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Abstract: This paper presents an organizational entity capabilities based software process modeling method
(OEC-SPM), aiming at the particularities of software process, it defined the organizational entity with certain
capabilities as the core element and the basic unit in the modeling process—process-agent. Process-Agents produce
concrete software development processes and production processes according to the goals, the knowledge, the
experiences and the capabilities under the defined project goals and constraint environment, through the proactive
as well as autonomous reasoning on behaviors to provide effective supports and proper decisions to software project
development. The method, owing to its full consideration on capabilities of process executors accomplishing goals
when the software processe is being constructed, makes the established processes have good predictability and
satisfy the premises for processes’ stable executions, resolving the problems of instability and uncontrollability of
the software process radically.
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E4EIR: A2 Agent; AR AR AL it AR AR
REESES: TP301 XHKARIRAD: A

B R R R 2 ) 0 2 1 R T 10 5 T L S ST R R A R R Y R AR L R FR R P B
A R ASE B S0 A by SETIURE 58 TT R B b R34 I R DT O 20 A 8 S T L 3 R g oo (8 304 O A B AR
B 3HE TR A SR UE R A 7 TR 48 v R 0% BAT R B RN S R A L. A T R R R IR AR
TEAE R BE AR TR B8 7 IR R 1R I A b AN TR (R AT 38 AT, 2 A2 AN [ 5 sk FH 500 1) = . DAL b, A 200 1
FER IR A K R A i R A VAN TR B i I R B DA R AT 2 B PR G 3R 3 6 400 2% RE R 3 T TR ) R

(1) SRR M4, R R BE 1 SEILAT4 H 5.

(2) RLREAA T AR,

(3) WREMPATHEZ DI Hln FEZ Doe. WiE. N5

AR e L 3 ) ) O B 2 A R A o R I K B T R N DR e I A D O B S 3 T DA% B T - 3L 3
JE R A H 2 R TR S (1) E b R 24 R 4% A B AT A AU AR SCRR L] b B R B A S B 4 th T — AN R A
PRI R A TR AR DT I SE T — AN A B B F & SoftPMUAZ T & & — N JT I I AHE S, (1 — i 5
T Agent [ T 2 i Rt 7R 1231 DI A e A o R P55 ) A R SR 1 T L

ASCHE BB TAEMIERE E 45 H —Fh I T A S A 56 ) 10 31 ik 2 8 B 75 22 (organization-entity  capability
based software process modeling method, &5 # OEC-SPM).OEC-SPM N H T Agent £ A K — A~ E A5 1 5 #E IR g
TR B bR e IR, A E L S, P EE Il sk . WA SE) B A G S AR T S I R I R A R
Jo——L T Agent(i 7 3 44). 2L T 2 Agent,OEC-SPM LLAL 2R S A4 (1 fi 71 1F 2 ok 52 DR 38 A o A1 ol it g 1 I
LI E A5, LA SE T 75 22 22 2D SR R A5 0 ) 31, DAL 0kt 3 P A2 77 92 i 108 4t e AR R R O R 1) AR

ASCER 1S A A R AR T VAR Agent 78I AR A 1R O AL B 2 T 4n R T A S R
D3 B AE R R AT VA BHE SR 5 3 5 A T L AR ——d B2 Agent (R4 1 AE 25 4 11 15 W] OEC-SPM (1)
AR R e 2 Al R

1 HMxIME
AP R R SRR 2 B2 2 VA R 249 TR 0 2R A 52 2 ke i o Ay 3 o A e v

Kt A RUR ) 910 B 35 355 30 90 5 9T LA )y g A5 700 () A0 B8 2% i 3od 5 8 2% 15 9 0 AR SR I, M T K 9 ek
TEAR IR A3 g — 22 70355 B 0 8 4 Ml 1 52 2 AUt A 356 4 5 10 7 VR BB L B 4 £ iy D k0L sk e iy K 0
AN I T3 R R B 2 8] 1) 5% 3R N AR by e 1 AT 2 o Jod e 050 7 4 20y M 7 T SR A8 X S e 8k
TEIE ), T i 3L I FR IR B8 T e A% Be 0 T v e, A 5 I R R 8 AUA 4 LAR H A o] S B AR 20 2% B S BE H A
JIT 85 P 08 AL £ I S S R P de R AR X R i T R ) 2 R B R R R O, UL N ) R I RE ) % R
AR BT R FEBAT 1 AT @ AAS T S50, AT 2 25 7 ek R A R () T B SO X A A 7 I R, ST
CL R FF UG S VE B o T op TR IT AN /N2 F 68 7 490 fun, SEN 42 11 T PSPUFN TSP F LA et # fF 1FL A A F /)
CHL IR BRI B 7, LA 7 8 5 B PR i, DT 5 B0 32X 26 21 2 e 96 T CMIMIEY [y 5ot 7

