) LA ke oy 3k 2 1t 4 P67 10 3 e 25 W8 U BT 32 8001 ) L
DR Je A [0 VT T A5 45 0 A G S A T v 2 o) b oK 18 i DA 2 1 100 3o P v gl ICKE S A0 38 PR 2 L 48
5E BIEITEAT 5 BRI, T0 AT A0 SR AN A2 20 P 1) & 20 T A 222 P 1) el e (L PO o 6 4 O 2 ). H v s A6
TR X S 2 R e e T B, v A L R (A R R AT L AR 1) S 1 B 2t St ORI Rl s T A LR A
JHI 1 B 0 222 P T oK e SCRR i B A SR AR SR P (LA A 2 TR e R A ) 22 i 7K1 AR 2 1
(WA 5 i 2R R I 1

R SCRARTE IS 4 Ty 2O iR 5 I R ik BEAT S ST R RVE Y AR IR ik R R VE R Y
e, TEE BN BT AR GE A BB IR BRI € SRRk B U Was A BT R BT . KB
5 B 2 1) (R0 T % 28 DL ST B B0 T 1R WSS G 2R e R 2 SCIE () R s 2 7R 3 R AR A e AR
A DU X SR T e 0l A, AT 2 P 310 H A s i R

FTELE AT 3 M7 BAR B AT AN R AR AT ROV R i W S P e 1 e s SO T 3R 1 BB
R (0 1) 2L, A0 RN T SR BRSNS ik B R I L 2R 4 Bl i Tl 3 R VA AR L RERS S A MR D R
T2 i A R R el RBUFR)  JE TT Ti) 2— ABLRE H IR T I — TR R o 7 S8 R R ok T BT R BE AT
T IR, SR N D B AR i B S VA K WU A FLIX 2807 K2 N H ARig 17T & M EE R ZEH K
KRB E TR IC 3R, 10 A B AR 5 A 5 (1 i AT BE v, DR SR A AR SR A AN 08 5 (ML AT B X
AL AE T R R T7 58 R SR R 2 ¥R T0 1 58 SO BT R TR AT 5 2 [ T A1 AT REFRIA B G &R,
K B AT 5 A B R 28 WSS 1) ik 5 025 1) RE 0 AN o, D 98 2 S5 B 418 R P B A 8 8 1)y K —— Bl et A A B3
TCVE W 2 SUIZLE S
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TR — P L T T8 SURBEE 5 LRIk M ol ——3R R ik € SOTH (NDM). )W 7336 7 NDM J&
TE 4 FioE XFRRIEK T2 NDM AP BT R A2 AN UML 3 55 500K T 3R 7B LA gl . R E Tk, R e
XL AN, 5 EA 25 Pl 7 ZEAH B NDM AT LUSE 58 b i s ORI R A A 3 A 32 2 ) AL

2 REFFEEXTTHEENDM

2.1 EAXETIFERE

H T AT R I E RS NDM 34— 41 56 T I A [ 0 A7 Ja & 1 o0 2, H Ll LEERF S 10
.

FEA P G — L LR B B R I B AR T . [T . = MRS RS aA EE R 5 a3 A )
TG B A P 0 I 3 T 1) SR T R 3 I P O B o 2 ) i AN TO RS 1 RS R T e K HL
B0 T L SR A ) A R SR 3 O s B e D ) 2 R B PR SRS F B R R AR
SCREFRIEA I O IR SR 2 1 G R 4 UML 2.0 B3I b A B (0 P T 25 R G 2L b % o 5 B IR
TR AT, N R 39 % e L PR TSR A SR B 2 Pl e, B A A A TR 2, 5558t G PG L AR I R 28 i e —
Lo BAT YRR T TR A A A B I, 90 AN LA T RN IR S R h i B 2 0. AR AL & 2 10
T — P ABR T B AR B RS o 43 L, IR I 22 30 1 0 R Sl 4 8 ok 6 2 P e e 28 L R 6 A
JCHEE . BIMME. PR, BB MK, 208, MRE. BE. B, L. XANZE AT 5.

