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Style-oriented Software Architecture Evolution Path Generation Method

ZHONG Linhui, YANG Chaoyi, XIA Zihao, HUANG Qixuan, QU Qiaoqiao, L] Fangyun and SUN Wenbin
College of Computer and Information Engineering, Jiangxi Normal University, Nanchang 330022, China

Abstract Software architecture style is a generalization of the common structure of software,and the structure style of software
is usually closely related to the structural characteristics. By evolving to a certain style,the structural characteristics of the soft-
ware can be more obvious. Traditional software architecture style evolution methods not only require manual construction of the
target software architecture when building the evolution path, which lack the automation support,but also no measurement meth-
od for software architecture style has been proposed. Therefore, this paper takes orthogonal software architecture style as an ex-
ample and proposes a software architecture style evolution path generation method that combines genetic algorithm and planning
domain definition language(PDDL). This method proposes a genetic mutation operator based on semantic similarity and a meas-
urement method for orthogonal software architecture style,and proposes the mapping rules between software architecture and
PDDL. Experiments show that the proposed genetic mutation operator can better improve the convergence efficiency of the algo-
rithm in the early stage,and after the orthogonal software architecture style evolution is completed, the software is improved in

terms of change cost,orthogonal style distance and McCabe measurement.

Keywords Software architecture,Software architecture style,Genetic algorithm, Software evolution, Search-based software engi-
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neering., [# B} SBSE ) . ¥4 5 1 14 & 25 4 7] 380 4% 4 4 A Ak 1)
BET o ORI R 5 04 8 A 4 SR R A AR 09 35 0 B RR
(fitness) s T T R 246 45 00 55 O B R R 4500, Al AT 9 B
AT ST R A AR B DA K SA HER A5 BL WS . A SCIAH
T 1 P A SR B AR LA T BT SA XU BE B 48 R R LLAS
B — RZFIH T T4 HARKE SA Y% ¥, Barnes 258 B2
R R S5 K208 13 PDDL BRI SA ¥ 1k 1 72 5 i /b SA
HAE A, Chondamrongkul % B J5 42 i3 F] 1 PDDL
] EL AR E KUAS ) SA AR I % AR ok B b i SA #E AT R
AL 56 G, AT AR HIE T O Ak B B — A P SA Y IE B
PO TEMATT AW 5 T B2 2 R SA T SA, O I K L
i AT RS 5 ) B SC 4 B PDDL R 2% A2 B SA
WALFES . MATR I e B SAL . AR 0 R MK 7 %
e Ab B A KRR SA T Ak ] AR R RE 2 A R Ok oR
i 1 )

S AR SO AR T — s AR S 5 R U R
(Planning Domain Definition Language-PDDL) #H 4% & ) SA
RS e 3% (GA-PDDL 5 %) . #EZEFEP . AL T ET
SA US4, bR AR AL S B A 35 1) B 8 SA, Fl i PD-
DL #0335 1 b 72 . R SO ST RS 4n T

D# T GA-PDDL J7 %% 7 i DL SA, A 2 4 S350
P2 T R FR 5 XA 1 AR AR SA, L8 i £ 40 1k A B i
JE AR R G5 AR 1Y SA, .

)BT — Tl T R A 4 2R 4 R A 0 R T i SUAH
R 4 78 S B3 TR T PR 400 1 o IR B

DM T R SA, 5 SA . 25 S B9 R AR D, 8 4 3 0
TC 545 ¥ 45 0 PDDL [] B3 A $LASE

AR 2 WA T MR TAE S 3 | E T GA-
PDDL ;55 4 AA T LB MR 548 &F 84
£

2 HXTIIE

2.1 BETHENRHBEIRAE

K B T 48 R 1 3R TR T 0 A S A P R R 45 ) T A )
B U Mancoridis 45877 8 WL 1205 vk 32 B R 58 SR R 1A
B 55 A0 T [R] R 4 B T R 0 DAk RO B T s R
B kg, WA . Mahdavi 2506 500F & G0 5 40 AR
eI AL A 1 % HE 1R IR0 2 W I Ak 45 ok 3R R TR Bk
F AR (MQ) 1E Jy 38 17 BE eR Ay R 47 X 43 % D J7 %€, Abdeen
T F 2008 I T —FIEF R LRI R EK A ST
A 1] % 42 38 2o A /D> A T4 G 10 BRI K A0 Ak B R 1 A 2
¥, Prajapati 55/ F 2020 4F 4 T FH AR R AL TR
ZRER B G, SRR O T SRR R 47
BB SA BIFE AR DL S ek i AR DG 5k
2.2 HEERZEMAK

Barnes %01 9 o3 HH 3% F PDDL BRI 4 14 78 1k /9 O 2%
B Az i SA WAL AR . Bl A SR R i Ak i R
B SHAE BRI 29 R DL R s VR AR AN FE 45 8 R AR SA 5 B
SA, 1) PDDL #i & JE iy - F) H] PDDL A B 45 A= BAR M B2/ (Y
HALF A, DLtk b B SA VR 4K AR KR ) B, Lin 0§
2016 4 & T — 2% T. B Refactoring Navigator, ‘& LA 45 %€ W)

SR L DL R AR IO BAR, ST T ERR SA 2=
S 0 S S A A I3 o I Ll ik ARHERE — RV E L IR E
SRR B R A8 B o M A 2P BR . 2021 4R
Chondamrongkul 25748 7 — Fl B # SA BT F 8L K1 3 1k
SR sh b7 38 X PDDL A B 38 Ak 5% 42 g H Al
AR BEATIE AL T ¥ B0 TR K PR AIE 25 H 3T R8 iy A R B =
KW 7 X, —F e i PDDL #L%, 55 — Fh i o S 5
A5 T 1) T Lo e 7 AR D B

