AF2#IR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2011,22(6):1210-1223 [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2011.04017] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [E Bk Bt F AT 58 T RSB A Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563

LRV id"]zxj],h\,ﬁ'{tE']xﬁ;itt_lxlf&/\*ﬁ
BEBUE REEY K v

YRR HENRE SRR R, g 201804)
AR T RS WHEHAE SRR LT 6 344000)
AR RG WSS AE WE AL R, il 201804)

Conditional Hypergraph Grammars and Its Analysis of Dynamic Evolution of Software
Architectures

XU Hong-Zhen*??**,  ZENG Guo-Sun®®, CHEN Bo'?

!(Department of Computer Science and Technology, Tongji University, Shanghai 201804, China)
%(Department of Computer Science and Technology, East China Institute of Technology, Fuzhou 344000, China)
3(Key Laboratory of Embedded System and Service Computing, Ministry of Education, Shanghai 201804, China)

+ Corresponding author: E-mail: hongzhenxu@gmail.com

Xu HZ, Zeng GS, Chen B. Conditional hypergraph grammars and its analysis of dynamic evolution of
software architectures. Journal of Software, 2011,22(6):1210-1223. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4017.htm

Abstract: This paper proposes to represent software architectures with constraint hypergraphs, depict pre-and
post-assertions of dynamic evolution of software architectures with left and right application conditions, and model
the dynamic evolution process of software architectures with conditional hypergraph grammars. Firstly, how to
construct conditional hypergraph grammars and how to apply to dynamic evolution of software architectures
through a case study are discussed. Secondly, the consistency condition definition and the corresponding
consistency decision method of dynamic evolution of software architectures are given out on this basis. Finally, an
experiment is desisgned over analysis for dynamic evolution of software architectures to show the effectiveness of
the proposed method.
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LS T 1 A B2 R A AT A, B P 0 A DG 1 B35 A (T R ) 2 B 5 5 5 BBl 4
2T B L R W S B R (AT A, 9 28 TR T I8« S A e RS A PR A3 P TR L TR SR B B AR AL, SRR 1
A R e DR A T IS L IX AR A D6 40T ik 8 B S T AN BT S0 A R AN B A L 1
LB DL 3K ) ) B DR A 1 ok AR A A B P T 43 o B 2 A N 3 25 AR L S R B A A I
A RE AR IS AT I 08 R G810 S B, S X RGEREAT T AE S35 . 7 70, U A R 45 M 45 T AN 5 T BT 4 2 R
gt 0T HoA F 8w A 5, 0 3 238 A0 T T B R B PE TR s 5 A B4 A

A B 75 AT AR 2 E AT BRPE T RE AU T I 1) — Tk TN BRI AR R R R R G RS
FH 55 7 THT 48 7 B0 3 25 840 00 00 0 iR A, 4R 2R 5l 2 T8 A 1) 0 N 23 A 5 vk PR iR R 45 K SA(software
architecture) ik T #/F R MR ICE . MPEZ RIIAS . JE R S LT AT 10 20 R B 20 5L SA 42 53 114
111 0 ZR G B A4t 4 A 200 1 S LA 56 ZR 5 A5 I, T AT 2 WA 4R S0 1) B A S R R B AR A T — 40 2%
B ANTLE SA JZ IR 20 R4 M s Ak, BB T 58 31 3 2 15 1k B0 S 1)

