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Abstract In the Product Line Engineering (PLE), current studies about an analysis of the feature
have uncertain and ad-hoc criteria of analysis based on developer’s intuition or domain expert’s
heuristic approach and difficulty to extract explicit features from a product in a product line because
the stakeholders lack comprehensive understanding of the features in feature modeling. Therefore, this
paper proposes a model of the analyzing commonality and variability of the feature based on the
Ontology. The proposed model in this paper suggests two approaches in order to solve the problems
mentioned above: First, the model explicitly expresses the feature by making an individual feature
attribute list based on the meta feature modeling to understand common feature. Second, the model
projects an analysis model of commonality and variability using the semantic similarity between
features based on the Ontology to the stakeholders. The main contribution of this paper is to improve
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the reusability of distinguished features on developing products of same line henceforth.
Key words : Product Line Engineering, feature attribute list, feature-Ontology similarity graph
(FOSG), meta feature repository (MFR), commonality, variability
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A AF AL 3L FAE 1S A &ZEY)
o] AEF side) slo] AHgAel o7 Al Afslz,
A&l AAA(time to market), 24 (productivity),
v Z4(cost reduction) ZHoNA o|x3t Hol wle}
ArLgAdo]l FaA Hi UL

ey AZE O] WA (reusability)d] 2HE A2
FZE o] AAENAN AZEY S AA(design)S] AR
2, AA AAFRAAN A =69 FFdomain engin-
eering)ol 71uHe & AAMEoE 1 HEoile] &HAA
s} olEd Wil A2 T=9 AARES HEME A
Aol AALEol M= olor P, T3 HAE AAMRSE
7] YeiEe =oed IS FiA o' =ridldA F
ERog »ole ¢l AiHdomain asset)E HA 7|
dralejop 37) WEolth wekd AZEe] AALE
TE =09 Y 2 el 23& T2 PEH g
[2-5). AF AGolM A A4l il ol 87
AFgre #elshe Wigel tsiA ge d3rt IAYHAA
o enel B0 dhiAl FEA(commonality)® 71
A(variability) & F&3he #H ] wis] A@std oA
glo) AMERY AR (intuition)o]} =HA AF7Hdomain
expert)?] Ao 93 2 AAS WFL o] BYshe
71&0] WA gkon], FH zte] & FE(conflict)
I HA Ag NEY BEEFLE ola dAARTS ¥
£ ol&le 257t WAEI IHE-9].

Tig) FE ZEAAYG AZEge AL T~
Ao B9 A AAZHLZ AAHEAF] RAAH
oF AT, AA Tl 87 AN} B4 delxe]
Ae H FAH(ad-hoc)eli 2 AArF HEsEA] ot
Zgo] Pt} NF7A) B A7t AF AL FEH
#Este =W 27 AR 43I gAY, a3
53 4 2 dEYre zgoz A FHA g
87 A 24 FHgo] oPxlioll], =l AHE
HiE §ol5o] Zy] gk MR guizt FiEo] HEE
A gorm, ZtZ FAF ®=HA AolA Y Adolgt Edl
A E(framework) E I EAE =W A= Erh
AL EAE ALY o & RAE =]l
Arpgo] m@sioh o], Ao @ ofZeA R
o] Bgsty YiRY A$de @wd =vle wE
Yz} Abste) A o3 wvine B AN ¥Es
ksl EAAYS Estn JoHssl Hukstd, 3%
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3 o} glA e m=wiel B4vlke) A¥AN FFA
2 7h4 24 Uyge fE7 23 nuE AXEY

E AR Ao AAgAel BAHA gon, ¥
E8e M o 22 vlge vEdols FE ok 3
E HE A2E U¥sn gl7] gEoch

gata, B =FAME @&3 7iE, ¥ 7% S
2 ®¥8L sed a3 e FAHY Ades HWHE
AAZete FAH £4 7w ve 2dg &5y, §
Aol gk olalle] L F(the error of shared under-
standing) 2 A 2JnF =3 A (ambiguity)ol &S
FAHL A 2EZA(feature-Ontology)el ov]
A S 28 2T £ e dAUESE ATEE
Aot} ol A LEZA T QoA LEZA
715k3k oju) wjg slAUEE AMEEA ey F4e

A A d(semantic similarity)$ BlZ3le FEAT

7hHA B4E B, =9 AEviEe] At AEA
718ke]l HAA HHE F2FoH THde AAEA
& AT Aotk

E =79 74 ey 2o A 232 B¢ 9d7=
712 AF AQ gAY A EZdH 2EEA99
BE #AS 2¥ED, A 3FL B =F9 HIT 97
2oz 7|1E EdQl 24 4o EAH g HE2
A LEEX 78k A9 FEA 2 JsMEAY F2 =Y
& AAFTE A 4Fe AT 2o A4 7ger @
ANF FH BAL 93 viEl $X 2dd 2ERA §
A i @ma]Eg Asich A 53 Java®t OWL
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g B4 ndg ou] JAMG P ERY FHEE R
4%, A 6N Fxe T84 B /hides B4
e AY 2 H7E A
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S/W AF AE FsolMg HAANY FHAAT /A
BXo) B89 3 BH3 mdy iy, LEZA] B4
7%, 22z #He} 2ERA %] @Ad sl 4%

2.1 HIE A SEMel 71X

AFE AG FAAN A= =9A B4 o T8
3 247 92, SXE YAHes T3] 99 3§
A g #¢ A7t AWHk FE) Ao &
o B4 Wy A 2dy Wb dis) duE.
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FODAY =dHdl B4 WHe PAE F4e2 =Y
dxel FE4T Jhde E4stm JHH389,12-16].
%, A" I FolM FEHola 553 HHE 4
ke g uigez muds BT o714 #A
= ‘7, H2EHx wj¥ g fR|Folot e v|5AH/
7154 F48tE Ldthe FAez g Alglo 543
A 71578 2@l B§ FODACNAY FA tielo]
IY(FD: feature diagram)e FEA L 7hdA E40)
A AR 7 ¥83 AL dgoelr, Uy AF A
X 35 A9 7HA HAME MBS #AZ 89
Sk otk HA Edeo Yy do¢) FDE ==
s} AR 222 FAHE Ef Fxolth Z} k=v shi
9 AR BAST F oA oA o3 JFE F
7FA A Alele #AIZ Yol ok o7 FF
HAAE st AF ADeM 2E AF Ao 238
Y534 FAZ FYE, 7P FHE NEA] TEEHA
%1 A=Y 748 & Je IFHE FgAcH9).

