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s — Ry kN LIRS 3 -~ *
H [ SIS IR B it R [ B R 5 A 0E
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YRR BRAEEBE, YTYR HiRt 210093)

2 EHL AR B H R E AR = (M a0 N%), Y95 #iat 210023)
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B E SURIR SR A — A B AT AR I Je e SRR Ty ik, LR RATENT SRR AR B b ey KA IR,
ATIR AR R & |6 A ATIRAR R A2 5T Z A AR A B A X A R eGP AR E AL, A T ATk AR, A TFAEAIR )
e & TA2, R T —HE G ARIRIE 2R a9 RAD B AL e 454 5 ok, A AT M RARRIEAL, SFET A Bk
T RRBA . %7 kR0 E it dh B AR A ROt B 69 ARBRAR AL, — 7 @A Bh T it xt AR B RO B ARRAR A 69 4k
KRB KB R BAER, B —F @R T Sl AT AR AR R I AR, AR AR T A2 AR A
8RR, BRI EH R A T RIFRARE, ERASKRN T LA 2.

KR ABRIR I, KRADP| A 464, AR 414 &) LA, ARBAER, 25T

REES S TP31L

thoc sl RS BRI, FEOCH, (ESEAN, SRESE. T I UK ) v vk B30 ) JR SRR T k. R AR, 2022, 33(7):
2562-2580. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/6278.htm
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Rever se M odeling Support Method for Domain-driven Design

ZHONG Chen-Xing"?, LI Wen-Jun*?, REN Gui-Jie*?, RONG Guo-Ping"?

*(Software Institute, Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China)
?(State Key Laboratory for Novel Software Technology (Nanjing University), Nanjing 210023, China)

Abstract: As a software development method to tackling the domain complexity, domain-driven design has been widely applied in recent
years. However, as a key activity in domain-driven design, domain modeling is still facing the problems caused by the loose relationship
between domain model and programming. To address this issue, this study proposes a code to model transformation method following the
model-driven reverse engineering methodology. The method can abstract model designing from code in real-time, thus facilitates domain
modeling in two ways. On the one hand, it enables comparing domain model and programs to avoid the deviation of programming from
modeling. On the other hand, it reduces the dependence on the code details during the knowledge crunching process, thus promotes the
feedback on modeling. A case study is conducted in areal scenario and it proves the validity of the proposed method.

K ey words: domain-driven design; code to model transformation; model-driven reverse engineering; domain model; programming

HEN 21 a0 Dok, A F IR A s 96 A nl 5B i f (0, FERE R IE R AT K I H 28 R 24k
T 6 9 BRI G R, R TT R i B 2k SR ORI 2 I A TT RN RUGIR B, AT Rk 2 2k
(R 00 TE T 3R B AT 76 I AT AR 5 . 450488 9K 2 ¥ 1 (domain-driven design)l™ {4 Sk — il 3 ) 22 e 4500 52 24 1k

« JEETUH: B K ARFRHE I 4:(62072227, 61802173); [ 5 = 2 HF & v %11 (2019Y FE0105500); 1. 5 44 BURF ) XL G137 1l H
(BZ2020017); e 5% K5 T ALK AR BOR [ 5% T i 52 56 % ) 37 Tl H (ZZK T2019B01)
R SCH T ) B SR AR I UIR 25 B BR L R L G SR R B BN B MR TR T 5L R 2 B R HE AR
WG S ) 2020-09-13; 45 B[] 2020-10-26; 5% H i) i) : 2020-12-15
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VRAETE & D10, I AEIXRE 1R IR BT T 43 2112 M H

AU K Bl 15 T B2 H T S8 404 458 8 (domain model ) HE AT B PE 1 E R . AR R iy O R N B A
KR ARG 10— A SR 2 T S R R R AR | 2 AR X 0 T A AU I 55 S B AT T AT L AT
(A 5. AN 2y 6 V1 3 E SR R 5 AU ASE AR AR S, AN T Ao A Ao R R A 0 R 22 K A S R BB A e 48
SR TF R o 287 . ATUSIAR R R A S IR 0 52, 300 B A 25 e 0 AP IR 0 R S 80T &, 49 T RN L g
iy B S ASE AR [y 2R AR A RN T AL RS BB Ah, A 2 AN SR A S AE (K KT op, AN R AR RS A A A
A A AR A AN T R A AR AR, A K B e R PR S B SC (bounded context) W b i AR 8 2 S LA
R R TR 0 3 R 5 ) AR IR K )y 1 R 3K R 05 8 45 4 #Y (microservices architecture) PR B2 4, X A
SLH W 3R 0 O 55 T, kA B 5 45 I8 P e B £ 6 e DR 25 19

SR, AT IR 8 S A 8ol 3 50 48 47 52 o I PR v T 8 Gy 30 0 ik . T gk B AR T AR 2
() 0 — 30, AR IR ) e T 38 SRl A2 T T SR AR B B AR AR 1 ) N 2 R R R s v, R
JE VTt I L iz b AU R R AT AR R ) el AR AR | S B AT AR TR AR R AT AR AR R AR
T RIF AR AKX 3 AR, JRI I AR IX 0 R A T M RS MR 172, A A AR B A T — R
FII kg3t e (building block), FEAN Ky 3t LB LLAR 335 55 (pattern language) JE 2 iR 7 45 2 A5 15) A5 60 A R0 e
Bk S, A, AR Al B v R I R T 1 6] 5 g R 2k LA AR AR A, AT AR e T R B8
e B R RS, R, BT U R R B S . A LI, A ) B i 1 AR 1 S R Ak
(knowledge crunching) i FIAE S 8 1) H 1, Lo G JE - AR AL S 56 (¥ A28 w) A7 1 9k

) RLAE T, AT R Bl VT AR 5 K s AT At R A (I L O T P RUAE I () T S R, AR e AR
JE AT T 40 2SI e AU K ) 1 T (K U 3 AR ORIIT RN B AN N RE 745 I A L 28 5 1T K 95 o R 45
— 5T, TF N B3 AT TR A7 A PR 22, AU R ) 4 R A AR s B A v B R, L 45
SO G2 T (R SR A% s 5 — T, A 0 R S LA Y A A9 U o R 2 18 LR A, g A B B R IR
F10) 25 e 1 LA LA B Nt S A3 IR T st R S 0 T A Ak R R AR A TR A D) 0 T L 3K i AR LR A T
AU IR R 7 3 VA A ERA O B R e R, TE 4 1 776 e T H SR R TR s B dh il ok, LASCHE
AUk AL .

AT AR R R R 1 2 T A A T B A IR IR, AR S A R K ) () 3 7] 1 (modiel -driven
reverse engineering)®#i¢ i — Rl ACRD BB ) [ B4k BB 7k, o S A B R AR GBS J T S ER. BT
(19 77 92 B I T LSRR AT S Il 5 HH R 1 e I [ AU AR AR, — 5 THT 6 8 30 ok 6 L e 49075 810 1) A A AR 5 4
UEATTIIRR AR AP R I 3 11 43 Bl AN G B U e B AU R S D T, 08 R el R T T A
) (AT IR PR P R AN A, D FE AR S A S, AT s TR Ak

ARICE 1 AT ATE SR TR, 5 2 T ARD BRI 4 e iR K SR AE RS, 5 3 1T 4 H QAT B A A
B4 R I SRS BTG P O AL 55 4 T AR B A4 e i RN HAR S i, 25 5 WSl A ik TR
JEAL. 2 6 TR F R B IR VA AT . B T R A A, SRR I P AR

=R HEXIE

T2 JLAE L, —SUmiFSEN 03 BR ) T i e ek s A g e e A A R RO R e T 2 VI R A O 1) L R A
T, I T4 A0 T ek 400 3 8% 7 380 AR 110 % 45 R Dy A Sal el B 4R (i S 3, #8mT LU VR A58 AL 3R 3)) T2 7% (model -
driven engineering) (1) FL 44 B . Le 25 A TUR FY 6 1 3 figt () AWK 4 15 7 (annotation-based domain specific
language) S B T LR AR e kg 55 A B AR 1) A3 TR B AR B e 4, A B 4545 B ) SR S G R B AR L X R
P Rl aiX 3 B0y, &k e Se R il — P A S Ve E 5 DAY AT 2 30 AR 48t — P T A
AT R 8 1 5 DARYE R AR 3R K, B RPN P DR SR A — N R ZOR SRS, B4 T 8k
Fe Sz TR, UL S 58 B AR TR 1) 8000 B e AR 1 54 4. Soares 25 ANV & T — AN A5RS04 1A A4 1) 1
AR T Elihu, % T HE 5N 2 P4k K ) ¥ 715 2 (domain-driven design pattern) LA e SUBLTIE S, FE4K

