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Abstract: In recent years, domain driven design (DDD), as a software design method, has gradually become popular in the industry and
formed several inherent paradigms of application, namely domain driven design pattern (DDDP). However, the software development
community still lacks a comprehensive understanding of the role of DDDP in software projects. Objective: This study aims to reveal the
application status of DDDP, including which DDDP is applied to software development, the benefits, challenges, and mitigation methods
for challenges. Methods: In our study, a systematic literature review is performed to identify, screen, summarize and analyze the relevant
literature published between 2003 and July 2019. Results: Through the combination of manual retrieval, automatic retrieval and
snowballing, this paper covered 1 884 relevant literatures, and after screening, 26 high-quality literatures were finally obtained,
corresponding to 26 independent studies. This study summarized theoverview of DDDP in the primarystudies, including the 11 benefits,
17 challenges and the mitigation methods of challenges for the DDDP which applied in software development. Conclusion: DDD can help
practitioners design software better since its prominent emphasis on domain knowledge, but there are still some challenges when applying
DDD patterns. While these mitigation methods may tacklethe challenges to a certain extent, there are also some deficiencies remained.
This study fills in the knowledge gaps in this field through SLR. Considering the mismatch between the practical value of DDDP and the
current theoretical maturity, the industry and academia should pay more attention to this field in the future.

Key words: systematic literature review; empirical study; domain-driven design; software design

A 0K 3)) % 71 (domain-driven design,{ii#% DDD)& —Fh7E B AF & 1T B i 180 (19 B 2 5 =X, 5 bR 7E T
P EAT A% T SR A PRI AT & 2. DDD  Hp e () T A T ael i S AR TR A A e SR T R A A
P i A, DR Oy o K 22 B S R e R P A A R AR e 45 AR A e vk T AR R B 24 1. DDD () — At
AR Wt 5 TF R 4052, DDD - S AF B M & 0 204 T R i R P A5 DL o Sz B Ol T S B Bk 2
5¢,7E DDD J7 i o — 0B vk S . BOARFA G I Fr AR, BB U8 1) A0 3K 31 15 B X (domain - driven
design pattern, {##% DDDP)! & {1144 Fit 1 45048 9K ) 82 v 1 115

H A 2004 4 ST R B BT w U H AR Sk — M B A B T R AL ) N R AT R —
SeszpE % ) DDD AR T FUK (9 SRR, 1 A NilssonP kg T Wi ii it 45 & DDD RH . NET L,
Vernon! Ut} T- DDD [ &4 H T 31 10 Millett A1 Tune [ B¢ T X DDD (952 4SRN S50 (1 4 T B2 A
[FlH,DDD Bl TBMIC), o B pet bt D732 S0 s\ SR P, DA S 43 A BRSE I . Ik 41, DDD 44 1% H 9% Bk 45 22 /1T 1f) T
b 12533, 41 2 DDD Summit(https://ddd-summit.de), EXPLORE DDD(http://exploreddd.com)#1 DDDConference
(http://www.ddd-china.com).

DDD ¥ 37 A2 5 S il PR A T v 1R 2 2 ) RS IR, T4 A 3R PE R G 1% FE R T B T (1 8 34 ik b,
DDD 55 2417 3 9 19 730 A 2R e T KU —— T8I 45 2244 (micro service architecture)™ 1) 3¢ & JE #5110 i
147K Bl IR 55 SR 40 O 2 B oK B 22 b S 78 4% R KBBR8 2 b R R R SR R SR % 843 DDD 7Rk
F R BRRAT

SR, 0TIk B 2y T T A1 TG 2 — L8 PR B8 7 2% ARAIE 5 7 101, A0 LG T 70 b 53 52 b () AT #2 2, DDD . AH 56 R
SEOVE BE B BN TR 5 52 By T AR T s Dy M AR A I b 52 R AR Bl BT R 2 DDDPAEAE R —
R A k. T & N B 7 1 BRI F SC (bounded context). 584 (aggregate) 4% H 841 % 1) DDDP N3 £ 8 31k
PR L B 7 o A1 2K 2 G v N PR R SORE gt 47— s TR M U B B30 M — TRk I 45 AR 5 Dl e o 1)
HAS ) T IESE.

1 DDDP {152 s J8 A7 00 G 4] 236 B8 1 B I R Aty SRAT Fffi 2 2 SN 3 A2 B k2 b3k i) 8 H i v AR
52045 R AL I R, 8 T EINR S T f# DDDP [ BB . g Bk S kR N [ i ke 7 35, A4S S itk
1T T RSk 4538 (systematic literature review, [ A% SLR)R T L & 3R (3 AT 5T (primary study). 52 48 SCHk 5
IS A AR AU — B B FE V% V8 A B BT A IR T UE A, DA D AN BE R
{180 4 22 , AN T 325 210 % B8 2 1 1 ) ) e S 2 1) TR 1 AR I U v R R A IR DA ke, & U R 1R
% T SCHE N ] T 2R G0 SCHR SR 3 — 7 VAL 1 BB T R 41 2R e WO R 2R Gt SCHR £ T SR I B
2205, I H. TR 27 R F v R R R AT SS UER B BT R R P S DR, A SR A T2 R SR S R
HEMEEE .

VAR FIFSET  hitpe// www. jos. 0rg. cn




2644 Journal of Software k4% Vol.32, No.9, September 2021

AR A TAEM EETTERE LN 3 ANJrTH 1 %8, A 87~ T DDDP 75K & I H H 11 55 i B
R BLHR,E S5 T N DDDP BTk W as (68 - 52 B 4 e 9 28 2R200 H Hp O 4 M3 R L8 15 00, A SOt F
DDDP 1. J 55 8 H 37 T 11 £ Bk it LA 2 8 o) Bk ke R 28 i 5 VR 30EAT T 1 3R, R 48 745 )y 52 e 3 S 0 Tl 56 Bk ik, 5k
WFFERF AR T AR T B IR R J7 1n).

ARICH 1548 DDDP 15 SR 58 2 A E AR SCITR T 0 R G SCRERR T i 28 3 WA MRk 45 .
A4 WX T LR G KT IRN TGS B 5 Ao B AR R A AR (R R D B S 6 e i TR H
DDDP [f] i 45 5 e .

1S

o

=T 4R

|

1.1 FUBEEIRITHIAR R
AUE AR (domain model)fE hy YT AT & 2% b 25 40 U (0 £ M S FH 2 0 B8] — Fol A v v A o i s o mT DA g
B A — AN FLATAT SRR () 400 e S 4B 70 U101 A5 Sal A 7R T & A8 9K 20 ¥ 31 1 6 Ak L AT 5 ,DDD 7 vk
T Ui A DDDP M55 o fil 5 H AT 8 5o LB T R I R iz e
DDD H A JUAJEA .
o F— {EE St DDD P &L M Evans g U B A 06 0 £ A QR TR Sh S B, 7 UL AR 4 A% Rl At
% 111116.DDD B i 5 AR K Z) ¥ (model driven design)Z AR 2 A H by i e kb T 4 A 5 Al s
AT PR AR 22 TR PR ZE B
o 7DDD EARMEIEATE R, I LI T o] £l Bh AR e (1 35 A AT IR A A sl 2 o % . AR 0 5
BV 5 B ARSI R R R) ) 5 9 56 &4 75 DDD Eb HoAh #pE Sy 58 B A SE A
o B =_7ESZEk DDD MK AR b RN GRS E K 1) 5 R T B X 2 R DDD B 3K 1) 4K
T8 5 LA S S M XS 1) 80 365 2 RN AT PR RN T it
o SEPU,DDD & — R AT BT AT AT BT HH R AR AT TR 0 1 2% 5 A A T T g A 1 R T AR
FBTR 2 B T R ek R P AT 8% T A R B, B U IR 45 SR R R N LT .
1.2 USRI E RS
DDD 11 Evans!"MF 2 —Fh KB R 5 5 (pattern language) 51, H thi— 4140 B 5 B (A6 2 21 e i 2 3
BET IR ) P S RATE, BB X TR E Yo R E ) RN R Ty 5B B H 0 B T R AR A BT A
S P2 v 8 2 ) T i) A S A R AR T g N B T 1 A8 2 (design pattern) . £l R R R X
(enterprise architecture pattern)%$.DDD 5 DDDP [1) 5% &, 1F W1 [F] [f] [ % % % 11 (object-oriented design, i #k OOD)
g it ) 0 BB R (B AR ) IR G AR
X T 45Uk B B 110 o, B Bk A 1A 20 2 38 3T 55 (ubiquitous  language), & J& — R ILAS [/ ¥5 Oc (CWn T & A B2
AT 4 5 ) e A P 0 5, 5 R T Al A ) Bl T BUE TR AN IR JE B R 32 (bounded
context), Ji #H 1E A — Atk 3 I B 300 SR 4 7 B 1) 52 44 Pk MR 3 Vernon!™ [0 #4157 38 I35 5 2 MK DDDP,
B JE T kg % T K (strategic design pattern), B4 J&8 ik R B 7185 X (tactical design pattern).
W BT A B 7 R B 22 AN AR 2 ) TR R A S R 0 H 1) R R S b AN TR R g T
PR T B SC AR S BRI B R SCE D —A B A 250 100 7R 2 A5 200 (1 5 3 e, DA T e S T AR 2 ) ) AH
L P A A A A B UL BRI 1 S LA 0 A e 8 AR X S A e A R [ PR A bR SCcn bR SO
FIHRBF 50 J2) 2 1A f) 9% Z& L, Eb A, bR SC 5 (context map) 6t o7 il 348 7R [ 47 sk 455 784 ) () 3 £, 1T (R 53 0 2
(responsibility layer) ) 5t 75 55 i [ 41 5 )2 2 K A ZRAN [ A0 3 7Y 1) Fy MR 2 it O 3R
dile AR A A7 T M 0 T P T B AN BRSSO AT AT R AL, I G A T [ K 55 AR ) SR 4 s AT
SRR St B Sl A A 1) L T80 A X A0 5 S 4R (entity )« {ELX % (value object). 24 (aggregate). K45 (service)
2R PE (repository) 55 FL AR R Y SEAAFIE T G F T B A AN () Q00 380K AIE 110 00380 S 1EAT A8 2R 5 14— 4 40tk
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XEGGRTE g — A A, LA 2 55 1 5 DU 78 =24 AR R 1) 4 10, R0 AT 0 R 28 0 e s i 0 0502 ) P T 2 40k
X5 K B4 126 Vs ) 45 1

