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Abstract: The software product line is one of the most effective strategies for reuse of large-scale software and rapid development of
new software products with good quality levels. The variability modeling technique used to describe the commonality and variability of
software product families is one of the most important techniques in software product line. Variability modeling plays an important role in
the product line domain engineering and product line application engineering. However, it is difficult for modelers and engineers to
choose one or more suitable modeling techniques from various variability modeling techniques. A systematic literature review of the
variability modeling techniques in software product line reported from 1990s to 2011 is carried out. In this systematic review, the existing
variability modeling techniques are analyzed and compared to help engineers and/or researchers to select the most suitable variability
modeling techniques. Finally, the research trend of variability modeling technique is given, and the prospects for future research and
suggestions for possible extensions are also discussed.
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() AT AR A 23 AT 78 e v B B, T AR PR A B T DA ST R T AR P AR SR G 7E SR BRBY B, T AR PR A B T DUAR 5 o k) S
TR AR 7= it IR A B B, P A4 A A 3 T DA A = ot A R SR

TR PR P A R ST A T AR e B ) D B R R R A 7 i 8 TR U R R B TR A ek T
T R AR P AR G R AR (14 3R BRI 2 7 B v A e e A S 3 A 1) — 00 o A 3 kT s g
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GEAG TR T3 VERE T 8% P m] A% 1 B AR BEAT S 45 53 28 SR [3, 4148 tH, 2448 FH w] A8 P e AR R B e A 3 A7 I
TR G 3 0Q H T BN A 1B AT A A5 TR ) ) st 5 R S T AR A AT YL 1) L SCRF, DA R B 2 75 4
FEA N [ 4 5 A8 S0 PR T i 5 AN 7 TG T ] A8 Pk R AR T T 4 28, AR5 41T .Chen %5 AP m] 28 v
EIE AR A M E B A VEAN AT T 9B 2 Bl ) T 3 ] AR AR R R [0S L.
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FEIE A B O HAR A AR 77 i S s B AR AT U RN TE Db S 250 .

AILH 1 TR ARAELGRIVEIFZ R R R LR W FREAT BORPRCR A BT 2 2 50T Al AR 1 A &
GRERIR R 25 RBEAT 73 AT, WP AR P BT V003 28 B () W] AR PR AR B 6T L 7 TRTEAT 40 B 55 3 74 3 A ml AR ke gt
RSB IR 3 I 5 R AR SCIEAT R 45
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RYCHREER (systematic literature review), [ K 28 45 453, i 3 BEAE [ 2 AT R 41 25 22 F 5 AT AT ) o —
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o ST Ly BT 4R T R 0T, WA B 23R 1 H 10, 1 E T R SR (6 HURE, AR S 0 I SOk A
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FH OG22 U0 SO, F I o T 52 SRR, B AT 96 i AH DG SR 3 28 S R A iR 0 s I 110 Jir DU) 1B AT 07 3 A 4
J Fub E Dot R, G SR 14D 3 EDCRR )32 B DG SC iR e 24,54 i SCRR i o T T R A0k 40 B, Ik 1,36, 2008
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Table 1 Summary of variability modeling methods

x1 AAERMEEBNALE

2003

i 5 KK FE e YRR EIke KK F4 S R XA
1 Other 1990 Feature FODA 28 WOS 2005 GOAL GoalMaps
2 WOS 2008  Feature FD 29 WOS 2009 GOAL IStarLPS
3 IEEE 2006  Feature IVMArchi 30 ACM 2010 Multiple NUI
4 CSA 2004  Feature IVMAspect 31 ACM 2011 Multiple MultiDvm
5 WOS 2005  Feature FVP 32 IEEE 2008 Multiple MultiMeta
6 1IEEE 2003  Feature Fuzzy 33 Springer 2004 Multiple Covamof
7 ACM 2004  Feature  Pure::Variant 34 ACM 2010 Multiple VPI
8 ACM 2006  Feature Cycle 35 IEEE 2009 Multiple VPO
9 Springer 2004  Feature ReqiLine 36 ACM 2004 Multiple VPModel
10 ACM 2005 Feature Templ 37 CSA 2006 Semantic SemanticM
11 CSA 2005 Feature Cardi 38 IEEE 2009 Semantic PDO
12 CSA 2002 UML ExtUML 39 SD 2007 Semantic Kumbang
13 CSA 2001 UML UMLM 40 IEEE 2008 Language CVL
14 ACM 2011 UML UMLMDA 41 Springer 2009 Language EmbedDSL
15 CSA 2005 UML UMLC 42 CSA 2001  Configuration PCL
16 Thesis 2010 UML MSVCM 43 Springer 2009  Configuration Questionnaire
17 IEEE 2008 UML UMLArchi 44 WOS 2004  Configuration Koalish
18 Springer 2006 UML Consolid 45 ACM 2004 other Orthogonal
19 ACM 2008 Aspect AspUsecase 46 IEEE 2009 other FOrdLogic
20 WOS 2008 Aspect AspNatsuko 47 IEEE 1999 other Patterns
21 CSA 2008 Aspect Asplris 48 ACM 2010 other SPLGraph
22 ACM 2009 Aspect Crosscut 49 Springer 2003 other VSL
23 IEEE 2007 Aspect AspVisual 50 ACM 2009 other SaaS
24 244 2009 Aspect EAspect 51 ACM 2010 other SimCOVAMOF
25 Springer 2011  Decision  DoplerVML 52 Springer 2008 other Brazilian
26 ACM 2000 = Decision Kobra 53 Springer 2007 other Ebusiness
27 Springer 2003  Decision VManage 54 IEEE 2002 other Automotive

VE SR R 1% SCHR G SR s B A, o, SD & ScienceDirect 45 5, WOS S Web of Science 4’5 ,CSA /& Citeseer
library [ 47 5 ;*“Other” 38 7 5 AR 1 45 AU A8 090 55 1% SCBR IR A 3R AP 40 B0 78 I 2% b AN A IR ARy s 7 1 8 TR
PrRtAcy . WiRNE ] STl

2 RBEARERSH

AR 1 TR B SCEREEAT 23 28, W3R 1 P 3G B SCIRRR IR . R 732K, iEL R T4 4.

