5506 % 452 W TENMRASEZRE

2016 42 H

Vol.26 No.2
COMPUTER TECHNOLOGY AND DEVELOPMENT Feb. 2016

BT M = S S BB T AT 5

x| 2, 7T
(B FMEMRKRF FHHEIAFERARFER, LA &K 210016)

B OE AR BA B A AR B RGN G R X R G R E TR R EUE 55 7
3R, I BARTE XA A — DML TE = LTRSS, R AR M AR S 2 G A e R A8 1 A 0 A K0 1k A
Tk R P R R R 0 S Y OCRE , RRAE AR AT AR PR @R TR — A RWOIFE B T RS, AT RME AR
PR R C T VA e TR U A DURFAE AL S % L 1 2 ) 5 R G 38 75 3R DA S S TR A (R 249 S 1y ™ T AR A TRD A, 77
T B 7 R A 2 A SRR b AR HUAS: 1 AR 22 O BIF S U, , SR TAR A SRR AT % 1T 40T o A 8800 ™ dh i
T, B SR — A T HE SR FH DA AR I 35 1 SR BT S AR A5 4 SRS B | B Bl Ak SR DL R R R R R R R A
M FNT ASPERAE  HRAR IR IZHE SR BRAR I 2N (R AL & D7 s | (8] 20 Hr & D gk [R] g e Fnm A 1

SRERIA R i L PR L P S vk T AR
RE %S TP311 SCHERARIRAD A
doi;10.3969/j. issn. 1673-629X. 2016. 02. 001

XEHS:1673-629X(2016)02-0001-06

Research on Configuration Method for Software Product
Based on Feature

LIU Yu-mei, HUANG Ming-yu
(College of Computer Science and Technology ,Nanjing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics,
Nanjing 210016, China)

Abstract; A Software Product Line ( SPL) is a set of software—intensive systems sharing a common , managed set of features that are sat-
isfied specific requirements of market and task, which is developed from a common set of core assets in a prescribed way. Variability
modeling is a widely used in commonalities and variabilities management in software product line. Among the existing variability model-
ing approaches to variabilities management, feature modeling have gained most importance. The approach of product configuration based
on feature is about how to select features from a feature model based on specific domain requirements and stakeholders’ goals. Although
the literature on this topic has gained most importance in academic and industrial fields,only little effort is dedicated to compare and ana-
lyze them. In order to address this shortcoming and to provide a basis for more structured research on feature modeling in the future, firstly
build a framework model to describe model structure , dependency management, automated support, configuration approaches and so on
shared in the approaches family. Then,understand and classify different configuration method based on the framework. Meanwhile analyze
the commonalities and variabilities among different approaches.
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