SA BhA A E B KIS AT IR AR ARG R . B BR . B, UL RIS HOGR . IR S5 ek
A 2L 5 i (K SA B A AT T AE 5 B 7R 9 5 T2 (1) SA B A AL R R . 5T SRl i & Ry v e —
SO ) B AR i R R SA BhAE Ak B Miladi 25 AR UML(unified modeling language, 4% — & 4 i
5 )profile Z ST R PR HEAE (R B L B 00, Hi iR SA ) A8 Ak Kacem 25 A2y Jg UML, i 5h A 7o 26 gt
SLOSA TR, MRS . 5B RT RV 5 SA Bh7S T AL Oquendo® Abi-Antount® g 7z 1OVF 45 K- 7 [ ) g
FHANIF] ) ADL (architecture description language, 4 2 &5 M #5815 ), 45 & S RSN SA TG MBk
5 0t A B0 ) 35 3 R 43 BT SA B2 T Ak Métayer 2 i 18] S0 5 (graph grammar), DL st 36 s A A 14 3 o
PR A T AN CIS GBI M B K, 1A % 2R 48 SA K Ak Bruni 25 IS5 3 ] 52451 “ Automotive
Software System” 5% JT| 25 7 [&] 5 12 (typed graph grammar) 374 5% 150 B 00, A5 % 2R 45 SA Bhas ik, G ibe i
2t NV P 25 A P SC i 0 m SA K LIRS 45 Y T 3 T-“Master/Slaver” AUk K] 2 48 SA 5l A5 Ak 1 —Se 510,
M T — B AR R G STIIREE.(2) SZHE SA BhAE b BB HE 4L BRI W 5 YT BTk — 25Dl SA
KA KHEE SA BNA AL IR A HE 22 BB 451 4n:Dowling 28 A% 1 K-Component HE 42 o8 24 3 i 12 it
A 2R 4 K AR TR R i 32 2] (adaptation contract) K S2HF SA Bl Ak o i 4 IO Y T L TR R 45 0 R (1
ARG, R) PKUAS R4E, S RFHSATIT SA Wik, et 25 AU MR I — Bl S $RIZ 4TI SA X 4k (1 S 4%
IRBE.

HARTFIEAE SA SIS BAL T THAK T8 2 10 TAE RS T 80 07 X% SA S A0 R ) sl 1 (0 AT D 30
F e S SA B HAL L R B E. W Bruni 25 AL e 5 A8 N TR b AT TRIF 9 T A AR S 491 3 e b 4 21
%41 (negative application conditions)!*®17E SA Bl &AL 11935 I, {H 0 A 32 B A 56 19 BE A8 R 4 AR A5
Tibermacine 25 A1 I % 20 4 3 (OCL) iR 42 5 SA 20K, IF i (33X 28 SA 29 A SR AFTT 2 IR AN 1 72
TR ST BTV f SA BhA WAL LI R . Zhang 25 N POUR L I N 25 98 48 1A B 24 138 I 1 1R S 26
PERF 4 LTL 20 L v (9 BRI 46 B S AN SA 1) 15 J3E SR 2% B AR T T . SA B AT AL I M SR L R LL B fE
24 B A BE AT A, A2 OB SA B 25 Ak 1E A 1) 35 22 T B XA IE SA Bh 74k 19 1 gk HLAT 20 3L

A SCAE R T A (K AP ) S5 )N B [ 3 T 4 T S0 P S0 AR I A B R R 7 SAEE
N7 SA TEAL I U (K R 4% 2, T 8 SA AT AL (1 4% P 1B SCidi b e B FU N AE A B 45 Y SA Bl A ALY

B AR R R SO e TR IR G IR SA B ALY — SUEREAT T e B R R R T,
FIFH AGG T HIHT T SA Bh&H AL 24T

1 B

EX 1.1(#8E Hypergraph). ¥ L=(Ly,Lg)& %54 L EEIHEE H & Ch7RICA H=(V,Estvl, el). 3
HOV RN SR E R R A B AR T DB BT R 2 AN s, EV 4 B AR I BN R H
SRR S X L > RO R 4R B I T B 2 AN NN ORI T RGVEV o Ly,elE—Le 23 i 1Y A L b AR I R
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BT AR JE

1 o e — A8 B 2], 35 V={v1,V2,V3,Va,V5, Ve, Ve 1 E={€1,82,83,843,5(e1)={V1.Vs}. t(e1)={V2}.5(e2) ={V2},
t(e2)={V3,Vs},5(e3)={Vs},t(€3)={Va,Va},S(€4)={Va, V7 },t(€4)={Vs,Ve}. ¥ 51 44 R 44 70 Joll 4 DAy o i o B30, 30 b3 4
53 FR A b 20 (tentacle).