o

1 Hs

A
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TN G A UHE 42 (naked objects pattern framework) s B AR5 i) [ 2L i 2 fik. Schneider %5 ARt —Fi 45k
20 A (K AR A B 5 02, A 30 U 5 SRS 1R e s S0 5 8000 120 A S0 R AR Y e sz B Aol 45
BN R TR LA AT IR D B IbAh, 5 1R T AR S E AT R I B B SEILHE LS OpenXaval® i
Apachelsis™®. AR, X KTk EAR R FARHE T AU AR S B, R A A S R R e ) L
e A B T A T LS I TR B M 45 0B B, TR BN T B LB L IEH S AT, L, AR
T AT RETT A N Gt T sl B i, AUt Y v g A A2 5 SR BB, 7 U TR A GRS #8 AN s kI, ey 24—
HI SOk I B g, I AR 2 T R A AR AR, R i A L 1
PR AU S
BT ERITRAAFAEE AL, ASCRR T —FAE T O TR R 508 B, S ulim ol A0 SRR i) 4%
R g M SR A 125 9 nT U A R R R Kl 10 398 1) TR R R R AR T, BEE AP T e 2 A
RSB
o Usi, FIALALHGS B A BT AU B A h SRR (G 18] 1(B) BT R), R 5 B bRtk IR Y 3
L5 AR R (10 3B, AT 88 G R P 1 v i RS USRS . 3K — R 0 B S i T A N B3 A TR A A A
R LA b EAT G f, AT S S S S MR AR Y, s RE S Ak T OT RN B 2 U A
o Uy Uri, B B USRI AT L TR B RAT R A R 2 G, XA A AU ST RN B
{1 R0 U A 3% 30 6 6 AN P 8 USSR e T (P8 L(D) BT o), 1T AR5 B AR s £ A4 414 (L a7y 2 52 TR
AN, W 1(@)). RSB S AU R SO0 BT TT A BRI ANAT B, X B e RE AR s R B
G R 2 AT RN 2% B, AT £ e G B 2 ) e A

o T
m%é? ;Eﬂ — I‘lﬂJ
’ ﬂhl:‘ﬁ%t ﬂiﬂi‘[t HEGHNmRER
(5]
(o | = =l
SRR SRR 5
(8) WL BT (b) AR SRR A Jh ] S 455 QU e B ol

1 AT A A o R AR A ) A 7R 4 o S o A e A 0

T K ) 1) 396 ) TR 7 VR e s A T, LR RS 2R R A 4 R AR v, #0E TBE R0K R 4e M R JT
HLAE ] oA (metamodel )11 26 i B R Bt SRR RA T BEAY 1 3 B VL, 5 TR B s KL m L L
FP ) A S SRRy e & (metaconcept), Ll UML oA sz SCT Ron il & ok AT B AR IE R % 7
TR RS (300 1) TRErh, AN ) T R0 5 3 FTAS () A6 A 7R OR AR 8 LU S BN R 1) H 1911, MoDisco HE 42
8¢ 38 501 R R B e A A (knowledge  discovery metamodel )B4 IE F . TP R A A AL B AR B i v U7 2. Ramon
2t N\ OS5 3ot 4520 P 7 D 4 1 (graphical user interface) (K 5238t Y 2R 400 110 7 22 VA R Y, 443 B 1 e A
R4 FLAK 7 3% 101 (concrete user interface) 7K. Nirumand 25 A7 AN 2 s 8 Y v -4 H 5 300 435 6 700 A K [ 22
AT B, RN TE A 2 AR R s B, 15 B () S Y R 22 LN T 2 4% (Andrroid applications security
aspects) TLAR Y . 3 16 T A 6 A AN B o SR ERCRT 6 AE R R ) G A R AT — AR AR 2 A 8 A Y B
LA (0 3 e e AR AR A P () O RS RN e ¢ (R A T A [R]. 3X 4 TA JE P ) e R 2R mT B4 S 2K (1) bRtk oo
R L 4 MoDisco HE 21 (2) R 5 4510 (domain specific) i TR, EL fit Ramon 2818 A Lt T T 1n) 18 1 45U,
IR OB AR, T i 4R R A8 1) T ABE 7R P T 45 77 12 A 11 R 9 R S R I T B A A T AT R A, BRI
55y T I R T A R AR B ) P i R vk S A SR R () e i, (LS A i T A £ A AR
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[F ) 208 FH Ak, 22 10 1) JLARr e U, AR 45 B WU B I RS, N T s e A o 2

) P A5 Y 3R ) 1) 305 ] TR SRR AU AR, T S FH AR T AU IR B B v 0 e AR T ARSI K By v vl il
DAk, JOARIR — B % AT KT 9T $4 . Diepenbrock 45 A PBIIE T A 14 16 (ontol ogy ) 2 HY — Fift oA 75 ok 35 AN [+
ATRE A R DG 2R, AT G 477 A [R] A48 A5 70 7 50 b 2 v 3 SC— B0, LT D3 110 40k S A MR % B i A0 A
R, PR S EF SCMIE SRR (shared model). Rademacher %5 A\ P213E T UML Profile ML 2 UML JCRERY,
P50 0 2R HE 20K A IR Bl e T IORE, AT RV A AT O, LT R A M SIS % T
Evans™. Ak, — Lo A RS B e AR [RRE SR At T AT K S B (0 TR R S R, Bl SOk 7,8]4%. AR, X
UG A D TR 1) A0 B Bl R T 1) O T — T T AN &G S T A 1) 8 A ARAE, 55— D7 TN A T 60 g A % 2R T
2 AR TR (AR A SE B, A IK Bl Y T ATh D BRGNS s A R ) AR R

Jg ik, A SCTH ) FEAS O R T PR R R oY, I A T U R — R A B A T 5 4
77 1% (code2model for DDD, C2MD), [RJ B 3ESEIL T H 34k T 5 J5 8 DL 32 RF 453 el B 2.

2 HEESUSRIR IR IR E B R T 12

ASSCHR ¥ C2MD A HD B A5 0 4% 5y 03T 1 B8 (horseshoe model )24, I B L — AN SR T ACRD
FSE AL P 300 ) R HE LR, AT 280 B2 7 B A0 1) A e e A PR O By B TR B BT I A R N A N A
) B A B DA A A, A KT I 2 A 5 4 b ) L AR AR A F) A% B A T i s 122 A SRR H A A )
I A 46 s I T S B 1) 7038, B 4 DA A% 2 (R FE RS 3 P BDRES), Wil 2 R,

(1) LO 2 Fon A B 4 40 (R0 o5, 56k I 5 44k s A it m 35 1 AR 70 3R AT AR S B (K = . AR

Tl e B T AU 2R R AT DG MR A, I T e A P B Aol 5 0 U TG S P A AR A T, BL G d i A 5
FEA T ST AN . A S (AR B T T 1) X % 1) 4 F2 15 55 (object-oriented programming language,
OOPL)P4szH,

(2) L1 Z: X RERAE AT H# AT BRI, R G AR SO 4 5 A 3 B H SR UM G A5
HUFE — MM GIE LW, WNE A L1 BEAL BT L1 EEALS B AR RE SEBLHE A SR AH G,
AT 1 o % %2 4% 2 21 47 (object management organization) & b SF 4 45 <& # #Y (platform  specific model,
PSM).

(3) L2z MMNAHEEMTA LLZM PSM BB BN BIEL. SEA L1 JZAE B HRR B — AN L2 )2 58 40
WS, WS BN S SRR, BT R BB B T B R AR ST IR, TR g X 4
LA 2B S 6 M ST B (platform independent model, PIM).

(4) L3 2 XA L2 BRSO E A G AT G 58 R, AN A HL AR 484 s
LA . BT B R R T B AR U A Y, BRI O e o 5 A SRR O o SR S A Y
(computation independent model, CIM).

|
|
|
L | (A ] A& ]

]

1

=<> :
= e il -_— —/— !
= L] |V @G G |
A : :
Lo. Ui L1.PSM : L2. PIM L3 CIM :
(OOPL) {Abstract Syntax Model) : (UML Profile) (UML Profile) :

2 C2MD AR S A7 % e i)

{HAFE R AJE, L1 EARER A X LO Z ML &0, Bk, L1 EARE o L Lo R4 ok (L
1 Java JUA ) A 5 FEAR — S0 Je S (Lh an Java Je AR L 1) class Je &), Bb4h, L3 JZ CIM BRI 1) JuA R & L2
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JZ PIM BERL 4E, o (K AL T, A AN 2 o S 4 AR S BRAN 1T, S & 45 48 UML M0 4
SRR (R DA 1T i o A NS SR 5 A 1Y (1 e v LSRR R AU S L. IX R X 0 CIM AT PIM A5 )
25 Evans™ J¢ Hippchen 2 A —3. 2% 55 &, PIM BEALRI CIM BEAL 4Ry C2MD R FE (o4t #6 mT LAFE 4 %
PN FE RN, Al B U L ST B N B 4 R TR U Y.