3 GA-PDDL 7%

ASCHE Y GA-PDDL J5 ¥ AL 46 PO A~ B Bt - 33t 1% 50 vk 19
FIALAEE By BL A1 PDDL AL AT 5 MR B BE. mi & S48 B
M SALJEH MK SA, 5 SA.., WEE)F 5], £ GA-PDDL
5 P A B B e it AT, L R T . SR LR B SA,
LRI SA, B SA, Z [ AL Bk A2 G T — R LR M SA, (M
R SAL B SA, LB AR - HEFF R A G LR SAL 11
SA KUK B 5 AT IR Y ET A SA L B AR SA, R &5 F) 13
s ARTE U 1 Ir o L AL B AR B SA [ G B A DL R Yy
S JE] Y ) VR Y B e TR AL, O EL7E B A P R B AR AE 2 A L
TR % .

A IESAE| B RS, 7 1E T 7]
1| #HwHel
2 | #mEes

3 mgss

B/ |
SAo

B 1 A AR R )
Fig.1 Example of evolution path

545 B 1 R A U R B B 4 AT 55 2 % [ R AT AR
W B R R R L R AR, X~ B R EE SR A
A g 5 ORI B pR B BT R R R Y 0 4R Ak Rt BT
PME DG T T BT R AT 2 1k S 1 AR, S &R U
Tl Fh ARV 0 A B BE Y SA. s PDDL J# Ak AT 55 AL % By B (9 4T
G5 J 38 2o SR A O AR PR AR Y PDDL [a) B 34 R ¢
FIH PDDL fiff B #5345 2] L —%& SA, 8 LR SA . 19 3 1F
IE2 7
3.1 EXRBEEEGRE

FRGEI SA XUAK % 1 77 1k 202l ] UML 3 O¢ 1 45
T BR 7 R BT AR L S5 A L I 2 B AR D B 5 4 XA
GA-PDDL J7 i iy R U 2 & e (B B i 7 02l 2 A AN W] F 43
i 2 ¥ 96 % (Program Element) 4 %, . 2 i — A2 7 0 £ 8
5 — AT T TC T I BUAR 1 22 I 00 322 32, 91 465 440 1) 1 )8 4%
FEAE R T IC R M 11 2 8] A 5 85 o iy 0 30 1A 3R 25 UG
e 3 (0] R Ak O WT DA A2 B ik A PR R A G DAL IR R, X
XA (] ) I AR R L2k AR o 245 B d O FORE , e S5 B B e
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Pl BRRE L 45 < T 1] JRUARS B8 0P AR AR 2 4 e B A2 A R 2k

FRRE Y SA VRN LR SA K H 5 R 1G SA L m 1 T
Fn SA ZE 51 BRGSO AR TR 4R i 22 SR A I e
 PDDL [a) @ 3& , B /5 B PDDL fif B 2% 7 2 Dk SA; 3] XU 4%
PE BT /N SA, L W AL 72

{AFESK i Z i B 3 Al

1) AT 3P — A A0 355 7% 6 T 5 /> 19 ] B B 32 0 SA K
% o BP fitness PRAZLAY BT 10] 81,

A SA, 5 SA,, 1 2% 5 B4 ) PDDL (1 7] B
ik,
3 AT E X SA Ak B 42 i Bl 4R ¥ B0 28 B, Bl PDDL
M B E R TR R,

Xof < o) {1, AR SO R G BE T E T AR SR L IE
fE EP(Evolutionary Penalty) fF 5728 3l i) H 85 . I #€ Bt ZE Al b
G o A — &b AR 2 BT 5 i 9 AR AT BOPE R AR Sl i B s
T SA RS AH AL BE 9 3P A, A SCoE T RS BE B L G0/ SD
(Style Distance) . %f W 2,4 3¢ i M) 1 SA, 5 SA, . 1Y
S AL S5 N B R & A AR TS 4y, 4B B PDDL )
RIRES HRRE . X TR 3, AR ST EAMEXN 20 SA,
L B A A X 3 B R A B AR T
SRR AR R 4 A provide 2 11 BB provide 4%
.46 A require 2 1 M B require 32 11 3 A 3% 32 A0 00 B &
23X 8 Fh.

GA-PDDL 75 ¥ 0 78 T2 0 SA XU (148 F5 Al & X
A B PDDL Zh1E. Kl 2 45 TR A B R K L350
BB B S 1 AN B ol SA IR AL R RS s SR U5 iR AT 1%
FANATAE AR S ERR I AR BB AR I AR B R, a0 S
IRENEAC BB AR B] SA, . RIFHEASE 2 BB, A s
R SA 5 SA 4 2 RIS AL, K5 A i PDDL [A] 8 3¢
PEIFBE G PDDL S8l SC A7 J1) i B8 45 #E AT SR A

P SARLE BB
—»{SAﬁﬁi%ﬂéﬁ%}—»‘ XHF H ERHT |
T |
G FREERE [ #EET
Y
! WA B
) RAHHEA PDDL [3]
ERSA N ke " imz
PDDL## 2
|

v

2 GA-PDDL J5 3k i i 72 &
Fig. 2 Flowchart of GA-PDDL method

3.2 BREFEEAEMMENE

AN EZEAH GA-PDDL JEMEE 1 it B &, w
JeN X SA B Gt 7 2 AR5 45 BRI 3 N B {E eR R, B
JE R RN HE T S R H T,

GA-PDDL J5 i B Yot & — > 4E 40 ) 72 /7 70 & (Program
Element) SVE ) H AR B 1] 4, 3% ) 5 3R 78 — A SA (i 44 1