2 FiRFE

KR GENESCBREE B AR Kitchenham 25 A (K145 #a U STF JEATFFT AT 27 S04 Hh 0K 3 A T4 JF B2 (K 4F 5T ) 7, 3L
PRI T RO VAR T TREATE 1) T 40 SR W AN R, B S ok T AR 5 10 500 il SRR 5 s R
2.1 WAREM
AW FE TR F AR I T AL A TT A mh R A0 9 2y e v 0 R e v B, 7 A 17 T A0 9 ) e o A8
SR S BRAG 0, EL 4% FL Ay R A MC A o b il A I o) Bk ik P 2 8 77 9. 8 e ST 9 Bt T I 1 s 1) AR I 5T 1)
RIS 1 &Sk T T f# DDDP AR I A IH v R R IR ST e 2 A T A ) DDDP T Al
KAWL R DL BFFT I 3 &k TS 45 1] DDDP BT I R Pk il LA R 0k £k il (49 2 il 5 4%, 425 9 R R AT RE I
WEFLIT 1.
Table 1 Research questions
1 LI
Jiih %S BT I 850
BUIR Wk £ DDDP ¢ W F- 3 AT 42

Wi W2 N DDDP T R s 24 a?
Pl W3 W DDDP i SO Bk AT A2

2.2 XHiE

AN T R GRS A B oS B S T SCERI R . SOk R . ek AL RS ER. RELP
At A 2R 45 SC RO R B AR R (- 2019 4E 7 ABHDHIIE 1 iR A XK 3 MAEEAKRA TR, A
R LA SIE T ERIS LI 1 884 Fa STk TP &€ T 26 ks v R E (K ILRE I 5T (primary study)fE WIS

| FR ] l BEARR B l
}s § 1884 § 162
| AR ] [ R ST I
‘ 8 ‘ a4
| TRES 0
‘ a4 b
| WS ] I RS l
{ 32 ; B
| DDDPiRE! | | DDDPIRS) I

‘21 ‘5

| BEMILMRS (26) l

Fig.1 Literaturecollection procedure
SRS e SURE
22,1 SCERESR
N TR P AR IS A ] AH 5% SCHIR 189 XU, AR SR T 22 B SR A 28 SRS . AR MR- 4f Klitchenham 55 A (1145 3
D7 U AT AR A (pilot) SCHRZRIA A 5 T — ZLAH DG SCIR, LA 56 UEAS: 2% o A2 1 e bk 3 401 0 00 SR 465
e Challenges of domain-driven microservice design: A model-driven perspective [J];
e Towards a UML profile for domain-driven design of microservice architectures [C];

e Designing microservice-based applications by using a domain-driven design approach [J];
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e An ontology-based approach for domain-driven design of microservice architectures [J].

F ROk R B R I — LE OB D SR T TR 4N 1 ]

() Faa=x

T AR A H SRR AT L AT e AT T T Sl 5R ARG R P I A A R 23 A

©  CRISCHREE B R

@ A BRI R AR DG I R 2l

FEN LR AR R 1 55 A SO P A7 A 3 B ST AT, 2 R R R 45 R O 21—k B B AR A 1%
TR 55 ASHIF U 50, AL AN LB B STk AR &

2 AR T A SIS 28 B 1R A R SC R B

Table 2 Publication venues included in manual search

R2 TR

IEEE Software Wit | 26
Int’l Conf. on Software Engineering (ICSE) = 16
Object-Oriented Programming, System, Languages & Application (OOPSLA) | £ 8
Information and Software Technology (IST) T 6
Software and System Modeling (SoSyM) 1) 6
Int’l Conf. on Knowledge and Systems Engineering (KSE) 2 4
IEEE Trans. on Software Engineering (TSE) HHF) 3
ACM Trans. on Software Engineering and Methodology (TOSEM) T 2
European Joint Conf. on Theory and Practice of Software (ETAPS) 2 2
IET Software (IETS) T 1

ACM SIGSOFT Symp. on the Foundation of Software Engineering/ A
European Software Engineering Conf. (FSE/ESEC) =i y
Journal of Systems and Software (JSS) JHF) 0
Int’l Conf. on Software Architecture (ICSA) 2 0
Int’l Conf. on Web Services (ICWS) 2 0
European Conf. on Software Architecture (ECSA) 2 0
B - 75

(2) AR

EX— B ASHEERRT 3 MEENELFEARE T ETE:O© IEEE Xplore(https:/ieeexplore.ieee.org/
Xplore);@ ACM Digital Library(https://dl.acm.org); fI1@ ScienceDirect(https://www.sciencedirect.com); 2L & — 4>
R R 5:@ Scopus(https://www.scopus.com). X T 2 T A A SCAE 8152 T 5T in) 780 P d5 15k [17) 5 B~ (B
“DDD”), I s FEL 8 ORI I AH DG IR) S AT 40 2R 3K L6 ) SCim] 2 A T= sl A0 3R 45 AR 40 18 SCAR G b kA
.38 A JF OR . AE 77, A SCAE I IR B A R A A R

(“DDD” OR “domain driven design*” OR “domain-driven design*” OR “domain driven approach*” OR
“domain-driven approach*” OR “domain driven develop*” OR “domain-driven develop*”’)
B RITAI VR K R SR LR 3.
Table 3 Intermediate result in snowballing

R3 WTEREFER PR &5 2R

TEGHC T B AT SCHR B
IEEE Xplore 39
ACM Digital Library 45
ScienceDirect 1214
Scopus 586
SOk £ ) 1 884
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(3) WL ER
EFIRRE B RZ G, AH I T Kk R %5 £k (backward  snowballing, fii#% BSB)FIHT iR &
Bk (forward snowballing, i FX FSB) /7 V20 K % 45 AT #b 785 18 2R T BRI 4R 18 SCEE g T i FE 0%
FSE 3N A TR T3 R %O H 30K R AT AT SCEIRIE B IR & R G & ROL B 1 SR HPE BT BRI 46
B LI TR 2R 0 S AR SR 2R I 4 ALK BE IR ATTEAE Wohlin! i G 05 ik, 9F HR
SRR TR 2 BRI R, AN FEAT T I SOk B R I
F 4 P L UOEAHE 2 BRI LA AR 16 T(S+12=17, 35 | RSO E 5, 445 31 16)F1 2 TiHT

Table 4 Intermediate result in snowballing
R4 OWEEIIRER ] 45 R
KRB B WA SCHRECE Ok B BSB MUSCEREEE ok B FSB RYSCHR B SCik i 2k

AR 1 44 5 12 16
AR 2 16 2 0 2
(4) DDDP ¥ H gt &R

N T HE R R AL A I e M, AT 2 T DDDP AR A SRR R AN S BLA AR &R g LAk
SRUELATLE Scopus AT T 75— A S04 Rk B2, FL A 28 1 7 435 R 1 A A8 5119 42 Bk L B2 “domain (3T IR
Vv (1) Bl FH ARE ) Fl “software” (B {4 7% 5t A 10 R 75 )4 /. Lt 4,55 DDDP“Entity” (& “Entities™) A ¢ 1)
KR AR T

(“Entit*” AND “domain” AND “software”).

Xt T DDDP (58 85138, B ATEAE T EvansOlE 2014 4F () 5145, B IG5 45 AR 1T, AR X RS 2 7
EAE T Scopus W 1) 7 BXHE TITLE-ABS-KEY R B T 7 515 k0 3 B2 SCHR i 1% J5 , I R 3R 4537 (1) SCik. 9
U RT3 SCHUR W B K 22, W e 2 K 1 % DDDP (1 44 BREE ST TR vb Al 4k 5 38, BE 201 I 2% (service)
HVZE U5 (repository) 5. R A SCIF R AR 1 AL ks =g F2.

2.2.2 kAL

A Z2 G5 SRR &5 38T 1) SCHR AN N RN HEBR AR HE I T o B U A TR AR E (0 ZE R 7 SR A 5
B AN T A A AT — TR R A £ SR 8K 4 I e

(1) g AFr#E(include criteria)

o ICL:SCHREZHE T 5CT DDD KR 1 S0 A2 1K — B BE IRATTIN B A% 2 5 K BR B2 o™ K Sk 3 [l LA

TR T 1) S8 B

(2) HEERARHE(exclude criteria)

e ECIL: KT 2003 4F DDD # & 3K 2 B I SCHR(F ) DDD F 2003 4F 442 H);
EC2: 61 3R 19 o 7 R4 31 STk

o BC3:HHE LAAMGIE S B85 (1 STk ;
o EC4¥EA &t ATV (K 30HR;
o ECS:A77E TN 5e 3£ 1 SCHR. B[R] — 3L REIHF 97 (primary study) 5 25 55 SCHR, G R B 58 38 10 SCRR g

BART W T

o T IME RS A A IR I —— AT ) 0 B 2R A5 B 1 A SCHR IR bR A O AT 8 T AR L
TR B XA BUR T 110 B Ak R Bl (1), B — 2507 B IR (91 4 Scopus Fil ScienceDirect)
ANSERPHRE T B R B F AT 32 R 97 3 ) RE AR A BR

o B 1 MrBoARbR U E——RATE S W F IR B AR LR T BRI 2 1) SR B3R 0 AR
DA 5 W 28 SR A5 B A N /B b 1

o EE 2B OB R H B R I —— AT T I B 1 B I SR () O B R R 2 D e e AT e
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AT 1 L PR HE;
o A3 WrBUPY R A SO IE ——FRATIE B 1 I AP AN B SCRR 4 S0 OR BT A TG 8 LI T IR AR
(HipaEe

K5 G H TR R A R I o TR 45 AL
Table 5 Selection details of literaturefrom different search methods.