3 EMEGUEEESERTEE

A S0 T4 R 5 1 5 (domain specific language, DSL)82777 vk 5g SCT T ) A% a8 R i TR AR, Sk
ik C2MD AL B AL S 4 ik B PR Rl R % 2 24(LO 3 L3) BTG (M R . 3L DSL Jyidkse LI ot
AL W RP R (1) SR E I o R (abstract syntax metamodel, ASM), Fiid T — R A 2 T %4508 1) B 8
MRS MR 8] 0% R FNEEVE LR (2) FL AR OB B (concrete syntax metamodel, CSM) i T ASM {EAS A&
= (b w F 75 = OOPL FAREALTE & UML) H 1 HARRIE S, —A ASM B LUK .2 4~ CSM. ASM il CSM [
TPt I DG 2R A IO Bl 1 T 11 SN, AR AR A 45 0 R 1 A A A IR BRI S, T AR I
BRI, b T DA IR AR e T DR, AR 0 AR A 3o R P AN [ e )2 0 T LR AR g A SR AR () R
[ R ITE K.

ASCHIET DSL s SO I ) 4k e 452 1k 2 11 SO S Y i 44 R 03 e ALY 1 5 (domain modeling specific
language, DMSL). DM SL f 2 B an 1] 3 TR, A SCE Se 45 H THI 1) A0k it A 3k F2 1 ASM, AR MR o i e, i
JURE TR IR T AT AV R 1) A R LG R, MO TR E IR R R A R ST e, A
SO ST AR BSR4l AR ) 4 AN SRS R TG 1 oA, Oy BRI O R CSM. AR S0 U
A TR R 3 5 R AT T 3 (L I B 5 OOPL FI AR RS 3 UMLK 6 7R U e ME & 3145, PRI [0 1) 4
A7 0 FHY M R T A AR T Ak

A

o /AN

o [Lorswesw]) [Lzevees]| [L.omzgs]

3 WU BIIEE 5 4R

31 #ETIEE

N AT AR 1) DG 5 70 38 MO R T (M R S S 2 ok, #3384 iRt ASM, Bl DMSL M ot
B e, AR Y OB T AR (8] 4 SRR A3 ) R I T AR AR AR TR Il A . AR A AR AT THT i) R G 1) AR
3 PRSI, SR (domain model) Ax 5 2 gl 45 F I i — Fhfii B, BEAS QUSRI R I R 58 ML 5%
FIOU). i A 45 T FT g 5 B 22 AN 4006 % (domain object), AN SO 5 6 Bt s Bl 55 R ) 5 43 12
B, AN S8 F AT £ 8 7 (domain attribute) 13447 (domain operation).

1 bn|
-— = DomainObject - ““{  DomainAttribute ” DomainOperation l

Module 2L AggregatePart L AggregateRoot Entity 2 "
0.l
Definesldentity -
BoundedContext 2 Repository 2L ValueObject DomainEvent —
ValidatesSpec
0.1 0.1 z i ¢ " 0.1
Factory DomainService Specification

Bl 4 QU BIRLE T 5 & oY

Fey 36 R AU A ) M, B AL X R AR IR T R o K ) R A AR RE e v v R A R
SEASEINT G R4 A [ A0TSR 0 A0 6 4 UK A D R TR R B B, A 1) A AU TR AR e Bk I, A X
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AR 3 HAR AR AR 70 B DA AU A 5 S L, SE AR (entity) A4 i e n] B T BB 04 20 R AT 5
DX a3 FF R I AN 5, — MBI 5 BRI A3 R R AR A R AT WA . AR SCHR H 1 R oA 28 1 DA & ik
P, BT ORI (A I B A 3R (B 4 IR AR50 454 T SCHR[1,19,28] % T 1E.
T TSR I G A i ERORE o (R IR R A R ) B T 1 4 A 41
o iR kR iR E SO AR HRE M E AT %, Entity N ELATESE R A Ay L. TRy H R
PRI, X Definesl dentity BAZE 7 br i P4 1 SObR R ) 7 320 A T i e T — 4k
o X% (value object): X FH T Hiik A AT AE 1T AR B % A AR IR BTN 4, ValueObject B H A A AJ
o Hf(aggregate): A — AL AERMEX G, BA 0T SN G AN G S BT — Sk
REATEEHAT B R — A e 8 Xk B8 SR (AggregateRoot), 4k 3%t % 2 B 1ok B8 4 A Sl 42 ) et
T A IR ATERT S IR U7 ). TR B 1A B 2R A R LA AR (1 A AR % S Bk O 23 4 (AggregatePart).
o R4 (service): AT S M O R AE @ DomainService, H.IX SE 4 1 A I 4k 4 S AR BRAY
IR 5T
o YUHFiF(domain event): s I R AR FEAT BN B, R U N AR IR B B I — R A
R, BB DomainEvent [ & 44 & KOO0, B T A ARG — MR, BT
Definesl dentity 77 72l & 55 14 (1] E— BRI
o YR (repository): A4 JRVT ) (0 G LG A (G AT 4, Repository §1 B iSRS
(474 5 U ) B A
o ) (factory): H T &3 Juxt G 01547 M B4 5, Facorty 51 512 Y 10 BT A 5 S 1 B 44
o MUA%(Specification): Ffiids A AT G N FLAT 1A 249 R 1 ABIBO0 5, 10 o2 BUION) 5 2 15 1 A RE b
FRYEE. FUA% % A T H: ValidateSpec 77 723547 4 R 36 3F .
o Yy (Module): H TS RIIEATRIZ;, X REH WA TR g TR, it 2 [a]1# 7o

HHAMMBARAR.
o BRA LRI BARTHAAE Z AU, i BoundedContext T~ WU e UBEALIL F, DLERFFHL
T [ 5 A

Bl 4 iR fEas T MG H S U B OB C R M IR AR Horh, SeiR B R AR G BT T o &,
Defines| dentity /1 ValidateSpec 25 ex FH] T- A ATUON S 1) J PEATER AT, MAEHR . B bR SCSEiy i g it 1
AU (B e VER S, QUSRI O T B AU T AL a B, AN T 9 B AU AR L S (5 B TR
B, AN ) B A D S AR C 28R T AU AR AIE, 1T T 20 PR 3 8 S AR O B

UL Ah, DMSL (1 #8 7& JU A T3 OC T Mt 2 TR IR DG AR AN [ g 3 B 2 TR) R 5% AR 8 O R 2R
(constraint) LA @ ARAT A (W4 1), I AT DMSL A1 21 10 S5m0 A7 3k A ax e by it Bl JF) O RO, L
A A A T S A A i B A R A — BRI, XN R TR R AR CLEntity 7 H AT — Ak
Definesldentity Fric (AR IRAF", FEATAEH] DMSL A5 2 (K AT R8BI 38 A% 20 A0, AR, XS [] — AU
SRS, AN [ T A A BN AT L A7 AN T 10 552 3 g (Bl a2 7 77 A SR 2 Js U ), 3 A A5 AN [R] I TAT A T e
ST AFRHIE R FOCR, B SRR SO T B A A7 A2 “ BRI B SO RVFRR " SEmt I T T A&
BAIR Sz . ik, DMSL ALEE ] 18008 FH (1 M i SR 4, T8 3 £ 45/ AL (Focuss group) 8 45 At A5 )01 ™2 B
AT

P T ok R ARG S % B B A 1 oA, B DMSL iy H AR TR AN HAR SO AR #8 J ME 2 TC A
TULERINAN G2 RARRIUE 3, S o AT AR [ 1 U & A MBS R SG R, 5 8 31 L3 2 BERY T Al
MITCRERE L2 R 14, DRIeRE — 2 i o R 3L R g s
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R 1 E XH SR, 2] A AR BT T 5 I Z90R

[2BERE LR Hik

Entity C1. Entity 4 H 2 — 4 Definesldentity #7ic [ 55 1A FF
Definesldentity | C2. WA ZJi7E Entity 5 DomainEvent " i Jf]
AggregateRoot | C3. AggregateRoot W47 j&- Entity & #!
C4. AggregatePart 7 /& Entity 5% ValueObject 2%
C5. AggregatePart 2 2t AR, HAR & AggregateRoot 257!
C6. DomainService H & L #EAE
C7. ##455h DomainService [ 40U SN BE B g4 HoAh K AL
DomainEvent C8. DomainEvent 5 H 145 — A ¥l Definesldentity #5ic Hdr IR 5T
C9. Repository H 5& X1k

AggregatePart

DomainService

Repository C10. Repository ##{F 13 [H[{ 2 B 20 f2 AggregateRoot Xf 4
C11. ##EBh Repository [ 45 6 5 AN RS e 450k LAt 28 7Y
Factory C12. # il Factory AT % 92 7N e i sl A5 A s 7

Specification C13. ##& />4 —F ValdateSpec J

C14. ValdateSpec J5 i 04 40 LA — A~ HAR AT S48 by 25
ValidateSpec C15. ValdateSpec J5 i 04 Z0UR |71 4 /R A 2 77