. b m e AR R R AT R 0 — A #E L R
A 0 1 AR X AN AR T TT R T A 1 5% SA B om AR
LA 3X m AR SO n AR T I8 3 4L AL T T T RE 1Y A
H A BAREE R FHRIF A /N SA KU S5 42 3 1 i
VIR B S I EA B AR . X AR AE G0 SA RS % 6 17]
B AL Sy — A8 B2 ), ] R DL A 4% O R ok SR i
3.2.1 A

GA-PDDL J5 6% SA H R IF LR RKom h —1 H IR B

by
i

S={pisposraputspi €L0.m+0D (D
Horron N4HT SA MR TR B, p, KR SA T AR
JFICE T E AR5 m AR R G SA, B R B, ¢ o AT
B BB R B . flan S=1(3,2,3) .4 B E R 0 B
FREEETHE 3R, 1 SBIF T RAEE T2 .25
BIP TEGFEETHM 3, B —FR k0] B8RRI —
A~ SA.

3.2.2 EREE &R

AR AR S AR CEP) TS BE B (SD) P A~ 8 A5 1E Ry
fitness, UM ARMHE AR ER SA B SA, 2 57 Kb,
WAR BE B AC 3 SA KUAK Y #2530 B 8 . PR A 48 A AT 02 4 /) il
T X 3 A T8 AR EAT INAGRORT W] DL A Ry ik a8 A S AR AR
AT A BE/N R T BT SA XA .

FAE AR B (EP) , 7 %8 37 w5 i1 56 T4 AL
BRERAE Y B AN . TEAR B b B AR AR B — AU
Bl m AR SA B 1% 1 T i B SR T L
S HE R M S S R BURE A A R OGmn®) . H A
SCHAT R DA R g AR AN B 8 5 TR G B R A A AR A

EX VMR REGHWED  G=(V,E)B T A mMAEs %
VA MHEE M. HENAEPATES EHE, XHY
TR B A i . TR AR R A R IEBE T L 1 B4R & F i 4R
AHE X,

EX2(WEER V) FRRBMEEREH P GG
AR PE S AR A 4 O DL A TR R O,

EX3CGAMER E)  FoR Wi Z Y56 R AR 1+ .
O ZBBYIEER Al LUK A3 LU LR OC R (4% 0 22 (0] 19 % 4%
RF KR Z [B] I S 0GR R P N 11 22 TR B X Ak i Y 2
fig FXT AR AL A TR

TE X ACH )5 22 8] 1 4 8 A8 40
A AN 3 FD L 1D

c(e>V,;)=c(V,—>e) =codeOfLine(V,;) (2)

c(V,=>V,)=c(V,=e) +c(e=>V;)

=codeOfLine(V;)+codeOfLine(V;) (3)

EXSGHZEMagBRN X kil AR M BEAR
M AR 3 LRI

c(e>E)=c(E,—>e)= >

kE(RIV, EE)

(E~E)=c(E ~e) +c(e>E)= >

KE (KIV, € (E, B, )
OfLine(V,) 5
EX 6PN R AZEE = EP(S,,Si11))  #IR
BAFRG S WA R RGN @ ARG j MUA 9 248 B2

DG o Al A AR I B

codeOfLine(V}) (4)

code-
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HAH. EP BT
EP(S;»Si)= X

kE {k|V, €AS}

codeO fLine(V,)+
codeOfLine(V;) (6)

KE K|V, EE; .E; €4S}

o (fE FE RUA B 5 (SD) o AR SC LA — il TE 32 44 5 45 1 XA Ky
L 25 WY T TE S AR A 25 45 4 110 AR B

WP 3 7R . 1E 22 R 25 i XU i) R 3208 B B
o) FRAL B . XA AR AT B T IR A B R RS
IR Sr EE G R M BESr B . JF HIE 22 4K 5 45 1 A% B
A REHALAN 3 2 B SE A AR HEAL T URT R A LK B R

UL AN BE AR L
2] 2 l
B =

ﬁﬁwéﬁww
s

B3 ISR R S

Fig. 3 Orthogonal architecture

IERERGEH B AL)E SLBEMA MK, F—Z
BIALIE 2 B 0 i i D s e &% A . B dn B, C. D A A5 2
o RGN Z R 20— 4535 e B AR T 2R i dn
AB.E.H H—%%R. HFIELXKREWPERRERN RE
B — 4T TIRE . SRR R 5 R R Z IR WA AT AT AR 10y L 3R
T AT LIRS AN G544 0 58 4 IE S AR R 454 . 3R AT ml LAk 21 ik
AR R BRI A 3 N . D R B LB 2) [
— 2 Z A B 7 R D BT ) M R R AD MRE. Rb, B3
A 22 25 460 1) JXURS BE 5 T

SD(S) =S, D
Forb s oy g ST KGR 580 v, Ay TR) — J2 4 42 [0 0 3% 2 B8 oy 0 2R
RANZEH w HAUE . B, 0510 SA vy 8 57 44 14 55 T
— 2 ) A 4R R A A B D L SD 4 A R D, SA Al
02 30T I S A R 2 ) XU o (B AT R SR IE SR R A A X
w6 2 10 K 2 R R Sy A 1 3 4 I b AT AR RO SR B Y )2 )
4y AR SCR A SCER 13 # EE BES AU &3 AR 15 3] SA (142
WL .