AR T AT AR PR AR IEAT T 3 S AR S AR T VE I ZERORRRE, I 255 SCR[ 710038 20 70 828 28,
[F) B, A S 2 B AN [i) T A 1 S AR T ¥k 1R T AR M 2Rk T vk T A I AR T 9 4 O DA 28 AR I ) 4 AIE (feature) Y
TARVEGR R, LT UML R n] AR PR A8E . 1R ) 77 1R (aspect) (1 T AR P AR, ik T e SR TR (decision) 1) 7T A2 4 4t
. T HFR(GOAL) M AT AR ME R E . 2 4k J3 ] A8 A (multiple) . JET- U8 1 BEH 25 (language) ) T A8 1
P FE T X (semantic) ) A AR P A . IE T L (configuration) (K] m 25 S BRN HL At U 2k AE 4 2 RE v AR AE
PIL FEEHRFFAEI 4328,

—ITRER T 2 I DA SO R

21 AEMEREAENE

Y AR AR T SRS A A% O B IR AT AR R, AR P R A R

1) AR SRR bR T AR PR R AR IR AT

2) AR IR AT AR A (variant) i€ ST % AT A2 i AR G R AT AR P SEBL) AN )

3)  AIAEMRREEE R R KR E LT IR AS GO0 W A AR IR B OC RLVEA M R R Ak
(optional). &1 (alternative). 23 7 (or). AT L R IOR AT AR o501 AT — AN AR 4k, 5 H 75 2 d 441
JE A IR B R R W AR B B AT 2 NG I AT AR A, HH
MZAS KRR I A AR AR i v 2 A
4y AR R PR N R TR B ST AT AR A R AR A O B, T AR AR B R ik N AE R R
5)  AIARPEACTYFIAZ O BRI B A4 R AR AR TR R A% 0 TR 7 R B B OG R
SRR 0N D2 70 3 5 AT A0t g A R [ sk 2 v, i Sl e 2 P 4003, R 0 A3 w328 B A 0 1) R 4 A

AN AT LA T 2 3 AR s T LA
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T3 AT FR S8 S AR G T AU P 1) 2R AR TR A T T AR P A R R G T R T A I A AT e i A T T
FSH AT AR W AR DR b, AR BCRIRIE 5 N D3 PR AR B T O, DG I . AR B BN R R
B AR A TR (5 2.2 799 S0 BB B A8 408/ Y 7 SR 3 A o B A/ Y 1 v B B R A3/ . S 3R
B B BN R R RS ] . 2RI, WEh I PR RS R W AR A 4 45

A SCEET R EZMN SRR BRI B . B 5. R R A B R AT 23 2R (R AN [F) 7 958k 4T % B, 23 4 T AN
[F) 77 ¥ 1) S A B R A RS0 5, B K ) A i A 7 vk () P AR M R R L IEAT T o AT B AT AR L AT AR A
A AR AR 8 90 FR AR I 1) 2 735, LA 23 B AN 8] 23 2R FNAN [F] 7 15 R AL
211 RETRRAE A AT AR R A g 1

FEF R AT 1) AT AR W AR e B AT AR AR VL R AE B SO P AT DL R TR A R e AT I e
FHHFAE. 1990 4 F5AEAE R G FODA (feature oriented domain analysis)™ I H H T4 5 | A 7 h 2k O TR 5% .
FFAEAER AR . R E 2 18] PR DG 28 R AR IRI DU 2 7 AP 77 ot e Hh T A7 ) 7™ it (90 2 G PSRRI 2 T 19 56 R
) FH 5k (mandatory) . RIIEYE . EFEME . 2 e PR HFAE 22 TR) A0 5K U) R FH 44 A6 (require ) 26 718 46 77 b P AL HE
FRE A BWRE LR XA 5 SRR AE B A B F (mutex) F /-5 1E A HEFRHFAE B, P& A BELE [R] — A7 v
[F] IR A7 4.

TE TR AE 1) P AR P B v, R B OV R I R A (R A 2R 45 0 R IR 2 TR R DG R R AE S5 A% 0 W 77 TR G
CAE AP V2 B T BE T REAE ) S V2, FEAREAIE 1) 1 0% R R R FREAIE 5 %0 8 7= 1) DG B 7 T T Jie
B 57 . H: 7 Fuzzy’03,Pure:: Variant’04,Cardi’05,ReqiLine’05 25 J5 & 3= 2 M FFAE Z (M A ¢ R A BE3E4T T WF Y.
IVMAspect’04 F1 FD’08 % J- & %% & 4 [ @ S B 30047 T W97 Templ’05,IVMArchi’06,Cycle’06,FVP 05 4 5 2
T TEFFAE 5% 00 98 P2 IR DGR A REREAT T WAL,

U AL v 14 AR ANREAE 7T AR AT IR 5% 45 2 TR /A 1R AT S I, Fuzzy 03PV 5 E A 8 A1) FH BRI S 2% 7, 9
AR 5 E 1 A P AT 00 52 Pure:: Variant® 041 OV FF A5 1 A5S 28 R 5% i A 28 5k B v A ek A6 A5 o ) P 28 /4
P AR AT R B R AR AR BT 200 (restrictions) 3 7R R AIE 2 [ B T HE AR OC 2R 2 AMIAT 5000 28 KRB AL S ik i)
P B4 VA 8 65 K A A 45 R A0 A0 A6 80 i T S 0 (0 D YR T R T R I 22 ) T e 1) 58 BB ), Cardi? 05 7 94
ZABL UML 2 TPk B R AE A Y, 4, 55 RpE SEH50R 41 3540 AF ReqiLine’ 05115 v, 51\ (AR HE 22 7 1) 5%
%, F H )2 ¥k 2% & (composition,implementation,specialization) fif i 5 45 A Al -7 R 4L 2 18] f1) 5% 2, Rl A #8 o &
(implication,modification) il R ik 2 [8] O OC F 47 & T ik W AR RFAIE 2 7] 6 ZR 1K g

REAIE R 47 3 LA R D) E () AR A IR, 2 R I AT 4 o o 0 S RF 2P 1) 1) . TVM Aspect” 041 HE i )
GRS Caesar &4 T HFHEREHRL R I 1) J7 10 AR A0 A, S B ml 28 P 2R ASE. FD 08U VR Y b 3w 2% ik A A 4t 3k 7=
wi TR ) R SO R AR P I SRR AR BB AT A A TR 2 77 i B R AR AR B X P M g vk R BT R T R AR AR Y
TR ARG ERIRE ).