R 5 AR B SCHRIE P D

B FIRER A3 R WEK
£ B B - - -

BB 1 75 92 18

B B 2 28 87 16

B 3 8 44 9

T8 53 L 3% AT 55 W), AT T D s s ST 1 A5 A 228 26 B B H 22 2D P S AR 8 5 il L A0 58 i A7 8 4 LR SCHR
HRTLE 5 A AE B BEAT VPAG AR 5 P 3 i 18 1K i 3R R B A A TGV A e b, DK 2 T 5L 1 4 3
HEAT Ui, B B5A e L R A b e Ah, D T 18 5 P AT TR SCHR 0 3k 1 A% 1445 00, ARSI SEAE B 3R 28 Ji 45 SCHIR 1) 97 1k
FFEFBIN T Kappa W22 I H i Kappa 120 45 54 0.722(“Good/Substantial™). &7 &b, 7 4 5 T 5 1 7T A
I IR G 2R R 22 e e g 4 T

o T CAEES P SCHRCR B A SR 433 78R DU i A 2R R 4k ), 9 Hopk g

o Tt R Pk W BT A SCIRER L 5 7R H A R W IE B4 R .

223 BRI S BRG]

EWFRAEA I E R AR TAEESIN T i TPl (quality assessment) >R HERR — L& i B A (19 FL A 57
HAE Dyba %5 NP2 5 A 25 26 AW ST T B P Al b v b B R T A SR S I AR TR VR4S
TR BRSP4 e BR T 3 15 58 i 15 0 AR B R AT A

TE G TR PP AL 2 5 AR AT T B R — P HERR T A ) DDDP AR ST( 1). 287
LB A PRI AE DA — A B0 795 17 A A — T8 SC R 077 328 s 7, A2 DA 0y — 28 [ A SCIR TT BETE 59 — L8 SCHR 1 IR 55 Bk B
Bl AN BE R T S5 7 P Re JF B $2 JAT4T DDDP M K 5 U8 0R 3 ¥ vk 38 AH G IX AR B 1R 2 78 i 46 STk i
RETT R4 [T b A8 35 AH OC SCHRR. FRATTHERR T F Al = A B R i) 11 S SC UL R F R RPN 18 3%
KRBT 26 i PR AR
2.3 HIEMES S

G4 AR Ec b B I 5 il ST, SR S i A ek S i A R TR 7 (synthesis) 77V 7R F il IBOR
A AT BT 22 B E H Nvivo(https:/www.qsrinternational.com/nvivo)fil HL T2 A% K c s F .
2.3.1  Hdlidhi

A2 Zhang FI Budgen™ 1) 5 252 ST B MU (W26 6), 3 32 2 ey SEAIAR B L WIS 35 LA S 5 1)
AR AR X 3 3845 4l b BRI S48 12 SCERIM AR L A3 LA BRI [ 55 N 25 AT 575 St i 1) 2 Sk
(R 90 0% HRRFALE, 1 645 5 AT i 2 5 Wi 5 SR IR AR D7 =X BIE 0 10 J0AH OC A5 BV (¥ 2 SCk 55 DDDP AR K (R 51A,
A58 [ RIT T T R8T e (R 8 0L B T R A Bl 2 A, 6 B U] T AR ST R X L il Y
T £ I 5 1R AR, 0 SRRSO <757, Il BI04 Y ) FR SO EAT 3R B T 30— 5 1 DR A5 e B 1w R,
ASAEF Hia g &N HHAT T8 AL I HREESE T 3 R OSCIRMEAT Tl ik o (pilot study), - HR 4 S &5
S B R A BOREEAT T ek

FEBEAT S Sl I 8 S FATTAL A% 2C A R F 7 A ok 48— B il DR X8R 5 W9 67 4 5 38 7 38 ) [
T SCHR Il DCRH R 1) 4 A S R b, SR BRI SRR ) Ji i SCAS A it 3 AN )y i 3 B0 e b RO b A I
U1 Cruzes FI Dybal> T #E 25 ), 3R T4 2 4% 1B P A D 5080 Jih H 00 22 4 K 0 38 Fi 1 3R s v
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Table 6 Data extraction items

6 Al

1D Hedi i 5 | Amgn | i g 5 0]
FERRAE B
D1 bt i SCHR ) A A
D2 (ERIES # SCHRAE #1151 2%
D3 I I T w SCHRIE R R I H
D4 KRRV i SCHR R 32 1 T B AU B
WFEE 5t
D5 WX & WFGT A BRI 2, 15T
D6 TR f WESE BTAE TR 10 20 280 i o it e 7 €
D7 W5 I 1 7 15 5 L TARTF R I ) 8
E 1) BAE A5 B
D8 DDDP [ 1 B(RQ1) 7w 5 DDDP 3 F 52 B AR B, B 36 B U1 3R
Jit & 1) DDDP PEA1EGE (£ 1% a~g 1 5008 Sl I 2 -
a. AR =7 %455 DDDP H) 44 Fk
b. BLFFE 1 [X 5 T~ Ho A DDDP (14 4L 78 4 4F
Do | i R i i% DDDP # 51 A\t H 11
d. JuHvE 5 1% DDDP ¥4 F g i 3 i i
e. W35 (RQ2) i R H1i% DDDP ) SZ bR 8
f. Pk (RQ3) i N FH 1% DDDP JT 75 T % ) 1) 780 Bk bk
g. ZEffJi15(RQ3) 7 N S5k A I 4k i 11 455 19 B e T

232 Bl ik

H T RNT fi DDDP A ST (A s ek #2228 T K 19 58 2 20 it 40, 7E DDDP A7 ¢ ¥ 2SRl 5, [H)
— AN ELEAS RN ) LR SCh AT Be R A AN [F IR B S L iR 55 (service) W] g K 7 — i DDDP,{H AR ] G 7R 4K A
TR R A T 3 1 Web B 553 Ok B A e T i PR DR I AR 5T T A — Al 1 R
JRTT I RARIE BE T A S L AE I 45

A A HEAT 52 P HdE A i 0 B p A T SRS T FUME P8 (grounded  theory) S ANl 5 J2 VK (1 4
75 v, W T8 (open codes) Al 1] % (axial codes)?7 AT 55 B fs FH B4 4 15 77 725 /& Braun F1 Clarke M H #6325
43 7 (thematic analysis), B ATHI % 7753815 T & A HEEE (LK 6)R & 45 5.

X L] A A A I R 0 — e 4 Y A R T R RIS SCHER SR A AR B 43 )6 HR B 1) R AR S AR
HEAT T T804 A5, R TR0 SCAS R 15 SN 25 R0 Ba 2 9 28, 14 0 5 JUAR 08 — 2 ad 5 ke 481 7= 461 it B 080 1) O
T2 0 455 S << T U b, PR A0S T SR RN < T A R VA 1 BT A IR B B R 5 T I i i FRAT TR AR R 1)
AT HEAT 23 A7 A0 LG A8, K5 e AT 20 B 1 3 R0 A9 a1, T 50 i )<< S - s TR 4 404l 7 o 40 3 3 o 0 i 3k M 4% PR
il 2 S5, BT — 20 5 F AR 3 B AT T A0k, Ll PR A I R S T B T S T A G D AR XA I R
NVivo i FH R 5 g A R = 38 2 18] 1) J2 O 85 8] e A, 2% 6 38X — o R A R b MO T 6 3 R g A 7R AT IX — By
B T AR 2 07, BT B0 20 T R 1 2 5 2 4 SR AT 41 F i DDD A6 ) 32 9 3 15420290,

3 MRER

AU IR B e v AR IR Y FH B 4 R IAE — R A IGIE 3 TR, AR 9T RO T A DDDP [ AH G 3, 9T
DALk SR SR 4140 T DDDP BT Sk (i 25 5 Pk o 1] 2 Bz MR 3 S auti 7 52 B0, % il DDDP ) 4 56375 3 35 52
I A 4 28 RIAIE 43 BT (domain analysis). 4545 ¥ 71 (domain design)- 435k 45% 24 SE P (domain model implementation)
% 58 1 35 3 (umbrella activity), 21 T DDDP W FHHESE, I H._E IR IX 4695 ) 5 Bruegge A1 Dutoit”® Vi fifiid
A% G SR A T I 35 30, W0 3 SRR IR 20 B« B2 TF 0 S TR 22 AR ) Y

X§T- DDDP W HESL )3 — 20 Be Wi R

o AU T RIE S FUEE KRR AU AR ) Rk R T AT A3 B 4 15 BT AR 1 U Y

o YU T FR IR R I3 AN A 43 (BREAN B 20 5 B A A7 B BR AL BRSO R G i R A A A A R
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N SC AR, DA A T R S B 24

o BRI SCBILRE FiE R AR TR A O T e AT AR 3K T A A A A TR A A R v S AR At

o PREVEIEENR A2 N ] DDDP I, A] BELE U BT« A AUEOBE R SILIX 3 AN Bl AR
RV B, b f A g R S e 1 55

ELAF— SRR A2 T EE3E Bl T 5 LT A T 0 40 7 A 5 R 2 PRl 43¢, 5 3 B 22 i T AP Lo S

FREMS 5 :> it |:> SEMLE
SR Bigit RN

Fig.2 An overview of activities in applying DDD patterns
Kl 2 R DDDP [ 3l 48

3.1 R ICEEYSIRIER

SRR AT TR ILIRTG T 26 WUHERIAIT 5T, A 3 s 18] BE A 2 IX LEAH SCHIF ST 1K R AR RS 4.