F A fitness B (6) M (D A1

Fitness(S;sS;i1) =W, XEP(S,,S,.1)+W,XSD(S:,,)

(®
Hrp W W R ERUA. W 5 W (B, SCEL R 1) SA
JRURS Bt 480 B R AR 0> (A5 B Y A B AR B — A S 1 B
ERslaH L, K2 . W, 5 W, HAE /N S8R AR 5 SA K
6 T A Bt LR BT 22 (LA 0 94 A Ik A — 0 2R 1Y B A
FPHl S, R, ST R AR AR A B ARSI SA
RS B o o AT 88 B AN W R R W, . 0T RN B A
A — A ERR AR SR A T £ YRR A S XU B e

it Al S BRI W S5 8BNY W,

20 (8) T4, A S {i A9 SA 55 SA, 22 K L fitness 231
K M EIAY SA MEHEIE IFE 384 R 45 H9 XA, fitness &3/, B
fitness #/y . R Z 0T DL #1494 48 ARG A0 75 8] — A4S B0 45258 OF
AR R S5 SA,
3.2.3 BHERERETFARKKAABEL FTE

i 3. 2.2 35 frit, GP-PDDL 5 3 H i fitness #3158 5
A — A SA MR R B IE 38 AR R 45 4 1 AR B R DA &
1ESE A ZR G5 0 1 KA B B o AT T 3R 2k 2 o A 1 2
AT R F B I AR SR M BN B SA KU B 8 B/ 1
TR A W o A2 £ 3 v ) BLRE AR SAL BB R AR5 B R IR
RS ) SA, .

AR AR AL th SAAE VIR FVRETF bs . W1 4a Fh
B 7= A S o e FRAE 35 A A2 AV T 45 UK 0% D3 38 A b it Ak L ™
AR AR IR B AR AR AT — R, R R
A 109 38 7 M 36 16 A R AT 189 50 38 SR BE T SCAE L
BERISE R T P2 LR BT A, X — R AR BEAT , B3 5
LR SR LA ST O 3 AR BOAE  e AARRE h 1 d
A8 28 38 A7 A% 4 Sy 1) B804 3 ) e A A%
ik 1 GA-PDDL H¥Fs SA KA %
B A 2 Sy<SA;
it :SA 1 <S,

1. pop<-Initialze(S,)

2. fitnessCaculate(pop)

3. eliteSolution<—pop. getEliteSolution()

4. size<—pop. size()

5.1<0

6. while (i<UNgen)

7. offspring<-Q

8. while(offspring. size() <Tsize)

9.  p1,pz<select(2,pop)

10. p1 s p2<—crossover(pi s p2 » Perossover )
11. p1 s pz<mutate(p; s Poyae ) s mutate(pz s Prutate)
12. offspring. add(cy sc2)

13.  pop=<eliteSolution U offspring

14. fitnessCaculate(pop)

15.  eliteSolution<—pop. getEliteSolution()
16.  i<-i+1

17. Sg=<—resolve(pop)
3.2.4 A TaELmMMAENEFLT
RS VR R — A4 T AR S A B0 R 2 AR A S Y
FEIP IC 3R 5 A 1 ) 35 SCAR BLEE 5 BT A AH BLRE 22 R L
ER A BH— LR, BE R AR M A=
A S B AR
ik 2 JETIHESUHMERNERE T
A HHTE L P AR prsared
B 2 S R AR AR
1. Pmutatea<—p. copy )
2.1<0
3. while(i<Tp. length)
4. if(random (0, 1) <<Pputare)

5. j<0,similarities<-Q
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Pl BRRE L 45 < T 1] JRUARS B8 0P AR AR 2 4 e B A2 A R 2k

6. while(j<Zcomponent. size())

7. sim<-SIM(class. get(i) , component. get(j))
8. similarities. put(j, (sim+2)%)

9. j<j+1

10. r<-rand(0, similarities. values(). sum())

11. t<-0,m<0

12. while(t<(r)

13. t<—t+similarities. get(m)

14. m<m+1

15. Prtated[1]<-m—1

Hi SIM FZEHTHE SEIFTRS ) SHHNEX
ARBLEE . 7R SCIA SRy A8 1 9 Ty B 35 AR T L |y A8 1 9 2 11 44
W, PRIt 2 1T LLGE BL A b A 1 P A AN 48 1 24 F A A 1 —
BB AL X BB AL TR DI, BIP TR WA LR
BB ER T IC R T A R4 A — A5 . vl 38 5
A 42 A A A Y B i, DA R R R C Y )

SIM iy 3 5 75 20 & % R TR SR
word2vec £ RGBS B i Ay ) g L FE O g T 0 £ 4
B0 CSIF) 250 T304 2 14 B 1) 5% DA R e o0 3 9 D 1) L B )
A T H A EAMRIE ., SIM BENEE 3 PR,

Bk 3 W5 ETICENE MR L
WA CBRF TR o M

it AU similarity

1. cNames=<—c. getMethodsName()

2. cWords<—camelWordSpliter(cNames)
3.1<0,cWordsVec<

4. while(i<CcWords. length)

S. cWordsVec. add(word2vec. get(cWords[i]))
6 i<i+1

7. jName=<j. getInterfacesName()

8. jWords<camelWordSpliter(jName)

9. i<=0,jWordsVec<Q

10. while(i<(jWords. length)

11. jWordsVec. add(word2vec. get(;Words[i]))
12. i<i+1

13. similarity<—cos(SIF(cWordsVec) , SIF(;WordsVec) )
3.3 PDDL & E & MR

AN EEAN A GA-PDDL k5 2 B Boit B ot
PDDL(Planning Domain Definition Language) & — #li i T 4
WA S R EF . BN L RS b gz B
FH 48 A ) RS ) RS L S AR R B A S DA L R R Bk R %
fiff P45 Al ) B . PDDL B9 % A 32 2243 27 38 (domain) 3T 1 7]
i (question) U, B 5B B T % m SA #E R B8, K
WA 28 FH 4l 38 ) JAR 25 17 ) S A