AU AT HEAS B J0 3 A i A2 o SCREARTE &5 BB FF 5 10 5 R, h T 4 36 58 52 2% 10 B B 775 5, 36 75 20K B G
LA K T2 A R SR TR A P AT R S S e T S AR R TR — R AL A R R 2 N E e R R e 1 7 AL
HRRERE MBS S5AA KB Ly A B e F Bt — AN RET T LS 247 E
TCLH A AE A2 T TO MK A [ 110 A o) 57 W ff o 1 P81 G PO o 28 R RS

AR T AT DL AT R 1 7 AL G ok (R & B gh 6T UML &Rk & B el & Ly b BLR 3
P =X

(1) A

IR S i b S e T 62 [ — i AL 6 05 X, AN Bk B TR D 25 2 (B T), T B e e 2
B8 v 2 JE 5 PR R 270, 451 T T LA BRI 380 HE At mT UM A B A U A7 3 T L B S A
77 RIATHES, B 1 FoR.

Fig.1 Container pattern
Bl1 Zasmis

FEE R R R 1R £, 0 Class, Interface,Package, Action,State, Use Case 2%

(2) KA

IXRPRE X ST s Bl bR 1 e S A P e I 20 Uy =K T ek I e A D S T X L T A R DL 1
T 0 — A~ B G by et (A AR A R B TS 70— kS, Wl B 2@ 7, I — Rl D Fo i B oA 7R 2ok
BTG A LA B,C = A s AT RE I HEAR 47 2, it ] 2(b) BT

P PR R R vE WA IR £, Lk in Association,Generalization,Composition, Transition,Dependency
ey
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@

> =

(b)

Fig.2 Association pattern
K2 X
(3) REERA
XS W T T ) S A2 2% (i 20 T 2K, TR e R 1 IR B A R ST A AR S IR T AL
(CS7vE 13U S WA R M T VAN 7 LAY I D W A < T S B VA o AN e S S T R T (VA AN e <3 7B 7 1
PLE R RS 4 A Gy 5 HO2 78 DK ][0, 1] 2 1) B 1) S 550 U BB AL AL T T IR S Bn AR A 2 (px,py), ST 2
(pw, ph), H A -1 18] T 1) 32 45 A b =2 (ex,cy), 18 58 ST 7 (cw, ch), 6 2 AR 4 Ok d Pl 62 21 A J) S 35X A~ 1 T I
SEBRALER (X, y) B RST (w, h) T P32 BE 2 (1)~ (4) 7 10 U7 2k B3 ok

X = pPX+ pWx CcX (1)
y=py+ phxcy 2
W= PWX CW (3)
h= phxch 4

AL IX P LA 7 2R 2 T Ok B DR O — A R SR 2 X 5 L R A A 3 B R ORVE TR I
— PP A UML BN T 26 2 FERE S 1) B #5450, Je i 28 119 481 -7 2 Usse Case L[ Actor.
22 BEERUEXAR

P T8 5 30 AN (7] 19 3R 7R T X 4 R [R] R A3 0 28 A i ik, e 3 3 i 3K 8 3R TR v 2 TR [R) 1 o
A SRR IR (2 SRR VE 2 R A G R A2 BB SO B2 B L /8 UML (414 g B, 4
2 A FIZE B WA KRN, 38 RN VE AT BE R A7 195 (H Y B J& A 4 2 (nested class) i), B 13 7% v I 2 4k
BALEAF.

FEARAT B KRG AT (4L A A 52 AN ] 09, 406 A R e T — AN AT R B R 5 A R B oo
Z AR A O R M AT B O R M LT EERE S Z M AT B AE AR AT B R R EA AN s — AR B
e RIS BRAF 5B 2 81— Fh 06 R, T 2 J6 56 R AT LUK — e i oo 4 = e ik 17—
PP AT REAFAE, 508 RVIAFAE R C R AU T B 5 2 R B DGR I AT REEE. W 1 3 TR, & UML B
11057 "B 56 R A

Class A | Lifeline A | | Lifeline B | | Lifeline
= | =l . . .
—p
Class B Compoment_A 1 | Compoment_B I
|
|
————