#AY  Argel 2FE 2E WHdE FORM
(Feature-Oriented Reuse Method)e| $1tH13l. FORM
9] YH-& xHRly ANE EMsta, AR THedt =

WA AFL] AL A AF FHAE A d Uk Zﬂ

AREE st A GAIZ FODAANA g 471X A%
5 2(capabilities), ¥ ¥ 7 (operating env1ronments),
Enl9 7)&(domain technologies), 78 7)&(imple-
mentation techniques) AolA 3shte] 33 moj<l
AFS FFALE BHEY A EdE uEoez
AND/OR Z#jzE ol83tq FF4e& FEshed,
AND xE+ AEY 52 HHE i, OR ==
= U AFeE Hddd £ e A HdY HXE
TeicH12).

2 a3 W= Reuse-Driven Software Engi-
neering Business(RSEB)9] ZZA2& 583 Featu-
RSEB(the Featured FSEB)¥ol ArH17]. o] ubye
=]l F3 fFez A ndS A= S5 &
| 38 AAFor fF2Aols BdE HAdsie AP
Z olg3lEn Wy Pt olFd RZTEY S AF
AG MgoA ZhAASs EE37] A% d7l FAO
AFE-ERATH18]. [18]91A Feature Description Language
(FDL)= 3z 23l d92E gz 837 93)
EE AARA AF AG oPEXY rwdes &,
7)&387) A3t A a#dZE HAE YR ulE A
olt}, thE WHoE AWE $Y(Semantic Web)E o] &
g A "ol 1eH19]. o] WL A tholoj1yd
A FH Ale] BAE HEE] 2AdEr] ¢ OWL DL
€ o] £3l9 H4(mandatory), A€ (optional), YA Y
(alternative), £=+(or), LT (requires), ®lAl(excludes)

2TEYY 7

$8 A M A A 33073

o BAE e A RdE AGHeE REAT ®
OE los 2824 M FA 297 el glri20].

o] B lﬂﬂ 2o s§¢i(action)®t &o(term)E
OWL Class (owlkClass)2 A3y, )M (facet)

OWL property (owl:Property)E 32jstn, #99 &
ol9] #A= subClassOf2 E&@stz Qo

2.2 90|y FAMN S3E o8 2827

2EZAE "t Ao t3 FRE & e ol

g ug oz 3= WAE WA)(Formal specification

of a shared understanding for a knowledge)"& %3k

TH2l) &, 5 2ok A4S 2@ 9F 7R A

A AAE Fah o oA & £ YRl LF
2X 9] dade AT AR Alo), AZE Y oojd
E o), B2 AR AZE O] do]HE Alo|dA A
o] 7Hed AR FRY FFR g T3 Aol
o =3 A5 $-2A(interoperability) S 93 =<1
A2 2] AAHEE 73 st Rolth

2] 4] Euﬂ?_]g] FEE oAE wHeR & AApgel
#F AT F 2EZA A9FH FAM 239 wye
AsH A4 E&‘ Fx M g ¥z FHe"
stk 2E2A9 7d(concept)# 7 Alole] #A)
A A(edge) 2 HA3T, L AR 9 Al ma}
ou fAF AEE SAHAY22-24] &, LEZX¢e A
@ e AW AR R B9 /43 Zlyoltk =
T =rel a7 BF 2 BN xde FF
A 2 7hiAdY 189 =uQl 87ARle] B4
(incompleteness), EYX|(inconsistency)s] A 2¥
2 #Ed YooM= LEZAE ol§In U3, &AZE
A} AEFFAA AFL] JPEAE Bl Ao &
EBAE olg3td, A4 Fe] A=k LEZA &
&g 5 A9 AAHEE Eoln TH2526].

2.3 X BM3 2E2X9 H2 2

LEZA MY AEde uole] HEsL e FHE
£ FY 9dnj9 gojz g AN FHAANY &
ARta, 22E 53 A 2ok A& Fdste A
AE AFgdes ZHdAN =28 EFE(taxonomy)H
FAREIEE mEbd, 2EZAE A A A5 AF
BAE AAHCZE HAY F Uk &, LEEAE A
o gAY F 7kA 242 A HI, Ee 2ER
A ol Ah FHE L3, BAE \_ai;{l el
Fog AE 29 dF FAE FYsie oY VA=
22 9tH9,19-22,27,28]. o} ® 1904 xﬂ% AE F&
9] FD¢ 2E2 A9t BALE & + Ut

E 1914 FDeo} 2E2X9 A4 #AE 7jusle Z
Ztel 3A x==f der FEItA, XY #AE
Ada AGEzre] PAE FHELeH, iE =udel dist
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% 1 AFE AE 38 FDs} 2EEASY BAA

T B FD(feature diagram) 2EEA
- 70 (concept)
AdA =9 - #A ] (= OWLH class)
e - 8FAR) &= 533 759 43 - AEE A AEE ARRSld dole] PR T
ov)F Adg E¥
TZ3 &9 - A%3 FEE JelE Ed ¥/ - A FAEE JeiE AAF 7=
- Is-A / Has-A
- Composed-of
A 29 - Generalization / Specification - Part-of / Has-part
- Implemented-by - Member-of / Has-member
- Substance-of / Has-substance

ek

o REER P& FH 9v] FA 2Y=ZE PAE
4 1enj(22-24,29.30], °18 53 FHT FAMEE B
/& 4 itk

2.4 J1E A =4 =HQl 2N ggol EMA

FODACIAM “FA= 74, HAEHT WE 2 §AH
olo} & 71T A/MIEE FASE LIl ez 8
T ARl ERQHQ 7% S TRHIL AT FHA
Akl A A HPYEoAM et AAge o
EAAN AL R Uk FX =9 24 U
TARS AA olst o) FEIW 1 FAFL
=50l st e Aol "k

o Faje] FHA4 /AN B Ve BYE

FDe =l AR o3 Hfopt FRPd o))
oAk wEbd, X9 #Ale delojadeld EH
sz Aeojg AERT A HPsta FHA Ao &S
(dependency)®] AT tholoja@Pel EFAd(com-
plexity)& wi¢ gk FDA FEAH 7HiAS
T AU A HFE) AEEHA gL ¥t of
vt A9} HAEe #AZE WAz AR gl
A gk olE £E A FTPOE A FHI FH
2o P AR A7 Aok

