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Abstract

Software reuse has been claimed to be the realistic means to increase the productivity of programmers and

improve the quality of developed software. Software reuse approaches can be classified into two closely related cate-

gories: development for reusable component and-development with reusable component. System development with

reusable components involves in a series of related woks: component representation, component retrieval, component

composition, component modification, etc. Because formal methods have rigorous theoretical foundations and can

characterize computational semantics of a component, they has been intensively researched in software engineering do-

main. This paper surveys the formal methods of component representation and retrieval, introduces current status

and outlines future trends.
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B E R B AHRRBREEREMEG TR AR
LBl REKGEANBBRCLRNT 08
F(ARGEAORRBANBMGREBNDREEL . HR
FEEEAHEAGEREERRERRE . TEOHABER
BEBESA BERT BAERR BETURBGEGER
5@y K KEBGERRSRREKEA RS
M E TR,

RO WAL MR R R DR T E O AWK S
B, HERERHEQTTRERERENN. K4 TERR
HEFAMZ-AEFREEIHRRERERNEKOHE
BT IAREHE N RARTRARLE.EFX,EHHH—1
BRBRERUFTEGR B ERETERUREDIRR
ER(EEIBRSARPOBEBF T EST HRERIAX
HAMBERKGITIE.

EAAFTEOERFTERRREEREG RO ERM,
BREAXAACFTERBUTEEAUCIEARETAK
‘,é-\[s.xs.xa]:

WOEEERARHIRRZZTRIOF B FTEHR
B X HEHHIR;

QRAFEGBFER TR REG E SR,

(3)REHS e % R E 0 (4 (T R S REB L R P i R
BT ThEE.

2 BERMFRAR

Frakes!"Jfl MiliC1 4> 5|5t MAE G4 RRMB R &
#ET A ATENBERRBE BAEFTES HIATERE
7 & (Artificial Intelligence Methods) . # X A7 ¥ (Hyper-

text Methods) il {5 & B % 7 ¥ (Information Science Metho-
ds); EEMHRERENRRBCRAEMB IS HET X
9 (Text-Based Encoding and Retrieval) , % T il gk #i R F &4
(Lexical Descriptor-Based Encoding and Retrieval ) 1 2 F 3
238445 18 F18 R 77 ¥k (Specification-Based Encoding and Re-
trieval) .25 3t Bl H. Mili 64 2556317148 .
HTERESEEOENSE A REHRFR—BH. 2T
XEHRFAEBRRTERFTRUA RS ETHEERTF
M ELESET IO T EREASE A BGOSR E
AR R AT IGE X\ R 6 1 G X
AERE . ETHANBERFISRRTESX—BERY
ﬁi&[mo
RXTFETXFMAEBRETFOBERRERRTETS
Zx[6, N].FXETEABERSIMEBRERRSBRRIERL
FERRATESIBROTIEREOERETEXRT 54 DS
FRAGTE ETAIBRATERRETE S RXRS
KRR BIETHANATELLSYBRIAIEROS
XHEIR.
2.1 ETHENGE
ETHAOBERRERRTE—RBE—HAME
SBOARFAZAYEST R BARRY . APEAS
HERMAY, AERITBEREO ISR R G —IEPH
BREBERASERAAMHE—REXRBITRR BiF
BErh (i — AR B AR F R R AR XL 7
BERRHBRIBETURAES B RAASBIERHLE
HYME NTRBRESE.BEREARSHRANHNMESTH
FEEX. BHRBRERF & RRAHET X1 (signature-based)
AR, FH R BEESW /S & (pre-/post-conditions ) K&
BE.—RBUS.FARBETEBMNRRATE I TRER

HRER HBFREWHUKGTE KIS IRE BIWRE FREEN AR KETAHEALIFTHNS. TRE HiE.
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0 3 (recal) I ¥ 16) , (B HEH 3 (precision) A& ; SR LA
53/ EHBEARR MEREHSRE.