o A

3 IR T TR ) SCHER H HA A A 1R 23 A0 I 0. S8 T B 2R 2006 S T AL X o Ak #3d DDDP A
I BERBATT 7T SCHR; T AE 2006 4FE~2015 4E11A), SCHR & R AR — HARFRAE BRI AT (R AN I 2 5%). 32X 4
H 2003 4F LA, A 0K e v K SO AR ] 1) 1 LA IR A 13 B0 90 (0 L 8 SRR T 2016 F 2 J5,1%
QYU R) 18 3 R BB ARG N, 3X F] fig 5 DDD FUIR S5 JEH 1R 2016 -1 255 0 R Al 7 QCon 123 2016
# K4 1-PH,) (Domain driven design: Tackling complexity in the heart of software) HJ/E# Eric Evans 32 18
AU K B0 B A R A 9D IR 45 B4 Hh 8 1 5 (—F DDDP) I & 2Pk AR KK 25 F L Evans AT 3 Fh]
DA B 5 SR 4R 45 1) DDD 1=, I ddt ORI 45 Yok Jl— AN B A E R 3C(— 7 DDDP).DDD 5l 45 45 &,
AF A5 12 A3 I F 5 N P AR 4 B ity B, IX AT g A 2016 4 Jig A DR SCHR B0t R a3 K i — N TR A

B=

SERER
S RN WE VT N®

2006 2007 2009 2010 2011 2012 2015 2016 2017 2018
Fig.3 Distribution of literatures by years
3 SRR R 3 A1

o fEHKM

B 4 o T BTCHE I SCRRAZ AR 385 AR (0 20 Ao 155 D00 AR 0 T 18 S8 44 A 3 S SC B s AL B G v B8 Sl
TEALARPRULEUL 26 f SERBATF 5T SCHRH,69.2%(18/26) 1K SCHR M A/ & 4ok B T2 AR S (B & S Bk LA R
RHIALAL S5 (H 1 55 TR I AT 26.9%(7/26) B SCHRAR 25 305k B T S AR, I8 4T 1 F SCHR R B A AR F A
M 2 A7 A 3 SE IR 58 L5 B TR E AR SC T IE I DDDP A G EERIAT 7T o, K40 30.8% HIHFIE TAE A ML S 1)
Z: 5 33X T EPUE T DDD 753 FF &b SR 5AT R .
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Fig.4 Distribution of literatures by authorship
4 SCRRAEFE KU Al
o HFFUEI
5 SR T AR ST TE 2 20 A1 15 0. 7 ,161.5%(16/26) 1) SCHR i T~ 2 1 F 57 (case study), 4l 5746 % 2 [1]
(¥ B0 3R 42 % EL A 32 i V™) Z G AF 90— ol A 5 388 PO I 9 T 2 T I 76 BT AT AR DG 5T o, S 36 AN 2 2 B 5 1.
XA AEAL TR Easterbrook 45 AP B G B 42 i S 9 ANIE £ FUIE ST AR I AR AF 30 H b 41,23.0%(6/26) 1 SC ik
KH T & 54 25 (experience report) I 2, X Tl U RE WS 5 B 52 8 M A 3R A5 S B 22 56, IR b 1 AR 32 ¥,

15
14
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=]
& 3
IS
El
2 I
a - | |

Case study Experience  Survey Expert Action  Experiment
repart opinicn research
TEREE

Fig.5 Distribution of literatures bystudy form
5 SCHRFIE KT 4 A
Wikl 6 P, K2 HF51(18/26,69.2%) 42 1 T DDD AH K Il ¥ 5 583X Le i v J5 ST HC I B B R BLAy 9 R
8, r1,77.8%(14/18) I SCHRE ) T-FI A DDD il e HARB A R G2 (I 10 #,22.2%(4/18) ik i &l fi% ¢ DDD
I 1 JR) PR BBk . M 48, 15.4%(4/26) ¥ SCRR 1838 7K DDD WY I T 55 & i B 3453 1) 48 56 R 2011

20
15
)
% 10
+
5
0 l - | |
Solution Personal  Evaluation  Validation Opinion Pailosophical
proposal  experience paper esearth paper paper

Fig.6 Distribution of literaturesbycontribution type
6 SCHRTTHRZE Y 3 Al
3.2 DDDPHYL A 1B (RQL)

T WG TALIERBAT SR G b IR 3% 3 P BL_E ) DDDP, LL KOG I 0 4 38 R i R 3 e e =X I 5 50
IR S AR 3K A X HE B AR R T AN Y- G A e A e e PR W i i s ek X S Millett A
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Tunel™ ff) 5 I AL A — 50 R0, TF K N B35 2% 5 ¥ i 80 4008 9K 2 v AR e AR e R AT 5, HL T LA 31.1%
(14/45)[%) DDDP 7EREAHHF 9T R 43 2 T 800, X R T 4 Er = AR A% DDDP FIHFAAETEA 2.

Table 7 Distribution of DDD patterns in literatures
F 7 WFSUCHEK DDDP )50 AT

DDDP ik HISE Sk | i
S
WS ol G AU Y e e SR SR
(ubiquitous language) | 35 FH TG FHLBA B TAF th 93403 [30.134-471 13
Wi s B
.. SARMRAT I AR A7AE 2 A B
o e o | PR ond sty | BODHERMELEL
10 5K B B A ABEAL 7= A R ’
R ST BRI E P R RS
(context map) SR KRR, [301.(411.[52.53] 4
Vg2 212 AR R GRS % 2 IR
(mmgzgﬂmm) AU 5 LA DG i B TF K. [30.351.138].[46].[521.[54]. | 6
HR3T 4y 12 FH -4 AR T A 4 J2 R 4, L AR A [(391,(52.53] N
(responsibility layer) | At B MBS L2 o8 A R e
e BT AR LT
(anticoffu};fjti):xn layer) 2 T £ L B 2 [301,[491,[52,531,[55] °
%1 A P %530 At S P 9 LA
(cofﬁdofain) SUSRBI s R (AT R I (301.1351,[391,52,53] 5
AR BT
SEAA FH T AL A oy TR T [301,[34-371.[39],[41], 13
(entity) W — LT DURR 228 A 1 4500 52 [43],[44],[47,48],[54].[56]
X% P AR A AT I — [301,[34-371,[391,[41], 12
(value object) B TR ARRAE 1 TR 42 [43,44],[47,48],[56]
Pty FH T4 — A IR RUE X 5 3 3% [301,[34-371,[391,[41], 13
(aggregate) R A AR Ny — A AR AT A B [42],[441,[47,481,[56,57]
B A g U B et [34-371,[391.[41],[44], 12
(repository) R PR 100 (R R R [481,[52],[55-57]
M4 FH 50 70 AR 1 R 4 A [301,[341,[36,371,[39], 10
(service) LI HAH FRSE B [43,44],[47,48],[56]
T.J (factory) JH T BB N S R 2 6 B [30],[34],[37],[39] 4
KU FH TR 850 e )3 )
(dorjnaiiﬁm) 5 BB AT [301,[341,[58] 3

Bl — R L1 5 .DDD i —4UAR B OGR4 (B DDDP). Vernon!™ 4 Hi : i 5 552 8 rh 22006 38 F1] i

HH DDD g B i A A A R 0 i A B AR A AT i S B A A 2 1] R A, IR B I R R R
“DDD-Lite BB AWF 57 & B AW 9T S-S R A SCHR[30,41,421 B At S ] 7 308 138 = . s B o R 2R iR
W04 2 T 9T AT BE % N\ 7 DDD-Lite BB, R 4 & AT 7R T e AR IR iy 84T 42 B AT AT 5 ke g J2 T e

T 548 B B 5 R 5 S0 SCRRAEE S5 SR T e BT e e R B AT 5 st
0% M 00 2T, 220 P RO B2 i RSO SO ) R AL LR AT % Ak
A0 R AL ASELA I 51 AR T A0 5 30, B AT 1 s e 1 2 BT 3 AR BV TR M4 T 3
S WS FLATARHDLEES SCI ISR A 5 T R 0 A SIS O A 31—

3.3 FZFIDDDPHI# % MK 3E(RQ2)

N TAE T B BEAR AT AR TE UL T ¥ DDDP M ) DDD 3 ) e i 45 Bk ik 38 8 J o T M
DDDP JIr s K (15 i £E 0T 0 A« AT 2 S B A 5 3 P 20 o (K AR B D0, F 7 17 A A R 9 SCRiR
(R UIE 44 782 6 Y T B A0 23 At 2 A0 AT 5T 45 DDD 3 3l (1 %5 AN B Be A 8L 7N il DDDP B oK (2.
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Table 8 Benefits of applying DDD Patterns
& 8 /Il DDDP Pirifi ok AW i

B 1D ik i A A A S STk
Pkt | Bl AU 6] ¥ I 1 R R R 5 CMP23] R 119233

sk B2 ENGESAEE AR/ 3 Repository®"**! Factory®”!

Tﬁ\’;” B3 /AR T A 1 ALP?

g | B i e 152 1 OHS'™
BS AR A PR AR R 1 MultiPattern(UL,VO,Entity,Repository,Aggregate)””’
B6 ST A8 A o 4 BCPY cMP LAPY, DB
B7 S RV 4 ULB>363844]

& M B3 e bl 4% B fif 3 D ULBY MultiPattern(UL,BC)!*?!

E3) B9 | DA s 25 I A A AR A 10 AN Tt 2 LAP% MultiPattern(UL,BC,Aggregate)!*?)
B10 SR T1IT 9 53 U5t ) ) ) 2 1 cpt
Bl | N B BRSO eV 3R R 4 1 MultiPattern(Entity,VO,Service, Aggregate)*®!