e o oy orr

Meeting
Scheduler

Scheduling

Policy ’ Initiate
\ Meeting J

(M) #X2 2A0E 28y
(feature ambiguity problem)

o|AF EWRlE 3=
AEEAARE XY S
A% A9 dAE A= de Edd A=
AMNEZ AE Aol JAAZ, AF7AY FA Eie 2
T =ejel AE7te) Aoy e f&F 13 A
zZEo] AF AdelA fH A=A FFAH 7t
WS B4sle d7E DAY=l A9, PR(Primitive
Requirement)®} ¥ (context)?] $438 #8xo=z 3
Fite dEH29 HF2 FEAY JMEALE 2R3
I 2 AR Hfo] ofgE FFAHQA AAEA 11 T
wxstn JoH3ll F, A0y g&24E xd3e
Hoz HHE ¢y Iy BAHom FESIA Hf
g2 7t Hojg} P2E A8t BH3S FA 9
A4 mEgX(feature dependency matrix)e ML &
dgle] HREd Afde BTt U= A4 3
8387177 &o)x) gtk

«H] PAF HH F&

A=z B vE 2AZEH Al2E = Aol %4 7}
5% 71E A mde] FAML oer 2uH311,12,15]

A, 3o g olale] 2 Folck ¥ 19 (a)ol
A HE kel o] Mz dE onE /iR F A7}

Fobe HAe thiHA
Z2AAA e =YHY
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oM o it

I’ Generating
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N - -

Show
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(Error of Understanding)
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H) FYH PAZ olsf LFE TNAA FYSH F
A2 ol3id 71 Utk dE Y, WE vty JR
F43}7] 9% ‘ModifyParticipant'9+ w8 72
$A87] 9% ‘ChangeParticipant’ 3%} Abe]o] o]
o i7t DA EAAH Slch

R, AA9 Au|AA Baded #F EAHITh 1
19 (DA HA A7t whA L3 ouig 7}
Ae FAZE O9E 7S A B34 se St
Y & Gt o) W urt B33 BVHE AMSS
g 5Y§ gule AXYAE B, A2 gE §
AR QAE o] Hx Zdd FTAl EA3e FEAY &
AE o] AZitt G BW, B4yl geld ujgS
AAdslE Ao Et] ‘Initiate’$} ‘Generate’ = A
2 & & AT A5 YrlY BaAo] WS
ZAFo) Ak

AAHE 2 46 wet GAHez Ao o
Hol ol E47EY FEHU ol&E 5%
A FHE FE3lool gt AW 7jE A EHL
WA Fola, ojule} Z1Hg F{H FEo uist A
ik gk $xe) AAE A AYste e =
do} Fgsjch

3.2 g7 28

£ RolXe 7189 F34 F4 =dd 24 2y
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KR
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w317
BAH
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4 &8 A 34 A A 3073

BARES A5 9% 282X 7wt A TF
4 2 7paAd & 2dS 7ledt

HAZ FEstA Fosln Ao FEAY pAgS
2317 93 A FAL du] 1 94, v 34 =
4y 2 oA, SEZX 9e fAR W9 3 94, A
ANALE 4 DA o)FoA T B =8e X9 ZEA
I 7Hi4 B4e 9% 2, 3 @A) 24¢ o

@A) 1 o6 DA (preliminary stage)EA, 743 3
o & =ulQle Aesin o WS AR, o 3
ARE FHoE A =09 BEIL BAEe 745
= @Al

@A 2 HAFHE HAE AAs 2 Foshs |

Bl 3% 2d9d%(meta feature modeling) ©Ao|ch
FORM[12]e14 %3 4714 AZE X £/FE 7

22 A FFS NEH A2 A3 vig FHA ol
g &4 EE8 AHoste, 7I€ FORMY FHAE
Az s g =8 PE HAEY BAE 2E
24 49l OWLZ Z&37] fs8ke] part-of, has-
part, sibling, self #AZ EF§ct

@A 32 REZAE o83 HH 9wl {43 viF
[22-24,28-30] GAEA, 271 d¥ig FHA AXxAEFH
(MFR)J] AZE AE Ad =r9e BF A 252
g F2ala, ojE TU AFT AL U Aol &
A EAY (A REEAE FHT F o5 o] &

oA 1 » S HE4(Domain Selection)
(L)—ﬂl:ﬂ ot A « Z012! AR E(Domain Scoping)
= FH TH B HBOE 24
Capability
. classify Operating Environment
s 4Layer € HM BF Domain Technology

I " Implementation Technique
oAl 2. X (pattern) &4
[mg bS] define l— Identifying attribute

-OHE K S4 SE YA Selective attribute
=8 e i Managing attribute

! Part—of
SHE B 2 2HY 2 dene |- s - par
= s Sibling
Self

B eEEN madebyLOWL ME #X 22X Ee

CHAl 3. . “apply L les2X A
/ | PPy — K| A :
23X 2827 « oD = DL CE%F’ ME X 282X
20l sAHE i i L 282X B:
S (Semantic Mapping) plement]” N SO X B2 X
analyze
(B 2EM Y OIBN 24 )
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AR S Bl HA Y FEAY /MHAS BAgth
A 4= FX AA}B-(feature reusing) GAIEA,

FAE A FEAT P dlE FEAA A
EF7E AL AAREsta, 7HEAR fﬂﬂi 258 A
AFE A e AFo2 18T 5 e 7IEL
gl

2 7Y A2 2do g Z} 9AdE AR

9g I8 2014 =488l el o
I8 29 H2 Bl oA, B =R Axse F

A9 F8AD A4 FF AL dgd Zo.

