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Abstract: Feature model is an essential concept and artifact in feature oriented software development (FOSD). It depicts commonality
and variability (C&V) of products in terms of features. With increasingly frequent software evolution, keeping the feature model in
consistent with the evolution is very important. Most of the related researches usually analyze the C&V on the requirement level, and
modeling the analyzed C&V by the feature model. However, since the feature changes may cause the ripple effect during the modeling
process, some new commonalities and variability may be derived. The current researches are still not able to resolve this problem, which
leads to some potential overlooking commonalities and inefficiency in reuse. This paper proposes an approach to extend the feature model
and analyze the software evolution based on the feature model. The extensions of feature dependency and evolution meta-operators can
support the ripple effect analysis of the feature changes, as well as the exploration of the potential commonalities. The new approach also

develops some refactoring strategies and a semi-automated tool to support commonality extraction and feature refactoring. In addition,
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rules and strategies are designed to resolve typical configuration conflicts. Finally, the paper employs a case study to validate the
applicability and effectiveness of the presented method.

Key words: software evolution; model evolution; software customization; commonality; variability; feature model

THT [ 435 4iE 1) 8542 IF % (feature oriented software development, fij#k FOSD)! g —Filr i 1) K HASE & il 4k 1k
TE AR 72 07 v, HL AR AR 2 - DA A% O B SR AT R AR AR D 55 R B S B e 3 o R A 21 5 2 i A R S
v 5535 SRR S BT FOSD A R IR 58 il 4k B A IR I R S i 7 — b R 2 5 vk, 0T 47 SR 52 BIF RN
BRI Tb Sz )iz i,

FRAEATY (feature model)s& FOSD A% /Lo R R ol b 12858 2R 70 Rp AR At B 4853 T 403l N 7= ity ) S P R T
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17 1%,

o4
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B T A 2 TR (software product line engineering) ™, 38 35 35 4E SRR 23 47 1488 3 A5 fr) 1 A0 AT A B

FEABE TR, 57 2 U0 A (R R AT, 2 BEAS TR 28 R 1) ORI 00 R AV A P 45 18 1 B T — AN i FR A 3 R 4 (1]
TR Qone) NREALASE Y Fr BRI 12 v B gk AT IC B A5 21 10 5 7= b Fr Bt
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Fig.1 An example of feature model and custom product
1 UAERE T A2 7= s )

1.1 HHEXRBEER

TERFAEASE TS v R4 H AR A ), A K AR AR DR B 08 3R R 40 Oy T 282 A 1 24 R O% 38 R I X 24 I (cross-tree
constraint) ¢ A2 T4 A OE R IR T A2 T4 A A T, B, 24 SQ R UL A0 B IR, AT 3 R E L 12 2 ) O BB
KA OIS 4 Fh2ETY 00 3% (mandatory). 7] 3% (optional). ik (alternative) Rl 2 2 (or) SR LI R RIML R T
A2 FHRAE 2 1) (R TE B, — A L35 M M8 (imply ) M1 H R (exclude) 3¢ R AX SOKE I3 6 5 70 (1) ST ¢ B R O T B 00K
(configuration constraint) X F&.5%& 1 TEAIHIER T RFA B PITC B A RO R IR 1 451 T 617,

Table 1 Different types of configuration constraints

R AFRAMNEL R

Feh | KA HC 2 il

wik M f I SCRFAE R IR I f 0 Z5UR  BIf D o0 B RFAE “HEEIH >
| WIE | SR AL AR I T B R s AN I B O T AR AR “4iit Bug”
2R | ik FE— A R AR AL AT — AN AT DA YT YT

Zik TE—A>Z IR AR, AT A 2 AR AIE ) I 4 9% “PRER Bug”A1ERER XU
PR | OBt 2 [ PEIN, BT AR BRIt 6 5 3 PRI IR <A TR
R | HSF 2 SO PRI, 5 I F IR R AEAS REA ) I B % eSS

1.2 HEREARM—HE

TEFFACAE R v — AN AT 1) 3 5 1T 6 52 21 22 P e 2 240 0 OC R 20 AR B N IEHM I E AR R E
AL 5| TG v SR B T AR AT B A PR T 4 o AB) o VSRR T () B A7 R HORRT L 56 3R, T 2 B0 i A
TCVE SR I P AN AE R AT 326 5 R AR R ASE 28 v T A 7 ) T 2 RO —B0R) J Maben F1 Guo 55 A M4 T £ Fi
SR [ b 5 O AT SR A I S T AR K pp R RO S FRRALR 2 IR T AR R S LA Y K S
S AP R 5 4 00 3% (full mandatory )RR A AZ AL H 5 BT E (root) B 4% b (1945 AN AE H5 Jg 06 36 R A,
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Table 2 Five types of configuration conflicts

R2 5 PAFEISERNCE R

et Eitipy Ja R

Type I A SE AL IERFAE OB AN AR T 4 2 TR Al 58 4 L JERR AL A6 AL AEAS 7 it v I P
Type II —ANEA L IEFHAE S — AR e A L I L AE 56 4 W W RFAE JCVEBEAT AT — AN il ik
Type III PIA 58 4 L JERFAIE 2 (A1 47 75 B JF R &R TCVELE DI 58 42 b HERFAE Th R AT e
Type IV [7i] — B 3 e 2L v R AU A A TR R R ToIEAE PN AIE PP AT 28 4%

Type V PR AL 2 () (] I A7 7E HOBUR B 5 K 3R JEIETE AN AIE D AT L 4%

Bl 2 SR T RERE R ORI S AR 2() T RS AT B RFAE ) OB, ATIEARAE £ H it il S AE A
AN TS 1 2 il 5 SCRFAIE [8) (0 T E G R AR 2(0) T, 1T i LR fs TCIERAR A7 i e KRR
R AE R 4 B (dead VR AN AR TE AR 3 Tl T ol A9 - vl o R P L T 240 SR A GV A AR A S %

Type I Type IT Type 111 Type IV Type V
O
b o) el
@ (®) © (d) (©

Fig.2 Examples of configuration conflicts
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i 22 TR AR T BB A7 AR S A 5, B0, R AE f WA s, 5 ARVB PR R i AR P REARAE 0. b T ARF AR AS R dfe = ) 24 5K
I5C G AR [0 3R AT DGV 0 A5E 2 DRI 2288 1) 7 B A% 4%