A A 5 R s A DA 10, I b ,CM =2 bR SR, RL="FR 55 43 2 ”,OHS="JT 1t =MLk 557, AL="P)i J&f 27, BC==BL 5t LT
307, LA=4y R ,CD="4%.0> 38, UL="8 F1 i} &, VO="{E % %~ MultiPattern /X % X Pl 7 7] it 55 £ F DDDP %54 15 F A G

A5 7 ) — SO L SCHR BT 4 2 1) (2 2 i T ek 3 T 0% T2 80 DDDP IZR-A1E F A & 5 —Fh
DDDP [¥1E M2 T ok, A 30K 23 B B isF e 3 F DDDP B I 2 1 4i 1.

3.3.1 At

LEAUR T, N DDDP [/ a6 75 T B8 0% 4 & A 0088 2 18] (19 4088 5¢ 28 500 B (B1). b SCHRUG (context
map) F1HR 35 77 JZ (responsibility layer) H T- 4148 R St A [ &R 0 0 & R AR BR A LR 2 MR, 84k
T SCER TR AN R (AU 5 A U AR AR AT G IR IR TR K e AT 2H 2R AL AT I RO G AR IR 2 IR B R A 3K e
DDDP, B TR 17 1 Hh A AT 18] ) 5% 3R R AR TG -, 1 W SE R AT 2 3 B 2 R 110, B AT T AR P 3k 6 48 5K
TR Dy RE 2 TH] AR DG ZR . DR S 7E A 8 2R 8300 SR INF AN () 4088 11 o AR B T 6 R DA B 93 ) ) SR IR 0% R B AR 1
0 A B A (1 MR D R 3 T LA B T RN B IR N T R G BRAR AN A L s B AT B T
R,

3.3.2 AR S

% Tl DDDP A4 BT~ 403 455 70 1) 4 1t S B B it 3 T 0% 90528 (repository) R TL) (factory )45 5K 43 53l AT LK A7 fifs
FHIUE A IR 55 232 S AN AT A 750 v ) 8 1 ok 37391, [A] sk i A 1503 2 1 T 2 PRI 803 A 45 T e N\ 13 B A 78 A5 At A1
WILEAL I AN [R) ST T 28 2 1A) 1R B8 N 42 A8 Bh EAT D) ¥0(B2). — 77 1H1, i B B8 5 e 45X, 2 75 B T IR e A 1 L
L T DO S 14 AR S IR AN 06 2 A AN o e O 5 — T, ) RS B T R A ) A 3 i TR T
DAAEAN 5 ARSI R 0 1 A8 1 17 48 s B 590,

29 K BB S R SC 2 18] (38 45 1, B 8 2 (anticorruption layer)df 2% T WA TR SC 22 1] A5ENE 2 1) 4 e
AT 38 G — A R S0 22 M B4R i — R SO AL E I FE R 2T BT 4R H 0 3 R AT T A B AT 5 S A
FRGAH O AT 25 v AR TS0 SR 5 65 J2 A0V SIZ B 3 R A AR A3 A 2 1) 47 DL AR AN R G, AN T ik 2D R 8 4R ik
[P ITH5(B3), X0 T 75 2 518 B R EER = 7 R e AT 42 s B FR 3 22 DG 35 32 e Ah, T il = LR %5 (open-host
service) i i — 4 IR 45 A T BR N SR D ) TR 3K S R 45 A D BE VA SRR — ke, 4 i T
(B4)FIFARE G 15 2] T BOK 3.

L ARHE 2B 5E B A (BS), 1142 3 FHf DDDP 45 >k ¥ — AN 2 2 5. DDD 55 1 %) T4 B A ST (1 5 5 , B LA AE 2
"5 AR 7 A P 5 A S RS R A [ (1 AT BT sl 2 T PV 5 KR ke, T3 P BACKE 8 T 5 A
LR 1R SR B RS 10 Ml 4% 3 A 4 A 1 B 3 A7 5 e (R IR A8 B 3 X R X AR TR A 1)
A DA 4 A T AR T AN 2 T PR SR R AT A R AT i, IX A A5 A BA B VA 3 . AR 2 e ORI
333 WEMES)

[ DDDP AJ LR T 844 840 (1) i ot S 1tk (B6), an ml 44 Pk . w etk . n R R ] 0k A X —
RAEILATF T SCHR ) V2 A AT 58, IR S LR SORT LR SCMR R — AN 52 2% R A o i o LS8 4 T B R 4
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S AR SCHR[S2] 1 22 36 26 W S I B R SO SR AT DA B O e N SR R 4 AR TE VR ZI A IR, AT i — 2P 2
RS LR RN G E A% 0o 38 (core domain) P LA iy B2 5 A FH 5, I T LA S s 238 1) o 2 o 2 1k S 5
R, 53 )2 48K (layered architecture) Ag % 1 A0 al A5 78 15 TUAth 5 v 5500 85 T 2K, 6 B TR R Ak &l o Bh T 0 £
I 2 AL e A SRRV £ 54,

tHT DDDP H (13t F 15 5 RE 9% A D T A P9 350 00 R AT O B LG V) 288 H PR I 7, BT DA/ T o 4 Al A8 28 1
ARG 1) i 72 v i T 5 RS D AN ] IR0 Ak B A4k v 0 LA Uy (B 7). E A2 R UG B & KW 2 5 A5 LK
$RT AL AT B 2 i 0 L 1A AU 55 DU A A 141 BN PR 348 43 52 R A% 3 B 47 b B A 45 (B ) e % A 45 4 1k 15 FL B A 1)
AT AR 5 — 5, 3t T S AT K 5 1 10 3 AR 0 200 57— T T o AT ABE 2R % ) e A 0 58 ) S A T RN
7% BB T L 1 R A 1A TR PR A AR R ke S e A B T SR e B ) ) R, T R ) v R (B 1OY R &R 4
FA.

5/, DDDP Refg B 55 2234 40 LLTE I sioRe 1 J7 2 SE I3k (B9), I HL e % 55 Bl [T BA R0 LA 4
R 2 2 PRI A R G TT R AERE(B11).
3.4 [z FADDDPHTE X B #kAR (RQ3)

105 AR A B G I Pl 189 SRS A0 7 3k VA8 JRAT Dol AAE AT T 5 v $R B N6 DDDP Ity >k 6 ik ) <4,
RIS SCHR Hh BT 2t 10— 26 07 vk 50 e 8 745 1 912 B o 7 —— R R L % it 1 ) 0 il ) e 82, AT D4 LR A Bk ik 114
G T8 AL I AT e AR FE R S P R 0 T N ] DDDP 9 17 A8k, 2 )5 ,3 B2 075038 AR i 143 31 (4 36
il 41 & M 28 8 SR 253 3o e P WSO PO AAE 0 e STl RO 5 10N Bl £ D2 A 7 0, e e BT . R S S I
FRENT 17 AL Bl i) 2% 7%

R 9 UM T AR IS AU T AR R SN R Bl X £35S % ] DDDP e 1 1 3k
LU AH N R A T 15 3 1 SR AR SORE 23 [ BOW L BEAT VR0 /v 4.

Table 9 Challenges of applying DDD Patterns
9 [ H DDDP Ji i Z2 [ % ¥ Bk ik

D | ik B e VY Ese G Ji ik
AR BT
i M LGRS L K S 5 1 MultiPattern /
R4 S R (UL,BC,CD)>!
AR T
M1: % [ 2] 41 46 g 3044
M2:Hfi 52 BRL 5 (i 34 L4
RSOk R el
M4 F) i R AR R U
M5 B85 AN [ A Fy 4 ek A 704 142)
A DA Ik AT 5 9 (52]
S e | ! cp !
C4 | AMEUIhe R A HIRLE 1 Aggregatel”"! /
A 2 2 A . ol e —
cs *ﬁiﬁ%fimé” | LAl M6 FF 3l T S 76 0 0 9
] . . M7 @ 5E L UML fic & S 4
b AT A Ak MultiPattern(UL,BC)™**), R T 2o A e T T E O 22
. ik B 2| MultiPattern(UL,BC)“") Mg‘gim%%;ggi%ﬁﬁ“i’%m
U L 5K M DL B AR [46]
ST g A ! UL /
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Table 9 Challenges of applying DDD patterns (Continued)
%9 NI} DDDP it 2 %] ) 8k i (45%)

D | ik IEAEES e GEA 7 ¥
AU Ve
MO:SEHL T PR UML i !
Elib % 5 E R B
c8 B 2B AT | LAl g
M1 R B B AL
o AR 5 2 e A 4T 1 MultiPattern(UL, | M12: 1% FH 48R0 ¥ 2 5y
B Al A3 At BC,CM,CD)"" ik LA R PO
AT A AL S B
SEDLBT I 2 AN [41,53]
C10 WA 1 HL AT 2 2 AL /
i %iﬂﬁfggﬂﬁ 1 Servicel*! /
o1 WX R BCI™Service™, | MI3: 4 FITAE 2052 K ff o2
SEHLR LAM AL B 1 1 )
C13 | Uk R sk mbal ik | 1 Service™ M4 A o T A8 3 o e R A )
Cl4 Tl /D ok A5 104 21 A4 11 1 MultiPattern /
B i) S BC.cmt
WHEEE)
Cls 4\Hﬂg?ﬁ:ﬁ?§xﬁ 1 UL[37J MIS?ETT%E%W'&X
AT A 3 LR — A EC
athi o .
cl7 /b N H] DDD (#4441 ! MultiPatter M1 735+ AU K B 1 111
TE KRR 1 R Gk (LA, Service)l’”) A IE R ) ik Y

AL 815 RN A AR, e rh CM= 1R SCWUR, RL="HA 57 43 )2, OHS="FF J LMLk 55, AL="B}j J&§ |= ", BC="PR J¢ |-
37, LA=“4y J2 3407, CD="4% Lo 5", UL="3l 1] i 5 ~.MultiPattern 1C#& X i Bk ik 55 % i DDDP (#1254 18 A1 5%
3.4.1 ST