EX 12 £ BEAE). WHEE Hi=(Vy,Ey,s,tvlgel;),Ho=(Va,Ez S taVigel) Hy B Hy B i— 58 4t K
A4t (total hypergraph morphism)f:Hy—H, J&— X BB f=(fy,fe), [ 43:(1) fv:Vi>Va, H. felE1—>E(2) spofe= 1, osy;
(3) toofe= 1, oty;(4) Vlpofy=vly; (5) elyofe=ely. 2ok, £ /& fy £ 2 AT 2 LI, om Ron B bt 1 4 45

56 A A SR FE N A H T RURIAR I 2 TR R0 R DG FRFE T S0 Bk AR 31 50 A, 3000 5 4 8 I A 5 TG
TR Ay 7 P2 S G SR ST fy T i 25 A SRS (i ), DR 8 ] P S G Pl 53 ). T SR R Dy 78 P B i, S S P13
SFF R R R R B I B B Hy A H 2 R 19,10 A Hy = H,.

EX L3ERH BEZSE). BE Hy BHEE Hy L —A 385018 K & 4¢ (partial hypergraph morphism)f:H;—H,
RIRFTE Hy B — 7B HyeH FI—ANE8 EIERS f iHy—oHy 843 £ 00 58 2 255

EX LAGBEFERAM). — @8R p=(L,R), % 5 i p:.Lo>R ETHBE L 2B E R —
43 B S S H R L BR O 22 T34 (left-hand side),R FR Jy 4 F-i2 (right-hand side).

B P17 AR U T T 4k e ) P AR e 5 s — AR I H,— N T AR U piL—R,E M p X H #E4T
AT R (1) £ H P ERILTE LR BITEE L PEARE R R S H e,
(3) 75 H T34 A 7E R PHANTE LA (75 fOREEAL; (4) PR B L A0 R A IR 2 1 pORIRR 22, ] iR FH 3 26 20 L
IPIERR O TR FUER IR 2 JE R H R ILA o AR A5 5 — A I HY BT h A8 6 5 1R 1] i 48 o 72
H 4 A EEA)E BRI A S G p LR m:Lo>H,p  HoH m RH' W& 2 From Zid FERrh p A m () —AN it
SPO(single pushout)?).

P

L—>R

ml SPO Jm*

H——> H

p

Fig.1 Hypergraph example Fig.2 Hypergraph production rule
1 A2 K2 s e O

EX L5HEBEE). —MBE LRSS =04l G=(ZP,Ho), Hrb, 22017 BRI B IEI 4, P D9 17 B (138 I
P2 OB Ho I I AG B .

A B 2 R SA TR 25 2 R DL B SA Bl AT AL 1) R F 4% A1 8 11 240 T 32k 11 i 7 1) o ) 4 ) PR A1,
LI A SR AR BRI 45 58 I W L AF AR BRI AP A — B B R 450 .00 T HRTE CIS KRG W RAFER
F D57 W 25 2 2 0 S D A B AR S S

EX L6(RFRBEAR). — MR THENA LR - MEEES c:6>C I ,G,C ¥ hHE.

EX L7(BEZR). BEAR R 7 e XA (1) B4R EELREEEEAR; ) W
T ZBELAH, N —c thZIBEZH;3) i oy 1 oo /& E LA, concy 28 B Lo 3R oR 8 #L I 45
W AR AR R BRI 4 1 5.

EX 1L(BEARFERM). (1) e —NMRTFHEEAR c:G>C,— ANl Bl H.an F x4 E 54 g:G-H,
TEAE— B E 5 q:CoH, 7 goc=g, UFR H i & % L c,id 2 HEe.™ HEe B, R B E H 5 i E
G I, A0 5 & CAd AV (e:G—C). 24 G=@Iff, F 7 H W 45487 C,i0 3(c:C);(2) HE—C 24 HAY 2 H AN &
¢;(3) HECiAC, M HAL Y HEe, H HEc, ML VR IR 5 A AT 5, 3R /R B 45 17 A7 7E