) A =2de i 723 del 2dy o 949

&4 39

o] wWet mdle) FAst tig TRl gk 7

XN md g 35

T8 mdg LEZAE HE s MFRY A%

olF, TU AF AR =uidel UiF FHH 21 F

5 % LEEXE A%

Koo buoA

3

2

€Y

(5) LFER) oJul F FAH Ml 24 Szl 94
sol, 5 =9 W BANY BB 2 hANE 2F

5 FAHZ Add FH= AF AL A A8
3, 7 Az Add fAe AFY 548 23
A

Ae 71Fo 2 A

(6)

Al
]

Lt

HI

4. 2ERX| J|H gX ZEN
Ml

2 ZoHe A 3% 19 204 A 25 =y

A BAHoZ HAE JAsehs vE A 2 2

#a

LEZA 7 A FEA
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=

7V BN 7Y 201
GAl FEEAE o|8T v fAME " 3 DA
el AEHA HA, 71T daeEed dis] AEech
4.1 HEr 24 28 U {M HI|
AFY HA 49 FE FEde (Capability),
&8 #7(Operating Environment), Eﬂﬂ?l 71%(Domain

Technology), 73 7|« (Implementation technique)ei]

o8 =A EH-€oial
+ T L AR SN ojE Ay Y
<28 B3 1 oFAcId] F8HE 8=
o), &xEL FYF, 9 A, 042 #F A
stel A4 A=)
+ZWd Ve il EHQlalN TR R ARgEE

71&(d|, & AR =914 navigation methods)
T8 Ve ¢ E1FH dolet FERAM HAAL
AFse 74 7le
YL AR BRAM AFEAAY FEd =
B3 Mulx(q), H3ly] =dQldM Ad d4), &
(e, Ms}7] =wRleA the]ldH), ¥l 715H &A(d),
AFyolw 8 3A(o), operating systems)E o} E&)
Aloldoe] AMEHE B7S el =8 7)&(d,
3 AREE =l &3 W) Mulk E=
+8& TH7] A5t WEE AxstL, TE 71,
F713 AAUES AHlE, 28, TH) 7158 T8
TE AMEHE 9vby 2% 71eE eIl
I8 32 A Y £ FEaEE AFE o)
ooz viehd el A mdolch Iy Ha
2 Ui ‘@' 4 A9 +F FrEagodA Aige
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2 ENE & e E dXE It

a3 39A AEE dE X 2de] X gt of
& olv|o] AEAHE FHE| Y& ol Wiy &4 A
o7t dasitt Exye wEl A 2d e fder
EEE 2 A NEAQ AR Az ME H4
o2 gAFsq AL FE IAXE FEI] 4
3 FAe 283 $A(Identifying attributes), A=¥
£X(selective attributes), #&]¥ £ 4} (managing attri-
butes)o. 8 EFSIIL, I 7igez dolety HAH
¥E F 43 wgd g A ZFQ ISO/MIEC 11179
9] MDR(Metadata Registries)& vEl Fx]o] £A4&
AHoshs =2l A=A HE3H32L gy} B
¥e FAHE WE X £Foz yAFHow Y
43 T84S 1= dole T FE PR A
£ 4 3l

el X FH HAAZA HAHE RY, 7l %
#2137 9% FAE Lok wEkA dHg HHe AF
A =rQlel AMgElE A ot FEE oEE
758 gtEe] F= #8%8 AHuol:, A9 &R,
A4 2 FIFE w7 93 IAAE DsiH, FDo WiA€
39 g, 7=, AuiE AAZHo=z YEde dH A
&3t} oS AN LEZAE FHESlY f4F A
oo} Ui FEH HAHEZ Al 7 Aoz &
S8 AR A el FX9 £48 theR 2ol
Ao

¥ 2v 4492 FES vE 3{H £49 EEH
¥ cardinalityE E#3n vk A7|A cardinality
Z 489 £49 AR £H407M &R st AF
Yehdct,

AR, Add £42 HXE Jehdile 344 oL
YehfE 3 (feature name), 7158 /N FAMSE
AulE Ad HAE AFA HAF FHAF(feature
synset), EWQl AN Erl TR FHZFH AL
A9l A} o]&& Vel ®F(classification)E

A

i rroox

12 8i1=
EX, A9y £A4L 2 mvde FH Eg oA
siblingZte] ®E=A] EAEor 3 e FHAHE
‘mandatory’® VeRH, olA& AF AG WelA thE
AEE 7re] F% FHAth ‘optional’, ‘alternative’ © Z
2 FA EF Aol siblingZte] Agd =& ¥AEd
Hog ZEAF= e IFAHE oFe dE AFET
o} 7h FAe|th
AR, B8 £9& MFR oA EF IANZ =317
Azt AR FHAHE FEIE s A disto
BE 9% 4EHdentifier)} MFRol EF HX
TEY HAL 23, 2FY °)EY FE JiHEe=
T
el x4 2de FAol oistd g AND /
OR9) ZAIZ3 Ez ZFHLE oA 4zt 7
A A= oA Feje AR oA it
< A9 FA BA(HAS] #A) : Part - of 2 gene-
ralization #AI2}t X
+ 319 A9 BA(FESY FA) : Has - part2 com-
posed of ®% specialization #A¢} FX
BB xE7F 2 3T A Y AFY ¥4
Sibling #AIS}F FA
«#F HA7E A7) AR} BA : Self BAIS FA

b

a9 45 AE A &4 AE FAER BAE
tholojade g HE SUCh a)e AE HAY F4Y
Ay, A9y, Y 4989 AT AR S48

< B3 2 e 4% FAE YEtlT, e A
350 4744 #/AQ Has-part, Part-of, Sibling,
Self& A3 #A=Z FHSH

4.2 3|y 2ERZX|E 0|28t 20| FAIM HE

41894 HAHez AAE A Zd2 U3
FARE 2337 8 A LEEAR w3
A 2do 2EZX 2] HEL OWLE ol&3ln, FH
= il&(class)E, 7+ AlF £45-2 ObjectProperty

£ 2 4492 72 viE $4 54 B9

T ¥ A3 2243 d = Cardinality
s 3 (name) 28E X9 FAH olF 1
S=e e FrAt FAE N . o i1a 9 o=
(Identifying Auta guo)A FHel FAUINAY KA Ade HA olF 1.x
attribute) (feature synset)
7 (classification) | Ef9] WA ¥2 33 IAGH FAY o8 1
AuE &4 H4 (mandatory) =o¢l Wel dde AT F, w=Al EASf sk A 0.1
(Selective ¥ (optional) =6l WelM daY FHE F, gFFol ohd A9 sHed #A 0.1
attribute) FAEY (alternative) | EM e} B HHAE F I oz dHo] 71 HA 0.1
Be)Y &4 217} (identifier) v WellMe g4 263 ID number 1
(Managing BE B g2 =2 2z = mwe gl 1
attribute) (registration authority) AHE TS5 239, A7 L AT