C16. M figfE Specification H 1 FH

3.2 LO-{KF3TiEsl

AR 0K 2 Y A8 A TR 7 %5 % 1) 2 B 7 = (object-oriented programming language, OOPL)#EAT F2 /5 ¥ it
K 5 IR T LO JZ BARAD BT 75 B () A0 Ve, B AR S JCRALE OOPL TR X, 8 i ke M & oA 7Y
WLt E) OOPL JuBiMIFifd. Ihrh, OOPL JuHEA fy1 S 44 43 Bz, T fif (annotation) 4 Ay % Fh OOPL ({145
Java 5P LL R AR CHBMY BT S, e it A AR TG 2% B AN G Bt LA B G 1 % B AR R R R R A M. AR AR
KyE ) OOPL Juti b, 3 fift v F T34 4 FhaEd AT 5%, 4625 (class). F B (field). J ¥ (method) L &
fir 44 2% [) (namespace). &N B A 5 2 A JE 1 (property) LR A B -F & VEMRAT A (EAAVER N, K&
A8 2K K B2 Ll (interface), Ja 4 AT LR 7R B 7 BOR2E. [ 5 s ) OOPL JGH AU 5 4% OOPL JuAE AL i) T4k,
B NE T IR OOPL 724K 45 K I JOME 2 558 N 2%, X2 B T AR SOOI A AR R0 25 4, T AN A2 B AR PR AR AL S B

fn

T
i LY &1 Ll | +l
NameSpace : : Class  — — I Field | | Method |
1 I | $1 ‘ | t.n | 1
1 0
DomainModel | DomainObject 4 B DomainAttribute DomainOperation
L Module L Agprepatel®art 8.1 AppregateRoot Entity 0.1
: o Definesldentity !
BoundedContext ~ Repositary “ valeObject DomainEvent |-
I 1 0.1
0.1 : .
Factory %1 DomainService Specification | ValidatesSpec

K5 ARIEICHY: LR OOPL JURERL K 3 5 2 T B ) 0 W 5% 2R

5B YLH T OOPL Jufif 5 & e R C R, XM R Z IS WK, ST 4% DomainObject. 4l
B % JEPE DomainAttribute & H 44 DomainOperation fEACHS JZ 1173 0 £ I A K F BTk, Bk, I
RN B LAy 4 25 (e Java 1 (1) package) T X 20 R 4Tk 4SS Y, BR] Atk iy 44 22 0] A e SR Ay 45 a5 7Y
DomainModel. OOPL JT 8 55 ME & oY 1) 5¢ R R B, AR 70 2 (Hb W2 Class) T FH -T2 1A X [0 (10 S 4ak 45 284
(LK % DomainObject). 1 58 H 4 (1) AR AT 76 28 it 2 a2k (1 ARUIARE 280 135 S (B LR I 119 ) 3 e ) W Ak ot v
R TN k. MR TR T b (¥ B R B (BL n S A) 4% e S OOPL IR fifk LA 4 ot 12 g AR oo 25 (Lk
28), MRS 7T 2 0 2 208 U RN 2, R IZ AT T 38 e AR DA ) 2 P 4 s e (L 12 288 e A A g
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PR [ Ao 52). 70 A A A 38 B e SO AR IEIRAR RS JC 2R I, I 030 MR oA Y s SR s B ) G R
21

AL SRR TS AH N ARRE JC 2= 1 A W, LLSERCh B (an &l 6 Fin), Release S Y. 1) AR
@Entity 14 FH 1151 Release 251 78], H.IF A7 Release Z5(1 product 7Bt %) Product S 4 #E1T H S &M
AN, Sz AA i B AR 2 AR A R TP bR, EE B 6 Release ST releasel D J@ 1, % )8 Mk
fi# @Definesl dentity FT1& .

1. package com.saasovation.agilepm.release;
2. @AggregateRoot

3. @Entity

4. public class Release {

5. @Definesldentity

6. String releasel D;

7.  Backlogltem[-] backlogltem;

8.  Product product;

9. RelaseRepository relaseRepository;

10.  public ScheduleBacklogtem schedule(-){
11, ..

12, }

13. }

6 BETEMRE M) OOPL 1A% (LA Java i)
3.3 L1-PSMti&EE!
PSM B8k AR RS 70 BT, ARSI SO R 28 0 2 0 BT e e — > PSM A, AR 1€ 7 o 19
JuREAL. S, B 7(@) s T PSM BB KGR, P 7(b) s T OGRS R AT CBESR K TR AN Be v, AR
FEA TR a8 PR AN REA e 8 1) ol 5 R SR T,

Class Namespace Annotation

name ; String target : Element Type
annotations : Set<Annotation= nume : String

name ; String
modifier : String

ClassRelationship

Property
type : String
reference : Class name : String
multiplicity : Stning returnType @ Class
default : String
1
1
| Namespace Field
String
ficldType : Class

annotations : Set<Annotation=

Method

name : String

(a) BASZERSY, (b) HAlh
7 PSM JoH Y ) OGRS I B AR T

HT PSM BERUAACHS A HAEA NG R, PSM oA LO RACHS SO R AT L P — S0 o (&
7@PTR), WIREM . K. FBL Tk 42 05, JF HaE ik 5 HoAl 4 DMAREMOB SRR E R 3.2 1 —
. 2K A (ClassRelationship) i G KM SRR Z A5G R, XK R F R RE L # S0 i 3ReE, t
WA R 7 BER AR ) — AN RAIL T I KI RIS R, T PSM JTHAL S5 BES TR I R A LO
JEORFE 2L, WA EERD PSM O S (L 1 28) 5 4y 3 e (B A SEEAR) RO B DG 3R, DRI IRT 7 R BEE —H KA.
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76 B AR BEV 5 TH (W B 7(0)FTR), A PSM BRI Field X8 LO J2AUR h A 80 I 2 Bofs B, 3%
Bt 44 K name. BR 52 £5F modifier(Lt 2l public, private 25). - Bt 25 & fieldType DA K A& 1 1% 7 B ¥4 fif annotations
&, Method Xof ARG H AR A SO0 VAR B, BFE AR, BRE AT B IR HIESH
parameters UL & iR [FI{H returnType %5, 2% & ClassRelationship J¢ i fEAN A HAL K 27 0] () 256 R, BARGLE
R P Rl G RSB (type). BRILZAh, BT RR RN KRR RARG WE A, B 51K
AATI ) — 3 reference LU M 1% 2K 56 & (1 2 T MERRAE multiplicity(bbn 0...1, 0...*%%). Annotation X 3 45 16 1ff
AT T R MG S, IS MM A 7 R 2K target (L 128 B s R B) LA KAl 44 name
& Wb, WA H L0 BEE TP UM MOLE 3.2 1)k, 58S oy 1R s ey R FF—
H, 1045 @Entity, @ValueObject 4.

3.4 L2/3-PIM/CIM JT#%8]

S8R T PIM e, RIME& A A UML FIORIUE I, 18 KA & o B 2 i 31 UML o2 43
F|. o, UML JoBEA AR 4 FTzn. EER UML 1B 4TS AR S Al 1) JR R 2 T (1) UML B B/MIA g
SEARRE, B 5 TAR L K EEDY: (2) UML IERE s N TR TT R 5D, HA A R 3R (3)
PR —Fil A I EEEGE S, UML HAA B 581 T AR, 4k, UML 1) Profile HLHIE SRR B @ X i& 5
(stereotype) BRI R T 25, MM AEAR AN 0 3 H AR IARF Bl . TEARSCOGHER UML JoiE R, s Y] H
Thric 4 BIR T EK, WIE L (package). (class). J& P (property) fl#5 1 (operation)Z. A, UML &8 g 4x
0 H (tag) /& X H 3 AL (1 8 1 DL s M A TR . Relationship [ TR AN K MR R, AL M2 E 5
Z AU F5 < X (associ ati on) A1 4 i (dependency) 7 Fi'.

[= +J T3 *I * 1 [ + !
RelutionShip I I Packnge I - : Class * — Property

1 , e [ 1 On | 1

PR ' "
DomainModel [+ DomainOhject @ % DomainAttribute DomainOperation
Maodule r AppregatePart A poregateR oot Entity
Definesldentity ]
" BoundedComtext | '  Repositary B YinlueOrject DomainBvent | ' i
ValidatesSpec
ol - -
Factory U DomainSe rviee Specification | !