HAR CAH IR Z W TAE R AE S R HEAT T 97 L1045 48 3R e A 4500 68 1 32 47 1 R A DRI
gy JRATY AR SCTE TRFAE B B R i B 24 R OG ZR K A A, T 15 < BV 350 N 4 T 4 418 B 22 T P I R IO R

P55 W R IE IS I 56 2R IF TR 52 3 75 3R SR I ¢ R AH WT FL IO B R b TR E = T SR AE RS h g 2k LIk
3K, T SR RIS R Al T TR AR 2 ) POL A5 AR AL 5% 2R 3 5 AT 45 ARBL ) 75 3K, th AT i -1 S BB B R AL A0 4
TiEAE 75 3R SIS R IITE ST b AT A AT AS R L (WAL Dahlstedt 75 3K SCIE 56 RAERPAAN Pohl 75 5K KK R
R AH R SFASJE BT R I SS9 R A0 n] 1 40 i R AR Zhang S A KK SE AR 1) G IR SC R
AR HT (R 45 Y A 3 T S (1 ST 5 R—— B (precedes). R (constrains) A1 A (similar_to)# F T+ 52
B I0 ] o< S V250 N PR 0 A 36 T2 SR, FRAT PR IX 3 P S 6 R D 78 B ME AR o 3 J T i

o R AR AE AR S5 TR P AT R O &R

o PRMGIHER T —AFEAE L H A — AREAE I D RE AT A
o FHARL A IR — 41 Th RS ARAL B A FH A R 5 (R AE
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T B 2R 0K IR B0 e, R bt 5 B 0 A B T i 8 AR B 3y B T U RABUN M A Re bl

© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



1216 Journal of Software #AF3¥ Vol.27, No.5, May 2016

T H AL B 0T 32 BT < B0 A GRS AE B 3(e) i, TR R B It H XU 812 A< XU L 1T Ay
— AR AL, A A 5 213 10 T 3 s AU

B - Jil v AL |

BEGH | [ REA A LB || R || s

ol k-7 | RIS || B ARSI || KR
‘//\\\ /,/\‘ll\\\_ X

(b) (c)
Fig.3 Examples of extended feature dependencies
3 FRRFERICC R B i
22 i REFERENE L TTIRIE
FE A I 0 R AL A P AR A T P o — A il AR R T B A A AR AT T A TS 3 PRG3R
AIHE IR W A B 11025 2SI R A AL TC AR EAT T 97 I R 3 BUR T 9 R (KR IE B AL S AL e 18
Table 3 Meta-Operators of feature models after extending feature dependencies

T3 PRRFIESRIOC AR5 IS AR A o A

. G

KIRA A I B
Dhik InsMan(f.f}) DelMan(f;.f;) MovToMan(f.f})
Al ik InsOpt(f:.f) DelOpt(fi.f) MovToOpt(fi.f))
LIk InsAlL(f;.f}) DelAlt(f;.f7) MovToAli(f:.f;)
2 ik InsOr(fi.f) DelOr(fi.f) MovToOr(fi.f})
A A8t InsImpl(f.f) Dellmpl(f;.f) -
HJF InsExcl(fi.f}) DelExcl(f:.f;) -
G InsPred(f;.f;) DelPred(f.f)) -
i PR InsCons(f3,f;) DelCons(f3.f) -
AHALA InsSim(f;.f) DelSim(f;.f) -

R 3 MARAERBFIRFAE RO R RPN YE L € T 22 M AL TTHRAE, B TR A 3 AR A2 R H bRy
A F3AE E L 20 TR R A SR B0 5 A v 58 40 ARG AR A 4 N R 5 488 41 1) B 60 458 A A R 3 AR 5 B B 52
PC 8 20 R K AR R D082 9 U1 Ins Opa(f;, f) 2735 A f 471 N ST AT 36§ ARF A s 5 0 240 TR 28 A SR 5 A S IR A 1) A4S
B LT SR AR (RO  0 U InsImpl(fi, ) AR AE f; R f; Z N4 AN AG G 2R AL AT £ MR 87 FRE DR IR 5% AR AH SR A R
VERFAE )AL PR s AR OG 28 1 2838, 1) W Ins Sim (£, f) 7R AE f; BN f; Z TR A ABLOG 2.

3 ETHEREMELS

A KI5 AN TC R A BB L TR T IR S0 T AR GE MU 30105 B 4
R T AZGRAR I 3 BEH BURIE 3. 1200 B LURR AR AR BT SR A2 G 0 i N IR SRR AR B3R SRk B T AN [ i, 3L
X

RN ACBEE TR, — A R (1 o) — AP T4

cr=(f,f" ,changType,product).

Hop,

o RO HRFAE. 2 AT AT RN of Doy VSRS IRFAE () SCHRFAE.

o EIRAST R ORFAE. AT SR B R R OF ) S

o changeType= {7 B EC M) FAHE LR B (194
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o product F Y HZAR T . Bl T AT AT RE B2 AN R IR T E O AR
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Fig.4 Overview of the evolution analysis based on the feature model
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BB AR T BURFIE (45 580 T, B8 BRARRAIE £, R0, 22 I B R R IX AR 2 o 28 /b — A T f 2 th 45
T IREAE PRI N A8 CSORI IR 530 F 5 40 0 A TR S5 s, 1T 0T 45 A S TR G 2R 118 728 5 a1 ] 50 A A A 78 DU AN 7 AR 3
[ FLYE ] P

BAGHTS RS R 3 A BCREAR S 2 A7 L S IR A8 B DL K ok 5 1Y A AR A0E AR B 5 1
A7 9 B3 T B A\ A0 2 B St 0 R TR e G 4D R ), 5 TR < IR R 5 | % 1 At e A B AR R A B 4y
HTRRAE P B 20 SR OC 3R R i I 06 2R (19788 ;P P 88 EORVARE 2048 B I B 2 57 9 AT (¥ SRl 6] i . 19 ) S A
AEFTE F6 A A ABMARR AE BEAT L 1k 20 A7, AR 43 B7 &5 ALAE BYARFAE AR 20 v SR Mt B B A R A I 1 0 R AR A TR R A
VP47 5 o 5 A 0 R0 e AT Jok R SRS B S AR R L A B A AR AR G T 1 B AL S (N RRAE
T,