AT e AF AL

a) | Individual Feature Attribute |
bl
i [ 11

I Identifying Attribute ﬂ l?eleclive Attribute ﬂ l Managing Attribute

Registration
Authority

Synonymous
Feature Name

X2 wed XLy F
oqu] FAMS B9 BA =
A 7N1$8€ ARsly, @@%’. &S HEoE FX9 F
BA7 7MY Mg AFHY X2 22H 5 d
LEZA FAM WY dueEE AAEA0

% 5904 #% Ed(reference model)$l a) WE}
A 2EZAY 5F AFE AG U 4 AF =4
Aol A ARetazl s b) MY =Hd A 2EZA
£ Jujdoz ujgdste] zZ+zto] {AE vlmledl
o], 9n#A AA(SB: semantic boundary)E #-&3}
o FEAH 7S B4sls AL 19F3 Utk a)
el P4 2EEZAE 4149 vie ¥ 2dERy 3§
AE AAEstn, OWLE ol&3ted 2EZAZ HE 7
Zsle] MFRel A&3tx, b) A =H<d Fx LER
Ax Y AF AL AEA TEse A BdaA,
HEl 3 LEEX U Wyog AA3 2 2=
L=

a9 59 A FAM] aUZE o]&F FHA FTH
Aa 7haA B4E YalMs ol 28 AYA P9
7} Az sjojof Jict.

2 HE X 282X

8o 2EZA V1N AA A L 7pEA B4 A 23

Feature Diagram

a7 4 48 #2 £4 dholojads BAN =4

Ao 1. 317 ¢EZA SAM W Z(FOSG: feature-
Ontology similarity graph)

FOSGE &4 3 Zud 2823 Ef FRA
A == U &9 22 |, b, ..., & o] 889 U, I,
Lo 3718 HFE(uple)2 FYEd, 2 F¥H &4
(well-formedness Property)& th&3} 2t}

Onto(f)={U, 1, L} where, f e {UUIU L}, U ={(ZHRE} = {FTE},
1. L= AxE Il lyn20}

Y o,

+f : feature

* U (upper level feature) : $X 282X 39 £
B8 UolH, &E8=2A Onto(f) oA 49 ==
AXS FHA ol

» I (intermediate level feature) : 49 FF 7]
< 89] & Sl LAbeld] AEd $3 AlF
9] Fxor},

L (lower level feature) : 33 2EZX| 39 &
Md L h, b .., WIoJ®, 2BZX] Onto(f) ol A

=
n «

1
=4
ks

9 o YR FA o},
* Onto()= 3h}e] A &

EZ A g oujg A

a5 FA FAM 2HZ ol 9v] AMY
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g 33 FFolk
= 2EE2A v fFARI vl Qo] F4le] g
€ #HAoH, A rholoj2yy oA I=E=F T4

22 A9 =EE YA EAEY, 9 ===

< ZA¥2E e £ Agrt Aok
9 VfeMFRYf&Vc ola,

sc LEZ A9 A (concept)

» MFR(meta feature repository) : E& 3z &4
S 2E2A gz AFse AFdoln {4}
i =el Ad Al HA FAMEE HnEr] A
Fz A9 (reference resources)e 2 FLHC}

+ 2} H}AE MFRO] #2d9 948 AL53, Onto
ne dart Aok

*Onto(fHllXel ZE FAe LEZA U9 =& 4
A N3 (concept) ¥ FX|o]t}

3. 8=, LLIU(sn(L) € syn(l) © synU))} o).

*S : 9]m|(semantic)

+Syn (synset) : WEl #A EdFP(meta feature
modeling)ollA el ME &4 2 FAAA A4
==, 3 k=, 39 k=st A48 EE fEA
<l A i3t FLsAY {FAREE Aldel A
A AFES Dok

i Eiel HA REEX EY FRAANM HAL
X ALA synsete 2+ FEEE AFHoz &
3 (top down)o. 2 ME-E A=)

A9l 2. gula 73A (SB: semantic boundary)

T FA 24 k9] 9vA {AR HaE 93 Az
2 9y ZAE RYslet gk SBE 43 31 8l
Mg Ono(f)=1U. 1L} o ol 27 wEaleo} gtk
1. Onto(f) AolAM F(o)e dhtel 71 Aoy Bz

shute] sub-propertyE ZaL le Ade Adelth
2. F(oe OWLY Zdizeln, 4146 gt 24z

o /M HA £49 ¥, A9y, HY £4S

7HATE o] F A¥d &4 9HA, §AF AW, £

9 37MAe A9y

alternative) % 17}4€ A9 FAM vZE A

vl 948 AMgET
3. Ontotf) el A E= Flc)7te] oA o]w] F(c)7he] @7

(relationship) 24 ESF()*F() o] 2718 w1&3t),

o] £ E¥ Onto(f) Aol F(c)Z+2] Has part, Part
- of, Sibling, Self9] 47} Fele] BAE AZEY.

SBe ¥ 67 #o] Feojgrh
‘Flo): X9 Mds onle I
v HA 2EEA A uA w5 Azl (radius)
* dsemanties( ) © MFR &40l 712§ Flo)7ixe] 9

—~

®

£ A (mandatory, optional,

vA wge] AL HA(AZZA e F ==
o AZE AY =59 39 =z9 & FEAAY
A

*SB(F(c), 1) = {F(c)} such that V nd semantics
(F(c), F'(e) <1

SBE 3ol == F(o)dlNEE U, I, Lo} AZF3FH

EZ Fo)7A9 vy Az AdbdcHz2l

Semantic Bﬂﬁndary
r (ragdius)
3

19 6 #AQ vy ZA

39 1, 28 EYEZ OWLE o848 7 AN &
A FAM ol dneEE a9 73 Zo] AAlgt

UpBer\feature UpBer\ feature

.
Intermediate feature

Intermediate feature
h %
H clasls =F,

s clasg=F; \

" Eower feature

\"-\\\‘\-Sibling" Loéwerfeature LS Sibhing !