B TR AE 1) R 5 R T DR AR = i S0 7 R AT (19 1] 378 3R 7 R AE AR R 1) 46 b I 0 0 R AR A 2 [ 1
KRB A B IR AR 20 2R — AT WL AR A2 07 VE I — AN Bl S50 To iR AR R AE BT rp SE IR AIE 3 4% 00 8 7™
RISk T S IR E SR 8 7 (S Czarnecki 25 AR H — 6 FASEAR (1 @B 77 VA Templ® O™ R FH 45 i A5
RUMUBE RS (1 a1 UML AR R A4 S T ] 2 44 (1 S A8, S S AR RS v 1) T8 3% 15 R AE QTR ) — AN P AR SR 75 Sk A
B BETT R R S B S8 A% 0 8 7= #05A SRIDE,F VP 05U L) P i T 2 A 7 R AN R A S R A% 0 8 72 8
3 ER AR A R, AR R IR 8 22 A0 B P IR R 2 5T 38 DRI, {8 [R] — AR AIE 1A AN [0 A 8 7 2 I (1 36 B2 AR A A
T 5 L5 7 i 2 R R G M AT SR K, Cyele’ 06! VR TVM Archi® 06 14 1) Fi e SR A5 70 (3l 3 BT 3 A5 282 1) ] A8 1 o
F A ML R MR A BRI R BT )2 RO HR AT IR, IVM Archi J7VESE I T Y SRR | RRIEAETY . ADL F1Zy
SRR 43 T3 R FH v J22 R 2 e 5 A e S LR AR A AR &5 R T B

FE TR AR 1R VT AR S AR it — i R P O T AR P ) R R (R i R R T RN R R )E
TR IR ] 28 R AR A R 304 T A P e A AR A 3R R 8 e S IR A R IR T B 1 SRR SR E IR BN E
F B BT R G T 75 SR 2 0, BT b, A SEE L™ it ) 0 CRR s 0 2 PR B TR A 0 W8 7 SR T L7 it 1) 4 26, 7%
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e F S REATEREERRAGGR 2005

J5 VT B VAR A B 7 R R ) A A0 R T R WS DG R, SB[ B T AR AR G 2 R AT
2.1.2 BET UML (¥ A8 P gt Ay 2

UML &) 32 A R 48 05 5, R H UML $2 4 iy g SR s mT DAIEAT 2R 48 00 0] 26 1k s A5, 491 2 01 FH 2K 1)
A TG JET UML R BB R 5L T 9249 4k (specification) 1 & X (redefinition) f) ] 48 ¥ gt 4511 UML
(1) _F R AL TG00 AL 22 Tl UML AR B (19 W] A% 1k A5 5 22, DA b, A T~ UMIL (1 ] 288 P el AR 7 vk 1) s e T
]S AN [ AR I FH UML B9 e AL, 28 7 AT 48 A AT AR 44 DL R P A 4R 1Y) DG 2R 422 T k00 T I ABE 2R | 3%
B EURTZE B 0 L JE T UML BEAT W) A8 1 A 1R AN 6 5 v 1 9 R AL ).

FEHIAS 2 5 SR B B T B2 1 B0 % 7, UMLMDA 1101 |2 UML) i )38 B «ovarianty 3 7 7] 25 (1) F 491,
¥t B «alternativex, «specialization» Al «option»[X. 43 3 P [ AE YL Jf: H 5 «extendnd™ i ¢ 5 45 & S B w] 4B P
AR T %7 VR T «extend» 47 8 OC 2R ST A AR M AR, DR b I 0 AT ST 48] ] A ) A AR

AT B 24T S 00 T] AR Pl T AR PR R — AN EE RS LS B IS TR R S B A AT O
ExtUML’ 022 FH #4 38 28 «variables R AR 10 (H feature T3 50 [ R0 £ 8 347 0] A5 4k #8485, «variablen F feature
BRI A T AR 5B 43 A6 TR A B 1 A I e v, — 2RI 4 BN £ (package), 1T 4R AIE A B El Rk #4117 ik
Fa A1) FH «variablex 2 7 A4 22 1) AR 81 DG 28 A1) FH AR5 AF A5 20 1) 436 G 2R {or}, {xor } 3R 7.

BT 2 VR TR 25 R 1 T 728 o 2 T A g A ) T S, UMILMY 01022177 72: ) F «variationPointy» Fl «variant» 4
3 3R 2SR 1 ] AR 5 R R] AR A4 ] AR 5 i 92 4K (generalization)/ 2 £ 4k (parameterization) ¢ 5 ¢ 1B £ ] AR 4.
AT AR 2 R AR O Rl I «mutex» B «require» 4 15 B i i . 76 35 2 1] (1438 4k 29 R 4 38 21 «evolution» K 7.
[ B J2 ) 2 8] B, Consolid’ 0675 X «optionaly,«interactiony,«varianty 25 A4 & 71 Sz A A Pk g |y 1% 07 vk
M58 SCT — i s TS 2 70 28 4tk 00 T A Pk e AL o, DS G FH 56 28 12 A ) UMIL A58 3 (1 ] A6 7 A5

T i AR R G L) S 7 T R 1) A 0 7 TR o TR A A R A ) R AR P AT AR, R R A
BEIR) 3 252 — UMLArchi’ 081 g i, 1A 5 45 44 (1l A8 v 0 3 S 1 e Rz 10, ) A o5 28 0,55 ] sk
PE«opt vpy FIEFE VM «alt vpy, AT 48 P AL AN [R] J2 TR A4 3R G548 SIZ B il G2 Ok Ak 2 2 vy U R alt vpn &
N AR A R B 2 EAR RS MR IR T A AR mURI A AR R AE IR PE AN AT AR A

FRT 47 J& UML S8 mT AR PE 88, 55 T UML 1 J7 32t vy LA LAt 77 12 285 5 Sk S B mT A% P e S 491 2 e i A5
T UMLC OSP4T 1) J7 T B AR MSVCM? 1023 . MSVCM 101215 Ji& 1 Fi 451 el 361 S0 ARHR 38 14y P49 A 2840 45
B A2 R G RV 1) 7 TR A8, A6 T 1) i B R s ST R A (joinpoints) TR N 21 FE At FH 51 45 AR e g A5
FE T SRR e R SR T T Re . A AR R ) AR

2 BT HET UML 1) m] AR P B 7 v K A 3 R R e, SR b T LAt B T D 3005 VE AN SCRE W] A48 i
R AR AR 2 T8 PR OIS PR 2 7 A, BUAR AN (] 077 1k 1) 6 3 BB 1) 3 I T AN [ 2 4 R4t (AL P A% o ) A8 A A4 R G
ZIN R IR AR J5VE R R 2 AR IETE T3 i T LAt #a 3 28, S BB A« FES0RT AR 1 1) SR R R A UML sz
U A ) R A P S A T S A AU AR A R K T AR P A SR 8 A VL ) R e Y ST IR A

Table 2 Stereotype of variability modeling methods
F 2 AFEBI LR ER

RIRES AR AR AR R T O I ILER FoAl

UMLM «variation point»  «varianty»  «mutex», «require» «optional» «evolution»