3.1 FRETT 5E 2 E s

AT B 11 H B o 20 BT 0 N AR L AR B ) S 2R 3 1 5 e, A A AR R R R AT R A, LR A AT IR B AR TR 1|
IR T R0« AR AR AR AE A8 B 23 AR A T B 40 TR S R R ORI SR R M AR 4K
3.1 “HEFE RN AT

OF BT TR BN B, 2 R R AT B FRERAHAIX 3 Pl OCIRE ¢ R AR I e IS A (1) SC IR O R, TR 1 1
g UNASH Evsic i VA A IR 0

B 1. G B eh AL SRS R A S 2 — AT R SZ BRI N R R AR AR

o Y YR EAFAL AL AR SN R, VS0 AR R A A i BRI

o YR £ HIREAE R AR AR T B A £ IR 6 BRI AR 16 o ) ok BR R AE

o L FAHALREE B S B

R R A 2 B9 SR 1 S, B TR B2 B ) PRV R AIE Ab 38 75 A 2 1K B A0F 1) 738 B S 7R A PRV 3008 (1 A DG AT
FUr, 22 BT A 0 S AR 2 80 5 (1 5 AR 300 A — 0 R S AR A TR e 3 B N e A ik
FEBRATTR I, B2 5% W0 R iE (A 1 2R 0 5 A DR 3 4 9% — S R M 22 R A PO 45 i A 1 2R 28— R 0 2 1 B A 4
B DR IE 00 RSB LA X AN PR 35, 1T 45 210 5H IS Y e S 9, L3R 4.

Table 4 Decision matrix of change types of the affected features
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Fig.5 Examples of analyzing the ripple effect of the feature changes
B 5 o3 B ik A2 S SR 28 L s 151

312 FRERCE LR KR T
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TUBRAE, T BE 2 BN At 7 iy P 8 PO AL 5 91 SR AR A R I 55 e 56— 7 il it 2 SR B IS 20 e
B A2 R AL, HA 15 2R AU AR il WU TG Y045 B0 AL A T e S S SR I 5 ) e 2 BRATT R A8 A 1) 2R 2R ) R AR B
SCT T L B SR, DA T SHE AN [ 7 i o) e A5 20 (1 A 722 225K

o BRME 12 cr BOSRIY g US ININ LR SRS I AR AL AN SRR AL B R rh g SO B ARG .

o SR 2:2 cr B SE BB SO K AR S RFALE 4 N SR AL AR v 5] IR (R B A SRR AIE. S 5 S B

BTIE B 20 R G AR A AN [R] 7 o 38 B K

o SR 3: cr HOSIR J MNBR IE, SEHT I SR B R A PR T B 2 RO AR T AN FL R AR R RS R A R AL
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B E LR A& 6 il BB AL K 75 Uik T iz

LR [ n n 7]
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o4 s
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RS,

Fig.6 Rules for updating the configuration constraints of the features
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Fig.7 An example of updating the configuration constraints of the features
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S AT TR R AR AR B SRR AR AL () AL S FRANIAR UL 28 ) 50 B e I A N A R AEASE 28 o T4 5 3L e A,
HI B R B AR B r 73 S i AiE 5 A SRR I D REAH AL, PN 3 Z I AFAE ARG 3R, ] 7 W, AN
TR ARG Z1 e SRALUT, — AR AU AL A2 B (R il 2 Tt P A AEAR AL R0 B T 1 B friofpra A1 . DR LA SE
R R TP I AR A v Oy X SR AIE £ ST ARG AR
3.2 FREANREEE

PRFR R 1 3L vE AN T AR PR 5 UF J2 FOSD i R0 IR A2 2% 140, th /R AR AR ASE BV A0 A3 AT 1) DG B ey - AN [ 7=
sl B TR I 7 B A SR A SR, o o7 T A A ) S M 9 /D T A AR o g 06 R SRR BRAG TP S Lk AR 20 A bt
AR T T IR AL, T8 5 3 Pk SR BORRS 20 A8 B 42040 00 22 (W RRAE TR 27~ i P R
3.2.1  RIERHAE TR B

FEAR TS K VR AE P IR AN 2 T AT R AE A ) B e XA 7= M o A X SRR AIE, BT R IR L o 2R AE AT
A A 23 T 11 A0 32 < 7 ST 4 N 169 T 308 AR5 A 0 2 S R0 AR i w7 B 3 N 140 R S8 5 A T T2 4 A 7
S (9 SRV T — L AR BL R R, v] ) P X e tRe A 2 W) 1) S 35 43 AT 52 R R X S AR BL 9 R E by 1 A X
A s Tl ph 2 ST A 0 288 2R A e N T4 R S R A £, el ph 7 A6 e 28 2R A o (1 AR W iR AR B S AR AE 41
B R b, — 2 AR ARURE I A B S (R AE 2 (0] A7 AR ARG R, B 7 (R faafors T S AU X G AIE (19 AR AE
AN )tk 2L T A4 B B, T RE L IR AR A AT 4 J2 VR G5 R DR B AT TR 6 R 3k S AR B . 3 199 A 24 2R e ik o
RFAIE X8 W] N S AL B B A HH TR R Y8 A B A B 5 v AR 5 4 42 PR AN A H B 0 U675 21, ] T I BRI AR TR A X
AT 58 5 T AR ALRE IE 1T Ji5 £ ] SRR AIE Hh HEAT 1B .

3.2.2  AHALRFHESS BT
ARABLAREAIE [ 43 BT LA AR E (0 3 1 60 0T A% 43 A7 g Fe Ak, 300 3 0 0 1 7 42 9 S o e 5 49 ) 4 B A i A
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AR SR A B AR TR R R AR, R 6 R AR AT LM R R AR P A BT S S R AT AR AR B AL IRATTRA T
Fillmore (1)} 1% 1% (semantic grammar)”C' e 3 282047 1 ST, 1% 7 35 5% B F T Niu fl Guo 25 A 158 1,
T8 3 A% TV IR TR UM (semantic case) AT R SR AR T BN L AT BB AR BT SOfE B RE T N 75 R 1 AL
A AR 52330 SR ATt SR (R (0 7 AR AL 26 5 81 T S SCARAT R AL IR i ) 380 140 SR

Table 5 Semantic cases of features™’!