WA I Agent AN H 7T B AR Agent AR YR T4 A 2N T A B (distributed  artificial
intelligence, fii Fx DANBF 74RO th T Agent A7 FiaTE. Eshbk. &HYE. FE2 a8 h 255 1M %) Agent 1
5 P % S Fp it R R UL A s RITB0, 45 R 1) B A T e 2 7 ok R TR R0 11 41 28 5 g 1O 4%
iy, H AT Agent K 22 W E P 25 ok P 0 A b, AR e ATD DR T P Jo R v 3 4 DB B 3 B R T AR R S AR A
A EAS R NI &re/ o W8

Bt IR 7 IR A AR SCHR T T A 2 SE AR T (K B dek R R R X R 5 1 S T AR G U vk
DI R 10 S A €0 9 ZROR T o ek RE A IR (1) JU AR G 1 P Agent 5 ACK S R S A B B g N R R, sk
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iAo R TR BT R AR B S i T R R R 1) L
2 BRAEER

FE T NS AR e ) 1) A I R A8 T7 10 (OEC-SPM) 7 i dt i 12 1 20 ol B 35 A HH L OC R IR Bttt b 39 m 7 f
N ZSAKBE ) B, DT 78 AR A AN 2 1 T I R R A A AT DA S e AR 1] 8, SR R Sl 2% e T I R e R
AE B 5 1 B, BRI e A (A Ik AR B R0 10wl T A e R L 45 5 58 AT IR T 42 .OEC-SPM - ¥ S I AU 5
T AR REERRARSEMN . BAs LT OB AR K — i B Agent, iX 28 50 52 87 I FE IR BT
I R Agent T b AN H BR, EARE 1E S 0068 R R PR AU [ VA Hb 58 R OEC-SPM [¥IHE 42 ] 4
it —N=J041:0EC-SPM=(G,EK,PA).iX H:

(1) G RFER LR TR HArES.G={010,,....0n 3 A B A5 g 5 A — DU T4,

0i=(9s,9s€i,9Ci,gk).-

a) gs; /& H#r 1334 (goal statement). & il — 4> 7 457 B ik HFr 2T 4.

b) gse; /&%) H A% KU ¥4 11 (goal size estimation).

c) gci & S H AR gi B R 4454 i 3t B 24 3R (time constraint, fijFk TC). F A4 % (cost constraint, fi]
Fr CC). Jii =4 3 (quality constraint,fij#k QC). & & £ (language constraint)%%.

d) gki At S H b T A7 0B e AR A 4 AR B A S I R EE 91 i, 4% RE 28031 Language i B2 1 2 Agent
7 G P25 5 07 TH B2 68, 3 8 2 51 Domain 134 1 72 1 72 Agent 78 B FH A1k 77 T ¥4 fig . 45 4 fig 24 51l 2 Language,
M HEHEIE AT LY C++F1 Java 25, RN Agent B C++Ik Java 250G 5 Hife. wia m 26
LKy Ko, k3 XS TRERALBE, Dy A2 K FOIUE AR &, W gki={cy, .., ., L

Ci=(Ki=xj)AKjz=Xj2) A~ .. AlKjs=Xis),
X HL1<j1<j2<...<js<m,Xj1€Dj1,Xj2€Dj, ... Xjs€ Djs.
(2) EK 2SRRI I SRR B o — SU T S e, A D I AR Agent S H B (1 5 B AR SR 42
(3) PA & o P2 B BT A AL 5 11— 2 B AT R e g ) I 2 Agent,PA={pa;,pay,...,pan}, & 1, 5> pa 1l LABE @ X
h—A~ a4, pa=(PAILPAE).IX H:

a) PAI &1 T Agent f4011R 45 ¥4 (process-agent infrastructure), {045 %f 1 72 Agent FUHFAE . & Fhid T2 25 2%
HR A58 SN B H5 R PAL 24 e i 78 Agent B8 ) ISRl FRATTAR S I 72 Agent 78 2 SLREAA T4« an ] i LA
it 2 /D BRI P AN R SRR S RS R e O — A = e 4 :PAI= (DK, PKEL), Bl 434 74 4131 (descriptive
knowledge, fiiF#x DK). X F2 %13 (process knowledge, @i #7 PK)FIZ: 5 JZE (experience library, [ FR EL).