Fig.3 Examples of location relationsin UML
K3 UML FEERT5 Z Ia i8 R E R AR

AR ETE Z 8] (A7 LR R 2 2 T 2 AR B 2 7 B R DL, BB A 5 22 T R TR AR e & W LU S 5
it i 1] 4 P,
1) &R (nested type). Wil 4(@) 7 JURTT R IEAL ) — D YRIRTCER N AL, N2 BT & b2 B Te i
gk 3 AHA B SR B T A AL H1 i UML SR SRRk Z IR E.
2) JEH M (connected type). W1 1E] 4(b) T 7, ZR TG FR 1K — ANy sl B A A2 — DN PRIRTCER 1030 F b 3K i K
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kg W A i B IR G 26 R — A B 1 i B A BRI T 3R IR B RS T TR B, S5 — s A 25 kAR AR A5
QL UML 2R & R R IR IR VAR S A

3) i FIK R B (port type). Wil 4(c) i, — MHRREDT (e A PYEETE 5 — A HelREo(id h C)il #t
LBt P HEETEE TG C LR B3NP M C IR s AR T # 8l FL K /Nl F ARE C AR k1 48
A& A5 UML 1 35 1 (port) 1] 18 7.

4) 4 A 8 (node-attached type). 4 ¥l 4(d) At Btk oo I 25 7R 2tk o b stk B e R BETE IRk BT
A B, 8 XA 2R TT R KT B T ) 2R R 1] T I A S 23 5 i 1 HOR B TS R O B
ME BT, 2 SECE MR 305110 UML IRUT B 2B iy 26 (lifeline) R AT 31 25 (Executi onSpecification)
1) 3.

5) &k ity 55 B 5 74 (end-attached type). 41 1 4(e) iTn, Lotk o 3 A 10—l G E ) — R &R B LA MBS
i HAETE B 0.0 UML ¥ JEURIAE fiv 2 1) I 2.

S Ud] o A~

(a) Nested type (b) Connected type (c) Port type (d) Node-Attached type (e) End-Attached type
(a) k& (b) R (c) i I P 280 (d) &5 B (e) L ki B A 7Y

Fig.4 Location relations
Kl 4 HAREXR
2.3 HRIEEH

SRS 5 K sV 5 5 0 P 1) e K DX 8 AR B HAT R S (0 20 ARORI i S, DS A s SCRR 7R T R I ik
WA R Fi BRI SR I (1 e 5 T Y RTS8 R SR A R Xl O R T U ek B R S o
AR IR R R R R — L DG R

G TEVER PR 3 PRI KB R BRI T 3 BRI 8 PR B SR T G 2R ISR

TG 3R WS F T R AN [ T AN AT JR) s St R 1) 1B T A4 5 B R Il S 21 LA 1R B T 3% b, 70 3 Wi 1 U
Ui & — N BB RF S AR, H A 2 B AR F A EEICR . N IR MU R R XA BB A5 W DL SRR R
FAFBITR HI,UML 2.0 ¥ Actor 7T BLH] AN KEERR" TE 1) /N N2 eI 3 AT ARE ST — S JT 3 e, BA
Ui W IX IR R 1R 9 2R L A0, N EBITT R A AR RN B AT 2> J0 2 WL 19 a0, Actor il AT FHATT B 1K) O UK s,
B R MK R, R 5 .

R T WS A T AE AN BB AT i T R R T

% ((actor)) A B PR, R 8 Tk WS R SR8 TN ST R B A

cusiomer T R 5 0 P B e e B 3 PR S

Fig.5 Threegraphical representations of Actor UML Wﬁjﬁ%fu% Class,ﬂiﬁ*/l\%)g nqne MR YE JZ A I

M5 Actor [l 3 MG 5 ORS00 45 8 T Class MRS 55 55 1 peh

(307 3o Ho 48 - TR AT DU ST — A8 MR e Class )

EIEAT 5 5 DAL IK) SC- I B3X AN name J& 1 b 3X 7R TR 5 1A o 28 (10 44 . [R) B 38 w] DA I J 1k e S
LI, 242 1) isAbstract J& 14 true F, 2500 4 A8 RA R R,