ExtUML Feature model «variable» Feature model Feature

Consolid «optional» «variant» «interaction» «TypeAlt» «rangey, «it[1...6]»
UMLArchi  «alt vp» «opt vp»  «varianty «optional» «altv vp», «optv vp»
UMLMDA «variant» «alternative» «optiony, «specification»

UMLC Variation point «optional» Exclusion Dimension-Value Generalization
MSVCM Pointcuts Advice Scenarios

R 3 REE T AT UML I A] 22 PR @RI AN R D7 45 SR R K] UML P, SR R mT LU AN [ 7730 T i e
TG (K SCAF R FEAN )68 PG P SR PRI R 1 P 8 e A TR ) SR R L A v B O T U B IR S IR A 3
P P SR B T AN ey — T T PR A A B A S R e B ) ] AR R SR AR 2 AN B AT s Ty — T L AT e S
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DRI A 2% 5125 P I FH 4008k 80 70 0) T B A7 D JEAT T ARk e A (1 55 s DR ke, T SRS T S B Bl AR AR R (1 vy AR Pk A, R
BT E RS EURNG 3) B STERL, 73 A Hrl A 2R IR UML (W 7.
Table 3 UML diagrams annotated with stereotypes
F 3 ABUSEY RN UML

PAReS HEIE KR UrE RER EE WEE
UMLM - -

ExtUML
Consolid
UMLArchi
UMLMDA
UMLC
MSVCM

TE 7 RIR IR RORANSHR, R 6 e, i L A
BT UML (0l 22 v gl 75 2 i 47 i UML ST 22 Pl L, 1% 05 ik O A0 i R RS 2R 2 0 BB DU, RE 5 i
BEH] RO R 2 0 AT R0 38, ] DL BN R 2R R G (NS A5 R R G55 IO AN IR T R B B B 28 g v A
PEAEAEIF AT UM BT UML gt 4 T SR i 52 4y 38 7 (stereoty pe) ATAR 0 fEL K KR4 ], £ 5 OB 1Y
ARAF AL, 73 A0, A% T 73007 b AL S PR SRR BEAN T, S BRI AR P BEMIE 5 1) AR K.
2.1.3 R 77 T A AT AR A g i
AR T SR w23 B IR 17 T (10 7 22 P A A 7 VR 32 B OR M 2 (1 203k OF H S FAL @ B kA 4 &

+ 1+ +
| I I B |
| O I N I |

1™ lggl |+
I+ + +

+ o+ 4+ 1+

P MR 2 AR T T8I 17 7 T R A% O (core) SV R 1) (crosscutting) I R st AR 2. H i ek 55 42 000 I3 A0 T,
AT AR PE 5 ) DG RO, T AR Pk PR AR 48 1) L P R 1E AT OC AR (RIVAH LA N7 ), B8 il 37 15 2R 48 L R o kAT 4
A T 17 7 TH P T A e S S 7 v 8 S T 1 77 T R0 MR ) FH 75 T 25 3% (aspect container) 3 7 AT AR 44, 8 SCRALT T
] 7 T )N S L, SE 0 AT AR PR ) 40 e, vT LR TR SR AL . P AR R A5 KT . AR G0 S LA m AR M
2 i S R SR

%o T 4 575 AspUsecase’ 0812177 : 52 Y «aspect» K B UC,q,xacondxapcutsxbaseUCs, i 471 [T %] UC,q, 7
acond £ 2 I B R GBI )N 5 R iE 3 apeuts S2EL LA T 9] baseUCs [1)3% 4 (join),«variability» 5% & 2
«aspect» i SE1 4K, Asp Visual 07274 Ji# i sk d 475 5 ADORA,FI FH 77 1 25 8% 2% 7 AT A8 44 L T FRd O F0 X s2 R
AR 1) R 7, R e SR A e e T T 4 O AR RIS Iy T 25 5% N TR R 5 S M A T 4 A A8 (1 ) AR A A
rh AT AR PERRAE 5 F 3% 5 Z RIAETE AR TLAS SN IS B A W] AR RAE 5 18 2 A 1 3% s 38— AN W AR 1k 25 7
B2 A HH 3 510 A5 0, Crosscut” 09W SR FH S )AL S 0L 481 379 35% 16 7 A8 1k A58, 4 37 55 T A8 1 43 Dy $0408 (1) ]
ARTE T RE R R AR P R A AT AR 1, I HAE AT AR MR g IR B | RRAER AL L R LR A AL SR I
TR AR PR HR 5 s R TR DG KA

X7 b 2 U 3R 45 K, AspNatsuko’ 081 FH mJ 2 477 TR ] 725 A K DU F 4 3R 4 ) A v A8 4 77 T o 2R
28 1) fie 1 B 1 K 3 B «aspect» 3 7k, R AR A4 T £ 3 s T AR 44 7 I 22 1] 1R 0% 3R R H A4 3 B «optionaly Al
«aspect» {1 241 A 2 7 AT 1E 75 T, B H {alternative } 38 71~ 36 455 14 775 T 190 D0 2 A0 5 T 3k 90 0) R0 328 36 P 00 D) 7 s A2
JUP (Y R BR R AT AR A 7 THE A AT DA% P EAspect’ 097 Vi 57 BLK 244 1A 4 i 5 THIAIL 161 16 44k 3R 45 M A8 7 7k, 4
PRI AT AR P 3 Options ! Variants Schema K Hifii&. 54~ Optional Z{# Alternative A2 K JL R # X IH— > Guard
S F 24 4 1 1l A2 1, Optional JG 25 B Alternative Y A A8 A0k 4 40 & FEAK R G504 .

Xt ¥ RG0S I, Asplris 081 I - T 17 iy T 14y JEVARL £5 o AR R 2 RS 7R 22 ) P 44 <7 DC JC R ETI N i 3 0 5
FEVIN R AE ] XWeave #5825 2T K AT B & JF, JF LIRS & I AL ik @ i 2 7 AU ] Pure:: Variant T
LSRR A 2 P 9 B T G R X Weave JEAT 455 28 2 23 S I v A8

LT 1 17 7 TR0 R AR P AR T vk R D R R DA T 1 s 2w AR VAT L R AR DN RS I T AR 1 T 1A
FERAR Y 5 5, LG A B AN BT o 5 5 b 2 s T AR P O RV B AR, T SR R B B P R i SR F S [R] i ] A
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Pk S ASE T vk, T AR A B R R SN DRY e, SRR T 17 7 T T AR A S A T 3, S 7 e A o ) 40
(K 45 A i BB 01 T 2 B 7R S A T 1 )y T SASE, 5 S AN [ 9 B ) v 22 T ) e
2.1.4 T RSB g T AR VR S U