TEATIE 3 A 3000 A SCRILT — RS DDDP Bk (C1), 15 2 JT AT 7RI 58 SCHR v 46 3 R 22 il 1% Bk ik
(19 7 32, DR G A A 38 4 T4 8 il v vb AR SRR 22 50 S &5 H T W9 4% B ) s 4L

o ki

AU IR B e v B BB TS B T e 4 SRR ON BB TR B 55 A, LU AR FE R T R R e oy KRG
J3BN Sy T IR NI TR AT, TE U R T R L R I R R LR SCRTR s, 5 T AT K 5 T
RN T 2 TA) 1) S B VR AR, AR U R K 5 5 A IK 2 e T S R OF IR &) 35(C 1), X el T B S DDDP By v A
[ — AN 22 BEBE A, R 7E BT JT R AT R AR B A%, 75 ZEA R AU 2 A8 & KILR 2 5B 0T .
Vernon™ A 8] 73— 21, A A sk 400 5K 25 3 T R 3o B, — T LA SR 8+ 40 TR

o BRIV

TE AT S 48 S R LRI 7 SOk b, I B X Bk 23 BT B B BT i 2 C1 48 i AT AT i vy . 2 4K,C1 T
15 I — AN LG T A S A ) . 45 45 Vernon!™ (R0 s, FRATT A B2 C1EREE T W40 @I SR A T R 41
L E N U IR B BT TR A B 12 78 23 TRAI B K V@ AR AR A T — AN, T iR 2
AEE TR G5 e 1A N DR AT L 5 AT R B B N B A T R 7 O
3.4.2 AT

TEAUR B4, A SCRILT 8 F S ] DDDP ity R Bk i (R C2~C9), 3 Bxf T H B 7 C3,C4 I C7 2
AN S TRHk AR HR A I T — Ss) B IR SRR TT (M 1~M12).

o Hhik

T BINBR ST SO T DK B AR AR R G YR AN R O 35 0 I AR A 4 R LUsh S g v B
T 0T 20 AU AR R T A Newman™ BT g 50 A5 B BR FE LR SOB AR S0 45 T e 414 ik 45 B8 0, LI SR i 5
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TR 55 0L J8E 3 — T VR DR A T R AL X T2 33 32 BT AR T R JE LR SCA B (R, DDD . I 54T S A AE ]
B TSEBL R AR RS A5 (C2) M3 S 0 V5 3E 3 14— TUAR DRI 7 PP RIE S 73X — Bk, i AR AR AT RS

A — AR 3 Sk 22 AT 38205, 1 S8R 1 3R G b L e 5 1 1) T 3, R O 38, 0 R X A 0 8 1
N, LU SIS fe R AR I ABLLE Sz B b 36 T e N BT 5, TR 01 2R 8 W A Ca AT A A DR i (C3), JE H: R A8 T e R A
RGN e Ah, SERE 7T A K B A5 92 B T R 2 [ I A A 2 AN A% O, DR e — 25 R T — Bk .

FEAEA PR T b ST I e AR B A 2 3 T I 1 A K e I — i 2R 5 TR B R TR A (C4), 3% 77 248
AT LA 255 (1) B AR 58— S500E P o 2 ) A Y- i 8 4 43 2 4 M (layered  architecture)# 4T AE 70 15
FCABAEIEAT XS B I, DDDP - H A 4038k 2 2 A LA 2, an P A2 YRR 3 J2 R il v it 2 4 4t
ATAG] S A (CS)ML AR B E U, AT 3K 50 15 - i A A AT A 7R of J 7 AR 1) 3 i 4 ) E O e A %5 1 oAt
TV SR 1 33 b e AT 2 2 A IS P B O 4 hy S A ok — s [ TR

LE R b 2 I8 AR S TR Evanst 5 18 R AR FH 4% B A EAT I8 (AU UMLP ) SR s KA B 2 04 1
AR AR AT R T 55— TUBk A, R, AT BK 2 152 T 2 S AR AR KT 34k 3R 3K 1) SCRF(C6). SCHik[44145 H:DDD 1)
TE SUAAN e 20 T X ACFE At 16 70 BE L6155 L T LA AN TR 1R 208 5 2K 78 I FH A AR 45 SR A ) 2t 12 FH R i, 4 4 A 23
H 3 BAE A TR A v B8] 0 EL A A D 11 400885 6T 5% AT B 2 7 AS A1 A v e 5738 A4, I T AR 45 58 2 A8 )L IXFE—
SR AR fi Aok 5 AN () BA K A [ P AN 8 7 A A [ ) B A 1471,

5 SE BRI 5 SCHR IR S 21 T A )~ LB e, S AT 5 O i i A, A R f s A e R T AT L K
(192 55 AHH JEVECRIE UL 51 e 0% 3 gt S Al o o 456 P 10 A B AR (C7), 3okt 118 I 5 I S R jR 17—
PR A0, 22 i 1R RS T LR AN g 58 430 FH T U R 3 1 1 (C8). B Ji — 1, B 4% DDD 24 T 2 Fit s (H 2 4
SIS 1) 57 % BE AR AR 23 RS WA B AR 5 [y ] B 11 (C9).

o BRIV

T R T SO A BRI (C2), 2 ANF ST SCRR S T AH DG 180 1 58, SCHR[30,44 100 4, B 1% 7% 1 (41 BA
(0 A 2R G5 b SR [4 11 LR B HR TF (19320 5, I8 H A b 12 40038 1) MV 5% T i . SCHR [49 1 4t 13038 3o 43 Ar FH A7) 1)
A K AH 2 T e TS A — T, 3K LRI 3 A AN ) 1) 4503, gl 2 BR S B S5 e A 38 K AT SR R
B3 A AR SR Ml 25 45088 1 2 R R L0 A S — AT 2 A k) B R B R I L PR R SO AR T
T 22 YR AR A B8 I 0 58 R SCHR (42110 2 50, P35Sk B TS [ [ A 1) AR 784 A R T A7 4503 s 7t 52 47 T

N T NAHURS s C5, R SR B B v 7R AR JZE v A SR AT i R X — B, 7 N I Atk
TSR R AN BT (1 5 BOLME R Fairbanks!®' ity g 180, 16 w52 1) 2R 45 P DSET (6 T2 I, 75 AT 40 2 e 19 H v A7
TE )RR A5 Gt >4 45 H] DDD A4 2 T~ 10 45 1) Web S HIRE 57 I8, SCR[30 AR 4t F P 4438 500 1 - s U)ok s
FH 7 B R AE B AR PEAT R BR 3 T % (behavior-driven development) KA 5E N JZ 1) 75 3k, 348 ] Spring HE 4L 5 73t
=

N T AR S 204k (C6), I T AE AR IR B BT N UML G 245 30 R F, SOk [44] 58 SC T —Fl
B UML e SO (profile), I 7u 20 5 BB T % 70 2 5 VA AE SC Y HIX flk UML e & SCAR I & R
W, HL R A kT 0 T 5 A A ) A 28 Wl SR B O 55 v SCR[48 1A 50 LA 1 — P 3R iE T 1% A UML &
SO AT S B 2 A A AR 1 2 — P A R s U P IR T S T s, T RE A N R G 4 4 AT T S04 E AR L
52 AR 56 R 1O AR SE R 9 T H T — Al A AT R R SR O R A TG R, DA st SR R 4 A
[ BA X 53 A3 50 AT IR 50 sk i 25 162 v (1 A G ATARE 8 L AT A R 1) 2R

X F @A T H(C8)TfI 7, 3C#ik[44]7E Eclipse Fl Papyrus #ARIAEE () ZE Al LS T UML Bl 8 3L 1 SCHR[S6]
7E Eclipse “F-& LJFR T Elihu T H , GEH 6 T U806 G AH G 14 8 T Th B8 3EAT SR, 1T I 75 25 i Al 1 it 7 T 1)
0] R G A, SCHR[48 18 BUAE 53 — AN 5T Eclipse I R ——AjiL >R s LU 55 1% B B AL S 58 AL g d i
FA5S BN W0 1R 2, 530 Tk AR A B A 2 8 A Ay i R 25 1) B A 2 B