Mili EAEHRXEMAM I MEXRED T EHA
REBEREYP BAERRERR BEERSEHIEMST KR
By TAE ) (2] R T THEABRGENALRET R
FHORERREE. EEAHXERAORTHE RERH—
30 29 6] 89§ 4% F (Refinement Order between Specifica -
tions) I B, — M MABH ZTH S, RXFER. KPS £
— G B DI 22 8] (specification space);R B S F iy —
AR B, KA X & (specification relation) .S B g 22 &
B BE AR M B (W int, real, char %),R AMALANIER
BB/ XA mBRKRETE S N T met,
WRHABIE— I MAREI R Y- EFHLHEHTRY
FaSH.KEXBFIEXETRSHEF AT —IEF
p.p ThAEMIRE X M (p)={(,s) | BRF p WIRE s FFAR
FURSSHER) HIRRSXSH —-NFE BHRITUSE
XHSXS B —A4—xifiF . B R={(s, s') |P(s,s")}.L &R
S FHYRER.BIL={(.s")|s, ssES};R*"HIEXERHY
#H.BPR ={(, s)|G,s)&R} RR'={(,s')|T t(s,t)ER
B sEFXERESRHYXEN. MBEMAZTE S H
L8, —PMUERTHASHO F I RBEHARATRE N
R={(s.s")|s=0H s?=s} . MAKXERIXERHKEFEY
HMY RLNARLNERURD=R' . UYFHIMXE R.RERZH
RLNAR'L=QRNROL B, MHE I XE R REEHENLERH
(WbRVR'=R'L)'NRURL)" NR'URNR £ EFH A
*ZRREFHEKXTRELRAR=RLNRLN(RUR"),
XEEXBREER —TRAREH L E—TNAR, —
MEFpHEAISHEPITERBHAFNY HY p AYZHEEH
RIRRHY—THE. MR- EBFp ZR5MH R AFY,
RERM—ITHSG MEFp EROUERBFY. XRPEXL
THRHERAR MFRABRSEURR. MH P RSH—1
HHARMAK F—IHECS KEREEYSEMS(CIRK
H— TR LT THRABREANA K. FEPITER
ARTFKHRXTR LHRUXFAERPTER AR A
KSRAK, — 1M HHFECHIEKEURELHRSCRS
BPTRRAFN . KPRIXTFKPYFRKTE . R PE
BT —MHEE FRTTERRRAR . EREFXFER
8w B 20 HE T AR A i 7 B 1, (B2 - ARG,

X(19~23 et FERI i BB HERHSRR S E
BT —RZINN T BEER—FENBEREH . BEHRY
ZHLARCH BEEM MY R MM RA G, Haat
WA (subsumption, — B EHIEAPHEE,. SN
(5, 28Dkl —FTBREH. HEFTDRREMAE
S EN A W ok X — > ol fig #1434 (generality ) B9 %
S MHEFALBEBEH YANMUMNHEBHNE—1IFE
M., FERE AN —-IHTEM,.GFEM.EMEH. ML |
M, i . 24 B2 Pre (Ms) 2nwe Pre(M,) H Post (M.) Dt
Post(My) .3X B, Pre (M) 7R 7 ¥ M, B BT . Post (M) %
RIEM EH# DB R FHEEXE (subsume) , B
FEAM W REEHEUE S E AR a4
ARRBEREN BIEERERE. WiZB L THERR
.

BUGRERKEHE KERFRHBAHALHHERE
(Component Cluster), HEI (R K. REHBREIFTHERE
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BrEBGERAERN— ME . BIHEERNTESEH . EN
Al GRES T A, % EH 438 4149 & (Component
Similarity) , ¥ {448 LI R BT B R AR EDH FaPH
EFHESHAREEE L Fit WG — R eEE
¥, R /5B — Hash Bty Hash %,

EERE. AP EEBIE T EHREHIA (H Pre/Post
HER) .RERIALBRIA . EEBERAFRENERT
BEZEANAME.RES Hash X EFWAD 58 P&
AUEREREM— M HERE BIXI I REHNE—A
RERMAESHMANEHITER . AXER, FEM B
EMEHBHFEMBRATEM HHE.EHFUT
* B M 7 (Pre (My) Duguuse Pre (M.)) = (Pre (M) = Pre
M.)), (Post (M,) 2auuse Post (M,)) = (Post (M,) = Post
M) X B=>FRFEBES BRAERRPHEM, R
—ERBFEM A M. 89 ThRE.

ERERFENTRR. — T EHENNGEEGF—
EREMH—1 T4 (Clause) BifE {72, E XN WL T RE
RBENLANFAARRRERAE ZBGA 4R EHE:; 20
BRI FaRTHE.ARACSUHREREXREY
EORP R EREXERTSH . BV TFOASXES T
HEERERESNHCL. HE Pre(M)IFRES Pre
(M,), 8% (Pre (My)=>Pre(M,)), Bl Pre (M) & Pre (M) Y
BEER MBH—HEH Post M)A EE Post(M,) . {BH
Post (M\)=>Post (M,) , XM FE, KRG THMANEES
ittt B.