K8 PIM JuiRd: fifLi) UML Je R e 165 3 JO R A0S 56 R/

8IEULH] T UML JCIE AL 5 ME & O R (i i 5C &R . eSS S I, R R N B 08 5 MO T 45 M A 1R 25
(class diagram) >R ik S Y. A0 K R EOME S I8 JB . BRVERIZEIE 5C & (relationship), 433K
7 A4 %) %2 DomainObject . 454 %) %2 (1) J& 1k DomainAttribute. $§:1£ DomainOperation & %} % 6] % %&. 4k, UML
P (¥ £ ] (package diagram) ] B - X 4TSk 0 G kAT 4 41 DAAH RATUS A T, DR ok, A o e O A 4B AR Y A
DomainModel. i} 58 L A4 (1) B 8 76 25 BT 38 18 1) A0 sk A5 250 o S (R[S I 1) A s B ) DU 44K g g o AR SR B HE SR B
W, 5 S (Entity ) M Bk bR 2%, Mo B oK b EBH % 28 g B N SR R B s o % X
(BoundedContext) 43 R AR A, M i 2 2CHh i3 %6 P i Ak % 5 8 1 [A)— AU 8 UK AR [ 43
WY, AE PIM B rh R AL G e SRR 3 ) G R A VT8 AR oA 2 s SRR 3 R ) 56 R AR

MEHAATHN R PIM BB AR S o 1 A VR I ) 3 28 it 5 AR 28 6 32 T, 1 A £
s R AR iC TR BT B9 BART — PIM BRI (10 & — ANt %), SN2 3.2 A5 Rl
CIM BN 7R U 5 o AElOnS e ) J 1 SO BRI G R, TN I BAR BT 4075, AL T PIM JTAESY,
CIM JCHIRE D EEEN T, BI CIM B B % B 1 55 3 440 44 (compartment) 4 75,
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com.saasovation.agilepm.domain. model.product.release |

<<BoundedContext>>

<<AggregateRoot,Entity>>
Release

- =<Definesldentity>> releaselD : String
- backlogltem : Backlogltem(]

- product : Product

- repository : ReleaseRepository

+ schedule() : ScheduleBacklogltem

9 PIM BIALRY
4 REGEHER B LIER

AT S AT B A R R U, TS S SR B D BB AN S PSM R (LO B L1)
AL PSM F| PIM B (L1 3] L2)%s 3. BT CIM(L3) A& PIM(L2) TR () 742, M PIM % CIM #i
R (407 vk CIMGEN % B 4%, PRI A HASORE AT 8.

4.1 REDE)HREY pY B GT 1 )

R 2R T C2MD J5 ¥ I8 3 AR RS BIA AL 3 0 0] 3 610 DU F6 38 T C2M D %% 43 #4211 s A\ (OOPL 1i5)
S GET UML [ PIM/CIM B8 27 T (R AR, 4 F 6 ROR 2SR e & ok 3Rk, 1ot MU 1000 4 H
KT OOPL Hifir a3 ial. 25, FBORNJT 2 M PIM/CIM BERS 40, 2K, @ PEANERAE, Hivk, Al
RGP @ R e ik B, 8 OOPL FF R BN AL Jo 4l th by it Hesg UM T B 1M, 10 7E PIM/CIM A7
R R I A AT G 2l e AR B e SR R BT A A GIU) B); S LI R 1K 8 Tk Property 4t i ok # 3 R 1) JE
Tag(FR M| 6); #M) 7-HN 9 Ko OOPL H 257 Bl J5 vk BT AR T () T3 A 24 (ATl o 5 ) 1K) A 06 06 Bl i 4 oy
PIM/CIM KERUI2E ] 56 2, QIR SR AT A, b dn, JR) 7 H5R 7 2440080 % m T Ae 210 35 8 M 28 2
BRI S n TSR, UK S m Al n Z AR AR SR &R

R 2 C2MD J5 i ARHD A AL 54 3k )

F IMEPIES (2SI
1 Namespace Package
2 Class Class
3 Field Property
4 Method Operation
5 Annotation Stereotype
6 Property Tag
7 Field, where fieldType is Class with predefined annotations Attribute, Association
8 Method, where returnType is Class with predefined annotations Operation, Dependency
9 Method, where one parameter is Class with predefined annotations Operation, Dependency

B ok, LA 7 ABIEgn il C2MD ARG BAR AL o ). B T IEAE DMSL i SRR AL Ab,
OOPL Ui BAkiE K x L Java A, 1 Java 145 7E; PIM/CIM #5570 i) HAK G R R 76 OMG
UML 2.4.1"5W 005, 740806 % Release % I ) Java SC A (41 4 10(8) i 7<), product 7 B J& T Product 267, H.
Product A< & 4l g AR ok — /N Aidak et 4. Rk, AEARIS E i AL, B T 2% Release A product e dE4h, 2
Release 1 Product [HiE A7 76— 4 K BEELL, FINARE: 7% 2 EVERFAE (W0 B 10(b) T 7R).

AR SCHEH ) C2MD AT B4R 7 % 0 7 ¥ T ) A0k ot A, DA R (R A A S IR & SR o N, AR
F| PIM/CIM 7 D) 3745 1R A 7. X B R C2MD 75 VEAY S bRV T My Huyd i OOPL 25 S0 #E (e it
S 58 SCAIEON G (ARG SCAF), T 20 At A AR, b S B e A7 s 1 AR D
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1 @AggregateRoot <<AggregateRoot,Entity>> <<Entity>>
2. @Entity Release 0.1 Product
3. public class Release { -

4. private Product product; - product - Product

5}

(@ 1t (b) Hi%
Bl 10 AR B IR e J8t ) S RN 7 7 45

4.2 LO-RFLEIL1-PSM RYF5 ik

Hyk 1R TACES B PSM AR 7R 5 e i S 7 7% PSMGEN, 12 7 7 LA 2540 W 5 AN 400 5 4 5 I A 05 3¢
1S BRI B VR N, AR B AT N B 56F B () PSM R, {81 B, B3 1SS B A T AR
TERE DURRE S0

3% 1. PSMGEN.

BN e AUEON BN AST 5 5.

Fi: m: PSM.
Ny&=Cc.namespace, Nyc.annotation, ni=c.field, nye=c.method, ne=c, n<{} IPHLD
Mg, My, Mo, My, My, me{} /W3R PSM 5 7
Const Ky, ke, Km, ke 1158 SUH &, AL Ka i 2 A8 VEMRE . Ko RVEMRE . ke JTVETEMR S ke - BRI
addNamespace(n,) /3 1. )\ AST 15 BG4 PSM (¥ Namespace
for al finnydo

addAnnotation(f) /238 2. )\ AST {5 S % PSM [#) Annotation
6. for alfinn;do
addField(f) /253 3. )\ AST 15 K€% PSM ¥ Field
7. for dl finn,do
addMethod(f) //25 % 4. )\ AST 15 B il PSM (¥ Method

addClassRelationship(ny) /205 5. M AST {5 E 8% PSM [ ClassRelationship
9: Returnm
10: Function addField(Field f): /8] PSM #i24[1) Field X} %
11:  newField=create Field()

12:  newField.name<f.name, newField.modifier <f.modifier, newField.fieldType<f.type

13:  newField.annotations<{ ala:f.annotation,a.namec ki //3d JE FLABHE B (1) VE IR D

14: m.add(newField) //®

15: Function addClassRelationship(Classc): /8% PSM 44 [{) ClassRelationship ¥} %

16:  for al finc.field.fieldType do: /43400 5 1 BT A 7~ BE LS I 2k a) < Bk

17: If (3f.annotations.namee k) m..add(create ClassAssociation(f)) //@®

18:  for all f in c.method.returntype, c.method.parameters do: /3154580 G 1 T A 715 3R MM . S8