T YA (decision model) (K AR 1 58 7 V5 I T e SROBETRY e 38 vl A P v SRR SE B € H KK — &R

T 7505 [ 6 FH e 22 R T AR A o 0 7 A8 2R 38 2 i 2 1) P B AR J2 U A T A P, PR AS B2 2 RN AP AE I B R R
GITE R 3 AR AL B R RSO AR R R R, O PR SR e AR R ORI A 4 P
R TSI I e SR o R A 00 B8 7 2 7 SRR SRR G AR /00 77 (R P 58 ) 1R ST 3 73 e SR 2 T PR MR R 2R

R4 JEIET VR AT ARV AT L DAL B B L AR B BRSO VAR R TR S
S5 5 ANJTIRTBEAT TR O T LA AN R 325 PR SR A0S AN [ (L 2 0 i 170 - S BLJR DCG AN T D i S B T TR S
R AEE AN [ J5 V5 AL R SRR e SRR TR 5 SCR R AL R B 7 ThT A7 AE 22 5.

Table 4 Comparison of decision modeling approaches

R4 LT RE A A BT i

X L4y 25 Korba DoplerVML VManage
1% 00 8 P Y UML #7 BAFR AR MR SR 4G e i kS A
PR Boolean, Enumeration Boolean, String, Integer, Enumeration, Real, Set Boolean, String, Integer, Enumeration, Real
PR SR A Tk AEL 5% Wi TR TR
HE AR % B Ly e
T HSZF Decision modeller DecisionKing V-define, V-Resolve

X UML 57 Korba’001 1 ff) p 5455 04 3 3-8 2 41l (tabular notation) i, £ & 56T SCA 1 i) FURI Al R (10 2%
G AZITVER 53 v 2 1 SR TR B 5 v )2 e SR 8 R T At 45 1T B e SR VAL, 87 P YR SR AR BT S IR A0 98 7 T 3 (1) 6
SE R SR AR FH AN 7] J2 ¢ e 55 1) 140 T AL 5% M 2 s 12% 7 ¥ PR ke 2 TR SREASE R 11 58 U RE.

Dhungana #2 tH ) Dopler 2 1 4" J& R THT [7 e 52 1) 7] 28 1 24551 5. Dopler VML 061 SG7E #4F 7 i 1) 1 34k
oyt YR SR, B e SR A8 FR R — R AT G [l i, 1R A8 58 ST 10 A8 19 T (1 28 58 28 28 el ok e 3 A T [ 5 )
RO, ST B e S 1) 1% VR I e SO R E O AR, S I A0 W S SRR Je A IR A R A SR S
% (inclusion) 4% 1 BB BRAZ 0 B8 77 G IEG.

R B A BT 5% B 1 IKV++ Technologies AG 24 & 4% ! VManage’ 033417732 Fll I XML $ii i () e S5 AR 40 5%
T AR A B B I B P R SRR S IR R 55 2 o A A e s PSR AR IR S I L s AR B b BRI DL 2 sk
V) FRA) A TSR 2 s . 12 7 ¥ 5 T P e 2% TRD 1R AR 0 3R s — A e 6 10 AL 532 T 57— A0 S () AR — A e 36 () AL
PRIE F A — PSR I A AN [ F Dopler 7775, Vmanage 2 R w5 7] 32 5 ¢ R Rk 2.

LT e AR BN () R AR P A T vk 2 ST T AR P AR 7 A A, H T R SRR B R R0 W T ORIR, A
ST DU e b SR 7 A . e SREASE R T L g v A DA R U 4R A 5 P B ek [ A ) R AT G LU R A AN
(1 JEL G ) 468, 5 Aty v A B, Ty DL BE G b Al B e R AL E T R SRR 2R R S A R AT A A R T
YURE FK S5, AT FiR & T g3, IF 456 2R G0 n] A8 1R 73 #r 56 35 th SR B — i L
2.1.5 BT HFRW W ARV A vk

0] 7 b 2 11 T SROBEAT T AR Mk R R v R R 2. Th R AT AR Tl kR an I AR R H T
AT AR P A V20T A Dy e 1 P 2B R AR D T E bR T AR I A U V0 RS AT b el SR AR D e JE PR, D SR
) 75 3K 1] OC AR IR HE B B 5 T R T H b 1) W) AR PR ASE 20 S5 R AR A 20 2B B T H AR B (W) 7 H AR 2 ) 1) 56 &R
SN E bR A ARG AR

N S SR B B T AR 1 B, GoalMaps® 0513 T H 4w K 3l )l A A Map S8R H b S T4y X
(147 20 75 S ] AR P A TG o SRS S H b 1) i AR T R IR O H A (] IR I 4 43 X = T8 (G, G, S,
FORTEHNS SRS T MBI G B HAR Gy B BEAR, BEA BRATXS NV —ANRRAE . Map 120 262 4 b 45 K65 B RFAE 1)
Optional X%, % B 12 40 0 &5 KX R AE (1) Alternative ¢ R 1% 77 V2 (1) B s e 10 8 A7 SE TN 7= il M) S 10 S

© PERREERSMROT  httpy/ www. jos. org. cn



2008 Journal of Software #k#34% Vol.24, No.9, September 2013

T H bR B AR 7 7 B  SE R AE I A T A S e S B b — SRR 3T bR 0 BB T VA AT AR M SR
T EL A A #4 IStarLPS 091 R FH 35k 1 JE 40 10 1 HE 2 ok S B vy 2%k HASE 5 A v i BB FEASE 20 2%y YA ol £ At
R R BB I n] AR P K B AR B (L. ) hRad s B bR A I JE v R DU IR 2 K.