KA RIR T ETEAT 5 2 18] 1 B AR B G FR MR T 3 ) 1R 5% 2R (R A A8 e B 5 1 o ik b 1B
TEAF 5 18] 1) - T A DG 258 1 R 7 B TC 38 2 B I AN G & 91 4, UML  Class Hil Classifier Z [IfE7E—
R K F KL R AR H L 6(b) I 7, 153X A 28 5 X Z o2 T BB 2 RS AL G ok R 1, 1n 18] 6(a)
Fras e, 2 — A28 A IMETEAF S IETE 5 — A28 B IEITEART S it i 2 B A 52 B 1IN kK (nested class).
X T XA T, Class [ BB AT 5 L [RAAETE S 2.2 T A5 1R 8 0C & B YUK 18 70 2 [ I Bk, B s mT LA
HESL AR R IR K XA B G R I B Class #1 Classifier 2 8] 154K &
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nestedClassifier

| Classifier Property
Class A name
Class B ?
Class
[ —
nestedClassifier
(a) Nested representation (b) The abstract syntax of Class
(@) IRE RN (b) Class {4l % 12
Fig.6
Kl 6

H1 2% R T LA Ja8 o 2 o T 33 i 4% B 122 v 2 22 1) 10 55 2R AT LA FH SIS A 2 7 70 e oL I
PR G Z2 T LUAH FLG A TR, i A Bl S R0 DG R e S o 6 e 37 45 W DA A 5 A G 7E JC B Class 1, Class
Hl Operation [¥126 RJRAE R A KRR A4 K 2 AL T B 1 Operation %G M7 (W EERF5, B IR R
AE Class [MEERF S o C& 3. Rk, 2 n @R FE H T LUK Operation %544 Class (11— & 1 (B 4) 4%
J& F @ P U AT 6 e

TESLILR G, A I 3 5 BV W A R A AE — AN 3R b AR A RIS sk T — AN ) il 5 v o )
P BT FO—ANFi ) R v I (0 8 B A R AT 76 25 WU B R T b i G v i 1R g i i 4 B AR A v ) — A2
H (classifier), 3% 7% vk v [F 38 41 45 1) SRR RS 20 o (19— AN B A 5 15 280 7 1 3% Jas ek L2 10 9 00 o 4tk 50 305 9 i
BIFRELFi 10 A2 B AR — A& T R VR B R L R ) S BB A S R ) — AN SO % A IR T 2 —
ANFRET T8 1) 128 1 WS BT S5 1) 7 28 U 1) 3R IO A AR A7 5% FR BRSR (19 SR THU 4t S8 R i X R B4R 100 S
A 1 (1) — A2 R (rel ationship), 32 7 v 3 (4R 4145 10 AR SC e IR B R A B X R —.

15V V2 T 3 T 2 T VR A TR Rl G VR R Y 2 A PR I DG R I F AR R — R L (R RS O R T 2
— PN A 1) SEBIRT G2 18] (1 56 FR X 8 5C 2 ] DUIE ARG A e 4 i — 845 AR AT, i e b AR AT A 10 H b
BT BB AT I B HEAE F A0 n,— A i e ke S 46 45 e 46l — BB ) A0 Tl A o ) A i A 14 400 1l 5 S A T 1) gk,
X BARHE L2518 AT AR A [7] (1) S A5 TG 35 1190 S 4610 B8 397 AT B 0l IO 1 T8 T 4355 S0 X RE AR AIE T 78 H AR 488 1
FLrp A S I0 R 1 B R AT 5 92 B0 nT LA 3 25 b S8 o AH R (9 A5 AR R E AR R T R R ) g A
Class JO 5 I SEB, E AT 2 T 8 T ROV B AN AR [7) AR 40 AH S () a8 2k WSt Jir 62 460 (R0 AR 6 X P A~ Class TG 3R )
SIS IS PR B A5 S0 Bl A b B R H A TR A .