b) PAE J&id 1% Agent 14T b 512 (process-agent engine), i 72 Agent SZE1 H AR5 S [ 16 4T b 11 T e A
by i AR AT 9 51 B TAEFLH G & @ X — AN 7S 6 41:PAE=(P,R,EE,RE,NE,LE), Rl /& %11 4% (perceptor, fiij F
P). %% 2% (reactor, fAj B R). S jiti 5| % (enactment engine, fij % EE). B 5] 4% (reasoning engine, A Bk RE). i
51% (negotiation engine, & #x NE). 2% 2] 5|%(learning engine, {##K LE).

B, BATTEE ST B — AN A IT I H - WebProject, B — MR BT R g AS I T H AR 9 7E BRI B TR —
LEA N A G 75 3K SCRS IR — A R ST E AR R Agent, TUURH S S 3R A o REASE B A
(1) 9=(gs,gse,gc,gk). iX L,

a) gs="Design&Code” Rl H bz j& A — MREHIEAT S vl F g fid;

b) gse="24KLOC”, K (14l TF A & 24KLOC;

¢) gc={TC=[2006-04-01;2006-06-30]},% .,

o TC /& H bR If B ) £ 3, 27~ H AR ZU4E 2006-04-01~2006-06-30 2 [11] (] 3 AN 7 B i) Py 52 B

d) gk={(Domain="Web”),(Language="Java”)},

o Domain RS H AR RE Agent W iZ H A Web A3 1 4 fig;
e Language 5K 528 H Ar (1L 2 Agent N iZ BE4% 18 ] Java 8 5 T 4.
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(2) EK={ReqDoc(g)}, & /RTE I FEIREE A — AR SEHLE b g 197 SR SCRY.

(3) PA={pay,pay,...,pan}, F R fEd B IR E G n /Nt 2 Agent:pag,pay, ... pan, 2L 1, BEAN I FE Agent # R A €
SCrb TR IR 0 AR AR 5 AT S 1 FRREAE BR H AR IV IRS) T 3R 3 AT AT O HESE R 4h H SR H AR I
7.

R — MR N IR AR R B 1 R, AR Agent #RBENE =B [ Bl U S R R
BT, 008 H bR AL R4 E . FRBE AT AR IR 5 SRR R4 A1 H s B B2 Agent JE T 5 I8 AT 0 S
VBTV v P B D, O O M s 7 SE LR AR T O H BRI H G R A R TR I FR AT I I AR Agent KSR R
Hdl, DL AY RN SSO3E A AT 00 8 1 WA T 3 A5 412 v A P R e 2 R e T 2

Gold and
constraints Agent’s learning,
optimization and improvement
Process- reqlﬁ Peamngﬁg and
=N constraints

Perception from the environment
intelligence of the agent
cooperation among the agents

Environment
knowledge

Software process in the project environment

4
2 Process-Agent
. 1 Process-Agent 5 .
| Process-Agent Process-Agent
3]

Process-Agent

Process data

Fig.1 OEC-SPM working process
K1 OEC-SPM ff) ik

3 id7E Agent

2 Agent J& OEC-SPM %O T LI B JEAT B RURE IR DL A BEAL I 2 B IR 2 il an 181 2 o 3R AT 10d
TR AR Agent 43 4 AR S K (PANFIAT 4 51 28 (PAE) K X 431 #8 Agent 1 &R IR FIAT R HLAIL Hod Jil 45 4
AL Agent (¥1fE s JEa, th e i B Agent B8 J JIT T 0 R A 0 A | Tk R S RN 28 56 R IX 3 3 3 KA B

05 1EE i oE N B ARIRSIAT O HEBR IR AN B . N A, STHETIEE . MERESIEE. BhRSIEE. )T HEIX 6
53 T REASE LR 1 AT B S A AN AR VE R IR I8
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Process agent

Engine - -
9 I Reasoning engine I

Learning engine Enactment engine Negotiation engine

Infrastructure

e ——— -
Descriptive Process Experience
knowledge knowledge library

Fig.2 Structure of the process-agent
K2 i Agent 145K

3.1 #HEARMFIR(DK)

DK #fiid —A~ i #2 Agent e it 4 4 Lo —A75 70 41:DK=(BA,AG,CRM,SK,RC,AEG).