RS CRHAETE UK

B s &

agentive SRR 2 5%

dative FEAEAT MW I 2 5 o

objective REIEAT by 5% W0 (R0 5
instrumental FRAEAT R B iy 77 X slisg TR

factitive FEAT A TR I 5 % 8l 514

locative REREAT g 2 ) B 2 ) 0

temporal FEAEAT S 5 AR (10 530 236 R 45 482 )
conditional REAEAT by 1 fid R 2 A

R 40 1 5 SR, Tt 43 2L AR BLARRAE 1 P9 28 AT AR ATT RO B TR R AE () L R T AR 1R 6 R T P 4LAH
RURR A 4L 10 i B 25 S KRR AR £, R f 350 A2 70 05 i RIS I e B XU L, e A1 19 7T A% 5 (variation point) & A4E 7E
temporal, B[l JRUSS (B (1 90 FELAS 5 o5 A0 s 8k AS TR 19 77 L 524 B0id 3%, JE AT A8 )UK A2 7F instrumental.

Table 6 Examples of parsing features

6 RPAETE SR AT R ]

1D Agentive Objective Instrumental Temporal
i EDA Al - N i
S il A A - 1~10
S5 iVA B A A - 1~5

Ja AP el = AR £ -

A A =il il E-mail -

AR IEAE A AT AR 23 BT ) 5 SR, T ORE— L ARABL AR A5 A AT T AL DR 435 K BT J A5 I8 2D RE AN NS 5 240 R, 3R
ATTAR 8 AR ACURF AL A Bl 1) 1 R SC T S Ay J

AN 4. T AARURAE F={f o, ofod MO AR AT AR R 50 M7 45 2R Al 3K SO iR AR O — 2T
KEUE F" = {{ o Sonyeees Son, 3o S} fp FSCHEAEMUCE F IIEVERR G0 (S, s Sy o S 3 N Sy BOTFHFAEICE F AN

TE T A 3 45
o f (RO L4 SR I G R R L
1) 2 F 5e 4 T R MR K f, 2 Sk T SRR
2) M F AR R A SR AN o, ) 4 R A SR
o KETTREE AL o Sy oo S, } OBEE LI F 2 WV AETE HRIRIG (S Sy oo o, } 58 SRS 41
SRR G 17 U, KA 52 K S, 19— 2 R
8 AR TR 6 KEAE £, AN £ T 1 45 L.

(ESEBSN

= J@ME-mail | [ B

I~ _ =

LN

Fig.8 An example of refactoring similar features

8 FAA AU L7 1

T AFIFIERT  httpy// www. jos. org. cn

© hFFeE




iE F AR R AR Y R AR AT T ik 1221

FRYGHEI 4.0y FO fs FA N — DA TFRAEACRFAE SR B T 238 W 3L v 30 2 B ek = B0 sk TR AE D JL
177 3, T AR 4 L B3 E-mail 2Rl T £ A £ 3 0 vl IR R AE HLAE LR, R o e = A il s o]
TERFAE, BIAS T-HREAE 2 SO — 241 2 3 RHAIE.

3.2.3  WLIERFAE ST
—ANREAE S A g m A A i (6 e BT 22 0 T DR 38 VAR S B I, 0 T N R S 3 e SR M DU A AN R E
HEAT PO AR 5 — L i 20 [ e SR R i) (R 22, AT T 77 0T, DA S A7 i N () B0 A A A P AT 3G AR A e B
Lk H AR B I B A RO A&
B 5. 6T 08 A 4 B A A R PTIERRAE £ 2 IR AR AL LU — AN EGE 2 AN S ] SO P
L, F AR AL A 2R v g L T R Sy 00 T KA
o UHSR S 5 A R LA R I T B 1
o FRFEAT AR UEIRR B KT WUE BIE 13
o FRFATT RIS FR KT HUE B 4.
FH T fiE AR B8 (1) S B 4 1 SRR AE 167 b A B, DR M 1 SRR AIE 11 72 ot A8 ] DU 415 45 AF AR B A 1 7 b
J P A B At R R 2 T B B N Dk — 2 SO A A R P T T R B AU S E A
i R 255 1) B AL B 7 R 5 %00 288 1) e 5 TR 32 4, bl 1 I H 15 S5 R R B A [7] 38 T B A7 7 L A e 556 BT 25, 460 4 25 T 1)
PRI G AR SCAS TR IX L8 IR 3238 — B 28 I S A5 BN 0BT IR e s R 32 m) 2 ORI 5 ) 5 oo X
3.3 MEIHRR
0T ORAE R AR AR 2 T 1) — BOPE, AR B B adh A7 C 2 SRR N RV A el T R AV T 2 B N AR A AR Y ) T
A I T e % T A A0 SRR O (R M A R AR A 5] Y. e kb e SAS I R TR AN 9 B R A i
2 FR AR A IR H R, T AN 2 3t [ AR AR ASE B
BB PR ARSI 2 EARIE SR 2 BT RIA R pp R R R I b 58 5, — M ATl B B s e L — ML B L
IRCZRIE B AR 1) B )L R IR T [m) — 2R B P 5, AT A 22 M I AR S e AR AN [ ) e o 2R B FRATI A1 26 T L
Tl SHL 20 P 9 AR SR
o SR AR A R AR e O I B AN REAE B B AR G R 1 SR I 5E TV AR Type 1, Type IV 1 Type \E3ir
(O] RU IS

o TRIE 240 A R AL E M IS PN NERE, BS R LR G R L IR T H TV Type 11, Type I A Type V 28
LRI RULEAS

o SREE 3R AR PO IR 58 A b KR SSOR JE S8 A W A KRR, R R R A BE B S AR B
AT RCRFE 5 0 E DA SRR AE % WS 35 T3 1% Type L Type 11 1 Type 11T 287 [ e 1 b 58

o SRNE Ak A R ARG O I P AR AR, T BR R AR TR BRLUE £ R A% SR & TV AR Type TV 28B4 (1 i
NEERS

TERT IS FE o, — ELUR IUC B b 98, 43 BT N A 3 75 TEAR 8 v 58 S 200 1o % 45 3 %) 1Y ik S et . SRR R A L ' 4 R
KRG, AT RS A RFAE R D REANAT Sy, CRAEARFAIE [8) 1E A 1 QIR OC R L T AT W A Rl v TR g I BT T 2 4
TROR ZRAR AN, DR b o 5 T A 58 J0 5, 30 e AR Vi AR el 5 5 | R I TG 88 40 S O R A48 A 4 3 K U, 1 38 A A7 A0 AT il T
MR