AR 0 248 i) 44 36

19: If (3f.annotations.namee k,) m..add(create ClassDependency(f)) /@@

TESE LRI RSy, 55 LAT X A 55 T B vE M B AR A0 LUR 1S PSM BE ) AN s, R 60t AR
B SCAR PRy 42 25 1) s YRR Ny B ey 575 e 28 n RIS R ny. IO RN #2523 W 453 30 I 0 4 b 5 38 7%
BB ARAT R BERT S N TEAL B EA TAEAW RIE R, 5 24T TG0 PSM AL, S A5 507 (1) 2K
Mev 744 25 () My TR Moy B My D53 mn ARG R my. 55 34T & U B RLE T A LA G Ak 41)
(AT A G P SOMTOR IVEMR, W28 3.2 7)), 4G ke i 44 T IANE MR Ko MR« Ko T7VETAR LA S K - B
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S CREURATACRY b0 JE A VE R BB R, EL I B8 PETE AR JPA(Java persistence AP [y @Many ToOne,
@ManyToMany 4. 3% 1 HARSEIA 0 JLA04E 5 AN EZP IR, 73 5l N A Nl G B AST 61 it PSM 45
T (1) i 4 4% 1) Namespace. i3 fi# Annotation. % Field. J57% Method F1255% % ClassRelationship(zb 3 1 2|5
B 5). LD IR 3O, A S AR T B #5E L addField J7 A 10 47— 14 17)# 40  PSM A [y — A
TB Field %%, Al Field X ST T 7B ss 3.3 45, Ak, 7B f A Emt, A7 BEM R & k
TE SR A S AN Field S5 (E8 1317). 7EQIE2E5C R ClassRelationship X %I (38 15473 1917), 4k
M4 el PIER A T BN EROE — HR LU A R R OC R, U004 ol B, JikiR BB S5
ST JE AL (R 2 7 W ep (6 Y. ©2) 8 7 JRE A i K(R 2 2 U %), A 2Ol el fil c2 sl e R Hal A7
FR2 ) 5% 28 A 470 SRR I Y b, G 35 47 47 A0 2R 19 47
L 1 T bRTEQOQ-brTE@ M ES 73 S T O S 1K) il B 5 2] PSM BERL S B 98, ok t, bx
O A I E S GOBIER AR TAEAW L WME B, R ADAT 505, ARvE @% ) B A5 i I AR AT o 0 A AtE 42 42
BER AR S R, PO PR AR A AR @R R PSM B DG FL TR B S AR Y PN 2R (T 28 3.3 7Y).
43 L1-PSMEIL2-PIM B4k
S 2 JER T PSM 2 PIM B B4 46 () S8 J7 7 PIMGEN, %71 BL L1 JZ2 1T 47 PSM BB BN, %
/N PIM B PIMGEN JL 4055 34N CHE AP IR, 3 ) %) B A5 A6 T~ PSM RS 22 Jf 2 00 5% I 1R 26 L Ak T PSM
IR R PIM IR 3610 5C 3R DL AR IR A B A O 3R 1058 3). 7ED IR 1 th, S/ M4UE0 G0 Y ) PSM
R ER e 40k PIM BRI — A28, B RG24 @, JB itk B %, BT RS AR 2 A,
Mo for FEFR A B, DAREUREASZER I 2 BRI RS, MG % RE (¥ PIM BER g V(G 34T). 748
B2 h, A PSM BRI AR K R E PR B PIM 1 — AR SE R, %K R IR B OBk #) . xt
MR Z EE P 3 AR T ST 1 P 2 MR 05 RNCRE BB, 15 MR8 A2 1 5T
FE AL ST,
%% 2. PIMGEN.
i\ ms: PSMs.
i p: PIM.
BV 1. Ak
1. for al minmsdo /7K L1 ZMFTH PSM 81 A il
2. itemeitem* Myamespace*MannotationsMeiass /M PSM 112561 % PIM (1125
3. for all fin mgq do
itemeitem+f.annotati ons+f.modifier+f.name+f fieldType //J\ PSM )5 Bt PIM 1 JE 1@
4, for al fin Mygnog do
iteme=item+f.annotati ons+f.modifier+f.name+f.parameters  //J\ PSM )77 341 PIM I#:/E@
I % 2. BRI R A
5. for al min msdo
for all 1 in Megaions do  //J\ PSM G PIM 12K ] ¢ 5
relation«<relation+m,.name+r.reference.type+r.reference.name+r.reference.multiplicity
IDCHE 3. AR AL
6. p<createModel(item, relation)
7. decompose(p) /AR FTAE AL AR 2y 4@
8. returnp
I PSM % 4% PIM Y, gt P A0SR AR v (R 47 £ T 3t v i e e o s Y. PR 1 v, PSM Y
2 FB NIRRT AR A IR PIM BRI S R M AR VR IR Y, X B A O—-biiE @), 715 1%
3, i 44 S N AR B e A B RO A Y, A0 P T A L 55— A A 3 28 (A gl A AR R ), % A A E .
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5 TARZE

H T PR TEACHD B R A AL (KRR, A SCSEEL T C2MD J5 2 (hitps://github.com/thorgits/DddDiagram), A ifij
h A B ORI RN AT U@ R AL A 3040 LA SR, i CHIFUHTE N Javaili 5, Aeigds LA Java LI
AR R A AL A 4 PIM/CIM A58, C2MD J5i 8 L Intellid Platform (https://www.jetbrains.com)ifi£f: (1) JE A7
76, ZEIT RN GO R s 2 DAL B 11 R T C2MD WAL S B2 10 JT R N SRAE S H 45 0 B R R
g bt 4 5, P Sl 72 B2 DDD Graph” (AT — 0 (* PIM” Rl CIM™ ) VAT AR Bttt A2 720

4 cango-master i e e main A, AzaCorguatan m Ba
1 Projc ¥ 08 = & = @capgjpms rRgR_prnec .
i 5 cag-maste [cargo] | @aggregatefoot R - z
-} . AEnt it o
- Dn::-:l 11 BEntity(raot " Cargo.class) *H @Emn s " R {270 o ki e o :,

skwich public class Cargo { - E
i 0 . i
i @0efinesIdentity s .
main private String trackingld; =ull
Now - private DeliverySpecificalion deliverySpec if
% ot == private Itinerary itinerary; 2
1 copy - private DeliveryHistary deliverylistary; T o—
Capy Path,
O Peste wv publie CustomerShare getlustomershare (CUSTOm
Tind Usages X7 return customerRepository. findshareBylar
Find in Path, {1 e
Realase i Palh.. OKR
AnalyTe .
A Giraph
Garerate Script ooy Beings
Awlacior » e # emgaomi
Audd to Favortes » Upnorting *puml files found. Inatall shuging  lgness extension <lML:Class name="Cargo" namespace="com.clsaa.ch
¥ A7 LML :Mode LELement . stereot
Haformat Code L class com.clsaa.cargo.model. carga. Cargo<<Aggre: T % f. EDTENE ?_Ip:”
Optimze Imperts X0 || _yrackingld:iString <UML:Stereotype mame="Aggregatefoot, kn
Deinte... = </UML:Mode LELement. stereotypes
-deliverySpecitication:DeliverySpecification
HE <UMLiClassifier, Teatures
Bulkd Modul ‘eargo itinerary:Itinerary
<UML;Attribute name="trackingld:String”
FRevenl in Finder -deliveryHistoryiDeliveryHistory <UML: ALLr ibut el s 1 ¢
B Ol T + getCustomerShare(CustomerRepository customerfs bttt Bl e it b it b
] - ) <ML:AtLribute name="itinerary:Ttinerar
g n,‘,“,“' llljan " > A <UML:Attribute name="deliveryHistory:De
. et ML < Oparat i MgetCustamerShare(C
* & Compare With 20 _;;;:.\F:f::';ﬂmn‘rnrgo.mndp] -euatane . Custone rz. -n'!.HE:ELusZ:;:e;?:e::::::w MELOBSFEBreL
®  Mark Dimctory as :usti;;crln?Strin </UML:Class>
g ‘omomnod + gethame() :strlng IL:Assoclationtnd. participants>
5 ComvartJava il toKotnFle 03K g : g isociationEnd>
b + setName(String name):void
& ) Creats Gist Aation.connection=

.- + oetCustomerTdi}:String
B Temnal D00 weicaor 2 TOOO () event Log

11 C2MD J 2 B

C2MD (153 E. 48 DMSL 1) Sl AAC D BB i 7. JLrh, DMSL sl AR T Java 324t 1)
TEARFA . T PSM 52 SCIIHE 45 FO AT UML $24L1 Profile 37 R HLARISE. RS BB R () 5% M id R 2L T Intellid
Platform (172 /7 45 14 # K (program structure interface), Ji& & $& 4t 7157540 #7235 PsiParser LA##HAS /17 Java ARG
HR R IEER. A, C2MD &R T Java S2 8L PSMGEN/PIMGEN/CIMGEN iX 3 #7> hRE. 78 4 s 3l
A, C2MD e &R PIM 2 CIM BB AT 3Fi LK, A4 B B 271 (svg 4% 2X) LA R Al ST AR 3R 71 (puml
XML 7650 A8 k& (XML metadata interchange, XM, BUE & 7m0 T FRIE (1 SCAR 3 UML %3 TR
PlantUML (https://plantuml.com)= i, et Ji s il gk (1) AR T, T SCAR R R TE e S k¢ C2MD 5 A
AT HAE K. B 11 A LRSS ER T Release 28K Java fUB (528 3.2 Tl —3), A L. A NAA
TNHRXS N C2MD R I A H ) PIM R, AR P B R R (svg ) R SCAR R R (puml BL A XM A% R).