BE T HUAR IR R A P AR 2 B G 7 2 75 SR I vy AR Mk A, m DUMFH P D A R HE A S IO v A e A A i T
BRI P IE R RN 2 0GR AR B T H BR 0 ) R M AR VR AR A AR T A SRS R IR BB,
2.1.6  ZYERE AR

ARG TR — A2 4SS SRS T - RGBT AT e N 5% S5 [R] 0 ) 3 AH G 38 AN
R0 65 T R GE AT AN ) 0 LA V1T — Fh 3R s 5 5 R 8 78 55 T A R 2 A DG 38 B O T s T AR Pk R 1 ) — 9k
WA 0T AL B AT KR ) AR RIS 5 2R 1 £ b A AR ) B B o R AR R AT TR P B L 2 A AR T TR £
AR A7 VAR 1 7 2 T AR T AN [ %) A0 Vel B 3 7= 5 28 Fg T A v

ZYEFE ARV AR VR Ay AR (R 5): ISR YT RS AL, A (R AL A 384 7 T AR Mk 1Y) R R T S T
1% NULMultiDvm,VPI fl VPO; 5 — 82 3 T AN R A S 20 4 )4 m AR 1 s B 6045 U7 7 MultiMeta, VPModel
Hl Covamof JF 5 1J LA AN [R5 v 1) m] 728 1k 408 J 0 AN ), 3 2 AN [R) A0 1) 15 38 75 SR AS /) 3 35017 . 1R
I 7E I FH 3 I I, 75 BE AR 0 3R e 00 ) 25 AH DA B L H A4 T S ff 5 T AR 1 g A ) 4

Table 5 Comparison of the dimension of variability modeling methods

RE DY AN EBT IR T

7k gt BLFE 4 B

NUI ALY WA ERAT I AE . R HALE L bR
MultiDvm  4FAEAE R MR B G SEBUA R 2 B2 1 s At

VPI AL A2 RS RO 4 BEAFAL A

VPO AR Y FRAERE ) TR (BRAE R T S AN
MultiMeta AN [ BEA RIBIBERL, BB PR AEREAL, IR A BEAL R A A
VPModel — AS[r] B FORME . MOERLEL HEUE. SIS0

Covamof  AFIBIM A0 B CRFACKE Y . AR R A K M SEBl) . AR PE(y 22 i BA P L AL IET)

FEAEAR B AR R R AR I G058 I 1A) . R AR RS L RFAE AR T 5 4% 2R 45 A RS 20 1) WIS 45 07 TR AS e B (AR 4 1)
SCFENUT 10P7V 7 3 560 5 000 10 45 AR5 AE AAS (50 0 B HEA T3 78, M0 45400 PR I 7 Z50 A8 B R R AR 25 25 20 #T,
AT AL N T AR AE AT 9 1Y, A8 B AL SR 7 T ARE I 2 1) A AR R R A8 TEL DG 3R, H ()AL el 7 AR A A 7R
AR ZR G5 R RS TR W S SR ) 0 SR A VR A T R AR A Y () — el S (R ERAIE T 4 PR B AR AR R AT DAKI 43
AT R AN [ A 4 5 MultiDvm” 118V F 22 4 )8 535 35 Velvet SEIILRF HEAETRY 1) AS [7] 4 5 1) et

3T B A1 (viewpoint) (K 1] A8 P G 5 2 AN [] () £ BE S BB VPT 10D LK R £ 5 Sk 5 ) 2 4 55 3 4
5K PR HEASS IR (1 B 2R A IR A0, 5 AR AR AR e (R MR Y, R e R 4 A S AR ) R A 2R A RO )
KA HLRR S A 77 5 28 5 10 A R AR 19 52 2% 9 HLAE T4 B, VPO 091 A R T 5 VP10 J7 3k [RIRE 1) L %,
TR FH A [5) B0 R0 A 5 R A AR 2R ) 7 ABE 28 SCTT v 5 ¥ e 00 T S B A () 00 A 900 A A0 30 45 LA W 43T 48l Ay 491, o X
THAERS, EESEANFRIRAMA.

T A [ AR TR ST 22 o 8 T A W S A 1) T 9k A O B 2 AN ST A A ) A ST R AS TR B B T AR
B MultiMeta’ 08U bR U T 75 SRR | 43 B 450 700 R1 58 - ABS 200 1) Sk 0w AR o SO T RE R AR R f) B AR I A
JeE T 638 8 M P 52 X kernel,optinal 1 variant 1X 3 Bl B9 R R ] ARk 1% T VR AE JORL Y 2 i T &N
B2 A () 5% 2R, S B (R A B S0 28 (1 — B30ME 45 2. VPModel” 0414 3 B AR U 1 J2 Vot 1T 48 b AT g 7 7 sk
LB T AR S5 R - 7F vp 5 m(mandatory) 53 p(optional) 2 & 27~ AEA A0 B L R H .vpo BY . vpm K 7 ] AR
BAEERASME B R UML FRic{H {variation point=vp(mvo){VariationPointName)} 37~ 1] 4% .k T 5 I Hh 52
T 5T A0 R 5 Z ) A A DA i 22 TR) A2 T B A8 Covamof > 0413 I%6) 7 it 2 S [ 1l 55 J2 v IR AT A, 5 T A8 o
PRI AR B R0 AR 8 1] (1 G 2R A0 11 T A8 i SR o 8 77 IR, R 0, 5 i i A S P Ja v s 1R T T 48
[FARZS (open,close)s SEILAIL E A5 — AN B AN AT AR OGRS R Bk FE 0 &R 5 P AL mT ik
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PERE. AR RTAR AR, AT ARARFIE ;i X AKHIAZ H.(dependency interactions)3 7 MK A 2 TR F ¢ &

% 2 B ] AR MR T v AT DL SIS [RIB B ) A A g ASE A2 AR 1) T 75 SR 2 IR A T V2 AN TR R AR AR AT
AT AR P AR T DL S G A0 B, R4 e AT A P A [ 2R AR Ol PRI 2 4 R R T I — Bk, 2 4 RS R
T BRI Ks 2 R AL A W RN 2 A R R AT AR 22 ) 1) 9 28 LA B AN 0 1R 11 o502 A 5%
W 575 4 —NH0L I FE ORAIE 22 AL 2 ] ) — Sk,

217 HETE S AT AR P A i

7 AT AR P AR I Bk R R 2 AT SO A IR T DL SE I T R 0 2 R R OR JF SR TE 20 X (formal
semantics), BE % T W7 b 22 18 W] A8 55 FH 5 2 4000, S 47 5 T DG @A RIASE Y 2 TR Sk DA R B A 2.

h T SEBL AT AR VRS (T AL Rk . AL BRI 4> H. SemanticM? 061445 1L T Triple VB SRR () 1 AR AR,
WEREZ . FRLZHEERILZX 3 DB RAME)ZE LT 77 i B A A B & b5 i J2 IR A% 0 0 77 1Y) &
PR 25 B3 AL B/ AT A TR A R, I BE AR 2 RIARIL 2 %07 1R B A S LA [R) A0 1) A 44
(1 gt S, A ke /> st ABE S 491 G T AR A () T AR kAR R R P AR A R R A Y () 48 & Kumbang 071V R
Kumbang #i#4 f1 Kumbang At & SEIL AT 2% & 1 A FI L B Kumbang §7 & 7 UML JCR GRS S B UML
I JGH ) Profile 78 SCM AR, G T AU RFAE . A4 2R 85 04 76 25 At AT 2 1] DG R I 8 SCE A, S RS 280 R T
BB, B T HF R 10 2 2E 22 . PDO’ 09N AR | 3t 2 A0 I 45 10 #93 J3E 68 1 AT ARk A T R S50 R, 2 SCAT I A
PR IR AR R 55 A A, e o S A A e ST SRS . AR AEDhRETE SR AT () ()8 SR, S I
AT AR R T SUSTRE T R S B T e