2.4 NDM JTisa

TRt XouBTL(NDM) 1 S R &5k n B 7 o, s 348 3 /> BasicFigureAndL ayout, L ocationRel ation
HI AbstractSyntaxBridge. 21 1&l 7(b) 71~ ,BasicFigureAndLayout £t 405 T A |8 TE R0 A = To AR B T 2 i 4 2%
Figure /2 T A JEA B JC s % 2236 Figure 128 HH T A I 7 IhEHEE NDM A i SR B o 4 % 3k
Layout J2 T 13 Aii J5 [ 76 R 8 56 2% Layout (K12 Vertical GraphLayout 3 [ & 8L 20 (1) 477 )5 5% . Layout 14l
% 12 ContainerLayout S 75 #3155 2 1) 71 J=) SR, '& 4 Wi 4> 128 FlowLayout 1 BorderLayout,Layout ft) 55—/l
%1% LineLayout X3¢ 5% e 2 19 417 &3 S s il 52 2% LayoutConstraint 482 45 &) I 41 i &R Fh A R #8A H S 4
DRI JRT e e A SO 22 BRI 29 WS 1 4 ] 7(c) i 7, LocationRel ation £ H AL 35 T B A7 ' OC R (M Jo i Y
ToER, S LocationRelation & 3 A7 B X RIS AL, 5 A28 NestedL ocation,ConnectedL ocation,
PortL ocation,NodeA ttachedL ocation FI EndAttachedL ocation 43438 71 3 2 L) 5 FhIE AN B 5 & . 7(d)
JIi 7~ Abstract SyntaxBridge £, 16, 5 Hll G VE A IR JC A 7T 2 il 4 26 Bridge S T A M S EVE I R ALK
T 34724 ElementMapping,AttributeM apping A1 RelationshipMapping 72 B4 (1) 3 il % 38 0405 18 7(a) b &
FENTCREZ PR R,
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Bridge
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(b) BasicFigureAndLayout package
(b) FEAS T A 5

AssociationLayout
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LocationRelation
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| ElementMapping | |AttributeMapping| | Rel ationshipMapping

| NodeAttachedL ocation | |EndAttachedLocati0n|

(c) LocationRelation package (d) AbstractSyntaxBridge package
(c) HEAPERAM (d) AIZE LML
Fig.7 Notation definition metamodel
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3.1 PKU MetaM odeler

PKU MetaModeler /& —FiE T Eclipse - & (7 45 T H..PKU MetaModeler 4 1] MOFE Jy [ 1% 75- 75
IR 4R — 22 P AR B 2 e i 16 P P Sl T i S P AR AR [ B AR SR H i R e UL NDM B4 fE
PKU MetaModeler sz 378 52 S H bR @A 5 I 5 AE B2 )5, PKU MetaModeler W FH AR5 AR sed R B
Az H bR R T HL Y ARAD, B AR R T R R FEIE T Eclipse 1 4.

PKU MetaModeler ¥k R 45 Wi B 8(a) i, A4y 4 3 2. JIK )22 Eclipse Platform,PKU
MetaModeler F1 B & A B (12 A5 T 22 35 T Eclipse *F &, 3 .45 Eclipse & [ — L4 #F,] 41 ,GEF,Draw2D,
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54, DA 4% Eclipse 7 s (extension point). H [ 2 i A TR SCHE J28 3X 7 $ it 17— S B T R
T RE A SRR R iy R B T HAHEZL . OCL 51 %, 454% ,PKU MetaModeler [ Bir A7 e 4 i (a4 TR
e X — 2 IR B2 AL D g de T2 A2 TR 2 0 T PKU MetaModeler i 3,3 — 2 B0 4% T - oo il | il
GB ik giiEds . AR E BB . XM TR S5 48 AR S SUIR AR IR T8 SCTTARE Y LU R AH I 1A 7 K o ok 4 1
AL X — 2 T SEPL (& P AR 7).

— T e

( = — )
[M ctaMetal odel'}r Notation definition ]’[JET templat&s] [an facility]
%

MetaM odel
MetaModeling tool
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(a) The architecture of PKU MetaModeler
(a) PKU MetaModeler f{11k 5 4544