9 WIR T — AN MRC A S T
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Fig.9 An example of conflict resolution
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R A CTBCM™ 32 75 € AV B B A IR AT IERFAE, R AR IR T AR G0 R AN 28 =07 10 TR Ay S G
B, MAF RGN B AR S B RE.E 5 AR G A R IR PG B L Re i A PR B — A e b ik
REAE, ALE, “TBCM™ 55 4 BRNC 0 227 (B) e AL M0 1 Type X1 o 5% gt % b R m SR FH S 2 |l SR 3.0 7 A Bk
PR MG 3K BINC B A AR A T IR AL

PO AR, B e B T AR AL AR R PO A 23 B I R i 2 SR DA 2R R A 5 A B A R 1% 4R 15 XN (K Ry
AEASE TR A PT 45 B35 A0 I O AR 2 35T 23 A A BRI A N 3 T AR A2 5 AR S R AT I 82 R T i 8.

4 FHI5HREIE

T A SCHR 5 Ry A PR AN e FAT AL T P A 34K 4 BT L H FMEVO-Tool( (LA A B 44 e 3
%% http://itechs.iscas.ac.cn/cn/membersHomepage/hujie/FMEvolutionAnalysis.rar). 3 i % T H 7 — > 5 Fr (I 4
P FR 4 AT S5 3 ATt AN ST R AE A 48 59, AT IR S 4 a3 B PR FE RN 4 R

FW TR GK BT AN E RS Qone,ix R4 5 Microsoft Project R GUAHAL, -2 4 H L8l #H
BUAE N 3 (0 e 1 4 R S B E 7 & .Qone B GE (1) - B2 Ty BB AL 15 S 00 /5 RO P 4 TR 4 491 4 31 o
I TH AR E AT H R CE N T 200 MY, T & 5 R SRS R
BT A AF AR 22 e, 00 2H 0 0 5 ) 1R T 2 AL 2 0T BRI AR E SR A SE A T A R R R AR B T
o 2 28 1 S R T AR M A S 5T T R RN R A . B A AT R SR [ AN T KR P SR A
b, 1% FR G RR TE AR IR (1340 B A
4.1 WEHE

FeAaE i Qone Hi H AHWEE T REGMFFAERIRY M 26 2.1 109 R AN ARFAE R M HT & . FRBIAARALL G
RCUT AR I 579 ANERAE S S VE R BRI B B R P AR R R R e, ) Ak
W23 T30 H Bl R GECE S5 T AR IX LR AE WA 2 P IR EAT W PR VE B 1 TS IR E AR ALy B D
kB Z RS H A G T R B 7 ANE #1775 106 AMFEAEAS TEE 3K, 25 5 3 95 MR KL 7 G
i AR T ) B 7R T I BE AR AR B A SR 1 et

Table 7 Summary of feature change requests from different products

FT LIRS R

7 wn 1B PSS it
i 4 15 1 20
P2 5 3 0 8
D3 13 8 2 23
D4 4 6 0 10
Ds 6 0 0 6
Pe 6 1 0 7
P 14 17 1 32

Mt 52 50 4 106

L 41 50 4 95

42 EMFEEEMRNM

AR 1A 2, BATAERFAERE AL o 7 A T 95 AMRF AL AR 3 3 B AR U A 18 ANHFAIE A2 SE U
SN IPNIAL DN R T e X e e L RSN NS T SIS EIE 2 Vet IS CI ALY bk SR (1 Rata i Vi
ORI IE 5 B7s TP AR

WU ST RO 5 A I RFAE A B A AT 113 AN AR AR 3 B3t — 28 23 A AR TR 3, R 0] 22 SE90 J S AIE 1)
PO B 24 RO BRIEAT 58 SCRISE 7. 43 #r &5 SR R i -

o NPT 41 AMUSINZERLFRFAEAS B3 1 ARSI AR A AT R A, LAY 10 ANEFAE S AR A E] 2

AN FIERFAELLRT 8 A2 IERFIELL .
o T 67 MESCRR KR AL AL BT R, 54 A ERF AL AL 64 A2 B SRR T LR AR 2,3 AR
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TR AE X\ AT GRS 7 €5 0 % X6 AL 5 25 8 G5 T .

o AT S ARSI RIS S SURT AR E T FR £ 0 3R D R A 557 AL
B T,

4 0 03 B ST 38 2 B A3 7585 S0 o 52 T S 48 A\ R R AR U6 5 09
BRI 126 BB,

Table 8 Statistics of the feature changes identified by analyzing the ripple effect
F 8 IF MR RN R AR AR B G vt 45

K B MER | s

. S
9%/% Cri3 Cris cry7 Cl'g CI'sy CrI'ss Crsy Cr'ie Crig Crgy Cloy Cl4s

WE | o 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 2
SR i) 1 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 5
AL | 0 0 0 4 2 0 1 0 2 0 2 0 11
Mt 17 1 18