I LRV (c:G>C) % kr & A NvG=3C MEITER .1 3 Jrvn I8 [ £ A 3% B, an L8 ] H 3 2 1%
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Y0 TE H b RS 5 vy A v A3 AR IR, T R v A v R S AHE, U vy T v AT A AR LR R 1) 3
AR Veinvejavy es(e)avaet(e)avaes(eavset(e)=Teav,es(e)avaet(e) L 11,0 ejeje KE,s(e) N e A
WA )N e BT A A, HAR I R,

V(e e e = 4Eﬁ~n
Vi Vo V3 Vi \ V3

Fig.3 Hypergraph constraint example
K3 K2R

2 SAFSEWMEHRBEIE

SA — R BB K 7 N om X Rl 7 i L B TS 2545 A H— i B e R A 2 1) . M i
22 1) PRI AS HL T T AEAEAS A, 9 A6, B2l [ [ TE V8 SA IR W G320 | SA B AL I S48 A Sr i
WA I B (R A R R F n SAJHIE T B AN 77 A XU R SA T8 AL R0, 38 1o 44 8 46 1R 1 S
VRN SA BhA AL L.

2.1 SAMIARBEIER

EX 2.1(AREE SA). MR HEE SA 245 A -LICH SA=(EsaVsa,SsatsaVlsaelsa,Csa) He 1 :Esa 2t
A AR SA T T R FIE AR Vs A2 7 AR A A0 SA v TG #4410 6 A1 2 T )l 45 o 1, FH TR
7 A i T RIVIAE B A A €0 2 TR) TR 0 52 , BV 1 5 38 2 1 2 TRD 1) 3442 9K 3R s Ss, tsmt Esa—> Vign 23 I B I IO N5
T s AGER SA R 1 15 TR HE A 18] B AL TG 3R Visa, elsa 23 S AR I AN i B FR id R 45, A0 SA
R SRR MBS S 1 A S L Con 2 B A AR 15 AR SA R IR PIT A 40 K.

ASCH T M TR R MR, R A T R R & A MR D& FE A 44 S S S TG F bR 10 B8 3, 38 15 i 1 44 il
L, SA W RBEIFR A SA HEELE 4 s o HARGEE R R —A SA sl b 3 AN clienty,
broker, F1 server;. 2 ANZH#A1F client-connector, il server-connector,. 4 Nl {iE % I :Pcy,Pcby,Plsy Fl1 Psy, 43
o KA A R F A T B B A o 1 . L ANZY IR ¢, 3808 B 48 AR AT AT 44 A2 R 2 A1 L R e — /N a4 i 10 A 0%, BRI 2%
A4 R A 3 e A B B 42 1 1 AH 4 .CR,CA, SR, SA 73 I % i SR (client request). %5 7 I Y (client
answer). JIR 55 %81 3K (server request) IR 45 2% i i (server answer)Z5%8 H K &,

CR Pc; CR _ CBR Pcb; CBR BSR Pbs; BSR SR Ps; SR
Client- Server-

Broker;
Connector Connector:
CA CA BCA BCA SBA SBA SA SA

Constraint c._ (l:'<:>©)/\ﬂ3 (®<:>{:| )

Fig.4 Constraint hypergraph of Client/Server system SA
¢l 4 Client/Server 2%t SA HIZ A K% 7R

Client, Server;

2.2 SARIIT AR

BT T EH AR R SA MIES M. LA B AT R o8 SA IRDWAT 4 .SA IRDUAT A2 IR R 4%
HRRA 5 B A 22 T A58 T DL PR A L 40 A3 S ) 4 i B0 O A IR A8 FL B A R 4.