A E
—— e e = o o I

(b) Abstract syntax editor
(OEEiIE YRS

Fig.8
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PKU MetaModeler [¥1415 1 vk g 48 45 01 B 8(b) Jr 7 751X A G 48 45 7, T g A8 A D3 m] DU Y — 28 o e A A
BT TUR RGN AR VABIY I 8(b) A 1 F AR, I LB R T T I H R i R
WAL 5 2 3 3 2 LA X LB 77 R b S HF R e B0 3 55 39 2 e g A AT 1, IX R e BN BT
A TP RRA R 7 SO Sl R TR R 2 4 8 90 2 S P 2 O, 0 Pl R VR R B T K ) 2 e v, T DUAE X I
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i A .
5 A 7 BV R T L AT R T TE R A B P28 11 G 1o e —
ARG, B RS X6 0T DL RO A B (5 D T
S A TE R W A P T
AR I 2 2 8] [F) 6 v . PKU MetaModeler (1) 75
VRGP O % S A 5 M v i
SR, SR AE T LA & NDM 76 7
2R G — A EB AL T L T A
(what you see is what you get, i #x WY SIWY G) ]
S 0 2% TC R BT LU T RS o 5 e 2
K TG A e 1 22 e G 2 0 L 2
R IR, TR 2 2 B P B
BT TE R R B3 52— B T4 U5 I T Bl
XETERF5 Z (A 5 AL &R & 10(a)
T 75 1 8 4 HE o 0 A Lo 2 0 B
, — S DT AT 0 4 A 22 0 2 L 2
Fig:9  Notation editor BT B o % 3 18 B L), T
B FmiiEd L4 B0 SE % RS b I AT ik
P SO TG SRR S SR P P 10(b) T 7%, £ B 00 A T G 54 ) — A G T
SEWL B RE R0 G 2) BT LK A S0 ARG B/ TR P L 75 28 St 8 o A5 1 M
A DT LB 450 07 ST
EMHMUManﬁaLi%ﬁﬁﬁAi#ﬁ%ﬁﬁi%%XT%XHH%@E?ZFﬁﬁﬁki
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B4 Eclipse *F & _EistT.

(a) Defining location relations between graphical symbols (b) Setting up abstract syntax bridge
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Fig.10
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B AR ICE, B 10@Q) R 1 2o d 7 A GBIE R AR5 o 5l ARG R BB/ 5,2 5w L E
T A5 45 2 0] [ 8 A7 5 OC 2R B IR B S 0 VA e S R AR AR B R A B AR A TR AT DL
Kl 11(a) & A bR HE I UML 280 2 1 AT 5 ARG G b 1) 58 I B STRFRENE B 25 b 2 AR
B R Min,Class 1B TE 55 1T LUk ELE Package [1 B 55 1, Port (1 B TE 4355 1T LLMHE 78 Interface ¥ &%
P45 T F T 5 T 3k A7 P 5% 2 A LAt v v DA A S T A 0 % 38 s 92 RO 45 A 8 T A T e ol o A
W _E 40,4 — A Class (0BRSS HidHE Y — 4 Class 0B TEAF S i X P4 Class 2 A 4x Azhidar — AN
BRER L WA XA CHPIE IR —L8 UML Ab(UML profile) i 7o 28, an 18 10(a) H # 15 DX 33 1 i A
JLE.

(a) A simple static structure modeling tool (b) PKU ServiceModeler
(a) IR UML S 45 0 1 48 T A (b) JEHTR RS A T A
Fig.11
K 11

52 M A SE R IR S HE R T H—— PKU ServiceModeler, i1 1& 11(b) 7. H1 T Web Service J2 b %
MR T () E S IBEAR 2 — Bl Xt Web Service AT @A R — AN B2 1) 75 3R FRATTER 5T Web Service [1)4F
MHENT T — P A A 5 iR 55 AR AR Y ) B (S S BRI R R R G e U R SRR
R R 5 AT LA 2 B R TR I8 PKU - ServiceModeler.ix AN T B il Fl 1 ok 2 2% UML &30 K
BPMN 17 & I, BB R RIF o FEER . 733 J R 55 4% Tl ol 8 4 LA B R 4R T 2% 90 R 1) 45 o 2 A
11(b) i LA Hi 487 H] NDM  FEIC A A QRS A B A, 1T LA SCHS A8 S50 28 7 v I 2% A N 54w DAAEE T ax A
T 5 SCH G B RURS 1) IR 25 Dnt R A 28 8K i e A 28 2 480 R0 AR T A Bl £ 21 T DL B 8238 4T 1K) BPEL SCHY.