6 EFHHARESR

AT Z B I, KBRS ETHE H AT BB AL S 3 7 vk C2MD BTS2 7 B SE PRI B B A0 3
AR,
6.1 EHIFREIT

ZWIF 5T (case study)3*3 &Pl 2250 F SRS, * B AEH T HARIAEE b 0BT I IS . 338 T ) j3d ¢
AN E B BRAE IT s Sy, PR T S T AR TRE IR AT A SC P A R S 0 BE 5 5 9 A R RE R
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(exploratory), JLH B97ET 3 BLie, BIERTUITHe (s @ 45 3 78 T 5 C2MD 74 2L 8L 81 & A i 3
PE. BARRUL, AREBIFTLEHRIT C2MD 2/ HA LU F AN J0—, 83 B4k ) L5 46045 21 11 4
SRS L 1 AR A, e % B b R I A IR A, AT G AN BRI R R v A R (e s B
[l &% 2 4945 3] 110 ATIR A TR o 0 U A, BB 99 20> 12 3 R o) A S 0 40 1 PRI AR, AT 9 /N AU R (RN G
SARE S AR R F R, AR SR T B ST R I B A T A A A R U R, B TR
SE AT H AL 42 4, R0, ARG B S5 ARG A T b 4 H

C2MD Jj i JyE BN AU Y R RS IO 72, DR AR R U5 C2MD R R R B AN s B 7, 435 )
AT SR AT Y AT . AR BRI 5 0 LR AR Ak, JL b LA AT B 4 B BTG
6.2 EfiEE

A S FRATUI I B ¥ v 1 20 I H —— 1R Wi R R 4 (cargo tracking system, CTS) Ak Aot e, J5
76T (1) CTS I mPint ek, FAT A ek 2 BE; (2) CTS BT & 3& i) 1) AR, I TR ; (3) SR 3)
B 2 AN SOk 3 CTS R0 W B i 5, $4E T 8 (0 SO %R

PER—A BB BR R 48, CTS deh L 1Mk 45 i PR AE 118 R 57 ) (cargo) A & (location)A 12 1% #1| Location B
I &ARE. F4F Cargo 7661 I 78 8%  7 — AN 1B BR 5 (trackingl d) BLER 5 1% Cargo R#&. [FIW), %&:4F Cargo #
X N A — A 2k 15t W (Delivery Specification), i T 1% Cargo [f1Hi & Location fil H 1) Location. %i{}: Cargo it
Ko Y 2 — AN 2 AN B (1eg) (K i 2& (itinerary), ARVE I RS (voyage) A Hi oy fid. Hidr, Voyage /215 TR #6458
T E—E G AT 2, B — Rz sl fE(CarrierMovement), Cargo 1E &1l i iX — R ¥z fi s &
LERFIH S 2 M. 48 Cargo MTZRHC 2 )5, A3 $ 44 (HandlingEvent) %1 5t %F Cargo SREUA A Bh1E, Lhin
Refe . H L%, Cago AT M T4 HandliingEvent #5577 A i% Cargo [fiz % Jjj 1 (DilveryHistory) H .
DeliveryHistory it T Cargo MEI#JEE I &AVIRES, X5 DeliverySpecification 15 i 4HXT, EE /AT H
Fr. Mb4h, &> Cargo #Bi & 2 A% 7 (customer), #A> Customer ZKFH AR M (4, Hoanest AL A5 4.
6.3 HIBKWESH

T C2MD J7 ik R Ais @ s i B, A S 00 5 1) Bt e B 5 20 A B R M 5 35 SR IR 5 e AT A W
CTS 7 R AR T TR R SR CTS I 7 Rk, K5 SCHR[1,19,36]. 7% 18 B 75 sk £ A% 5 (1 58 PR 5, A3
R SRS FF A (document review) 5 sORCEE I B CTS RZEM FH IR 45 BN, #HS 3] CTS KRR N 753K
UL 6.2 1 M AE 42 AR 1S A3 (https://github.com/cl saalcargo).

X CTS R B4 B A B C2MD @EAT S s, A0 45 01 @ Sl A Y | S A 21 AR L AT J 458 110 4%
e AR ARE X 4 PR SRl 3R ARARS Y, B 1AL M 2 AN RN R (#HEA 2 4L
SRR R ). Horh, AT SRR B T T RN DL SR IT, AT BB B B AKO T B 246 C2MD T
LT B AT S TR R e U A S R R T N B AR A B B SR T AT AR X 4 A0 IR
MIEARHEAT, H A3 2000 AU, R, AR BT IR S AN U5 T AR AR A R R T, %
R DT B AT IR, R Res — @ A B AR SR AN ST 8 00 32 0 1k 222 S e A0 5 45 S (153
64 & R

5B C2MD T H HEAT 400 ok A A 75 380 1 o 1) 7 ), i AR 2R R0 AR, iy SOBL R Bl i 45 1 A A Y
(WIaE AT AR ) R ER AR RE 3 31T SR (1) PIM/CIM BB, AR5 158 TR £ X #EA CTS IR FUS B 45 SR (L4 4
AN, T J5 LA Cargo ABsk s 2 i — VAR 11516 C2MD i) S RF AN ST T ) i L R, (S 4
AN AR DIR.

6.4.1 CTS WA UA Sk g A 45

12 JEIR TEF ST CTS i R G 8 W) LR A Y, 3L 40 $5 Cargo, Location, Voyage Pl & Customer iX 4 4R
RT3, AR BN SO R — AN B SE R AU AL Cargo A Y £ TR L ER ), R TR
Tk 2 R0 S B i 28 55 Voyage SR Y 1 S FI A 2808 diy TR AT 2% Locati on AT 2L 4 BT A I8
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FI AL EAR ;1 Customer SRR BEREAN B W) (KA OG5 7 A5 L. 4 AU R P[] £ 4 LLSE DL CTS 19 &

Location Voyage
<<Service>> . — — — | =<AggregaicPan, ValueObjet>> <<AggregateRoot, Endoy>>
LocationService CarrierMovement Voyage
resolveByPortCode{code - String) departurelocation - Location voyageNumber - String
amivalLocation : Location
: departureTime : Date
v arrival Time : Date
<<Entity>>
Location ] =
portCode : String
i Cargo
1 *
L *
<<ValueOhject= <<AggregakPan, Entity>> <<Apgregatelart, Entity>> <<Repository>>
LocationShared DeliveryHistory HandlingEvent CargoRepository
portCode : String completionTime = Date findByName(name : String)
findByCustomerld(id : String)
= T
1
e e e e e e 1
= |
<<AggregatePart, ValeObject-> ! <<AggregateRoat, Entity>c b <<AggregatcRoot, Entity>> ! ¥ <<ApgregatcPart, ValucObjcer=>
DeliverySpecification Cargo | Ttinerary Leg
|
arrivalDeadline : Date . trackingld : Sering ! itimeraryMumber : String loadTime : Dak
legs : List<Leg> unload Time : Datke:
1
e ety -
e - I
1
i I
_______________________________________________ e TS
Cuslomer r N 1
¥ ' 1
N - PR E——
e o o2 <<Repositnry>> v - p \_‘”-]L‘C'b:“l‘ =
CustomerR epository “ustomerShare
oame : Siring findByName{name : String) customerld ; String
custmer]d : String findByCustomerld(id - Stringh

12 CTS [MyIah St 45 R

6.4.2 FIJ] C2MD #EATHURLERL: LA Cargo 4G AL 451

1) O AT 2

W 12 Jirzs, ¥14G Cargo SRR 7 /M 4dsloxs 4. Forh, Sk Cargo LA trackingl D A #r iR, 7R3 A4 fr
J& HI P B A ME—Pk. Cargo 1) %5 I & CargoRepository 352 T BT 45 $kHX Cargo 5| FH FT 7 1038 5, HAth 4503k X 5 #68
2 1 CargoRepository 3XHL Cargo Xf%:. Hii £k it ] (DeliverySpecification) iz 2% JJj 4 (DeliveryHistory) > il i ¥
Cargo [ TR 28 F 52 bR i 2k 1 .. — > DeliverySpecification vJ LB 2 A Cargo 3% [&] 48 I, BRI 1 ok 488 24 1 %)
4. 1 DeliveryHistory JB BRI 5 BB 9%, B 5 Cargo B —X —X &K, FULH B, SLik. HARMiZk
(itinerary) A Aff 52 5 SR AL AT LR R T, I LG BB (leg) i MBS B /N T 26 Itinerary 5 Leg IF] 1 FARAE 1A S
Ay KR MR KA. Boh, 84 Cargo (W12 1% I 52 5% W 3 2 A kb #E 4 (HandlingEvent).

2) SO AT B AR 1L

13 BIHIUE UL 5, FFR N AT UL SE IS B 1 AURS, BI4G Cargo ARUASE 2 v 4 AN S e 5 #8435 I
J—/~ OOPL K3 (LA Java Ay 9l). T Him PRI, 18] 13 X 45 T Cargo 45UIgixnt % i AARY SE IR, Cargo 4iiaiAR
TR e A AT IR %2 IR AR AL S B0 AR 54 (https://github.coml/clsaalcargo). HE4E )44 Cargo 4WIp & (4 & 12 Fr
7R), M Cargo F7# & M4 44045 DeliverySpecification, DeliveryHistory, Itinerary, HandlingEvent #ii
CargoRepository. H:H1, Cargo JCI: 1 45a 6 % A4 DeliverySpecification, Itinerary, DeliveryHistory. Kk, X 3
AT B LA Cargo KB PEMTEARIAE Cargo JE7EHI . LAk, Cargo ZEBF@BIN LR G R GHR, X
Cargo 257 B #5208 N T vEfi# (Entity) % ( AggregateRoot) , [A] I}, Cargo #3iR trackingld 3 #f i fi#
(Definesldentity) Fr&if. x5/ 12 & Cargo 4315 1Y AH — 2.
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package com.clsaa.cargo.model.cargo;