b A IR A 2% BE (CO) T 5, ME s 2y A0 I PVl 5 N I FH 1 TR B 40y 22 AN AT A B O R — ke I i
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8 AN [ 400 P 0E A7 4903l S A 7 G v A A A0 BRI AR T R 2 5 Ak R W A
3.4.3  AUEATY SN
TE AU T SE I 4 AR SCR LT 5 F)8 A DDDP I8k A& (BT C10~C14), 7 HXFF I iy C12 il C13 T4k
B 70 NI SR METT (M 13,M14).
o Pk
ARG I < A AT AT TR () s B 5 8 )2 (anticorruption layer) 5 iz 45 (service) F 52 B0 & 2% B 488 i Of
N C10 55 CLL). % HF 2 1M 5, SCHR[4 1152 1), S5 0I5 8 2% 10 s KBk i /e T il 46 52 % FE B 2 P R N A L 207
A3 PR AN BR S L 30 R SR I 1 X R A 10 S, SCRR 4313 L R A I 45 (R B R i R A 1 4 0L LA 6 AR
SRAK K s 7). F T DDD = B G AU A R 9 3% A6 0 IR 45 S BILEE Hh PR AR 18 S, DR D S FR G B T — B W
A .
AR, BT DDD M M 45 400k 1 A i A AT, X 7 oK T TRk
o - DDD WA R A ¥ T ST 210 SEELRVE(C 12). 25 68 10 5, A0SO S 1 T RE R TR ALY,
SR D BRI AT g 5 i AR X A oS T e S BT A A R A B, 1T P TR R A BB K,
A5 AL 2R 355 7 b A T ) s AR 1 AR A5 A i TR A
o BRI AR Y AN AL B B 2 1 B0 A L P Y R G AEE(C 13), (X SR B B S B A I S AR AR
KRBT L5 B 3R 45 R ) 2 AR AR 45 3 v DRl X 84 I 7% 46l P SR om A 3% SR A g o) A 28
HIAh7E.
TR IR B FF & (model-driven development)fe i 4 & 4k 152 A4 RIS #4540 IR0 %, 4F DDD W43 T#:)2
£ 18 FED AR T, B0 A8 A A A58 28 I A 0 8 A AR 2 J5 b ST A A R AN W ik AR T AR AT P BB T B A X
— IR TR B B ARG L 4 W A B (C14) 143 e B A T AFAF B 55 AR U (R 7 — B30 W) 75 B A A
FEAS AR I v R e b DGy AN AT T R4S /E DDD g | N TR BN IR B e vt A8 T e 7R B [ 4 4 3 FE v
RAIE AR RS IR (10— SOPE LD 475 R 2 — A o 1.
o ZERITVL
A2 (convention)! ™ & Wk 5y BT B T LI T A0 0. AR £ T ge AU A R T 5 2
N 2SR R0 DDD A A 1 i = S IR Y I B (C12). TR [48] P 4 it T — SR T 7 48], b 40 77 S A I A%
LX) ORI e e BTN S5 82 1 () DDDP 45 A S AT 7L v ife b FER AL 2 19 175 450 (C 13), SCRiR[48] 58 1%
R FE Sk 1 280 10K 5 2 D03 iy i D A 70 e 3 s e AR Y e A 2R R 8 A 2R 4% T R 45 % 1 kAT
R I 2 T 06 0] 0 28 TR AT A T L v () RS 2R BB A R R S AR S TR R R R I, B TR D BRI B R
(R3E— 25 ST
344 WEMIGE)
FEE G IS B 03 AN SCORILT 3 F03 T DDDP [k (R C15~C17), 9 B0 F Horb (1 A Bl J- 48 210 T 6
. B B A T (M 15~M 17).
o Bk
SCHR[3 714 2175 T BOB I E 5 00 F e, b1 1A R 008 ) B8 55 AS TR, 73 A0 o DO T ) — AR5 T ile gt —
NTR(C1S).3X A4 15 1 BA AL VA I b A2 Hh ml 68 25 7= 28 D AR B0 SO R R S A TR BT B 2 (0% ).
AU (1 3 H 15 A% B A HE, 4 S ] DDDP 95— I8 Bk k. Vernon™ g 180 Hhy AN B BA SR I %% 0 4 47— A R
T b 30 S IR R (RS R AR RIS [) AT A KT 43S 25 (A B A £ 388 B Bk K (C 16), TR] bk o6 27 e (4] A %o 430
RS R (AL R 3 Bl b A1, A 5 1 ] A B e R A ] A 1) 43 S 20t AR A B DA b e RN 2 5 i 1 A 20 g AR T
A5 1 81 B G- 5 eV T A e Al A BA PR BRI S, 5 4% 2 1) P A 0 4 A 1 B 52 4% DR e, 7 A2 BT 45 A
BRI R (43 R RS, AT A e ¢ w3k
5% Ji,C17 5 W H DDDP #EAT F A4 TT A 0 FEAH 5C A8IK 21 e v I A 00 Jir D), 456 17 FH R 5 A 28 £
P BT R X 25 13 AT R 3 B X T A A S8 R 1 I R R AR T AR X — VR HT B )
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2 152 ARSI T T E R GV B TR R S 5N DDDP 8 42 A 1 414 3 B0V 35 A 75 1 T A0SR K 3 1
(1 355 20 AR A RO AN R A i ke AT T I 1) 2 B, AT s i 1 3

o GRUIIkL

fiEtge C1SCT P& AR /0 T R AR T 05 B Y eV T8 rh A T 45— SUMAR T GBI E =)0 T 32 4bx
AR Ir) 1A% 5 B () SCHF (C16), SCHR[481TR I8 178 73 AT sUBMUIR 55 T 15 5 B R g S ) DL i, A 470 58 A ik
7 1) RIS 7 B 5 I, 48 A8 R P DA 110 SRS SR DUV BSR4 A5 B 17 S C17,3CHR[30191 20 i i€ T DDD Tk
B I T SR R AT BV R S AR A VA £ e 1 TR R T B R B

4 it i

ARATERA T HEAHAIT I SCHR b OG- B U 0 3 v o A8 2 I BIAG TE 35, 6 T8 F DDDP J [ %t i) 3 A 1) /i gk
AT T 0 B 4E P B AR BT 2 i e T A7 7 WS L AL 38 DA R o] 2 5% Bk k.
4.1 MRt 58RI

7 DDDP 1, M e s 15 1A ARV £ BE 43 B AE T — R A5 10 s BT 5 S8 Ml 45 110 2 L ik s g 141,
T e A 5 T 00 3R A5 TR o AT B 78 AR 0 4 IR AH LG T i R B, 76 DDD 4 X, 52 18 2 8 e 1) 1 1 F il s 1%
TH(18.2%VS.45.5%).1K A fE A2 B T~ 0 T A b 55, 3 11 3R 0 100 s g6 18 - e 5 B EL A R ) 7 284810 1) 5 - Ak gk e o
BB AR 43 BT 0 11k A B 1 DA 0 52 2% 82, e 8 (2 i R e 1 4 R4k

T BEOR Y 1 92 S B N B DG AR U v T AW s T v T B T BOR 2 T AT RE S B BN R
T P 200 k2 5 A 2%, M T 5 B8ORS 7R (1 St il £, 0 5 4 i R 4048 1 K e K (big ball of mud)™!. Millett 1 Tunel™
NA X IE /2 VEZ N DDD [R50 H 2% W T PR BRT b, A SO T30S 1 380 I8 12% [ o SH L8 s 38 - R e R 62 o1 IRl
FRAE B B M55 37 5% SR U e s 1k e v R AR B v 1R A8 .
42 FEHHLE

B 456 1F 4 (empirical evidence)ilE B] 7 DDDP # 844 JT S 1 b 1) S B N AR 1. AR 115, 26 1T ) R
SEICHR T, 10 Fil' DDDP 4 B A fig R 50 I A6 B 485 B, v SH Al A8 Py 532 o M R385 20 AH DGR 9 1Y) SCHF

I 4h, 3 i1 CQRS(command query responsibility segregation, fir 425 i I TH 4L 43 59)1°2% DDDP F) 8 X4 =X
Zd A X [ kR B4 H s (1 T X Lo R 0 5 75 Evans 71 2014 AT U516 Mtk 2 R H
TR 35 2 AR (R IFE 9 1A AR ST S ) BE AR T SR A U 51 20 St 33 A = 1100 A S TE 3.

B RIS AR DDDP S AT O B B ks v Ak B i 2 M {E6 T DDD M N B AR AT s
WL AR, G R b S A A SR O SR N T SE IR L b SR AR T 45 A N A 2 Fh DDDP, [ B
77 ZEOR KR F N U8 105 A vk 3 1 — Bk,

HARN ] DDDP A R K B I il ok R I RCR B NI T UG, o oA o7 T i 5 Bh A 2. — 5
[H1,DDD 58 1 IF & N 53 4k T 58 S FeAth b Ak i 48 384 . DDDP ke e 35 41 A 41 28 45 ALl T & 3L, L dn
TR SCHIUR R BH A M R TR AN TR 2 2R 1) IR ) A OC R DR R RS A T AL AR B AR I H (R CAE S —
J7 11, Vernon ™A g, N ] DDD ] § 23 45 0 ok 2 £ v B () R0 35 HH ORISR B, 0T B 9T B 2 %) DDDP 11X
LG 7T K5 6, DDDP 71 1% 6 77 T [ AR A FH AT 75 2258 22 (W SR Uk 30 00E .

4.3 R HkE

IE 41 Vernont™ it 358 (4, 4 il DDD I 475 75 52 11 5 1 22 B A2 A 5% R 458 T Kot v, 5 Pk il AR 5 1) B8 1) SR
Tiff 5 SR LG 43X 3R R AR H AT A AR SV 9L 3B WA T AT DDDP T [ 1 4k s il — B TR I AT g
2 DR B 10 K 22 SO0 5 T AR T O3 1) 2 AU L A8 20 B 3R ATTHENN: BE 2 DDD BIFFE IR R Wi N 4 DK X 1
Fi DDDP Ji T Il 1) 8k i 228 3 25 1A i 3R,

e B 3 AT TT LUK AS SC TR i (# 5 F DDDP I i % 6 Bk i R 20 B 4 Bl A L 10.