4.3 BB MFEEFERE
TEAR W I BRI HP 975 328 i B R AT, 45 3] 31 AN WA RFAE A 126 ASARACVREAE. 28 23 A AHADURA AT IS, R AT TAR 91 2
5 JIT S PRV SRS AT I S RE AR e It 6 L A5k 2 AR AURR AE P05 SRS i, 73 280 Tk SRR ik (1% S P AR ] A e 3 T AR 4
W) 4 ZEHFAEAS AL o T R I SE R AE . o3 T &5 0 T TR
o X 124 ANARTHRREAR AR SRR A WA AVRR R AL TG, AT A5 2 57 ANSCRRERN 124 ASFRHE,H
54N SCRFAE R T8 S0 bR FFAE, 3 AN SCHRFAEATI AR TE 5 (1) 2 38 FRAE 4 124 ASFARAAE 23 3l 78 SN S
IERFIEA.
o RPN IR AR A S R A ALLRRAE 4 A, T A3 B — AN SRR 2 AN FRRE SRR 4 0 O PR RRAE.
BT 3R TR A TR S A2 LR T 20 2, BRI P AN TR AR A 8 O — AN 2 B R IE AL B 8 i 7RI A
T IXPANRHE.
FAAUREAE 5,35 30 AN TR AT 45 40 1 A 51 .Qone Tl H 41 3= 238 i 135 SRR AIE (19 %5 7 bE A8 FIREAE
ST T AF A AT AR AR Sy 1 e S AR i AR A A 19 00 R 25 11 o R R A AT B 9, U — MR < i T H %
JE 35 2 ) A2 AR A 5 AT b 0 B0 i R A B A oA — B
H T BEUEA Y B o AT 1A v FRATE I T 3L He 9] (commonality ratio, fiif #X CRatio)f 4 VP4t 48 #%5.CRatio
PR ' SO T M IR RE AT 1 T 43 b, T e A A e o0 R R AR B S T R B A AR B S R AR
S IS CRatio R BE 2 A8 A4 Atk T LA 3 % LU 23 i 5 (1) CRatio S 7s 23 7 J7 V25 42 75 0] D424 H 3 7 1) S vk
CRatio &, A F) T =T 4.
* 9 WoR T AT —B BRI B3 M 5€ UG CRatio 48 45 S A 1R AR B 58 A7 B B ) A R4 AN IRREAIE 3 20
e D5 SRR AE, [F) o) A R 20 r DU 1) A JOE AR A A 8 kg B DA 325 MR A AR B BB DU 5% 8 47 N (1) RT3 SR AAE R T 1 A AL
REAERE— 25 23 BT 48 v T ALY o ) 0 JB R AE 0 A AIE AT 25 v [R5 A e 250 A B AR ALK A 1) S A 1B of B A
i B, nT WL Z2 2] CRatio 27+ T 4.1%,3611F T 2 [ B 3 5 e PR32 4 11 13 201k

Table 9 Comparison of the CRatio between this phase and the previous phase
F9 WA B S HT— 2 Bl CRatio

M Bt W IEFFIE FRAE BB CRatio (%)
SE N AL A B ) 56 1) 290 687 422
SRR PERIE B R E A Y 345 745 46.3 (+4.1)

SGBUN BN P TR 2/ W CErER AU Sl AP it . 27 QR P AS e o7 S TR B S R b e D NG 3 2
LR Al R A A I R AL, — R SR R AR A5 A 45 Ak 20 A R SRR D). 0 SRAFAE A 5 4 R IR AL, 12 A SC
A R 23 Ak e AT R BLSG rR  AE (R SEAE
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4.4 HRRMR

R AR O 2 R G R AR A (R REAE 22 TS D L R 58, U — A Type T1 2828 1) b 5 9 R IR O 102 1) 9 T
8 B A5 U

AR A B T B FeatureIDEPUHI RequilLinel 56 11F i 5 W fift 25 5, 33 P AN T EL AT LA K 4 41
T BEAT T4k G e R A 20 2 5 A7 A T 1 58 A1 40 0 b 5 Y AR T B PR AE AR B A N3 T R 10 B
7R T #E FeaturelDE H1 {1 fift 1 58 HIT J5 AR HE 2R B 8 i 58 W A Wi, TS5 E < TBCM I H N S B — A58
D5 B R PG B R HL R AR B 10(2) R FeatureIDE YR 51 HY % 58 .48 5 b 53 At ), el 10(b) 27, % 58 CL
T kot i o HE A B T AT AR (14 i 2 TR R A 7, AN A AR T T L R 2%

/ omMAR THK / OEHABIAR
; e Fi {/
/ 7 _OREEETHRE / S REEETHE
/ e Y, -
/ A' _@BIREE THE / —OBIREE THE
OEERE L oEEREE ] OEERT OEEREE £
\ 8 —OEER&RAE \ —OEERRSE
\ - eummEsEs \ S eummEsEs
Legend: \ ~ Legend: \ ™
\ PHEREE egend: \ @
g/’ gaggat?-r‘; \._‘F & Mandatory \'\., ERES
ptional QJBCM < Optional JBCM
Dead feature
Dead constraint
JBCM = ~EEREE JECM = ~EEREE
(a) PSS AR AT (b) MhEETEMRIE

Fig.10 Screenshots before and after conflict resolution in FeatureIDE
B 10 pPoEi Rl /S i) FeatureIDE &l

45 FRBRS

AL 3T 58 UR L FRATGE U TR 20 W B BORe IR 1R A2 0, 3E — 25 0 Hr 47 JR s AL IR G 28 08 J8 4k 23 1)
SRR R 10 Bas TR 70 i Bm F5 AR 2 rh B30 S IER S0 28 AR SS R AIE IR B0, 2 B0 AR A A ZEAE i
AN B ICHGE ik . TR R ATABL R AL A BCR . TN SR AR AR B 2 DAV I AN BRSO S E A
XA GERATN T AT I B AR ABLR A TR] I 9 T PR A AR v ) o SR R AL T A A SR ORI R A2 B v )
ARADUAS AL P9 T A) 1 00 a0 206 AR5 A0 P B0, Bk 17 3K S8 A0k ) A ARABLAYE: AR 7 AR ABLAR A 0

Table 10 Statistics of the features according to different dependency types during the evolution analysis

R0 B WA R BRI R R A RAFIE e vk 45 R

KRR LT phase 1 phase 2 phase 3
Wik 345 290 345 345
Al ik 52 84 82 84
ik 14 134 140 140
Zik 168 179 178 178
A 65 81 81 81
"% 12 20 14 14
s 130 146 146 146
R i) 92 95 95 95
AHALA 100 226 116 116

N T AR TR A JRE RS A 5 AT (10 5 W AN R, BATT 40 UAE T TR AR DG IR G 2R T e R AR AR AR R JL Aty 13 4T
GIMTITE RGN T AT 20 i B A RO B 2 ARG ZR A R (KA A, B 11 7 3 L PR 37 S5 ) ¢ 51
75 2 SR AR 2RI L 7 R 5 20 M IES (0 B A E O AR T4 & A JCHLAE InsMan, InsAlt,DelAlt Al MovToAlt
HORE b R 3 KT R . A 2 TR 22 B R T R R A QI OC AR M R 1B 1 3 A, AT B T
17 AME R AL IR AL AR S 37 3 SR R A BT, A 45 B 22 1) I A8 47 N 81 s % 230 1) FR 0 e i 2 v JX 28 A
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Fig.11 Model operations obtained by the evolution analysis based on the feature models
before and after extending the feature dependency types