GA-PDDL ik 25 1 W BE B9 B B 02 — A4 2 30 A
REEHI M A EFER SA, 5 1 T BIEE R AT SA &
T 1] — B U fitness WAL H I 38 00 A5 A 3 Ak AT 2 ) 4
1Y fitness V8 Ak . 307 2 AR A op 1T BB 25 1 B 43S 1A fitness
TR, A BRNMERESHFEEET R TRRE R 1A
AR I GA FEALHE SA f9 AL AR 2 M i iy . 9F B
TR A 5 38 X R, ik — o B R B AE SA B
JEBEPL L AR B AN SA AYFR4X FEAE ] TR 3 B A SA X S 3K

BN GA 4R U 288 A 7R 04 T 3 A% B IR e, R Ot
ARICHEE GA H BN L B AR KA 1 SA, I 1 SA 5 SA 4,
B B S R 4 F PDDL 3k 47 80 %l 45 31 35 b i 42 1 A9 3 fk 3h
YEF 5 .

M SA, 5 SA WLk 245 o 2 R R,
A N R AG 2 B8 00 Provide 48 1045, X UL EETE L
— B 1 2, U0 A 85 A A P A A e B R S A B B
fiE 5 7 BV I S5 i O A R A OG . Rk, AR S
T SA M TR AE AT L, RIEME — 4N FR~R SA
22 50 ST AY I R P S A AR A A A v R e A AR B
4 121 5 3% 43 95 £E i R 46 19 PDDL [7) 85, §% J5 |1 PDDL fi B #3%

5 25 L shAE P 51
3.3.1  BMIHESL

dn b prig  PDDL Hh i 388 304 AT 4 348 22 i 1 2 e 1) )
S H T PR B B . AR E A B X SA T AL IR Y
B E X

T SER XGRS AT TR
(:types

Element SA-objects

Component Interface-Element

Providelnterface Requirelnterface-Interface

TEASCH e X SA SEfkE LA XS SA 2R, Hil SA 14 JiF
HAMITHE N Element 8, 41 ot E £ LA #14 Compo-
nent A F4% M Interface, Mfii Interface 3 A L 43 A 5 F 43 5l
S AL A4 3 3 A9 42 10 Providelnterface H1#4 {4 7= A= 4K #5t
[ 4% 0 Requirelnterface, iX B A ¥ $2 0 4 & Provide #l
Require 2881, 58 H T X 442 11 J2& 8 FH 2 T b S g I 2

FHYRIE I R S AR FTR
(:predicates

(interface-connect ?interfaceA-Requirelnterface ?interfaceB-Provi-
delnterface)

(has-provide-interface ? component-Component ? providelnterface-
Providelnterface)

( has-require-interface ? component-Component ? requirelnterface-
Requirelnterface)

(is-in ?component-Component ?sa-SA)

ASCE R 4 P R TR SA hon R R ARAE
e is-in RRFMPFAEAE T SA H, H¥K has-provide-interface LA
I has-require-interface fC R A P AEFE 4 O, ;i J5 interface-
connect {URMANIE N Z M AF L, EHEEN DT
J2,PDDL A AL shVE B 88 XF 2, 14 & 1 AL AR 5 K A 8 587 1Y
WHTCEBUERR A TR . FEX RS I AR SGE e I
T S 28 SRR A L 10T R B AR AE
PRI E LA BTR
(:functions
(modify-cost)
(provide-interface-connect-num ?interface-Providelnterface)

(require-interface-connect-num ?interface-Requirelnterface)
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(add-component-cost)

(del-component-cost)

~

ARSCE ST 11 AR, X B X T L R
X B REUE T A . 182 modify-cost fRER AT
PDDL 14 h T 45 3k 18 28 B A4, Hi vk /& interface-connect-num
R 1 BT A7 A6 19 2 82 80, T 2 interface-num U R 14 1
A7 09 4 1B, di e 2 4% U AR R AR B o HG b A i o 11 8 L
e R BRSO T O 1 DL B s R R 4R

RIFREE LT PR
s HAS PRSI require 32 0
(:action add-require-interface-to-component

: parameters( ?component-Component ?interface -RequireInterface)
. precondition(and
s M HE R IE
(forall(?providelnterface-Providelnterface)
(not(interface-connect ?interface ?providelnterface)))
5 2 H R BT
(forall(7every-component-Component)
(not(has-require-interface ?every-component ?interface)))
)
seffect(and
N
(has-require-interface ?component ?interface)
s 34 0AE 11 1) 2 1 KR
(increase(require-interface-num ?component) 1)
W IR P 1 e R
(assign(require-interface-connect-num ?interface)0)
s EE AR
(increase(modify-cost) (add-interface-cost) )

)

~

:action add-provide-interface-to-component. . )

~

;action del-require-interface-to-component. . )

~

;action del-provide-interface-to-component. . )

~

;action add-connection. . )

(:action del-connection. . )

~

;action add-component. . )

~

;action del-component. . )

ARSCRE T A 8 P AE, 4300 S SN require #2171, 50
provide # 1 , 1 B& require 4% 0, M B& provide 4% I, B il i%
e o N B 3 4 G m AR 0 I B A 4 o 3k B ARG e 1 S 41 - A
BN O e R AR G T 4 DL R G T B Y A A 45 B PR R
A7 0 10 32 2 Y 5042 1 R Bk o) BC LR FE A0 3 42, Je 00028 2
Y SA RS I3 O R b4 DB R B A O R 1Y

Insh A .
3.3.2  FIAUARE L

AT T A 4 1) SO ) A L JF v ) RS B SE LY
Oyh A Ab . T ST SRR A ST A NE 4R 5 B R i AL R A
HH BB A 1 4 1 X 525 LU o A R Al > IR R A A2 )
TR LB A A SR AT B AR s SR 5 T 45 Hh 2 T SA RS