i i H
Semantic Mapping (SM) /

I j ( : 3 /

«,

MFR A feature ontology
a8 7 A g danEs

z271°) A8l RE fdEd Ao B 3 WA 734
ZA02RY wAHoz MFR W 3 A4 wojx
(knowledge base)9} LS Alxgt} ol o)
AFEHY O H4 2do2 gol7hA =Ha vige] 4
P AL Fee V1EY 4 AQES sty v
A Aogg AL UA WEE AEdd iy =
Ae AFERe 93 3 ZY2dMERE Fz) Al
B2, A4 w29 2 ofPS Axich

Hw 242X FH9 4714 £41¢1 OWLE] object-
Property® ®ad =8 LxnFE oflet 2ol
pseudo ZE=Z JeRAATh
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= for ( f=0; f< feature Sim (Q,,); f ++) do begin
If match( featureSim (Qp)) := true then continue
else featureSemanticMapping(Q,) do begin
for all Sim(Q) € metaFeatureAttribute do begin
If selfMatch() := true then continue
else if parentMatch () := true then continue

Qq: Set of feature query condition

featureSim : Direct similarity match
featureSemanticMapping : Query inference by ontology
selfMatch : self node mapping

parentMatch : parent node mapping

childMatch: child node mapping en deﬂse if childMatch () := true then continue
end
L end
return true
g guEe] wWE A FEAHN JhEd 4 =24 227t 1] 9 o (m = Bl2E 7 HAY
E 78S 9% F4E v dAE fEn £ T 3YS 2489 F HF ¥)
DA 11 3 == 749 on| {AR w9 Al =9 m/12+=100=C, 100-C=V
A F Fd &4 FFhit) FE AL = A =71 27) ol dd W (n = ¥xE Z A
A 2: 9] == ko] ov] FAMG vig: R == £439 F AT F)
A F 59 £49 F3F 5 AN m/n =100 =C, 100-C=V
@A 3: Y == 7He) 9n) fAR] ulE A ese) wEtx FA9 FEAAT MEAEE B4L o 7
oy T 7Y 49 HF F& A o] BP3}3l AL 4 itk
A 39 Fee A =z {70 mel B AL FlA: HlEl X 2EZA9 Z HA(=O0WLSY ¢
ot (F9: %). 2)o] 78 &4 (feature attribute of OWL 1)
a) A ==} 2A3A gL AL ‘FoA: Bladle AF AY =W 2+ HAH9 A
1, 29 % 8714 £HE F Y £4 HAF & 44 (feature attribute of OWL 2)
countdly AZFE-(hit ratio)S T3k FEARAH 7} n
W Aw, D count(Fidy = Fry)
= Z%4(C: commonality) = n/8+ 100, 784 c=4=L — x100
(V: variability) = 100 - C Zcou”t(FAk)
b) A4 x==7} 1] oldd u) k=1
WA 1, 29 & 87b SRS A wre) 7 F =%x]00,(m$n)
A9 £A459 AA A uv] 5YF £A49 HF
FE ol83td HFES At v =100-C
SRR

=
\ A feature ontology

MFR ontology

L i name * E"xl 2 Jﬁw\@me hN
wmmTTme L lde{\: Y8 [“feature sPhse Idenb feature synset | _ncor--eeen. R
At % h:_ = (3 ~+| auribute classificalon w classification b /6} ‘?"‘J:.E c
ST ~ ~
S Selective | Mendatony Selective | Wandatory,
. S| attribute alternative [mmstute | alternative .
<
=
dentifyi name AC J E"Hl 1 T L game
B I cx_l‘:lfymg feature sfise; e feature synset 4
B xa [ atibute classificafon 8 classification ' L‘E‘: '
e . Selective | tandatoay! Scloctive | andatory, s
te 1 — F] . _ optional, . optional, —
i+ class = .| amibute | giemative atribute | gliernative : class = F2

_ Sibling _ 3 7 Sibling

Identifying

i

A

i N feature sffiset — " ture synset
i | attribute t attribul

classifi n [elassification
4 : mandato: asa P mandatory, Xyl
H Sclg.chve optional Sek‘ecuve tional,
atiribute alternative attribute alternative

a9 8 on] #AH WY FuPFel BE WAH Y 54 A
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9 sy l e A TES /hAd FRH
Y AF= FF FAS 7P AAE 4¥de 71E
Ho|, ¥ §Wi e e AAEE & A=S A
wajof she AT A Ede ggsia, 7 FHE
A A AFe 54 FARAE rI1ELR wud
o, 25 AEY 5 U=S 49 gz REY A
A FAZAM % 4& LS AEs, FaA
MFR #el 31X 282 Ao #3 & "2gsich

£ 43eME 4719 2ol FAHe AT 7haA
4% 9% 94 gA 2N, de 3 2l s
FAe BAAY #dF A 2E2A ] FA o
el g ¢aAFE AMAT

5. 20} FAIMY OHE E T

AAg o) ofu] A Ml gae)Fel g =
53 75 98 Y &2 7Y /W AF A
4 38 THd B Al AMEEHE vAEE A o)
g FEA 2 7MY B J1ES LEEAES o|&FY
HE39H, OWLE ol&3ly 2EZAE F43,
Javag ©]&3td 9nl A4 =i &L FHIHLH,
g B2 oles} Zrh

+ N ZHE : Window XP, CPU Pentium 1.2GHz

« 7% Qoj(programming language) : JAVA, JAVA

DOM
*OWL & : Proteige 3.2
o AHERE QB H o] A(user interface) :
g A o] X

g 7wt o F

13 9 A 2de R¥ 2 {FAMIS vast
= E 9 A2 3= IRES R4F3 gk

19 102 MFRY vl #x 25229 3547
7P B4 g A= Adsiaa e AFY =9
A 2E2AC O Aoz AR ZHAA =dlelA
MFRY 2824 W9 3hie] HHA ‘InteriorApp-
roval® AEA NEE AF AE =v<d HelNe 3
Q] ‘InternalApproval’ o tdtd uixdez FTA
T 7PadE 437 f3te 2824 Aol OWLE
A3} ?"54?5}9&‘4

a9 112 2E2A 9 FAH Wl ES o83y
AA A=} @*ﬂ Al2® Er|]lo|A] ‘InteriorApproval 3}
‘InternalApproval’ ¢ F5A43 7pHAd-S £X% @.TL}E
AN AMEA JJEFlolAE RoETh W 1S 9N
A oS sis)l MFRe A&8 wel 33 —Q—E—i
A% AEA AEde AN 2EEA Hd& BHes
i}“‘°]—x— 3 2 ¥ag FHY olg, & U