SR FH 2L CSP(communicating sequential process, 38 3 5 3E F) 221y, F p.a R MRS HAE p
G R a MIRIEHE p.a RoRMIFDERZAE p Z1EE a MR B 5 FrRiiR T K 4 RORMBAE R, %l
T A AR e 55 2% EAT 8 AR 1 000350 2 PDWAT SN B 2, % g Jl I s 11 Pey R H % P SR CROEHAA: ey #52
W B %035 3R 1 H B BT i Sk CBR, &R R il ik i 1 Peby [ ARFE AR 45 2% by ¥ by W B)i%1i5 3Kk CBR J&, 4% 42 1 iRk
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G525 e I AN SR oy VBT IR 25 45 P T 2, U)ok o 11 Peby K i Y. BCA JR [R1 45 coq, B coq FEAH MM /. CA 3R (1]
45 ¢1,C0 ML 11 Poy FMCRZ M N A UGB AR S5 %87 SA AT AT o e 41 ik o
¢,.CR — ¢, .CR — ¢¢, CBR — b CBR —> ... — b, .BCA — c¢,. BCA — c¢, CA — ¢, CA.
AR AERE T — M BT S SR A A0 O BN T DL E W % SA A #a4h S AR, BT LR
UF IR R S A L R SRR L TR R AE HAT .

Fig.5 Behavior description of the system SA
K5 R4 SA 1T Rk
2.3 SAMITSIRILBIFGBE T

EX 2.2(SATERWHN). B —> SAEX NI EY H45 & — MBI AN p:L>R,&EH p 7l th
H AR AR B H H 2 o5 —A SA I, UFR p 24—~ SA JE AL ).

18 HINE AL, IF J SA B A5 A I 1 AT e ik R — AN SAE R I B LA HL 45 7€ — A SA AR
p:LoR,UWIE M p X H 247 SA AL RS T 4 H 10— 1B LT R 6 H A8 IR B H rp
B 23 AL AF B 5] — AR B HL DR ST SA B IR LA 18 B H A B8 1 B HY o T 3 e e K 845 i 1
R 250, A SCRN R 2 ) I A A 3 A I, ) A5 3 1 DA D A A A e 4 A4 o 23 10 0 A 2504 —
FEMER. & 6 45t T is A AL U R A 1 oo, 3F TR o0 B4t e i SA Bl a8 A 1 — oIl 7

¥

(Connector) — (Connector)
Fig.6 SA dynamic evolution using evolution rule
6 Iz HEAL ST SA BT
1 SA AL ) 2 ORI ST RL 2, AR A7 LR 4548
R 2.1(SAEW M AT A ). % piLoR 22— SA AN H Z— SABE H pWAFLLZHW
AT BB AL L p ATiE T SA R H.

FAIFR L& H 19— AT ROV IE FIEACRI p T SA & H bR 4 AF R T 1% SR 5 R A0 1 52 A 05

A8 FE A BEAT SA B AR ALIE 7] REAFAE — 28 bR 3OS A SC E IR IR bR SO TR SA Bl

AL A6 AF 0 T 200 SA ZhAR AL K ] A5, BATRE A PF S I B SA AN, Y A A7 1 ) 4 AF % i SA
SN AL RIS A W7 5 4 F B SO A SA AR 1, e 3L
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EX 2.3(SAEW MM & B A& 4). # piLoR 2 A SA AR H 2> SA HE ciLoL' 2 /MK
AW H L& HB—AT B ETEE— AN E A5 mL>H. 1 RAEE— AN B B niL'—H 43 noc=m, IFx ¢
B p I0—ANIE 22 N 4 (positive left application condition). i FR m PL-3# 2 ¢,3c 8 mEp c.mEpc W], H AT
M SA GBI H LAEERBIE S50 L, A BEIE I p 34T SA BhA i Ak B IE 42 B FH £ £ %1 i ) 2 02 A SA i Ak
T T DA Z5HLAT 1R 4

WERA A — AN B RS niL'>H, 15 noc=m, FK ¢ & p BI— 475 B H 4 (negative left application
condition). LIS L Fk m NL-3 2 ¢,30 8 miEyc, Bl mEy comEp c.miy e 01,00 5 SA HE H EArfeiE B 450 L
IF, U251 08 F p BEAT A Ak BRI A7 28 B 4% 40 200 P2 08 T SA SR I BT AS i o B ) 4