(1) BA 211 2 Agent 1364 & 1 (basic attribute) 7G4, BA=(EN,PAN,Description), 2 71, EN /2 i F2 Agent T/t
I LART 4 B8, PAN S 1 B Agent (144 Bk, Description J& ) i % Agent HFAIE ¥ Hi ik

(2) AG H1—~ BFR 75 H#4 B, B ik 7 i 72 Agent 119 H #x(agent goal), Bl 72 Agent A% s BT 4 FE T H
b A2 LAE.

(3) CRM &3 T Agent {45 18 U] 4 %! (control rule model), 1 5 §i 4% £ (pre-condition) Ml J&5 & 4% £
(post-condition), X S Hif 5/ f5 B AT LU Sl . A SRS PR R A R A TR A
Agent 7 1] LLSZjtE A B H bR IR S S8 R WAL T )5 B4 TR Agent A fig i D th 58 s B S BRIFIE E H
. R 42 R A 20 2 o1 T i AR Agent (AT 4.

(4) SK &I B Agent il B RE(skill) IR A 5, BEIEH m 2R HE, W SK={sky,SKy, ...,5Kn}, 3 H1,ski(1<i<m) &
1 257 B M B 2R A skie D 91 0, 5 55 1 2847 e A2 1 5 10 A8, I sk (W B W] LA {C++,Java}.

(5) RC i H% Agent [ & (1) % I £ % (resource constraint), HlE#E Agent #7519 7] 8 F % 05 id 72 Agent A
fie S YR I 2 AMIIAT 9. RC AT LA AN [R) 288 501 (1) 24 3R 45 i) 18] £ 3R (time: resource, fRiFR tr)s A ) 2R Z0 R
(human resource, i hr). T H £y 5 (tool resource, fij # thr)5545.

(6) AEG J& i 72 Agent ZET H 4% 14t 51 (estimate on the goal), & J& % 58 4S8 H bR IR & Rl 355 (1044 5, an it
B(T)s LAER(E). AFTEPF(HR) A (C)FIT i (Q). IX Lu ki B ml LL NS 58 H b At 72 Agent B 56 215 1.

il 5% 58 2 745 B i i TR v R H AR B8 3 MHEICE R Agent, o3 Al B A A I JE M 5t dECR
Hifig,ix 3 Ml Agent (AT AR ILE 1.

K BATR A ANEER R AN DR hr e 2 PERRA),AEG HII R Agent 40 2 I FEEREE H A7 A
IR Agent 5 1F 2850 3 Ml
3.2 FIEMHIR(PK)

PK iR 1 72 Agent SZHLIL H AR 2. 72 Agent AR T 78 DK H R 1K1 68 77 1 8 REA AT 4, an R 72
Agent R 5E SIS H AR, A 8 R A0 R e S XA HAR.PK B — 2 RE I 72 Agent FE5E St
AR BRAH A, IR e B P SRR I R Agent S8 8T 5L I E R B bR IS X T St R B0 7 N RUE KB R S A
I, PK={sty,sty,..., st} I BN R 20 98 sty s SO — A /N Ju 4, st=(SID;,SD;, SCRM;, IP;,OP;, SEG), iX 1,

(1) SID; J& it #5220 SR i M — # iR.

(2) SDy 2 22D TR IR A5 2, B h I8 %20 TR T RE 1K 74 H 44 B

(3) SCRMy; A2 ot A5 25 BB 1y s Bl M0 OB 284 e A 68 77 o R A0 R 19 1 8 4 P R 4 AP A e i R 4 P T
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Uty A7 000 A5 0P e R 2 3R ) 9 R A TR U 7Y e 5 T o A 4 i R 2 T R AR EL G AR B A Y
JEid e Agent )i i i R AU BRI AL A B RAT N — D HTAR RS e 4 21 H RS

(4) 1P I FE AL BRI NS 5, 420 BRINAT 75 ZE A

(5) OP; & i 20 R RO i th) 2 45, o0 AT 7 A R i

(6) SEG; ;& T2 L BRI BEISAL 5, € A2 T 58 B 58 HAR X AT 1220 R 1R 4% il J82 2 3 s £ i 50, ST 18] ()
TAFR(E). ADBP(HR) A (CYRIFTR(Q). IX LAt HmT LL h 45 7€ H bn AL 72 Agent AUZR B 7R 15 .