< 27t Egsie Hdoln, A 3 viYPe Az

F£ otk d2A F 7] AN fAME ¥AE
e B Ax FEAJo] 91.67%, 7PHAC] 833%E F
5 Az A¥=o] ‘InternalApproval’ o}zl HAE
AL 7HEd AAE g

6. &8 ¥ T}

B sRdA AAe 2E82A 7w A T/
7hA % 7Y Zdds AEde dFE] S8,
A3 R HE AF AY 39 HH B4 =dde A

!

mlm
K of

Hashtable ht;
String k=null;

public String similarParentClass(ObjectGraph objectGraph){

String parentClassNames = objectGraph.getParentClassName();
StringTokenizer stParentClass = new StringTokenizer(parentClassNames, "|", false});
while(stParentClass.hasMoreTokens()){
String parentClassName = (String)stParentClass.nextToken().trim();
ht = (Hashtable)objectGraph.getHypernymSenseTable().clone();
for (int i =0; i< ht.size() ; i++){
String senses = (String)ht.get(String.valueOf(i+1));
StringTokenizer st = new StringTokenizer(senses, ",=>", false);
while(st.hasMoreTokens()){
String sense = (String)st.nextToken().trim();
if (parentClassName.equals(sense)){
if(k==null)
k = String.valueOf(i+1);
else
k =k +"|"+String.valueOf(i+1);

return k;

i-.u
i

29 9 olnl $AM W E as
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<owl:Class rdf:ID="DocumentForm">
<rdfs:subClassOf rdf:resource="#Drafting"/>
<owl:unionOf rdf:parseType="Collection">
<owl:Class rdf:ID="InteriorApproval"/>
<owl:Class rdf:1D="ExteriorSending"/>
</owl:unionOf>
</owl:Class>
<owl:Class rdf:ID="InteriorApproval">
<rdfs:subClassOf rdf:resource="#DocumentForm"/>
<owl:unionOf rdf:parseType="Collection">
<owl:Class rdf:ID="Informality"/>
<owl:Class rdf:ID="WorkAttendance"/>
</owl:unionOf>
<owl:Class rdf:ID="InteriorApprovalDescriptor"/>

AL =o 3y 2824

<owl:Class rdf:ID="InteriorApp

rovalName">

<rdfs:subClassOf rdfiresourc
<owl:Restriction>
<owl:onProperty rdfreso|
<owl:hasValue rdf:resour
</owl:Restriction>
</owl:Class>

<owl:ObjectProperty rdf:ID="
<rdfs:domain rdf:resource=|
<rdfs:range rdf:resource="#
</owl:ObjectProperty>
<owl:ObjectProperty rdf:ID=
<rdfs:subPropertyOf rdfires
<rdfs:range rdf:resource="4
</owh:ObjectProperty>

<owl:Class rdf:ID="NewDocument ">
<rdfs:subClassOf rdfiresource="#Request"/>
<owlunionOf rdf:parseType="Collection">
<owl:Class rdf:ID="Internal Approval "/>
<owl:Class rdf:ID=" ExternaiDispatch "/>
</owlunionOf>
</owl:Class>
<owl:Class rdf:ID="Internal Approval">
<rdfs:subClassOf rdf:resource="#NewDocument"/>
<owl:unionOf rdf:parseType="Collection">
<ow!:Class rdf:ID="Informality"/>
<owl:Class rdf:1D="WorkAttendance"/>
</owl:unionOf>
<owl:Class rdf:ID="Internal ApprovalDescriptor"/>
<owi:Class rdf:ID="TInternal ApprovalName">
<rdfs:subClassOf rdf:resource="#Internai ApprovaiDescriptor"/>
<owl:Restriction>
<owl:onProperty rdf:resource="#Names"/>
<owl:hasValue rdf:resource="#Internal Approval" />
</owl:Restriction>
</owl:Class>
<owl:ObjectProperty rdf:ID="hasInternalApprovalDescriptor">
<rdfs:domain rdfiresource="#InternalApproval"/>
<rdfs:range rdf:resource="#Interal ApprovalDescriptor"/>
</owl:ObjectProperty>
<owl:ObjectProperty rdf:ID="hasName">
<rdfs:subPropertyOf rdf:resource="#hasInternalApprovalDescriptor">
<rdfs:range rdf:resource="#Internal ApprovaiName™>
<jowl:ObjectProperty>

a9 10 §5 2E2A9 OWL £ ZE

¢ Sematic Map

8 1. LCR Ect Help
ﬂ 7‘1 Open First Onloiogy Flle
ey | (T

Substring Search

sy 29

Exit

Omolary 17 ot korsa 4 S B IronicAppros ol sum

ontoloyy 1k | [ Get ke

4 2,
FrAMY U i
A Y
File Ed! Hefp
1. Omology File : '_ac‘.vummuuvw;l gw\ Outalogly URE: ind herea oo \gua’vf :unrulcglus!E(gaban CRPRITYA
2 Ortology Flle: 3 compary oo Ontology URE: Kt il ke e at kv ot 7
B4 3. =
R . First Class Name : IntariorApproval Sacord Class Mame : |InfernalApproval ;Ssmamc llapplnu i
Semantic Mapping = fenabosral_] |1 5 -
EE First Clags Name : Interior)
tﬁ‘: =3 ’ o Second Class Name lntsAmnaIAppmval
FAHg v 2% & SN s~~~ = = ==
1.67 % Variabllity =833 % |
ommonf%aw ___________

a9 11 97 A wig &

Hg 23
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A AR AzgE dde® Fgsach A& Hee
MFRe AZs0] glis SZ2A9 Az ZA| A28 =H)
Q) el 3 LE=X 9 Lz e Az} AA Al=F 3
x 2EZAE vlwdd v {FA14 wlE & 53
FTA 2 7PiEE B

Sz Az FA A2gS g {H LEEA=Z
Ay FAse GAZ, He AX =ZLHYS 98 4
Layerd AE E73tn, A dg £4& AAgh
E AgorMe At Atz e 3 mde 47 A
% ZF 9 (capability) AZNA Mulx Z9gtE 33
Stk AE AL BAAL £H L A HAH &4 B
2 gAe 3¢ 120149 Zo] System Service &WHol