P [ 1E A N 4% AR 47 2 N T 4 PR TRRR A p 1) 20 8 D 4% . S A R ) ) 26 2 D 45 e 2 1 1) 0 SA\ Bl A4S I8
AhRTRT I 5, B SA Bl 25 T8 A0 i 06 20005 AL F 45 1 el b, AT s S

EN 2.ASA BN AR & M), B p:L->R A SA AL HZ A4 SA B ¢ :R->R &M K
2900 H R 2 H I —A T B BIAEAE — AN B B m™ RoH R A — N E A5 n"R'—>H' {1143 n"oc"=m", )]
TR ¢ p B — AN 1E A5 W] 4511 (positive right application condition). I It Fk m™ PR-3 /2 ¢”,3 4 mEprc”.m Epre”
F B, G iz R RO p BhA& 05 10 SA I HY A7 708 R 854 RV, A Be A p 34T B A k. Bl 15 AT B
AT 2 [ 208 T SA AN 5 20 B A 1 41

WAL — DN EE S n R >H 13 n'oc’=m" WFK ¢ & p M—A A H 4 1F (negative right
application condition). tLESHFR m™ NR-3# /2 ¢, 2 m Enre’, Bl mEnre om Epre™.m Enge % B, A1 535 FH LI p
WAL SA B H EAEE B IR 450 RN, AR AT HT p 24T B2 A BA, 47 A B H 44 20 (#2532 Y SA 35
AR5 AS B S LA 4 14

p I IE AT R 4% A R0 A7 AT W 45 AR A p R0 A I 4 A1 SA SO B I 11 A 9 I 4% 14 220 1 1) 2 SA Bl AT
b 14 5 5 B SA Bl AR AL S5 26 00005 2 10 4% 1

TEX 2.5(SA EWHM R A &), % HHEPA SA BE,p:LoR &4 SA AN, a=(ar, ar) R4 p 11
— AN S R o B p 2SN 45 o A2 p IOAT  HA52E N p A H B HY [ SA B2 Ak 2
41 o=, ap) EFEAEAE— DN 2 Fros i it SPOMETE mEa H mEag. 2% o 03 2 1N, 10 o= ar; M o 1
W2, ide=a.

T SRTAE R B, AR SR FH B 7 2 R N 4% 1 SA SEAL B p #2270 L — A B 4 HE 8 Pl 2 i
IR p BIEZE N A TR S HE 1A — A% RIS p (5770 3 4 8B b mT LR IR AT W 4% 1 481
B 7(a)- B 7(0) 53 3 32 7~ 38 FH A0 R0 0 38 k) 14 ¢ B R AN A I FH 4% 1 BB ) 14 ¢ B, R 58 SA b ZRATAE RN
BEILAEAE S — AR c.

FH RV b 32 P A5 Y 4 A R AL BUUEE AT SA B AL I 2 rT# R D B — > SA BN I I B
H, 45 5E — A SA BALBU p:L—>R,a=(ar, ar)+& p I N4 W2 1 p xF H BEAT S &AWL AP B (1) 1
H i 467 B LB AAEAE A REIZ F p 54T SA BB, B HENSE 2 25;(2) K0 oo 75 3l 2, BRI I 2 2 3
LT SA B H & 505 2 20 N 45 F o, HAg I p B &40 5 11 SA B H & &0 2 40 N 45 1F ar;(3) #5i6
o WA R X L HEAT B4 R B H AL AR 15 2] 50— AN B H RTRSE SA i R 4A 1 1 H s EE
HEB B H A5 AN AL o, WIZE 132 H p 384T SA Bl k.

s _\\\\ \& T ~x”
[ ¢ | «}{(Connector):—> (Connector) T /‘/44",{Connector>:—><Connector)
. /,,/ 1 2 \\{/ \)’/' 1 2
EEEEEE B Py AN P
1 2 1 2
L R L R
(@) (b)

Fig.7 Left application conditions of SA evolution rule
K7 SAE AL RN 22 1 45 A
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EX 2.6(SA MTSTEUEHBESE). — 4 SA B A 41088 [ S0k, MRR 4 e B 4 1R 11 SA B4k
B SOE R — AU ITH G=(A,PHo AC), b, ZZh IR IK SA HEIEIEE,P 9 FRIT SA AL EE Ho 145
SABIELAC 2 P I &4
AL H——>H & SA #I H IZJITAN p —Diiibs SA K H I Hy————H, %5
Hl

H, H H——H &R FE A SA WAL B 5 41 (7] fig b 55 )seP”, i 13

" H, —>..