Table 1 Descriptive knowledge of process-agents
F1 T Agent R &1IH

DK\Process agent pa; pa; pas
EN WebTeaml1 CompilerTeam WebTeam2
BA PAN PA; PA; PA;
Description | Web application developmentteam 1~ Compiler development team  Web application development team 2
AG Design & Code Design & Code Design & Code
CRM PreC JRegDoc(x)A(xeG) JRegDoc(x)A(xeG) JRegDoc(x)A(xeG)
PostC Code(x)A(xeG) Code(x)A(xeG) Code(x)A(xeG)
SK (Domain="Web”) (Domain="“Compiler”) (Domain="Web”)
(Language="Java”) (Language="Java”) (Language="Java”)
RC Tr [06-03-01,06-03-31] [06-02-10,06-06-10] [06-03-01,06-06-30]
Hr (P) 4 3 4
AEG — — —

Bl 3 AN IEFE Agent 7RSI H AR IN R SR FH BV AT g AL YA 25 R, EAT DRI OC &R AR B I 3, 1 4t
R Agent I FE R AR R Ak WL 2.
Table 2 Process knowledge of process-agents
Fz2 TR Agent [t FE AR

SID Design Coding
SD Design Coding
CRM PreC JReqgDoc(x)A(xeG) IDesignDoc(X)A(xeG)
PostC DesignDoc(x) Code(x)A(xeG)
IP RegDoc(x) DesignDoc(x)
OP DesignDoc(x) Code(x)
SEG — —

X5, SEG ¥Rt 2 Agent B T EL SRR G, I R 1 S0 R R 42 56 R R 45
3.3 ZIEE(EL)

EL &t 7% Agent £ S ILSC 0 H A% T T5 ZE00 %S 0R . FIWT I 7 Agent [ Bt BE ) BISERELEL thid F Agent [ )i
S 28 50 K C SR B, R S U R I )L A . SRR SR L EL RIS I R, i FE Agent fg6% e 1
FEPE BB LR V150 IR 2k A 22 R IR ST AT A R IR AR BRI ) AR . o DA R R D R T )
PR A LE 245 EL A A 230 B il S — AN AT R BG4l HD, 0 In, 25 75 B R g s B 15 2L FE Agent &4
S5 BRI FE 25 25 77 SR 25 B8 a) 1 %5 5000 FE B 3R, v HD € X HD=(SID,PID,Size,PlanTime,ActualTime), H:

(1) SID 25 B IAR IR, B 2 7 L BE T SEHTR PR (R FE 25 TR (ks i

(2) PID 223 72 Agent $hAT 20 BRIN I 7E /9 I s 0 H PR IR,

(3) Size F7r HFRMARUEL, 11— AN FF & 14 H b5 0] UL AR AT SOk 2R,

(4) PlanTime & & BR (1 1+ RIFRAT I ]

(5) ActualTime J& 20 R (¥ S by AT I [1).

1 A B A 3 A AR T S A, 0 T B HD N D BT B v I RS2 o 1) AR DL T IR 52 o D e B 2
Pt AR TR I 00 22 50 200 A U, o] DAV S - o 0 B Agent SEBILE A A SRR A ER A IR ) 1 9 A
Ee i, 36 3 Fgk 4.58 3 v AR F I B KLOC/P-M Fon TARIBAT R A A .
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Table 3 Baseline productivity of the process-agent
£ 3 LR Agent (R L AR

Process agent pa; pa, pas
Productivity (KLOC/P-M) 3.5 2.2 3.0

Table 4 Resource ratio of each process-agent step
R4 R Agent SHLERE ) AE R R B LA

Process agent pa: pay pas
Design  Code | Design Code | Design  Code
35 65 50 50 40 60

Resource ratio (%)

Pt A Agent ST SEFIK 3 AN 20 B8 3 QI e — A Al . o 35 348 1 e 1) P 2 e o R e RN 6 56 I
ST 58 , RIS I P 343 9 25 I G 490 T Rl R R AR . I RR AR R R IR PR 2 AAF(E W R R R

o DK.AG=fg(PK), Bl 11 F2 Agent fJ H #x AG & thl B2 ME 40N PK BT vk 5 f, 0% L, fg & PK 2 AG FO vk 55 SR 2L

o DK.AEG=fe(EL,G), Bl ik £ 41131 DK ik (1) HAnfhi 8 AEG /& 1450 i EL A4 € MRS H b5 G JL [
YesE X W fe S EL NI G %I AEG A5 57 b5 %

o PK.SEG=fse(EL,G),Hl il FEVEANIN PK i i) 0 SR 5L AL 55 SEG J& IR LG & EL M43 5E A BT H bR G
FE A X B fse S EL 11 G 2| SEG M4k 57 s 4L