4 MXIE

GME(generic modeling environment)™7 & —F A g B 3 0 0 B8 T 2L & T DU 3 S N7 181 1 7 3ok
MRS T W LUE TR B AT LU, GME i6 7] BLE X 3 & B 55 2 0] (i B L R B GME
TE SR TNVE I RE T HUE A R A2 ) T A5 B T R % s e 1 288 28 (O 1o A6 161 ) 4 7 (Ol 7 47 16 5 38 m
—AT 30 AAM JE iR AL BE 22 (A BT A IX T T, AR S Y NDM 5 22 AR L B A7 B 5 1) g J).NDM - ] DL i
G ST PN G AT VR R R VA T W S B VR AR Y b T FE IS AT I T DAAR X e S O R B) A R s TR
Z MBS R

PKU MoDELM8UE I 4k 5 K 32T i) %) 5 28R T 2L IBOOAM® K Ji& i S 1 — SRS 200 K 3 R 35 5% e 1) S R 2
55.PKU MODEL [FlA¥ 32 4 G =A% 3 8l 7E REAT J0 B ,PKU MoDEL #it A F — AN 17 5 (1) 22 ] 1 H ke e SO A
WEE MR R ATLLAE JBOO H 5 AN HAREEEE T 1 8 A H 8 UG 1 R R AT Bk T PKU
MODEL LA, e b T H MetaEdit+20 i FI 25400 75 30K 58 X312, Ik 4k MetaEdit+Hh B 2 (it T — FlFR
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TovE e B TEAF 5 L A T IR AR 0 R IR AT AR R X 26 T2 vh JE 32 58 S A B0 0 5 2% 1) 3R /s 1k 1) A
W UMLLTTAS S NDM 58 T 5 Pk A7 1500 3R, 18 B B A7 2 0C 2R BB A6 28 2 40 K3 73 i ABE TR 5 sk
HP I PR 55 0 E S B R P BRATT 2R FH NDM R S 0 UML SR R IR ) AR 5 I R k.

GM F(eclipse graphical modeling framework)?j&: —Fft Eclipse - & T ) T 70 5% T L & ] A AR S A S 85
BT Ak, 2 5 195 10 78 28455 T H. EM F(eclipse modeling framework) 3 () [ JE A4 B A% . GM E A P 5 (1) 75 12 52 X6
%, e fit—% GDM(graphical definition model)>k & SCHAR T % 1) K TE 455 .GDM J& M Eclipse~F & T I id H &
JE 2 Draw2D2 3 4k, 1fij 3k .GMF £ 42 it —%= MDM (mapping definition model )3k g 37 3 7% v i 52 V5 V52 11 Bl 5
)i ,GMF 1] DU AT 28 Jleb AR A 1l H b g i 1 B R A0S .GMF [¥] GDM K& MDM 5 A NDM 4328
AR AN ). 7 56, NDM (1 45 ] 50 R0 A7 J=) 36 I 350 3 1) e RS 20 B LA ) 1 .GDM R L6 35 0 s 1 I
TE TG E (R R TRk P IR — 285 WL T 0 3 20N 7R Ho 490 v B oo 38 IR A T 46 X S BEAE A GDM
SRR S 10 IsHBE A48 J7 48010 NDM 170 R A2 UML 35 5 R R ik B R g ok i, I b E &
TS FH R 1 TG AN AT R H K MDM G SR e ST A5 2 8] R 56 28, 1T 7 NDM Hp A DL F A 47
BEORR T IO K E LA GMF 7858 SUR VB I B 8 A 7 2 TR EMF IR T]
7 201X AT AT GMF 7858 XK 7RvE I A H .

Dong % A 75 SCHR[23] 42 T T s UML 488 88 () e ot A 5 i 77 vk SCiR [ 23] Hh e LT —> UML
B EE HA AL R A AT B (stereotype) « KR 25 1H (tagged val ue) 121 TR R i 3 AN A1 88, a4 N B3 nT LI b s X
RSS20 o [ A DGRV IR A5 B 40 G — A28 0 3 7 AN B v R b I ) S € B AR R AR AR AR e A
N GUATEER AT DL X — T vk R A8 B v 1 e v 8 2 00 A5 5L, O HL AT DK X 2845 1L 3 725 M 2 7 HA ok SBR[ 23]
1) UML 4h R FIASCh NDM Rl BB A ARBL . A SCR[ 23] 4t ) 5 ¥R 52 B 2 71 UML A5 3R D & Fifr i
AR 2 10 3 37— S BB 1 A S e B2 R ISR N T L Rk B e 2 v 2 TR I I R SOk [23] R
T3] DA By BN 57 R I O 3 25 b Yl 7 A B v e v A8 G A5 R T AR A SCHR 1 i B R U ] DU
TG W BB S Eahasth Bon MBI T R0 B SCHR[23] 1 LAE 5 A LA R 2 Ab7E T, SCHR[23] 1 LAE &
LN AR AR B N TR B b S B AT AR SO AR BN A T e A B v N 1 H AR 2R T
T,