Mol FHEL AESHAL, I FAHENY BALE £4
3l Eg] Taxonomy FEIZ FHA €& 4%

2 F A8 FANEY 4 52 HAS 27 124
e /48 3392 ‘InteriorApproval’e] &4 EE A4
g B33 ek

o8 9AZ ME AHEY £4 558 uged 4
8y &4 M9 MY &4 1A ol 8dte 1d
105 Zo] X LEEAE OWLE A T74€
e X LE2AE MFR AAsln, AFA 7es)
o & Lz AA AAALY FA LEIAE TY
g o A% ooz AL ou fAH A
B B o83l HE A 2EZAY A FAH 2
EZAZ HA9 n FAH wiH S AAR)

At oul FAM Wi B ARAE EUSH) 4
3], 7)1E9] B4 W AP A o TFL Z

ARAEIHEFA &ZEY] 2 &8§ A 34 ¥ A 3 5(2007.3)

744 EAa B =R Aekg mdz 733 9w
A vl Bl 93 Ase] wime E 33 2tk

¥ 3 AR ZA A2 =vddlN S 2He AR
A A2de] B49 3H 2EEZXE v X &8
ZAZ M8, L 249 £48 A 2EZAE 7
o A AFY LEEXE MY, 35 e 7
29| WY =l AEst AP L FPo] 97 &
Ag T3 FEH HHE P9 Cf~Cf20& Jehd
ok 7B X E U B4 Ues T A9 A 2
EZAE vudls, $Y3 $E == ol AEL
AARAE 7pAZQ A2 B4E VII~VII0 ofch

ol disl vl fAM4 Wi B o3 A¥ A=
Y 13, 149 e aFxa yehygr)

2% 13904 =d AEvke AEs @A by
oz B3 FF HH 20/4F v A W E2
AR AR 20/F 270E 5833%S vEehion, 18
Ae Ax 1% FFEL T £ A} 2z
a9 14904 7hH A 10709 A 23, A 8.33%,
Al 41.67%2 HAFESL FUY F YA

Aoz B E=FA Add Hbyela A
5% olarel ARE A HAHe A7) AL Al AALE
o] 7b5% F5 FAHZ AHF 1, 58%~74% Abol9] 3
e A4 Beel dAgEHA 3% IAAY A4S A
T glel AAHEY mEHuge] Holo & Roz T
4 itk 2 ol9e) Urix REQ JhAgLe FF A
7b obd sHHAQ W2 FE AFE AN AT
5o EAE airw FgHojo Fk

Capability Feature

System |
Service

User Authentication

Drafting

Approval D Envir

name InteriorApproval ..

emifyin Internal Approval Document Approvill Attachment || Temporary || Sending l
nilying g;an!sl;r‘e InteriorDocument Form Information Store

attribute InternalDocument ~ \/

classification | Document Form : N
Selective randatory 4 | Tite Document Approval Receiving
attribute Repository Line Post

Identificr €S0202 - /\ D, Designation
Attribute fegistration S Comy < /\ /\

i pany - -
authority -1 Informality } Wark
Attendance

a4 12 3A AE 24
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E 3712 24 ol 9% 3E 2 s 9N 24 2%

T ¥ SZ3 A 2EEA L 27 #3 L5874
Cfl Authentication User Authentication
Cf2 Draft Drafting
Cf3 New Document Document Form
% Cf4 Interior Approval Internal Approval
g Cf5 Work Attendance Work Attendance
Cf6 Exterior Approval External Approval
Cf19 Approval Approval
Cf20 Environment Setting Environment Setting
Vil Informality Approval Line Designation
1 V{2 College Register Request business trip
#A ,
Vi9 Document Reservation Document Return
V{10 Approval Form Register Management

¥ Cf: Common feature, Vf: Variable feature

100

® o yzg |

60

R VAV A

0

20

3% AA

Cfl Cr2 C@ CH €5 Cf6 C7 CiB CY Crio Crl Cn2 Crg Cr4 Cns Cris Cr7 Cf18 Cng ¢ro

(%) o A3 E
100

7o) p——

60 |—

40

A
~7

Vil V2 VI3 vi4 VIS ViI6 VIT VI VIR V110

7Hd 3 A

g 13 35 A A4F 29 3%

A47\%} o] £Y AFE ALY =oAelN e} 3
43 by 24 Sla g6 fAY B B2 o
L0, 71Ee) £dd A B A BH
Py moh A A0 BT ASH A
Ho) o)Fo} A Aolrh EH LEAY 5] A
g7 HA FA EHE B HAS BRAR b
4 B8 FEstel ¥A 2dd ANEHE Iuig
@ & Atk 53, 2AAY FEA 25 0% 483
1, ZHY Rolth

7. 42 @ 8% o7

E =M AZEd] AF Ad = A A
ALHs A B4 o] = HESY @<
oz uAEHY wet AA HEstr] EHE3a
B o) gk olsle] LFE A BAF|A EF A
F29 FAAS H283nA v A mdd ruke
A HA £48 Fostn LEEAY 9u] 7Nk {4}
A 7L AL3 FOSGE B3] A9 FeA7 7id
A& 3237 A3 2dg AN

vl angA, Hx 2dd W v 2y Y=

He

kil
T

71

a9 14 7k #X 49 29 %

Ao FEH A&g g AASE B, AL A =y
9 o3y FAF ALAL FLE HHE AT =®
3 LERZAE ol4F HAY AnF wiPer, TF I
Aol Agsia A5% 3 T IAH 29 7R
2 ANERAE SOsgeEA dis Axd e
&olstAl & £ 3UtH3334]. HIS 83 2EZAH HZ
W2 EFetn B2 AR =¥l A8¥de FHA

< EAYE WES JAT, duEgolz F ol
k!

288 AeE A Efol= QXE(trade of ) E mF
O B =EoA AXS WL dEd 458 7R
X ok @aEn, 23 §He] Argog AsiA A
ol AIZHS AFFH oz AHgE W ol o)F 7
AR 8 7AEE Ao g Wdd £ e FAF
g AHRE 7 F e Aotk

3 AT FAZ dd A 2EEA WM HAHES
7te] 28 9 FE F9 A45AE ZAS @ 9
3 Sl BAHA HEe HH 2DE ASSa, o
oE ou FAMY i B9 o] BF AT ol
2, FORM 7i¥re] 7t Wi Ee] 2 7He] 388 5
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