X8I BRI M T ET R B MR R T k.
KER—FHAXBEEHIAT S LLEBBRALREY
—FE AR AR A R REEACANREY
SRR YR M 2 D Y g Pa i 1K 2 e e
B — X AR MR EE O B RAGE SR aaiEn
XA B IhE A RERES R . RERDMAE X
P BRBEMA SHtEPHRERY — 2> RLHEL
. (8 BB ¥ £ 7 28 4 (order-sorted logic®*) ML
HEHPOBERERRAY, By — M40 KRR b
34584 BT B 77 85 (method) JE 52 &L . B Bt 3 {430 24 £ BR MHX
WA S5 EEITRA SR8 E—N Tk ARMES B
HEPEHERPY TR TR X T EHEERTH
LI RAIFRE, B E LT W R RETRITES
e G EERLMHRE. XPEXT #3 Gort) |
(term) RER (TUR— T BN REE—1BHAL
R HGEFE IRz EAHUERS. SRS APEH
BRBEHRA RRIB TS FEPHBERAERR
MM 2z R R, TR E S B RRA MRS
#.

Chen % AUMZH T 35l Mili 45 A T4t — M #y i % 5
58E bk, FARRHELER ADT AR BIR L (algebraic
specification) R X Z B8 “LHMRF X R ICHK G HEEE
RMANBEEDN REHEE ST D2 8 (behavioral
axioms)HITHY BRI PEL AN RMENUEAT
FEETREXET AR AL HELRNNEGELE
SRHPRAZ AT LMERICAE.

3¢ [43]F) B &8P A (Signature Matching )36 B4,
ERRTH#HBEHEAREE. B & ¥ (Function) 1 i tk
(Module) ) UCAZ . 2R DT A2 % 2 1 A o Bl M3k b 59 6 B 1Y
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HEARE L. Fl A B E MBS (Variable Renaming) , & fE
FEAXMAFPHEBRHBRBERPHETRIEIERLESH
FEP— A EEPERCE. XL UTHES ERIEHbHE
A B # 4 — (Unification, Z L X[26DJES. ER . T X H
PR RERREBEFEREMNBER L, — /I R RH
HHEBRERBRH ZERNELE DI DA RR—1
HEFEFROIY. BPAAYIEEREETERRR) 1.
real—>real, BT ER RO KB UL HERHS Y EEE N
LYWAR BR sin,cos g F=HRUBHREER.BME
HEEHRLSRIK.

(447X (43] BB L3 — 5T T 17 HIEAC (be-
havioral match) . 3Uh M A ER LM 4HiES LARCH ¥E#ik
HERTRFFAE S EBIEHERERRBE.CPANW
{4 /I3 ¥ (Pre/Post-Conditions ) e #i iR #3460 47 . 3t 2 Blit
BT REHKRLFERE RN ICARE. P E X T &MHCA
&0 7E R B E LT W B T S5 44 S &S (Exact Pre/
Post Match), # A UC & (Plug-in Match) . 8 A IS (L &
(Plug-in Post Match) .55 /5 {4 /LAl (Weak Post Match) .} 5%
g 7 Pt B¢ (Exact Predicate Match), ifi F Ut A¢ (Generalized
Match) . % FI ILAC (Specialized Match) &, TEH G T
EXT ¥ BB It A2 (Exact Module Match) ., i Fi# e priig
(Generalized match) %8S . E N FER B R (LRt B P
BASHEHRAHGEAER) . REIREFIF AN E R
BB YA RBEARN,. TUMAEARKE. ALK
HEECERF MMM o3 TSR a . B
LRSS, APBRAAN Q. EXHANEHERN: (Q. R
Spre )R2(Spen Ry Quos) s FoH Spre s Spone 73 BI TR M1 L L4 B W4
FEH Ques Quu T B R R BRBAMWHFEH.R, 5 R,
HEMEERS(RATEEFS @ FLERED.
RAAMWREEA S ER., X inE A @A EXHN:
(Spred R Qprea) s ' Sprea 7 (S51e™ Spomt ) s Quored 9 {Qpre=> Quon ) s R
HENMEERS ) FASTERFTES ) . BRNWEHITA
B X : (Qere 85 ) A(Spon O Qpont) » W B 1B 18] I AC E LK (Spe
S AP HUERRN . EAEHIETHENAH . RER
T MMERRAREA—- T XU TESRIEHABNBREERAK
FR R R (B RS B 0TS 4 LU ACE BN Ba B 1A L AC 25O 4T
BR.BMER  UBREZHHXIHRRTEHSEARENE
BE ARG SUREXCFTEILAED. PRME.