AR A 2% 5280 T NDM (¥ PKU MetaModeler F1H Al LR o0 g A5 T H k4746 L, DL LB IX 88 T B AE
SE CEARTE 5 RN VE R B8 0 (RS LA i 3 MRV 1 B IRE LR A TR @ BB S A ), IX A
By NN YUK T A5 (R e ) AU r otk A5 R 7,58 2 20O HEIR E SLEITE 5 2 A ) 0%
FR e A5 IS B AN FEART B O R AT LU 5 3 J2 R LUK R s v i i B4t Bk i Re g i T oo ik
SRR UL SCRE R AR, B DI TR L R e i A R DG R L 1 R

2 5 I T B AL 45:GME,PKU MoDEL ,MetaEdit+H1 GMF. b4 1 45 5 0L 3% 1.

Tablel Comparison of notation definition functionality between PKU MetaModeler (NDM) and
GME, PKU MoDEL, MetaEdit+, GMF
# 1 PKU MetaModeler(NDM),GME,PKU MoDEL ,MetaEdit+#1 GMF 2 [i) 5% 1~ & X 7535 68 1 11 EL 8%

GME PKU MoDEL MetaEdit+ GMF PKU MetaModeler
. Node Bitmap Simple graph editor | Simple graph editor . .
Graphical symbol Connection Default line Default line Configurable line Using GOM Using NDM
Nested Support Do not support Support Support Support
Connected Support Support Support Support Support
Location relations Port Do not support Do not support Do not support Do not support Support
Node-Attached | Do not support Do not support Do not support Do not support Support
End-Attached Do not support Do not support Do not support Do not support Support
Attribute Name of the All attributes of All attributes of | All attributes of | All attributes of
Syntax bridge mapping element the element the element the element the element
Relationship Nested and Connected Nested, connected Nested and All location
mapping connected and end-attached connected relations

MELER AT DL HE W T NDM ) PKU MetaModeler 76 & SRS &5 R oni i g g b5 oAb 4 %0 T HUAR
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HeHA — 2 AR #4158, PKU MetaModeler 75 58 X JE 55 168 77 1 Eb GME 1 PKU MoDEL %38, R 4 iX P A~
T EBAE 5 LB B TEAF5 B 8 M B R T T A BN EE 455,11 PKU MetaModeler n] BAIE i it LRI BT 43 5 X
ST 0 BTG RF 5 HEAT RS LR AE s SCEEAR AT B O R IRE D) 1 LA 4 F TR AR CVE SRR A1 5 Bl A pr
HRZRHE PKU MetaModeler 558 T NDM, K UL Al B SRR S 2 A A58 5 FpIL AR B Ok R I e
& S B R 1R ) b S Al LR TR AR S R 58 R B R 3R R v B B 2 ) BT PKU
MetaM odeler JU) f& 5¢ 3 bl A BT 17 1 it 55

5 BEFMRE

T L M AR TG A A R I R TR T R ) AN SRR T B T SRR I OB A, DU R OR
AT R P 0 A 2R o () BE A P 0 R AT SR, AT LA R 3 S — AN AR T 2R I BB R SR A B O R AT LA
Ty b 5 3R B JE 55 2 T BT A nl BE 1A 96 R, vl LT G dth s SCRAT B 24 R iR N @B & 3 % 15 v M ) m) LA
A8 SUIF I B EARF 5 AR AT 2 I R B A B DG R LA B S v L AR SCE T s A48 7 NDM fE e 1 T R
PKU MetaModeler H1 1) A4 S8 DA K — 26 5 FH 5461 8 5 F PKU MetaModeler 5 HAlh 4 3 0 g8 T B EAT T
52,00 NDM 7558 SURIRTE EIRR A M58 NDM I A7 7E — 2R 2 LL 01, NDM 7658 I 32325 2% UML 15 &
T T (R R 7R s, BUAR K T LU 5 43 (R 15 O AR A7 AE — S R IR R vk EVE A T NDM 7 (5 i 3E A7 ik 3k

DI TIN NDM 3R E 78 ) IHILTE 5 FAE DI 2 T — 21 TAE.
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