1T ARG AR AL S IBEOR A I Je (0 AR R L Ay E A T 38 A0 7 W7 4 21 A A TR 5 A

LIS KRR T YRR AL SR IBE IR A R A 23 A ) 5 Wi 17 I 8 T 7 R A 23 BT F e LR,
FEY™ R FEA_F 70 M i MEASE R 35 A4, 45 28 50 04 4 RS AL R A

5 i it

R S0 73 MR e T 7 VA K AT PR R (R 1277 AR 28 T T AT SR A7 6 Jey R L B A AE G240 3 BT ik
(LR U I EDNIAY e N7o: (NN LRG| R et o8
5.1 FEHERME

T R BRAE S SR BLAE 3 AN T5 11 AR AR ORHRSC 2R < IERT 280 L 40 A7 R o 8 T At SR

(1) 3 AL SRR AR -5 e L e A 24 SRR AR AT DG

X I T 4 RO R A TR SR IBE O AR, TT LA IR 5 i s PR A 2 ) T A7 A AR DG A X T AT R
B B 5C AR R AIE, U AT REAE G B L AFAE S R I INAE B 3(a) ", 58 A G Il B Bcdhs PR i T
A AR IE <% A7 O, < A B A R T e O o — e g eh R A R A AR T 8 A L I
ik, A2 A A8 5% 28 B A0 A TU AR 76 AE R A A 2R rP i e AT 0, B 3(a) R A Sk s = T (RO O 28 AELE 0 R AE
“UEVRT ROV 53 BT LR IR 9% 2, 2 LS A A8 SR TG i B A A9 T A6 150 B0 B 5000 > 98 2 90 SR F) 0
AR o A7 B PR 2 B T SRAN A T8I G AR U TV U A% A A B A Ak DALk, b 7 i R BR A ¢ AR
T BRI RN 3 A A (.

(2) TR 53 B

P T RFAE A 2R G 11 ot 2 4 0, FC AR T SR 10 < v 200 B A AN s 0220 AR JAT e v 77 I A B T i
S 53 W (R IE RS R AR B PR 20 (L T 4 e 43 T FR M ARG P FRAVT S SRR R D) 3 BT i3 23 A 4 SRR AE 4
I AT N BTN TG A K 3 PRAIE &5 2R A

BEAT AE 53 BB 280N I, FRATT I 25 8 T R KD 3 Al R IER G AR Hh A S B B, SR AIE 22 1) 7T REAF AE A2 B
P 6 .t T AR AR PR RS T 5 0, S T 103 S A G 7 i DG IR G 2R ) 2 B A4 3 5 0 S 2% A OB Y v )2
(IR Ik, 1T RE S SO T AT Ja 4R 95 I 5 A2 AR A AR S AN 1B AL 22 1) 1R 2% S A% i T AT SR AIE A% B S A 1)
Yy 5 A AR N IR O A IR R A E SCRFAE AR SR

(3) hIE gt skmes

FRATTHR s A 7] (AT B2 b SRS vl 17 90 fiff SRS B 17 T 2 SRS LA b, 3 W] RE A7 5 FLA (1 16 46, 0 4 KE Type 1
FHIR) AR 58 4 0 B I SEOHT 56 A a0 AR AL IR 1A 0 R B AR A0 e 7 G B o R (R AR A O AN A2 BT AT 7™ il 8

© TEBREEGESIEIFEFDT htp/ www. jos. org. cn



1226 Journal of Software #AF3¥ Vol.27, No.5, May 2016

S, 5 3 52 O R R b B 0 A 0L 1w 29 N 7 4

SR NG AT A 40 SSRGS S5 4 S0 95 40 AR 52
A 4 S o AT ) 04 S 0 0 T B 0,3 25 00 5 7 00 B89 42 AR I DR,
T B T S B R 25 0 S50 VP73, 05— 0 T 80 43 BT, O T3 % 35 1) S5 3
.
52 EHISHER

HEAT S0 BT I BT 155 Qone 31 I AL s 7 5 040 P 65 SN 750 51— 6 DR R L 4 0
UL BAT A B0 F L 25 5

(1) H5E TR (5 (53 47

A T TR AL 2 S 5 B BS54 B4 0 75 B35 A0 R 00T b 085 126 AVEAE T 20474 A7 A1
T b AT 56 H AT  BE0E e  1 TAd dF 5 RB F PRT 5, TA BLAA B T T S AP
g e 00 TF 6 3 0 BB A 1 77 2 TR T 5 1607 3R T Rl AR S D R
AT A AT R T e 0T 0620, 6 T 0 44 00 T 1 o 2

(2) 15T AR (2 2K

A A 0k 2 10 2 0722 B, 7l S0 10— 08 S 1 25 50 18 o 2 ) — ¥ S 1 7 I
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ARSI AR DR TAE FEZE KPS J7 T RFAE DGR 0 ZR IR 7 J RVRE A A 2 [ Ak 3 AT

(1) FHIERBEC R R

AR i L Kang 76 1998 4R H P45 2 T 1 R4 1) 450488 23 B7 (feature oriented domain analysis)J5 i (1)
oL THRAEE B R R R0 5 MRS SR Wt T A2 MAT TN R, T8 8 ok 2
PR S P R T A P R S R 2 — G AR 2 TR AR B I B Al R AT R, LA AL AN IR N 3 57 R B AR AE
IR 3BT (100 ZR G5 A TRV U SRR M AR AR 4 FE AR 11 e 5 1O R A R VR b Dy 3 A T AR 1) J A R R B
FURFAE I R BROE &R

AT B R MR TR AR DR IE G 28 U T, DR b, A1 32 B8 6512 7 T PRI 50, I F 3R 47 % B

FRAE IR OCR MY TAET Lee 55 AR # Hp fiE A 1 7F & 11 7] 135 W (adaptable) Fl 7] it & (configurable) %% /=
S A7 PR S50 B, MR AE 45 40 1 #0 BE 51N T 22 0 56 156 56 R 1O A 78 1O R iE S K O R A 4T 48 F (usage) . 1B X
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F PO 0 2 SR I ¢ AR AL K Ak (refinement) A1 BR f (constraint), 3 & 48 iE 5 1 5% 2 3 24 52 (influence) Al
A H (interaction).Peng %5 A XHEFAE R AT 7 50 P2k Mo s@ LG H T 3 FRRRAE R IDE ¢ &R Al H (usage) s R E
(decide) FIL & < Mi(configdepend)? LI X 3 Fl G OC 78, 50k 40 B i 38 32 47 I A1 95 5 1 (binding )R AIE 15 £
RV