B SA, By E TRl 14 5 e Jm 4 1 SA BPIRE

Wil SA-PDDL %5 1 BB Al 15 SA;. MR & 1Y 22 5
T #4935 PDDL [a) 884 34, A 3038 53 1 38 S S A A g 5 5
SAHEAT HxE a4 B a0 & 4 BN AR, DR AR A S 5 A T B
R4 A IETE SA 2R B P EE RENIEXRFER. N
& 4 H Y comp2 Fl compb 7E SA Ri g Z R BT, M
S SA B2 S T LU RS S A A v R Dk A AR T AR 43 T
RN 5 BRI R,

- B
------- ey
comp7-intf2
—
comp7 comp1-intf2] comp1
C r} comp1-intf4
comp2-intf7
comp2-intf1 T
1 comp1-intf3 comp4-intf1
1
compf-intfs comp3-intf1
1 .
A comp2 comp3 comp4-intf3 comp4
I
L)
' F-@--
1
! comp3-intf4
' )
1
: e comp3-intf6 compd-intf6
. ]
comp5-intf7 11 compS comp6
1 iy 1
------- T ! (o O
: : comp6-intf3| comp6-intf4
______ 1
Comp
B4 s
Fig. 4 Reflective model
—— RKERH
- ==
comp? compt | T A
comp1-intf4
' compd-intf1
'
comp?—m(fS
fal\\ comp3 compd-intf3 comp4
L)
' -©--
'
' comp3-intf4
'
'
' R
comp:s-mtﬂ 1 comp5
=

5 MBS A S I A
Fig.5 Reduced reflective model
B 5 R 0 G W] IR R S AR T AR A PDDLL [R] A8 3C

PE LA 5 R 101 1 56 I 12 4 B LD AT B o i A X 42, B0 R A
R B A A R e O, B T B Y 2 PDDL b 6 558 i S 1F
HEAT B 2 sl M Bk, A SCE 3o 5 18 2 58 SCXE 40 A A8 AR 2 i
BORZS TR XT 4 objects #8432 75 B BT ATt 30 f) X 42
(:objects

compl comp3 compd comp5 comp7-Component

compl-intf3 compl-intf4 comp3-intf4 comp7-intf5 -Requirelnterface

comp3-intfl comp4-intfl comp4-intf3 comp5-intf7 -Providelnterface

FEYCAR I AR v A BT AT AR AR BRA L B S SR R R R T
BE TR R L AN R A B T A IR A S L W0 R
R e T A0 4 A9 AQ A L O B B A5 780 o T A 84 4 2 5 A
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Pl BRRE L 45 < T 1] JRUARS B8 0P AR AR 2 4 e B A2 A R 2k

BT A B B O A B bR . B s B T R AR S B/ M AR
WIS EF 5.
(:init
PR AL B & B Ay
(= (modify-cost) 0)
s WA 1k 4 b 34 B A0

( = (add-component-cost) 50)

SAETE SA B 14

(is-in complsa)

IR A A R AR AE R HE 0
(has-require-interface compl compl-interface3)
(has-provide-interface comp3 comp3-interfacel )

(interface-connect compl-interface3 comp3-interfacel)

)

(:goal(and
(not(is-in compbsa))

s SA A 1R A4 TR T e i o 1 R i
(has-require-interface compl compl-interface4)
(has-provide-interface comp4 comp4-interfacel)

(interface-connect compl-interface4 comp4-interfacel)

(:metric minimize(modify-cost))

3.3.3 FAEFT] AR

T A SCSE S B SR T B R A S FE PDDL2. 1 ik
ARSI 2 B LPG-TDM B Jy it Be v . fe e f DL g LI
WA~ SC 4% A PDDL fif B 25 7T LUAE BLAN BT 6 7 (25 21 .

Time: (ACTION) [action Duration; action Cost
0.0000: (DEL-CONNECTION COMP7-INTERFACES COMPS-INTERFACE7) [D:1.00; C:1.00.
0.0000: (DEL-CONNECTION COMP3-INTERFACE4 COMP4-INTERFACE3) [D:1.00; C:1.00.
0.0000: (ADD-PROVIDE-INTERFACE-TO-COMPONENT COMP4 COMP4-INTERFACE1) [D:1.00; C:10.00
0.0000: (ADD-REQUIRE-INTERFACE-TO-COMPONENT COMP1 COMP1-INTERFACE4) [D:1.00; C:10.00
1.0000: (DEL-PROVIDE-INTERFACE-TO-COMPONENT COMP4 COMP4-INTERFACE3) [D:1.00; C:10.00.
1.0000: (DEL-REQUIRE-INTERFACE-TO-COMPONENT COMP7 COMP7-INTERFACES) [D:1.00; C:10.00.
1.0000: (DEL-REQUIRE-INTERFACE-TO-COMPONENT COMP3 COMP3-INTERFACE4) [D:1.00; C:10.00.
1.0000: (DEL-PROVIDE-INTERFACE-TO-COMPONENT COMPS COMPS-INTERFACE7) [D:1.00; C:10.00.
1.0000: (ADD-CONNECTION COMP1-INTERFACE4 COMP4-INTERFACE1) [D:1.00; C:1.00
2.0000: (DEL-COMPONENT COMP5) [D:1.00; C:50.00

% 6 PDDL i&474%
Fig. 6 PDDL execution results

8 AT A HE & BE, PDDL fff B #3F 1Y) 45 S BE W6 12 30 1 P
TRy, B B A Time fCRAE 5519 565 B 21, Time A8 [
R VE ] 7 o AT, A& h whge, 5 0 k20 ar LU BR
comp? #| comp5 LA K comp3 #| compd (Y%, IF H 3% 4z 0
compd-interfacel Fl compl-interfaced, 5 1 B %) H1 T 22 i (1
4% 2 M B L SO IR G &% ) v L 9 ol T 0 B % compd
A compl A F#EHM LG O L. Kt 1 af %0 a] DL ST
B, WG 2 R ZIMBR compS, A FNK SAL .