o ERBIARGNE A C2~C4,C10,C1L B BUR B AR BTk I — IR TR, B E T T RAEML . #0.
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X5 2 B 1,C2 5 T 2R G0 A 1 R S G T e SR R S 1) Ak, TR L b A7 VF 22 A SR
FE 1 SCHR[66—69]. 7 3k L6k fl 15 J5 1) e v e SR L AT — 2 (R0 R (H— S 00 473 4R T DA S B 1 4
B2 2 Lt e Sk R v B 2 BT R 3 L 6 0 5 A 0 A AT LA T A R AR UG s L
B R 6T 4538 e SRR AT VP A5 R B, EL i 3 1] DDD Al AR BE A5 3QBE AT S K 45 (8 6 5 110 1) 23 Wsf gl 75 2 3
3 BT 5 1T i 2 U AR AR 440 360 T 1 & N3 8 (1 A 9 5 5, L i /6 . ) DDD i s 8 v 485 R ) 23 BRI
ST, G 5 A RS W T 1 M 5. DR b AR SO TS B A I R ASE () R B AT FE R,
R Y)— L A ) WL

o HMRATIS M FME:C1,C7,C9,C15. AT I 9K Bh 1 1 B SR AE f AN 15 A SRk AT o A T AR T o LAk
S AU L KRS S 5 @R B IR AR B 3, X T B R R 2 SR R 1 —
AR TE RS AR BUAE AT A R 102 5 R A 75 BT 6 54008 L SR ATV T (i €7 R CLS) R
AR I (C9) I THI BT AZAE 1B AR SO 380 S5 B 18 ot 1 B8 A0 0 — b R PR B N 5 I ] — 4 )
BT ISR 2 A A B (MIL2) SR B 2% 2k

o TR AN R HAL T 56 VE i 0 C5,C12,C 13 X e Bk 1) T 45 AE T, DDD i 4 3 1 56 73 M 45 45 1
TR TR R A R 1 5 e ) R, 1R G DDDP 9, S 0 K g Ay TG, 11 5 2 ek At T (L sz B
(0 B A 4 S b3 Bk e T DA SE i e 7 T 5 3 11 R SR i e, L AR 2 A T A (M6) R SR
H MDD [ M8 (M14)%%;

o DDD % ¥ B E K AE:C6,C8,C14,C16,C17. 010 A& 18 HITE 7 3 2 ks A ik R e T8 2, #8 4& DDD it
PR B AR T, 52 Uk B = B X 4% DDDP JEAT 8 T R BT 75 B0 T 7 vk DA R gk i A 1 25
BCARE ). Rk, 4 DDD. AT Sk [T 78 TAF o, ] LA 8T i 34 BB M A e 7 R (i M7)ali# &%
HAD A TR X b T A 7 (i M17), 4 DDDP F A S T80 T % ok R i ik B 5 3 1) S 4

Table 10 Classification of the challenges of applying DDD patterns
% 10 % H DDDP Bk 5y 2

4y KAk DDD k&
FEATEAS B (152 F 1 C2~C4,C10,C11
e A5k (1 PR C1,C7,69,C15
o T R AT A 1) oAt 7 THI D i 3ok /D C5,C12,C13
DDD FE 8 [ & 20 E K AE C6,C8,C14,C16,C17

AT BRAGR AR SCREIX 4 PR I B U IR Bl BE v T i M SRR B T 5 b s 1) £ €6, 181 7 s,

REFE

MiAIBEE

B =g WEEERITAE 2=

Fig.7 Relation ship between four categories of challenges
K7 4Kk R
A Sy — Bl W T ¥, AT A 0 BV A o AT A2 A AU A 1 AR T R U AU R 3 1 R
— %% DDDP M 4G5 45 ol G AT 2 (1 ek B A 5L wT LR A DA P P A F sl (LD ) R (1))
BT IS AT (0 AT (LD 2 1) ) 2 ) PR e S R0 2 e 3 A e K b AT Ay S 793 A B B2 xo T 78 = 1) ) BE At R
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XoJ i) B V) ) AR T VI i 2 1) AR R b, 8 F DDDP - THI I 55 34 i 1 78024 7] << 2 £ S0k P TR et il DA B 366 5%
I R85 ) (1 S AR A v AR 22 ) N < et A B (1) B2 2% 1k . o) A0, IX AN FR IR TR A5 “DDD B8 (1) Bl 2B R A7 Bk
ik T B T [ A 3 i A1 I T AR e B AR S5 At 3 A8 7 S B 1 1 H Ik Y M DDDP Ide 1T Iifs A5 0T B
AR A 1R HAh 77 T DGR > Bk

T N S B DDDP B BT Ik ik 140 22 A 5 92 5, R A AR AR 00— 1, B A i AR 1 — .

o TERRMLIY IR, IX L S A JT AR T S B A N X DDDP iy Sk Bk ik A 4% g o, e g R T
15ERT DDD S5 B 2 A0 11 5 ST ik, B an R I 4 U (event storming) SRR 2R 438 (M4) Rl i B AR
#j(modeling conventions)(M13); ¥k, >k T 547 Mo | DDDP, A3 3K ) e v 119 52 Be &A1 145 K& 55 ),
A5 $ H UML FC & SR (M7) AN e R (M) &6 il vy 28 38 i ,— Lo e fif vk rh e I T N FE At Jy vk i o
8 8 SR ) R K v ) R AR (ML 14) AT AT R B (M12) 2%

o {EVHM I —IHI,DDDP [ H A AT SR A7 AEAR 22 1) 8 15 500, R BT X C6 MG AR 773, ol & UML fic B 3C
PEM7)FITC R (M) H AT — & AR AR S AT TS T Evans (4] 205 BAKT =, 848 M7 #1 M8 1] LA7E
— o FRBE A AR T bR A, R D B SC AR T e AT 3G 0 T 5 2 ) R 2 o i DA AR R A R e AR
T3 P B b 2 A, — S8 22 i J7 VAN SRR 48 R B S0 04T 7 VP Al R D — D IR, Lh an C8 gk
R R T R ek FE AR Y (ML 7); B i, e S iR 7 VA 5 JE AN ) SE i, TR O I 26 7 VR BE A 45 HY
RGNS, WBA 4 B B ARSI s,

44 MAREHBT

fEHHTOS T DDDP f#2 RBFFTH, 0 A KA 5T SCHR 0 3 2 OCVE 26k DDDP HE4R P 25 1 56 36 A1E F I
H % ] DDDP P52, = 25Tk AR T4 HOBT K 5 ¥4 5 5 45 3 ] DDDP (1 S 28 56 AR i A2 P TR R 2
B LA AT BEAR T IR A7 A 58 (R BRAE Ak 1, DDDP th /2 dn b A LE T B 282 W ) DDD BHLig )
BAF LSS 6T DDDP S ) S S8, 78 2 AR ST SO P g E AL/ L

VLA, DDD S Bk I B T SR DA 0 1 R85 05 2 AR, 3 1% RE 8 AR M B 02 1 1 T 45
ok 5 AR e AR BE T 77 T £ A 75 B DDDPAR T, A AT SCHR LK 35 11 I 18 38 (1) DDDP W SRS A L AL %,
XAFAFAESL R DL W] DDDP ikt 22 Gk 145 3 5 VAR R4S DDDP (1 3 FHAEAR KR JEE B AT st 1
AL 5 PR 1, AR R 5T AT LA FR A0 A6 N ] DDDP 45 5 75 7%, I3 Y slR 45 58 2 v] (15 2% 1) R Sk

5 MERMITIE

A FR G SR Z3 K AT o A7 A PR 280 S R U5 SRR I« el il IR B 5 Jaed e b mT RE A7 1 i AL

N T B 2T e R B I I R A A IR R L, BRATTHE B Bk R 2 AT AT T Tz 0r i k@O F3)
g BN AR DDD [ 3G # S HF B R 75 0 Q) T ol B 23R8 (AR A STk AR €55 72 A sl kR
SRR A AT R VR S BRI REX T 454> DDDP AT K Bl B SRS 2R 45 BEAT AR 78 AR ARSI Tl
SESCT — A A8 S A, LIRS A A6 Z el i 110 4 T M At 2 4 17 388 S SR 77 6 ER BILARS 08, 5  SCHR K el &2
D AL AT B BT B 5 VAL AR A R R R AT A AR XA R R L B ATME I T Kappa 23 BT £/ 22 %
E R

FE B Al XL B8 2, A0 R B S YT R G R R T RE SRR T A O A SCAS B, AT S BCE R
P ANHER ¥ 4598 D 17 38E S 3t A (0 K SCA Kt AT UL HEAT B il UL R 2 i e 14T T /MBS IR O
42 A (10 T A0 ok B0 i UM SR AT 17 U R 3 1 26 A 8 P i IO 3, 9 44 A 3 ST 3 ] 3 9T 9 Sk
BEAT Bl S B AL B Ja HEAT A3 IR A T/ Bl 5 Rl R R A S (K AN HET 1) 4598 /E # T 6 DDD AR
FEUAISTOTIE £ 2 S RIR I T #4278 DDD ALK 2 J5 W9 44 1 5 A0 04T 9 0 1o P2 3 15 58 = 44 1 4 1 1 it e
X S A AE (1 3 R B ) [ IR £ AN 5 G e T T 2 B 2 SR FR) P A, BRAIE T 0 45 R AR i
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6 RESREE

NS [1) UK ) e v X — AT T AR G SOk IR, Il I X 2003 £E~2019 £F 7 JTHIWFFSCHERBEAT
PO KR TIE AT, B 28 LR 26 T i JTUE R 500k [0 25 i A S 4 L PRI 5 i) L AR SR I T 2 R R
Xt DDDP AT AT S DR ME B, [ I B e A T b 23 1 REAtiE 55+ ) DDDP i Rk AL s < Pkl A S W)
PRAR IR D2 A TT k.

7 T AR SC I ST W T EE LA R, S R AR AR RE A ) DDDP ekt R A P, O 2 32 2 3L
JoFE ot R PR WAL 2, R A Jo e 5 AR A PR IR 7 —— 75 T AR ST [ B0 £ 15 5 SRR W :46.4% (¥ LAtk F 50 4 2
DDDP )52 B A7 AEAR 22 WIME, TR S0 17 NI ATI SR R BT 17 MGt 7 i, AT Nox E iR 4 5
(130 53 Bk ik BRI S R i g 0B AN S LA 56 S M S HE DDDP (18 A SR AR 2 AT AR T S A A R i % .
T g X T AU [ BEAR RTS8 1) AN 56 36 AL, 588 A0S B AT TR A T SE n ) R IR PR R s )

LT, W P A8 9K 20 8 A5 A S B AR (A 21 1 BRI 32 1 DA RT (EL G e B e i =55 52 L i oK (1
W 2, LA S0 2 2tk JEG i ok )k i, ) i AT 5T kPR S B[R] I AR B R R B AR AT Rl
ABEMFR N <HLH, K 1, N H 2% Fft DDDP 7y 2K 1) Jej B B B, 475 75 SRR — D IR A M.
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