IR 3 ANERERGS T AR I D% R AR AN [ 6 00 R0 SR AN [ (8 5 VR RN S AR SR M4 — AN TT
JRCIRY 2558, AT VD B AR TR AN 2 A S 11 B o R W A A T 4 R

WA 00 PR (W 2 B B R AE ST PK T 8 1Ak R I, SR A I 43 W 45 20 19, th 2 8 — 20 il e I R AT M 11
WA PK ORI EL #5224 T 56 Al o An 5T 3 (e o Mo A7 46, e AN SL R A B B Agent 47 47 514 TAF (1 257k
3.4 1TH5|E(PAE)

PAE HR4EIHE Agent 1 E1R G5 F) SE AT A HERE, & 1) 6 AN 4t T ik

(1) P 2% (perceptor), i 2 Agent i I & B AN IAEE TP R ER AR HFR 1LY A4 145,

(2) R &RV 2% (reactor), i FE Agent 3 i & Xt S AN 1

(3) EE /232 5% (enactment engine), 't & 1 & Agent 1729 51 3 (4% 0a EE 2 FH R 5 il Ho At 358 40, A S B

ITFE Agent I REAT M5

(4) RE jEHEFE 5| % (reasoning engine), 7 3T L F Agent 947 R HERE;

(5) NE Z1Pri 5% (negotiation engine), 71 53 it 72 Agent 5 B #5 & tH# Z W £HX B AR 1 H 7S

(6) LE s&%:>)5]% (learning engine), i 72 Agent il & b il FE & 56 10047 B 24 2.

AR SCR T FLE Agent () BDIAS R SIS B AT g #E B KE A 1 R Agent 43 FIAT o 51 EAT HE BE R 6 52 44 5E H AR
RS2 R A R v 7 AR BT R R 3 MBS

o T Agent 1I1F & (belief)4E & :Belief & i i Agent I8 o 8 i i Jak ok R ER I8 I i oA 260 21 ) = s 4R A A
AR R (A LY BRAT I I B Agent AN (KRBT A UUE A % R Agent 1 (E S A

o IIFE Agent I JEEE (desire) 5 A B2 Agent FIH HESE 518 M B & M5 & AN B0 B AR AR LR
ZPE 2 B e R E 1 CURTSEIL H bR X S n] S H bR O R Agent [ EEEAE A

o T2 Agent 15 K (intention) 8244 T BEEEAE S BL AN H bR, 1T 72 Agent #S XK o1 %5 Kk
HH AR RE Agent HEAT V07 LASRECZ H bR 0T RS FE Agent 3545 T H bR ST B M 2% B AR i A E)
EIERES . AR HART DUAERE T 2 A 72 Agent 1 JR 4R & b R R IX 465 78 Agent #5 AESE LA H
B AR, — AR5 H AR U BEAEAE T — /T 72 Agent [F152 BIE & Bz H AR L REAC 48 — NI FR Agent SkesEil.ad
it Agent I F 4B 51 0] 25 B e 1) B AR AR BRI 930 T 5 A 12 T R R i B R AR A
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4 OEC-SPM Z#&ig12

OEC-SPM i HFr&E4 G A1 EK DL FE Agent 424 PA Ry R, 78 SE B I AF I R @ A I G R BRI
B BT S E b G AR I R AR A ER 2 AT R R T B A PA S B A, S A R A TSI
OEC-SPM 3% - H AR (M HERE, 45 21 H AR R 72— 7 T, AR S5 3 2 3 F2 Agent B8 7 10356l FE1E 47 0 51 4.
A7 A HE BRI 43, T AR s AR Agent BERS U4, AT A, DL R 75 B2 22 A W 55— THT 8 b AT 2 5 1 4 i R
Agent SZHLT HERIRBI HIRATA.

OEC-SPM (M FE A2 15 58, H bk Gy BRIBEAIH EK DL FE Agent PA G N\ SIREFRIRBE o482 1 ok 1 7R
Agent =5 RS FEFR . A A0 B AN HFRIN SRR Agent 31 AT 4 HEBE IR T BEWS StELIZ H kR E R
RE ST % B b, UBCFE X IX AN B bR BOAT 9 HE B, 4k S0 A0H0 0 B b 15 00, A2 s I H bs 1971 R0, 968 1 il i
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Fig.3 Behavior reasoning process
K3 AT AHERE R
Bk 1. 47 W HEFE S 1 BehaviorReasoning.
BN HAE gy HEEIHR EK;
S E AR g TR Plan(g).
IR
(1) BEH pa MfE&ES:
TEX B AR EATAT 4 38 2 i, pa 20 Ik J8% 01 28 4 PR 1R ER VR A B0 PR3 1R B8 0 BB & IR S RS
pa.Belief=EK.