HE T SCRA) AT AR M AR T v R DL SR B SRRk P T AR P A DG A R R SIS BN T AR P R SO RE 4R
] AR VRSB 1) 38 e 7, 9 AT CASIER B 2 A0 HE B S5 20 8 Dh g AR, H AT A 2 A AR v 7 2 T S IR Ak
P AR A G AU B P G AR e S B T S — B AR 5
2.1.8 BT AU E T I ] AR Ik g v

AN B 1 AR R FH AU 2 T S (DS L) S I AT AR P AR 1 — b o v R AT R B T T R
P R AR RS AE T 5 R SE IR AR P I T A AR T 1 ] AR R Ry VE A A — MU AR DSL (T
FEE TR g SCRT AR —Ffr I 7E 25 125 (AR TR o s S DSL AR TR 6 35 1R AT 25 ek S 00T A 40 1.

5 6 5 SCR] AR M 1 77 75 EmbedDSL 097 fik A X R G5 v 5z I T K TR R (1 4 A O T
(matlab/simulink) () W] 28 £, 75 DSL 1) U B g SR AR P, il B AR A B (MR 25, 51 N Variant F1 VP 88455 %
TN ARPE U5 VR R B S TR B A DSL AR T AR PERL 2 TR Y 23 2 ¥ AR  Haugen 55 A4 th 18 A AT
A ML RIE S CVL(common variability language).CVL 08UV T4 78 75 25 2% 0 S B W) A8 1 A 40, 2 JE Rl 23
AR PR TS fRATREALIX 3 Fp BB AT AR MR AR B R IR T A ABE B 1) 0 2R ] A R A DL AR B R B, e X
IRt o E s TR B AE AN 5 R F B o B oo 2 i Jm v RN 5 |, B i i ol 8 SCRR B e 1
BORVE 3y B SE 0. 45 58 — AN AR AR 2 5 R R b B e T R R R 1) Br.C VL I BRSSP LR UML
RS FET DSL+CVL [ R A8 P A 7 925 T DAAS 4903l A5 N 03 S T 4dsl g 485, S B 0G40 9.

BT B 18 T MO B R G SEAN I T BT DG Y L ) AR S B R T L s S AR R T R —
ANIEACH 5 2 ok B, DR b 5 B S TARE B J2 ) o P T A Sl A0 5 1Y) ) AR M A8 T vk T DU R S Ak, 77
TUAR TR B4 28 RSS20 rh s SCAI R B 1 5 IR AT AR M AR i R T VR I AT A AR, R I T A i
5 AT R0 TO AR B A TG SR S B ) AR AL
2.1.9  EETHCE M R] AR M AR

IR AT AR M R ATE 0 i 7 A 8 PR AL D ARSI R PR S0l T R B kg 7= ot T A, 2 T DG — ANl A i el
23 TE B A AT A T P 5 SR IR 7 i TR L B A i 452 ATk 11 ] A P A T LA 7 i A BRI T
AR AR A BT B S S 77 PCL 01 A Koalish?04, DL & JET- it B 45 8 () 77 Questionnaire’09.

Je TRCE ST PROTEUS,PCL 01 SRR PF o SRR SORY ) o] A P2 BT, 58 T 6 A s AR 2 Y (family,
version description,tool,relation,class,attribute type)FlSE4R 2 [A] 1 5¢ &R SEAR I JE M2 A 15 B8 PR 28 8 o, 3L
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FP R b TR S A B0 [ AR RN M S S R R S A ) R R S A R 1 R AR R AR R 1 ) T S A
18R] 2 AR I SR D FRD A5 B8R A0, T AR P A% S e P 1 P R~ R 40 e ol SR B0 e SCA AL BT R P 45 A
i3 if-then-else SLIN. 1% J5 i BB mi A 75 TELE 4 K )0 2 ST A,

TR R 2 5800 J2 TR Koala 2 ik N R A 1) 4 AR AR 20 R4 3R &85 P AR 18 5 n) 788 P 4501 5 Koalish’04 4
J& Koala, £ H] 2 i n] 48 AL 2 7R A7 0k 44 (1 AL B e A0 28 6 T-I0 5 2 40 R 48 v) DU B 2 A AN R D e
RGN 2 1] (R34 B IE B S 30 A [ 17 AR 171 %) Queestionnaire” 09Uy T 45 1 38 o 266 T o 25 16 i B A6k 70 52
IR AR A5 22 A ) 8 BEAS 0] R0 25 B8 0 20 TSI, — AN S S O I U O ) R 2 R T AR R TN £
AN 2 TA) B R 1% TV IR M ST Tl 2 T A AR A e R T A I

BT R R R 7 R A R PT DASE R i 1) S B R AT AR A T T AR AR v ) P
KD AR A 5 B WA ) 38 0 S TS A, 224 R e AR AR KN S T R D) DG P 5% S A B 1 A B T e 25 3 B0
AT (A0 A, DR b, T 0 A A R P e D O, 8 6 T A 2R AT A R
2.1.10  JLAb Ay APk g BT ik

Wi T B3 7 i AT VE 2 AR S AL (g ) AR v g B 5 A AR VSLP?,SaaSP, SimCOVAMOF! Y, Brazilian*,
Ebusines?®, Automotivel®”, SPLGraph™®, Patternsi®”! Orthogonal ™, FOrd Logicl® V4% 77 5 7 ixX 6 77 v o, 1FF A% 7] 4%
PEFEBE Orthogonal” 041015 3 fgt J S 708 £ BAMUBE Y v s SURT AR Pk A5 5L, I B BE AR o 2 SC T Rl A8 S R A
KF T BIAZ 0 98 7= AT LARE 02 07 30 S ] A% 1k A 0% 25 P A w2 TGV AR G b ST AT S8 B 1 A, 5
H AR ORS00 PRSI AT AR M Y i
22 EEMATHEBEEARITLL

TERRAT 7= it B W] A T AR T vk BRI 9 5 N R PR S TR Y s T T el e 4 A 1) R AR AR T VR
S SN GIFIBIF TN B3 OG0 P I 750 ] A P A, 25 22 DA [R] 1 07 12, % b g AR vk e /b L R ey v & T
AT S TR 1) 7 i 2 T A R Sl W RS, DT b, S ASE R N 5% n e 308 8 A ABE 7 VR O e AT R 2 IR AT NER 2.1
WA S T — 2 i R T R N T S R O VR I 2 R AT T A AT

TR 53 ) 2 B ) SRS e AN 43 2 R B B — A T R A, T SRR R Al B R AR ) SRk S |
T A TR RAT HER AR 5 AR PR 2 2.1 17 o BRI 50N D3 % ) A P A A R I D o 3, 3 i g iy
ERBAAAE T RS0 &5 A7 10 b 8t 00 (9 TR 3 13 AT 07 3 ; i 28 ,Pure:: Variant, UMLC,DoplerVML,
IStarLPS,MultiDvm,Covamof,Kumbang,CVL,Orthogonal X 9 F 2455 77 vE 4 H T 34T 0 07, A 75 1755 2.1 3%
BT A 4328 AR T[] 7 1D 19 5 YR S8 22 AR 02 el Tt/ 1L S 4 R BT N R T 3 A TR AT T L.

