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Abstract Software product line engineering is a software reuse paradigm that helps organizations improve software
productivity and quality by developing software products from reusable core assets. For the satisfaction
of common and variable requirements among products in the product line, the core assets must be
configurable according to the selection of variable features. Therefore, unlike software architecture model
of a single product, product line architecture model must embed and express variabilities among the
products. Many researches have proposed methods of embedding and expressing variabilities in the product
line architecture models, but there are few comparative studies on the proposed methods. In this paper
we discuss strong points and weak points of the proposed methods and compare expressiveness of the

methods, which helps select a proper method.
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