2.2 BFALRERNAZX

x[10, 17, 25]i1i T 2 FHER (frame-based ) i) T4l
SRR SHE S ELRE S Minsky 51975FRHAT
MRAFRTFEHEN—FATERFTE . MERRHR—
EXZBEN—FREEH. B —ABE IR GON M
&, — T B iFZZE facet) A, (WA 2IE)
— A RIS EE S IR EE) — (S5 2
HEDHRETEY MRS ERTEETEMNREFRIT
PABRSH BT R.AFSAVTEAMNERFRITHH
B MFERLSLERHSRKXR ELILP (nstance) ¥,
LFPHACHRAENAFREARSGH AFREEEEXT
RIER FRIGUF AR ERHITRR (BETESRD
MEUIERERR) EREHFESF RRMBEER(ELT
KRB LR : EFEMFEPH L EREAESRIER
Ee, WA A CHARNERENBR— I HNER ERERT
ERFHELCRRT. PIEAFPBEROERSERCHIE
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TR, EREFER ST RIESMTAHIESR.

X350 T F M4 B i Bk B F0 2 B shik T R
1730 2 K 1% (specification refinements ) IR FH I EMH—
R EXNEFBERAA SR EMNE X TE. B
SHEHEEEHEAHG . PREHEHIEHFH FOES
SR HAED T B, mZB R RERMATIEE AN H
BEAR GREEER HENE IERANEES . BPAR
ZEEREVITAESHABREBENRA. REHRERH
FA V818 5 M H — BB 18 3 R Y & — M (unification algo-
rithm) &M A KA X S 4 ENRBRETRE. ST
R Th, MR B LA Z R AN : SR/EF R HETR,
BEEAETHEEDEHHEAS.

2.3 HehE

X16JHRT E— M HERRE R thiFk 2 EEx
HetEdBREGEMIRETHEES LM HAHHA KR
APABROAE APHBRESHAR B, O)FH
RAORBBAORERI  UHWEETPRARL M EEBE
Fepkut, MR E L THESBA L O BN HB LM HEER
A& . P, BEBEERHFEHGEREUATBNIEDN
AOBRBHEL L NBRIBOT . X FHEHI
Si<n, MEREFHFELHEBLO=0;ERAH. . N FHEN]
<LI<n, WAREFE LB LEO) =0 HRHF, H 4%
A TA AW SRR TS BBEEN d HERKR, &
m%ﬁtﬁﬁﬂgO(n"‘d’).k&ﬁ'ﬁ»—“*—_{‘ﬁ*ﬂlﬂm*ﬁﬂ"ﬁﬁtm
HEMFEWBRHER., MAR FRAEERET L HEBR—
BAASHEE OXESLLFEERSODBASYS int
B ADBHEAR int BT AMEA S (D).
#EH B3 S 1614 LISP ok 80H £ s 44 Bt 1T T LR BF
ROEAERAT —EWRBFELE ASDTREERKE
L AEFEH T ETERVRTEEERE. 311X
B ,NP 54 0] f8 2 — -5 T 25 [6) 26 (set cover problem) ] LA
9 295 1 [0) B 7 kR ¥k RBERY B F T ST B #944 (Exe-
cutable Component) .

HAx(16] B ek REEN A Tl T 4. X
(3617 (16 M ARE ERHT — MO B AR E. B
T R (sample) B BE E: ¥4 (concept lattice) H gk ZXH ER
BEHERT MEABEHFEEE— T HEEE—&
HAYLRNIBESRA . RAEBBZHEMBHBIE. A%
ABUEE 598 88 R B AR e — 4 R
PR ES I C={c, il  RREREHN S= {51,
Smt EMN IR ERFICXS LHFH.R={(c,s)|c€EC,s
€ESHsREcW—1RELM=7TAHK, S. RYI—1HH4E
i 2 4L 7 3% (Formal context) , (G, SOy — 1S . Hb
GCC,SCS5,HY c€CL.YVsES s R cH—TREBEBEH
BMFEXRESEXHEC,S5))<C,, SO AMRY C,.cC (B
LM S,CSS)AMESHHBRTRAEXHECHSOA
(C;,8,)=(C,NC;, {s|s€ES AXMFH c€C,NC;, (c,s)E
RD;EABESRENBPERFVEXHC,S)OVIC,.S)=
Uelc€C AXFH s€5: NS, (c,8)ER}, S NS) STHE
o B, — 4 52 % ¥5 (complete lattice) . 3X B BB — Bk -4 14
BEWER - MESHEHFTULARSITEARERRS
H.ERREBRAPESHTHIRECIAFPULEENHE
WAEMASEE U EES R H/FHE H IS, L BGEE
B ABRMRAI RN 81,820,500, I AR R AT BRAEE F
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BB REE s105:,0 50 BB