4 LWIRITMERDH

J TP B GA-PDDL 5 i i A s5cbE 25 47 18 24 19 BiF
GELHENT T — Ml M, SLE R — % ubuntu 20, 4
64 P IRAE R GRS R EE 4 15-6500 3. 20 GHz CPU 1) H, fil
AT, H TR R LAY O R I A R Tk R 2 B LA £k

A BT AT BB N 23 7 [F] — [R]85S 9] (9 O[] 32 47 T AR A TR Y
. PR AR SOKE R RT 4 FhOAS [R] BY SF DE B0HE T E AT Ak
B, IR McCabe Ji£ 5758 b7 SR 7 Al 044 4240 54 E 4 (Y
Fift. fJa A X PDDL (s 4745 9t .

T % T U5 HCHE R U AR g S R AR 1 P SR A 4R A
LM BRI St ST A A0 T bL b S R A, L4 T R AG
R ZR 25 0 KRS i e (0 3R RS i . o 5 B L A 2 i
B JE R AR TR RSO 2R 00 B L A e 1 S At AR R L g
L b B S R R R B B v A A 4 SR Y S R M A
I,

4.1 K3 &

AR SCNA B GA-PDDL J7 32 A 2o, ik #% 7 4
5 B0 PR A G 1 B T TAVA (9 T8 1] X5 52 TR VR 351 B A Ky i
M., BT RALRE RN MRS, LR RO T AEAER
) RLAB R AT 2 B B I BT H . SRR AR5 B AR 4 BT gl .

#£4 MWAHAREA

Table 4 Test sample information

R 2t & AR5 x # R #
Cassandra 0.7.0 812 2138
H2 1.3.176 568 3611
neodj_kernel 1.4 425 814
orientdb_core 1.0 561 2089

AR 30 FH s S R X G 00 JE IR AE T 4 IR 5 0 e
T M L I EL 3 5 3 Ak XURG DG S ik T R B 4 A REAGE & )
1E B2 A R G5 0 XU B 45t

F T 50 TE T4 5 1k 9 R 2R G 0 RN (IS4 1 B
i) AN T X S ARG At 2 5008 A TR A R/ R AN A 1
PRl L B 1 B o R O AR R R R R TR R )T TR
BB e Sy,
4.2 ZWERSW

ST L H B UE AR SR Y XU RS BE B AR SR g X X
4 ASREAR [ 1E 38 KA B 85 A McCabe JE s #ETIF5T, W03k 5 fr
G, Gl XX 4 NFEARBAT AL E R 50 B I E R 6
W) S BT B LRI 2R 1 45 AT A8 S AR L IE 28 KUK
PR LA & McCabe J 8 31 55 37 BT 248 7T LR B0 08 F B
H 1E 32 XA BE B 00 1 L2 PR AR A /I I B el /) B
W, I HARCEI McCabe B3 H 3 — @ F2 B 1Bl

F 5 PR AR A TS bR

Table 5 Metrics for test samples before refactoring

K A % IE & RA B 5 McCabe £ &
Cassandra 8274 174
H2 13674 169
neo4j_kernel 3034 74
orientdb_core 10412 236

F 6 WMEHESEBE
Table 6 Genetic algorithm parameter settings

RRE RXE O ABHELEHL ARAH
0.8 0.001 1 100

X LU 25 M 0 38 % R L AR SCHR I P B T I SCAH RLBE i R
S5 T DO 38 A B R AR S B R R B0 15 L A5 B i 25 R
. R8H bRl MUREMEE R bRl — MUR AT
/N3 AR R AR /N B
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T BUR (G R AR R

Table 7 Metrics after refactoring using genetic algorithm
IR xR KR A FERNHAER  McCabe £ &
Cassandra 8194.18 5773.68 137.48

H2 24721.8 7880. 96 128.7
neodj_kernel 2944. 96 1703.00 70. 32
orientdb_core 8727.94 7527.72 198. 28

8 M Y g A L A S A b

Table 8 Metrics after refactoring using improved genetic algorithm

UERES % 3R EXNAHESH  McCabe &
Cassandra 7901.72[—] 5684.92[—] 133.06[—]
H2 25909. 76+ 7756.92[—] 126. 02—
neo4j_kernel 2888.4[— ] 1682. 64 — ] 67.10[ —]
orientdb_core 8847. 74+ ] 7475.00L—] 191. 16—

B35 8 AT B R TE 100 56 Y% A AT S ek W 8, Jf B
ZIFRIR Y AL . Wb, AR SCHEEE X cassandra B 525 &
B, 24 £ XF 2% org. apache. cassandra. service. CassandraDae-
mon JIF 75 (A4 14 S 36 I 48 11 I 530 32 Hh S TR i W S A L . il
MRl F 24 org. apache. cassandra. cli. CliMain fF 7£ #8944 14
G 1 B, cassandra 1Y fitness RRULSY 255 78 4, AR XC
AR R B2 09 ] ZE T CliMain & cassandra B fir 2>
AL RV P RE ] LLLL CliMain 78 & ) HoA # 14 % i
T 1E 32 445 28 45 K KUK 19 4 0 7E T DU TRUZ 45 20 R s 1) T
JE IR o PRI A R X ) TF B8 A4 FR 25 1 XU Je 4t
IR AR 2N