IR AR RE 2D TR AR B SR A O (0 3 0K RE D7, AR T K <R R RN 4 BT T, DG B A TR
AR Z R R B R DG R b R RR IR AR T AL 6 X B g J FUR SR REAE 70 0 25 R0 3 A B A DG Pk 1t — 25 2 i I
B ML A 1y FEEAT 40 78 f IX Lo 15 B DRI S R A5 00 28 T AR AR AT 52 2400 b m] R B, R P I 26 9™ i 1 R A
A BLATE IR AN AL DA S W BN 1) 23 17 55 3 O AIF S AN () A4S SC BT 42 1R 977 Jo 1 S8 1A ) AR5 A A8 S )<< e v 38
G HTREAE T8 AS [R] il 5 )2 0 S0 AN [R) 7 101 PR QB DG 3R, A Hh e 8 I T3 o 200 V7 1Y) DR IR 0% 3R S8 B b 7 BIRRAIE
AR ep ST R R AR AR 2 B b 43 BT REAE AR B AN M A, B R 1R DG I G AR W T TR 9 A IR
P, DR L R IBURIAR B 4 B S (1L B 2 (1) i e R AT

(2) FRAERERL R AL 23 BT

RFAEASE BB A 43 BT (WA 5T = ZERAE AL SE W 2 A . B AR B2 W7 55 2 A Jy T
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TEVH A 52 M0 43 BT 75 T :Riebisch 32 B DURF AR AR 2 Sy M 28 g 37 575 3K 55 JH0 At 30428 s ol P IR B8 0 3R 3 1o 5 3K 11
A B 3 A A R R AR R AR LR HA ) 3 1 R S T s Peng. 25 N 23 BT T 5 WA DB AL 35 A 14 IR 25, TR T B
A AR R 5 A A 52 5% W (R, XA 70 28 4 3R AT AR 43 B R IR e 203 8y vk 3 3 7 SR TR 10 £ B S W
FEAE R AL

FCAth Jy ThT, Botterweck 25 A U4 T RFAE AT 44 1 JG B /E 2E & EvoOperators!*!;Hwan 45 A2 H 2 B G fiE A5
TR, B BB R R TP Thum 25 A5\ T EM . V144 (generalization). 4§ fk(specialization) Fl
Vg (arbitrary  edit)HiiAR AL B 5 R AE B O AR AL DT Alves 25 A\ TR AE AR AU AR HY T 7 2k A AR Y,
WH LW TR ] SAT (satisfiability solving),BDD(binary decision diagram)F1 CSP(constraint satisfaction
problem) % B 8 () 4 24 1 0 4712 Wi U100 Guo 25 N B HH A 35 A HRF O 3ok 158 s SR S 4 A R — 500 AR A A R
o,

IR Ho — 03 LA A SR A B T SR ASE B A3 B R AR AR B () AL X Le S R AR R SR E I B EAT
THOAG 20 BT 300 3 AR A 70 2 T L P R P AR 1 1) A A, R S ARE AR ABE TR A B ) £ 5 2% R AL R T R SRR A i =
TR AR FHARFAE SGTBE 58 28 IR, 23 A a2 Hh v R 220 AR A A S ) T 280 0, TG vk R IR fH L 5 ) 5 F e R ) AR
PEAR A 5 K 8 T A AN ] FR) 2, A SIS B J AR AIE DG B DG R SEBIL T R AR T ASE 2R ity b AT AR A0 AR T (< v
43 B, 2 5 3k R EORIASE B4 A5 B U I B 22 1) 7 ot L PR e b S SCHR H I J V3 2% S8 T R0 I 5 1 R I
FH R 5 IR ATE S0 (RS 812 T BT SO BU, AR SO R AR TiE 5 24 R AR A (R R IE A A DUTRE 1 98 5 Guo 4%
N BVBIF AR, AR S [T ABTAE B N () AR IS 2R AN A A0 A AT S o TG 2 o 58 T g A 2R A 8 A 5 | R, 9 A i
T3 B R ATEASE B AT A D AR 6T T S AR, 3R T A I A 0 Y 2 e 3 A A [ 2 B (9 T 5 58, Guo. 25 N (1
T ANH A e 48 2 A o e A 32 S D TG S AR ST 2 ST VN 1 SR I 8 e A — P 5

BT R0 S P R AR A 4 A A R A 2R A e A B B AR g, TR R ATTAE R SO R T i 2 2% T vk vy
ARk Sy BT IR HE 5 T A A3 M A ASURE FE B SR Guo 45 N 43T Zh R 1 75 5 1) D7 ¥ 120 3 de <6 1 2 o R ALE 1A T 7
O3 i A N T W A0 R AT I 20 B IRE, BT 4 T A DG LA b a3 7 S (1 e s DR 1 U1733400 g e [ 2
fih E vt 7R B TR RN PR

7B &

AR SCAE 73 B 224 T R ASE R 36 A 2 A AP il AL A T 3 A A F) ) R A B B T — P A R AR A TR 35
IIMT TR AZTT Y R TR AE SR 5% 2R MBS R 35 A T AR G I 28 ™ i, SRR AE R AR B AL LA b 23 A AR
U A% S (1 RV RO 5 A PR A S, e LR SR IR A (147 o S R I, 1% R 3 A A e ) o
SEHEATAR AR D T U8 R A% 7 i AT A AT R, SEBL T A S A 20 A TR R T A AT AR 0
ARGt Qone HEAT B 5 M. 23 W 5 AW, TRATT Tt 1K) 73k mT AR T SR B 260 O Al B 200 1N B2 0 A T Ak A A 2
BT

FERT IR R AT AL T % T AT AE AN AL IFAE S B 20 Fp iR 1 — Se 22 56 0N I L2800 AT 135 1)
TR 2B BT 170, A 0 5 AL A ST SR 2K 90 M, 38 e 9 R 288 X A A Sl A A S A AT A B s S T
TR PR SR S % v VP A R R ASE 2R 35 A 6 A T 5 (R R W R A, AT Tt K 5 2 53 Qone T H IR
522 10977 IR UE 5 3 (K AT 25 P T I A A B B 2[R R E AR G I 55 3 5t v AT I, AN 5k 7 3.
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