2.4 HHUHBRBENEEESE

BT ERFEXEFHERTSBRROBREAEN.EE
—EYBAETHHRRFAINNE E—8RE. m3c[42]
BB T MR EFE B REMRS (Active Information Delivery)
ERBBGEL BN FERFATNER GO FETER
FaEBERKGEERESILRY AN —KER.THER
&R B FE D E S M X % (Relevance to the Task
Hand) X% B P H%$#E (Relevance to the User) 3R 5 A R O] &
BENBEIIAPEEGIBENEREE BEEF -
Yron iR (Listener) , PO EFHXMR LU AL S —
HeERS RN EITERNRBEERSERAEBGES
ERETHHRNEUZRNTEESBEG.EHEEBHT
BEFMEEEREOGRE MEBNMNEFNHEBRERBETHY
EEMEE SR APBAXENENE—IEFRITA
REMHf—DH P IIHEUser Profile) RiICRA PR Y ZHATH
Wi . BHYBAEZERARFRITAA—BEALE MU
& B8 R T F B — N ok 2 s R B SR R R 55 .

EAFZH4R T AR 6 SR, 53X 8 4% 0 30
WIEE T AR 69 8AE T . {35 B X B IBE KRB H RN
HER WRESEEMRE. XA HT TR L E
2 4038 2 44 (Domain Ontology) #7 — M RS/ AR
TP 18E (Mediator) , A E I FRBHFREE R
BAFFEORAIEBRERE.

2.5 KHAWR

ETXENETARERETFOBRGRIBERRTEMNT
FITFR T R 30(12,29] BT IRAM MG R R SR ETERE
A EPLTHRIETIRBE, TRFFRBULR/NIHEL.

3 ERFAm

EAUHWGRRESRRTERRRSZYEH, BIRET
BRAHGOITHE X RROERELIFEIUTERS,
EHRSERBRE, m3BFRITARGBFERHERE
BOEFRITARGWERERSHROE HBFARY . FTEE
H—RE:BARSHIERRAS - BBEaRATR
EMNBEEEHXMESSTRONELRES S
AT EREN KARKGEFRETER, BAERAST
WHRZEXMG—EFEESNESIOD BREEEERL
HHRENEZLEBEREREHRAEMIHREOFLTRET
EEEACRERM T BEERGBERT SRR PHR
AME ETTUEU T HERF L HYRABTHHR,
FARMABBAIRBEXRHVERS SHSH A FEY,
FEE—BOBF T AREMAR X— SEFEEHY
WHER AR SRR TR B0 E SURE i
FR-ALHKRRAARBHRRITEABGE BHRREY
BN ITRFRSHE: TS AEAR LR AN RE S
%,
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CORBA #5#, 5% Fi IDL/CIDL X34 3547308 . it S
& S L F Wt RS IR R P RBMN ALt &
BERETRITEANAETRE FHEAANBOED. 5
—3%| CORBA A T . ETH—KH;

@43+ ADL AR (W H R FHEFRERN ADL), H1TiR
T2 F CCM ) ADL, LAEFE 4 F| i CORBA HLEIR R &

@it ADL #Ri¥ 8%, %t ADL 4RiZ 2300 ¥ ADL 7%
BATITREK.

B AREHEBENEEE ASNENESE.C8
RRAIRE, HEBRAEFER IO E B ROR R —HEHR
DRk FLFHABREX . TR RENE I EHELEN
ERAER.

Hit FIXAREBHEERBHRERT ML SHREAN
FREBFR RRISEL., A EH B .3 RRIS ELR B &R TR
B4dma B, e 5876k e B8, ARK5IMH R T
REBMERE AN AELHTIREFIHXR.B
ATRSRXNFItFES REERARLHE I ONEE.2—
HELFENBRTREERERAMNARE . HBitE5%
BB RN, RTHE. 2 DA TIERG &
E5BSHMXEURIELEMMBER.
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