AN, AR AN R R B sl I 5 SR A BT B B A S T v B B R sk 1R S B B A A
B B A0 75 AT 52 H A B A 0 W8 ™ A Y P R SR B B S A AR R A5 S B g N P B o B B AL
BEA S ED) shBBERIDUT B PR B RURES B 55 DL R 0k 2 850, s/ B ) SRR B # 1k AR
5, E 2 HORTI R ) 45 TR R SCRS TE 8N W B A 3 R I 00 8 7 AR SO SORS N7, H S A [ ) A 7 v
AN [R) A B B SRR R BE AN [), WL 6.

Pure::variant 55 Orthogonal #3257 A~ [A] B B (1) SO0 5 1% ] A% 1t Pure::variant SCRFER A diy Ja) 3045 B BL 11
AT AR S B, BT Orthogonal 7 S8l AR AR 284 v 38 7w AR P ] DUHT T 8 Fh 3 40 il i 1) T 48 4 2 45 UMLC 5
IStarLPS S HF i [ T 75 3K J2 O ) A8, T vk S T K At By B (1) W] A% 1tk # 45. Dopler VML SCHF i [] T~ S FLJZ ¢ 1) 4
L, AT DL T 4 i o AR 2 S TG B 25 S 3L () SCRF, AT T B SCHR BBk I A 1 7 R R R 2 I A A
(137 F¢ MultiDvm 864 HE BN T 4 15 iy 4 55 S5 I FE T Rp 0 9 3 1k 7 o7 4 O 1) T SE L IR .Covamof &
Kumbang [ [ 4 T~ A4 44 (1) 7 it 2, 30 S 344 28 25 A0 VR 1 S T )2 0 PR @ A8, T AR R 408 2 I ST m] A8 PR i ik .C VL
[ BRI S UML B DSL A58, T DASZ e RS R L 0y 1] 1 ) 4 o sl
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Table 6 Comparison of modeling stage and modeling asset

R 6 AN AR I B AR G0t L

S A 1 5 R 23 s/ N et g/ 3T SE 3 SCRY

FRAE PR | SRR SR IR RN | IKESEC RS e WA | SOR
Pure::Variant + + + + + + + + + +
UMLC + + - - - - = - - -
DoplerVML + - - + + + + + + +
IStarLPS + — - — - — L 2 — —
MultiDvm + — — _ _ il Y + _ _
Covamof + - — - + A » + _ _
Kumbang + - - - + - - + - -
CVL + + + + - a - - — -
Orthogonal + + + + & + + + + +

M 6 AT LA HH, 2% AT ARk AR i o0t i SR I B AN S DL BB () SRR R LR AR L R PR AR SR K 52
55 g vy SCRFBEUH B B 0 i 2 5 Sl AR LUK SORS K R] AR M i BT VA JF AN 2 0 s BT 55, — 7 T DR b 8
TSR 1) 20 25 VR AN ) A58 1) 2 FEAS (), AN 7] 4 8 28 P DO R AN (), G i ddt N7 48— PR T 2R PR A U5 i 55— D T
72 X0 3 2 FAEAE LU AL S 2% 0 HLILAR A e AR AR AERE AR, 4 I, 5 A8 A5 204 1) 56 1t BB DN i, T ik ORAIE L IE A 1
B R S 1R AR A f 50 78 P 0 v A A SR AN v T SR P A A T AR AL 5 AR AR R i BAT ) AR
SRS 1% 2 AT 0 AR GBI TR b T iR 3 SR AN [ A AR A S A 5 3208 1 AN [ B BORE 7R ) S 45 AN 7, AN [
(KR A 1 S T 9 R AR 1 AN i), A SR SRS T AN [l B T5 5 (K B AR AR AT 3T L
AR 2 i A R AT AR E U AT AR B TE L R AR L G A R ARk S B W) AR s A
SE R A A P T R B I G AT A T ELE T R @ AT AT AR VR (R sE IR 2 B2 % Sinnemal® Al
Dhungana*/ & H (¥ G 7 1255 FLMI, A SRR, T ORI T 3 A Sy Rt T A8 v R AR AT % B, L3 7.
MRy B REAT X8 B PR DA AT AR P S A Oy P AR R S ey 3RS« A K il B 2 R B e P 2 e S A M T
FUAf AT 08 B DY D T g g A P S A B A G, T 8 S T AR A AR kDA K B AT SR I TR e er
AR PEASIRY 1R 2 DA P i P2 S AT 08 B TR DA T A Ak S B 75 92 B A 2 Y 8 DDA . 2% 6 L Ay PEE TR A e 40
o EBME
< SEBTHL: AT AR YR AT R A AL (36 2.1 7)) S B AT AR 1 e

TR A AR P 2 OCTBAE FE A W AR R L AR RO B S e R ] AR R AR A

RIS AR S AT AR R A (R 4, 2 W] TR AR A R R L

S ARG R RN T o eIk PRI R 2

< OB vy AR AR 2 T AR RO HLR ARG R,

< HIBZE T K IR T R I R AR R, I LRI AR TR AR AR A R R B kBB RRAE L A
R FORE (45

< JTUREJE R ) R AR, R AR P AR TR N 7l SR PR L R AT AR ) R R P AT A

o LHME

< TR P oA T AR P A A BN R P AN B R A 2R 1) 4 S A A DR R T R R S 2

ASFESH

< HERLG)EE TR RET AL T A] AR AR IR MR IR 0 SR MR PR A R A < i ) L I, S
DL o R — S A B

o NHME
S TSI SEBILE S DA AT AR M SEBIR T A 07 S0 E SO AR . TIACH Ay
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Table 7 Comparison of important variability modeling methods
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