HAAR AR T2 R ARG ) e SRt iR A AR ik 541

(2) Y pa M e
STt pa (IS SR AT 7 B I o AT B SR FL AR g POy, T 37

IR EES:
a) FIWr pa BG HARRiR AL g IR, I BB % SEI % H bR TR 44
For geG,
If (g.gs Match DK.AG) and (pa.Belief=DK.CRM.Pre-Condition) Then pa ] H #5454 o;
Else EXIT, V) g (13— D43
XL Match /2355 H bR b 5 2 Agent HFx AG [FIVCHC R 25
b) FIWT pa B AEE 1T L g B ALY A4 AT
% g.gk={cy,...ch H = (kiz=x) A (Kig=Xi) A A(Kjs=Xis),
X HL1<j1<j2<...<js<m,Xj1€Dj1, Xj2€Dj, ... Xjs€ Djs.
If ]si/;m((Ski =X;) V (Ski = X)) V... v (sk; = xiq))z Vv C.

1<jst )
Then pa I AEM 2 g IHEREZK;
Else EXIT.
) M4l g FIFLECR pa (&R A G 23T A AR A5 AEG 114,
FET LU0 EL FEREE H AR I RURE, HE 2R 5 | 448 Al 5 ek 2 fe 4331 AEG W1
DK.AEG=fe(EL,EG).
d) ¥ AEG 5 pa H &5 W #FZWR RC LARIE Hox g ARSI EL LR,
R4 RC Al g, 715 pa 76 g LR AR, o] H W B4R, ¥a — A T B0 UR (UR) T S e 2 fu:
UR=fu(RC,g.gc),
If UR>AEG Then pa HA S H bx g 0%
Else EXIT;
e) ¥ g MAZF pa EELES:
Zik FIAHERE pa B SEBL g MRE T, KU g In N2 pa 4L A
pa.Desire=pa.Desire+{g}.
(3) A:hiEkdy & pa MR EIES:
pa M Vs 512 S g 1R A R, A SR B g IBRAT R UK g N B4t 1) R B AR v
pa.Intention=pa.Intention+{g}.
(4) A=A SR
pa I I HE HH G AR HT [ S R g0 DU 258 ok AR s IR R g BRI VR Plan(g), v R s Bl th
Tk R SR TR ) 8 3 4 S R A R A 1 T B T ) 5 3R e 5 R T) 249 5 1) O 28 ff 5 [ I AR 3k 25 BR AT I Iy SR &2
6 R P 0 T i A B R B fse S REANIE Bl 20 O AR N 1) I
5 Plan(g) @ i 20 W 28 4t i R R G
ERGRA
BV 1 AR R T R Agent SEIE AR g RIBTERIL AR g 2 —A G T H AR, R U RPE B R A R G
)4 R v R g S AR U T RIFE SoftPM v g i 2 FHRAT 7 AR I AT A5 K S I 45 1 75 Agent, 2% > 51 4
LE KCBEJS A PAIL A, AT S5t id 75 Agent (%A,
42 EiEIiERA
MR 2 97, 28 3 AR I A — DR gL I H bR g, #5411 RegDoc(g) LA K 3 AN 8
Agent paj,Agent pa, fll Agent pas.jd 2 Agent 7RI EN 2] g 5,5t 0% B AR H 45 G 5 R R E 509 1 e 2
T RATLIEFRREST  SEHH AR K 795 DS 75 1 8, 45 26 A6 i SE B e B vt A 4 i B A 1) S v )X