R a3 TR SO, L AR S B AR 1000 R E A 10
WIFHCAE . S5 RAE W] AR SO T 18 SCAR LR 78 S5 3 et
fi) 15t 4% B 5 (Lexical Static Genetic AlgorithmLSGA) 7 7£ &
AT MRS, A SO B T E SO AR R AR
BR10 %85S GAMEARRHA W EEEHET, EF b
1 ) 1 SCri B R B B B BTERE 02 SA Y
MR i, B £ ACE T, SA 2R KGR UEEAR
AR, P A SO 45 L, 55 100 8 45 5, LUTT A 3k T 15
SCHRBI R A8 53 B33 1 AT R

x10° x10°
s 4 30 ——
—— LSGA
B B 25
= x 20
& &
H we ¥
W04 ] NS —

T T T T T
0 250 500 750 1000 0 250 500 750

1000
HRBK HRBK
(a)Cassandra v0. 7. 0 (b)Neodj vl. 4
x10* x10*
-== GA 10 4 \ -== GA
—— LSGA —— LSGA
10 4 08
fé ?%ﬁ
f( N E 06 -
w05 1 b 04 A
024 ==
0 250 500 750 1000 0 250 500 750 1000
HRBK HRBK

(c)h2 v1.3.176 (d)orientdb v1.0

7 Bk A A XU B 8 1Y L

Fig. 7 Comparison of style distance during algorithm iterations

x10* x10%
20 f e
6
15
s S
& 10 &
w® w®
7 1/
05 4
=== GA === GA
—— LSGA —— LSGA
0 - 0
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#R®K HREBRK
(a)Cassandra v0. 7.0 (b)Neodj vl. 4
x10* x10*
75 4
$
& 50
w®
LS
25
) /
0 200 400 600 800 1000 0 200 400 600 800 1000
(c)h2 v1.3.176 (d)orientdb v1.0
B8 Gk kAT R AR S AR M Y LA
Fig. 8 Comparison of change cost during algorithm iterations

T AU ER S5 45 R h Cassandra v0. 7. 0 13 2/ 1Y
SA, ] il ik PDDL 15 3 3 fk # 42 b SA, 8 SA, 9 3h 1B )7
. T EE T IS5 R L B DA B AR TRt R B A 1
org. apache. cassandra. db. ss 55 org. apache. cassandra. cli. cli-

client. ss 22 [a] #4182 4 7, 45 AR TR &5 28 .

(DEL-CONNECTION ORG_APACHE_CASSANDRA_DB_SS_ORG_
APACHE_CASSANDRA _CLI_CLICLIENT _SS ORG_ APACHE _
CASSANDRA _CLI_CLICLIENT_SS_ORG_APACHE _CASSAN-
DRA_DB_SS)

(DEL-PROVIDE-INTERFACE-TO-COMPONENT ORG _ APACHE _
CASSANDRA_CLI_CLICLIENT_SS ORG_APACHE_CASSANDRA _
CLI_CLICLIENT_SS_ORG_APACHE_CASSANDRA_DB_SS)

(DEL-REQUIRE-INTERFACE-TO-COMPONENT ORG _ APACHE _
CASSANDRA_DB_SS ORG_APACHE_CASSANDRA_DB_SS_ORG_
APACHE_CASSANDRA_CLI_CLICLIENT_SS)

SR BN ERAEMER S T s 0 Ab T 5 FTIRES  PD-
DL fi#t B 48 2 56 5 MR org. apache. cassandra. db. ss |- f{ pro-
vide #% 17 A & org. apache. cassandra. cli. cliclient. ss = i) re-
quire 3% M, SR 2 29 5 RIS B % 45 T B AL £ 19 3
1, Hy O m] H) W Sl 1A L

GERIE  ASCHR I —F TG 5 5 PDDL AHES &
4 ) 9P A 2R 65 ) IXUARS A #80 1) T ) O 1k L AR SCRR O GA-PD-
DL J5 i . %05 180 38t 0% B 0k A U Ak % A2 B i B R A A
F 454, M PDDL A= i M 2 s 3 B #5049 3 16 3 1E 7 51, 45
B A AR BN R KUK 1 B AR R A DL e L A 1 R AR
AR SO T — T A LR A R R R A T SR
MIRT IS B . IR T AR 5 vk, AT R R R R A5
DS B B 9 b 18 5 38 A B 1 5 XA R B 48 s AR Sl AR
FEFRMEN fitness, SCERZE AR W, LLIE 38 KU A 6], 55 — B Bt
R 209 B AR 45 EA B Y IE 238 RS RHAE 9T ol T IE
22 AUAK A 8 o I 25 4 v AN R B TR — )2 0 A A TR A L
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Pl BRRE L 45 < T 1] JRUARS B8 0P AR AR 2 4 e B A2 A R 2k

Fi2 , PRI IE 38 XURS 119 McCabe B2 4 58 I 45 4 A & 40 32
A SR H A B T SORTBLE A 22 5 3 SO ) it A Rk e AT
RPE T IE S WU 18 R A5 R & WA bn . 38 — I BEiv AL AT
55 MR A% 2 1 8 A6 P 5 AT S 00 S AR RO O R BETE — B R
BE LU BY T A& MR A AR . AR SO E T — R LAY
JRAR B At (EL 6T K A B4y S (] AL, 585 9 B T g ol R ) A
PURE th PDDL fif B 19 Ak 20 F B PR, X 7 7 48 07 ¥ A

(&g

— k. RORI TAR A% M 2 B Ak

Uit fitness M35 6k PDDL 19 2 /B % & 3% 31 H At 45 4
W ) P A R XU R AR
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