@AggregateRoot

@Entity

public class Cargo {

@Definesl dentity
private String trackingld;

private DeliverySpecification deliverySpecification;
private Itinerary itinerary;
private DeliveryHistory deliveryHistory;
public CustomerShare getCustomer Share(CustomerRepository customerRepository, String trackingl D) {
}

NGO A~WNE

PR e
NP O

!
K113 Cargo WU 5 5 L

3) ARAE LB 4

FIH C2MD LH ¥ Cargo S A7 (1) ACRD 5L L% e 2 PIM/CIM BE7Y, PIM 5704 1 1] 14 Jir 7, CIM AL L
RADA. S5AMAHLL, PIM B84 CargoRepository 1548 3552 BT A7 3R Cargo 51 H T M2 4. 3 A4l 4
DeliverySpecification, Itinerary, DeliveryHistory i & Cargo 28 & 1t H Bl E Cargo 2K A W, X3 s, PIM A28 rpr
Cargo B 5t 3 MUK R IR BEC &R, [FIN, Itigerary 5 Leg 38 & 26 KA RFF A28,

e o - e

[eom.£leaa carmo. med ilcarge

BoundedConfexts
& e . . o ~AgaregaieFuc, Encs pPavouitrit
*«Definesldentiysid-String CargoReposiion " «Defineslderfitirackingid-String eelneal dnl ;_sm = JoadTime-Date
“hr HisteGargo> legslist<Leg> unicacTime; Date
canguiCarga * By Cy 5 S
delvenytistory DeliveryHistory
HansingEvern DeliverySpeciication
. Dsfnesidontiyni Sirng achaDendine-Dein
camierMovement CamierMovernant e e ]
cango:Cargo

ot Compacims ] T

14t Cargo 4B ) A5 S DL 445 21 1) PIM SR

4) HHRM AL

FIF C2MD 53l Cargo AU AY 1) ACAS BRI i 3 J5, I R N DY RV E 5 T 4R [ S A7) 4 A 4ak 15 284
PIM/CIM 7Y B R 4k, @t %f LL B 14 FTE 12 (1) Cargo SRIASEAL, A1) & B0 W AN S 78 1L AT — 20
ShERL), A A ) PR AT ORI AT B R 56 &L IX U B TR R R T I A AR A 1 v v B S, 7R
SEYIR AR PIM/ICIM B RLHEAT Y SOE T B, JF R N 5 101 Sk 3R GBS B9 AR R e 1 vF b 1) B A R L%
3, BERREASUENT G ARV AT R, NI A Z ST R k. tean, FFR A AR, ¥ Cargo (1
Wik ltinerary AL Leg W xth @ X RIFEBUNRA, AN Cargo 12 iy A2 1455 B i f 45 LU % X
PG TR PR, Reig b S AUIE0E 0t 38 B BE Al B0 )= (X B i ), (W) IN 3 RE AR Cargo LR EX Leg.

Pl 14 ] 12 (1) Cargo SUbAs 4 B AG 56 4 — BN 850, Uil T 7EAR R ER % Cargo Sl B (¥ A rh, FFk
N GG H A T AR AT L (K B AT AR S L. ART, SEBR AR T R TP AT B PIM RN T 46 40
WA AT REIEA — B, X AT E A i AURE SR A AR AN — BOdE . b, Voyage A3 (1 A0 RE
BRI S 35 25 L (W B 15 Fiom) st 5 B 12 1% Voyage BB — 3. Tl i a] A0 b LU A% #1593 1) PIM BEEL )
BT AL (L ] 12 AT 15 BT, T AN 2 AR SE IR 4R A 2, Aitek % S RN T e N AR PR BB T PR A
ST ) 43 5 24 CarrierMovement. 4R & N G RIATUE L 52 [ 421X 6 AT R I8 1240 5 . AT iR Ak
B, RN G AR LR AR AT FR P 1 UE (W JRUERT: 71 SE 30 Voyage R U B, Ath A1 & 3K CarrierMovement 55 31k S
P UL LR A AR, B8 5 (o i MR R AT & 2R g S i, RIS T Cargo 435 2 3 3L )
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com.clsaa.cargo.model.voyage \
wBoundedConiexts

c wiAggregateR oot, Entity»

B © AggregafeRoot, Entitys CarrierMovament
Vayage 5| = depariureLocation:Location

O «Definesldentity»voyageNumber: String 0.1 | O arivallLocation:Location

O camierMovement: CarrierMovement O depariureTime:Dale
O amivalTime:Date

K 15 1 Voyage SUsARE R 1 ARG S B4 e A5 21 0 PIM A5 2R

LL_I= Cargo F1 Voyage A3 i 70 (1) AR i AL I FE U B T C2M D AR AL I B0 4% e s SR IR P AN A Ho—, IF
RN FURARIR & 5% 68 4% nf WAL Mo X LG 85 4545 3 (1) PIM/CIM A R F147) 45 AU 70 (n /&1 12 F1E 14 i oR), A
ST AAE SN AR AU 2R, AT B PR e IR P B v b AR I A, DA G £l T T RN DR T 4R AT
H5E T (1 AR Al 2 T S B0 ) SE I B e vt L, AN SR T R N DI W DA T AR AR PR S B R O N TR A,
A SRS R A R P v rp @ PR (] 12 RN 14 B ) B 18 T AR 7 50 v 5 AR 2 (1) 43 5 (dn
Kl 12 FIlE 15 FioR). IX AefE i G S K H B RIS N1, 0 T A A A S R 2 %, R (et T 7%
7 Bevh B sk AL ) S st FIH C2MD IR A G e A Y L SIS R ARG | K AR i S AR DL T A
P A, UL K ANTT RN D3 B8 05 A W 1R R A AT 0T Aol 5 0 000 PR DA TR, DA T 48 4 B I 2 0 TR T A sk
REA . LT UL BT, RS 458, C2MD RS 470k e b 5z ke H 41 S F

7 RERT—HIE

AU IR B VU PR S8 TS R AT SR VR RO TR R, AT SRR I e A B S e b il . AR T, ATk
ABE AR £ 52 N P40 855 3R ) 152 1 B THT I () — T o S Bk ./ ATUSal g Ik AR v, ARSI ABE R R AR 3 1 TN A E A B
EHRIKR, X7k T P 3 25 U R AR A R GRS W A [ . AN S TR AL 0K ) 1K 36 1) T2 42
T T g AR BIE 5h VT RO A AT B R R R B T C2MD, FESEBL T B BhAL T RS A, DT A AR A e T
PROESCRE. U, RSO SRR T — R 1 U AUL R (M oA A DMSL, BLEE 1% oA AL AR A AT AN R IR A
TIARRRIIEA. M TIATIS, ASCH R oA R A T 58 80 SO SR . Z68T 5 27, C2MD
TR B SRR TF RN D3 SE I AR R P 8 v 6 R I ST AR R, — 7 T BB A B 6 B R R e T R AU Y, T
PN SEILS TS 53— 7 TH e A5 AR E AR 7 W v B AR I ) R Wt ik st S R T AR S I AT 5 1 4 g

BRIOR L, AR SO AT A () A (K DT AR A0 s (1) AR e T T O R ST — P 1) AT R AR R
JUKEE DMSL, 4Gl 5 )2 10 R & JO A LR 4 Fofr i i) 5 A4 G L Sl AR () JTAR Y s (2) 2T DMSL FligE A
IR BN 30 ) TR v, R T — T 1 AR K B 1 U (AR B AR R A e 7 vk C2MD; (3) A T H AR AR Y
AR, ARICSEILT C2MD Jy VA A R A DL SR A B Ak 0 ARSI EL H; (4) % C2MD R T IR
PEIUH BRI #E, — @ FERE ISR T C2MD J i B SR A T R R 1 36 A 1

HAT, BT A ol 2 b B 5 82 TAE I R

1) DMSL JTHE R BT 20 IR A3 B i) 06 R IE A S8, 3 2 PR 4 A [ 3 T A LA A T i) 49l s A i

B, T AN [ ) A0k A S itk 7 3 o T AS TR R A B B IF) G R A . 5 4 TV 3 g 1 1R AT sl A 11
I A S e DA 8 56 B R R LR DG R, TR IOl Bk SERFIT RN 51 18 8 SR B A 06 2R R T T HL R
BTy fe k.

2)  C2MD J5¥k¥s OOPL fUTE el UML IR [, X 7% R T AT x4 [A) e 22 45 45 b AU AR 7Ry 2%
I 2% AR BB HAT b . S5 8 AR SRR ACRS BT 4 ST B IR 5 46, Eitn UML X%
K, DIV XA

3) AR BIT TR LI E B FHATH, NS 3 MFFLA . R LT IR E R I 1) 9 B e %
—EFE S R AR AN SN B3 A 2 e T A SR R e, H SR R T K A BA T e R A TR
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(MAZTLAT N, C2MD JrikREns 22 KRR RE b SCRF SRR A T A IR AT LG sh 75 R Wl . 5 22 TAT K
] C2MD T 52 B B A T e [T BA PR 453 4 DLt — 20 Bk AT 24 P
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