H——H".

I FH 2% A Pl S0 vl UEARE SA B s A 2, 3L vh T B A A R Hh 1) SA R AR & T DL IR %
AR —MEF L(G) ={H | Hy—— H} &7 A T LU F 3 - S0 i B XAk vk SA g4k, i AL
MTLLEM . ARk b ) SA BhA A LA, SRS
3 Ef{ISH

AR — N CIS RS (1 N T R GeAE Dy ZE 490, 18 T ) e 4 A I S0 I R H T SA B k. ]
8 /N, ZARGE T 3 KR ov BHIMS A e RS H st RIERAM R P ERAM: co. M #AF sc.
% R E o A ) IR 45 T IR 25 4 R U 0 YR PR SR e — 5 IR, IR 55 A 4 R A IR 25 9 4 B 6 i
SROFEAT WA 0 425 o1 Mg 55 i D) 67 37 0 Ml 45 4% TR e 3 [R5 1% % 7 He b P R O A A i 1) Pe S,
B PR A RS ) 1 45 2 2 ok A S 1 Pes B, 5 1 IR 45 4 R IR 5% 4% % e A o A i 1 Pss RE R IR 45 A 1
P MR ARl @ 5 oG 1 Ps 1%4:.CR,CASR,SA, ... /- AR E k. MR, 4Gk g4
NAEZHATA.

P2 Pn

Coa ) C e )

CSR SCA CSR SCA
Pcs, Pcs,
CSR SCA CSR SCA

Fig.8 Client/Server system example
K8 &)k ARG

N T PRI AT B A AR, 28 G T R AR 2 AT 15 DU 3 A U BEAE 2 i 95 4 (M B [l I, R 48 SA B isifb
ELAH L AR AL RGisir i Hgw & — MBS 45,2) RoefriRE HEgd m Ak
S5 a%, AW m=2;3) FEAMIRSSAs FIIN B 2 B2 5 AN IR K 4) AN I 2 R B
ARS54%:5) T ORAUEIE AR N AN HY BLER % B AR AR MU B A1 X RE IR I — NI 5 i 1 AHIE6) R SE I 46 AL A
TINS5 #%,7) FRGE I AE % ) HE R SR U 22 sl B2 I 0 AR IR IR 55 s 4 Th IR 95 4%:8) AR G K IE AR A
AR R P2 PR P 0 SR T — N RS A e 4 ) — N RS
3.1 ZEBIhBISATE LM

M T AR H A Z D L SA AL R, By DL LA LSS R £ FOE R A4 01 5E SCUL R SA sk
R, oA SA S5Ak LU 5 S AT 2% i 30 LA
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(1) WIGR A IE A U A B R 5 AE B AT AT AT AT AT S A4 2 0 1), R WIIA G JE UG #4548 4 &
GiMIhh SA B Ho=, WA 4f Ab A0 MU0 2 ) 9 BT s 3 BRI 32 S0 R 45 4 4 B 38 B4 e 1 A O i
A m L Ak 2

(2)  ZRALUAT LA SE SCH AR 45 2 T B A A U)o 88 o I 45 e dE A A0 98 7 % A AL R
I P AR, 2300 an 1] 10~ 18] 13 B,

om[ w |

Fig.9 Initial evolution rule

Ko Hlha ik L

CSy

Fig.10 Adding server connector evolution rule Fig.11 Adding server evolution rule
P10 8 ik 55 s 3 4 v A R ) 11 B Ik 55 A R
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Fig.18 Hypergraph constraints of dynamic evolution of software architectures
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