542 Journal of Software 1 3% Vol.19, No.3, March 2008

AU
(1) HHiEE Agent 15 &4
pa;.Belief=pa,.Belief=pas.Belief=EK={ReqDoc(g)}.
(2) A REY L2 Agent BB S
BETAR &S 3 NI Agent 23 AT 18 S AR G 4 SR T n R 1 2D RAE B 2 R B SIS E
B Hbr g BIRE D TR A B ) AR A
a) HIWrd B Agent & HAsSlid 2 i 2 g IR, JF HH A& 98X H bR A5 211
Ak 4 T pag:DK.AG=g.gs,
(RegDoc(g) e pa;.Belief)—>DK.CRM.Pre-Condition,
FrEL pay B4 SE8L g AT 55 AF.
[F] B, pa, F1 pag #5225 LI g AT 45T
b) FIWTEFE Agent 4L BE & I AL g BOSTEORIT A i 5 H e 2K,
K %1 pag #1 pas, f
(Language=Java)=(Language=Java),
(Domain=Web)=(Domain=Web),
T LA pay,pag I AEI L H AR g SUECRIIT 5 18 5 1 A I 25K, D8] b 4k 28 5 48 1) 41 2.
pay /b H AR K 1 s 17 B, LI pagy 4 IR0 24 HiT H FR 14T 0 HEEE.
c) M4l g KBRS TR Agent AR L™ % 45 B SEIR 4 & H AR 0 LA S AL
K24 pay A1 pag #8H 4 AN N D7 B8 U5 B LA AR A S0 R
pa;:AEG.E=g.gse/(EL.Productivityxhr)=24KLOC/(3.5KLOC/P-Mx4P)=1.7M,
pas:AEG.E=g.gse/(EL.Productivityxhr)=24KLOC/(3.0KLOC/P-Mx4P)=2M.
d) ¥ AEG S5idF5 Agent (1IN 8] %2 U5 LA R ER58 H B K I Ta] 40 LA
PRI H bR 1 I 1) 29 5K 7 [2006-04-01,2006-06-30],— 3£ 3 4 7.
pay 77 5 1.7 AN A SCBLH bx, AR 1 £E[06-03-01,06-03-31] 2 8] B A 1 AN H FA vl il Bk i), R A HL A 52
WLHFR g 1IN B BEUR, 2610 5 2200 B bR g AR
pag i 2 2 AN H S H AR, €0 AL H AR 10 I 1) 8 5 24 0 R I, b S BT K (¥ I 1) 48 47 7E pag 19 7]
FH IS Ty DT P, R 0, pag Wl A2 B AR AT B 5 1 BE R 249 R4 A
e) ¥ g I AT FE Agent 1 R E S
Znk IR HERE pag & S2HL g AR, B K g INAF pag R EEAE S,
pas.Desire=paz.Desire+{g}.
(3) A MELY R L Agent [ BI4E A
el FIRHER R, A pag i L FT A ARSAE AR P R 51 S g R B R I AT H A g 19
PATBUG B g IINZ pag R EI&E AT,
pas.Intention=pas.Intention+{g}.
(4) THE Agent 2= AR AR
pag SR g T EE Bk R g i R A D R e AT R T AR 40%:60%, PR, T AR IR () B U
(SEG) 73 il fti A T
Design:40%x2 4~ J1=0.8 ™ H,
Code:60%x2 > H=1.2 1~ H.
T4 20 3% Code (1% N L& v 1 20 2R Design % 1 :DesignDoc, I ik, Design J& Code (117 3K 20 28 A 4
R 5 R (1IN )il A5 DA R T I S 4K G R A B pag SEIL g 1R B TE R, %R B R B 245 9T BT H WebProject
42 v R i 4 FroR, TE R AR R B T, SoftPM B AT R i 45, K AT R 100 s B S B A o AR



HAAR AR T2 R ARG ) e SRt iR A AR ik 543

Agent.

L RIPAT R A 22 N, 1R Agent B\ 8 I8 A 31 AR AL 1R i SR S FRIE 20T, IR 0 7 110 0 VR R 4 B AR e B
[ IS, S B AT I B K . SoftPM AR T S i B 72 Agent.SoftPM K il FH 3X AN Btls PP ¢ I 5 48 itk i 7%
Agent.

@
2ot
EELL| o
| = _ mA A #A +A
Referenced PCB = [ \WebPraject -
& [BRequirement —— XiaeJunchao
BfuUserRequirement | [ —— [XiasJunchao LeiHui ]
E EARequirement Docur e [XiaoJunchaeo LeiHui ]
Gant Chart BiReview LiAoupchag JingiuLLaiHulGhenXe HuGhenyong ]
5 [@BDesign&Code I T — ChenY
m FDesign [ChenYe JiangNan LiTae WarjgHaitao ]
Plan Change D code | T [ChenYg JiangNan Li
= [BTest Huc
B Test Case
& [ Test i [Hu
Qualily Pizn I Execute by PA;: WebTeam2
H Design: 0.8 Month
: Code: 1.2 Month
JC1 || | i
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