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19974 68 AN Ed oA AAA G 2duo)x 4A 229

ALl 2J7F AAA| 3 Zello] X A

Ao e
(B %)
[. 97%7] 3. gtede] 284
I. 4g4+ 4. 733 27)vkst =88 27)v}
I. AAZE37 Y5 2482 V. AAAE Zdve]=e) 44
1. AA=d 1. el-2dujo] &
2. B7s 242 2. 2duo]2 o] AFHA
3. udAs 4 V. 248 sidq £Edx49 A4
4. duztst A 1. AAAGH AFNM B 724 2dY
V. Ax=g mdujo]x 2. 723 249S 98 AN 2dwo]x Al
1. 2dvo|xs} Tl g . # @&
2. 343 $3d w2 mdvolx 8 E XK
1. e7s7|

59 719 WolA JAdgRdo] gRoe Aedn, ©£F B47F5T Aol
£ Qo] ¥ak $AER 719 AAY ARBeleks ZRN 24X TdYRde] BA
zg4ol #zH1 o, ARAA R EAE dade AAR meduolx
Aol 9% md@elsl estd, 2 BAGME o8 A B BAY A
Aol MY F, wdel OFRY, @2YAYD T2 (integrity) B, @F#<)

*EEARE ZdF RS
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2o, @EF3 v|F, @RdEHAe] 2o 53 22 A Y & Ut ol
EAE a9z z AHstz] M= AAAL 2djolx sdel HQ3tH(D. R.
Dolk 1986, pp.73-80).

ABAA Zdvlol 2ol o tiREe] ATSL BY 48 wdd mdasle Hdo
W g7l 23S ol goml, 24 AAHY YFIN 2o 2E ZHB}E Py

B3 A7 E EEs1tH(Muhanna 1992, p. 359). &, €% #3e 7d & F3l7] 9
g o] 2dg 54 mdidolz F@dh= o 7Y 22 Tl B =& M=
z} 2Avitt 2t ExAQ 24y sjedde Adske GFE e a3y dojrt S
Holx gt} o2 UAsi ALE Edo] FATeEE EEoln Bdzle] 384 Adg
Tdo] FENLEZ AF JPdv) 8o JHE JHAGT. wEA 22U F4 FEeig Zx
EEG 2dy Y-S L3t ojn AdsEole o7 §F Rdd tdld FIAF B
d#] o7l ES J88 5 e U o A7 desioh (3led 1994, p. 43).

o] EAE A3l AdME Ut 2y doj2 MEE RAES Tt e
o) 2o At #T U} g} o] W FFPE Rduojaes B FHA
S8 2dujolxrt ollg} AU o] Ao oA e RHAES /MEH, =23
FEollA B8t st #YMAYES A8 F A e ol

g B dFoMe AAMAF 2duolx MIE TYstd, Rduo|2E FAI}=
FHRAES BYEsa o] ZATFALAE o F2H TAANL FRT F U B
duo] A8 AASnA g} o] E {5l £ dFeAe mddo]lx AA glo] wiE-
2d 8 (meta-modeling) MES =45ATt. vleleEe 2d o)A (Wel-Rd o] At
22) dAle 48 29 sodedA e o dee 2dES shue Fdd
& Y& 4 Al 3E ¥ ohgl DSS(Decision Support Systems) & Tdst=
12Zl FALA(IAARRY, dold, didE dueF, 29y A2 F)ES AAA
2 2738 $ A Ft}. o]RAL DSSY 2ol AE FASE o7 7R AAE
o st ©vustd HAYuhHoz 1 HFZo] 7t sEt.

olg|g F2A& G4 HalA B dFeA 71Edez =jid 7I'HE Rumbaugh
5(1991)°] AA1E A=A 1Y (Object Modeling Technique : OMT)elt}. DSS
o] mdujolA A o] AANRAH M =YL Rduols HAE AT dIT &

a2 A AT

o

o



$15% _ AARDZ71 A AN G 2dwlo]2 HA 231

zd #e|Al 28 (Model Management Systems : MMS)ol& =2uujo]x Yo &
dg mRdoz Beste V% & =Y AL L A, 23 % P2, FAtE AL
AAR 2 Bdte 2ZEH Y A olHChung & O Keefe 1992, p.137). &
d@A Aol 018 H22 ALLT RS Will(1975)% LA Utk 2 olF o
209 T BAE R FEAI2E Bololx R @Al 2Rl e ATt o] FolA
o} oAl JAAF A YA 28] Fofe] F9% AFFHLeR A AX s o

Chung & O ’Keefe(1992) Zd#gd] dig 71£2< Aagez Oxd/2dd
o] J4 AW @QUolH-2d 53 AW @AYFAY 2 @Q243d 2§ @7
e Yoz BF3tn dew, Bharadwaj §(1992)2 @Qulsa 248 9o Qo]
Ejdlol2 2y @zAZTAHY 2 @QAAFA FIYe= EFsx U9 =@
Blanning(1993)2 @QEdHolAT72(MEY T AAY doleuolAarzsl dng)
@zdvo|2A 2] g AFA58-& OMMSS 22H F73n 7|djzhe S 2due
o] F8 FAE BEH3t Ut

=

(£ 2-1) ZHH|0|l2 JHUE {8 F2 oAF

= aT A 95 | gaaaien)
Harverly Systems 1976 OMNI
Bisschop & Meeraus 1982 GAMS
FA 2dgelo Schrage 1987 LINDO
Fourer, et.al. 1990 AMPL
MathPro, Inc. 1990 MathPro
Blanning 1986 E-RD
AA-#4 | Chen, Y.S. 1988 EE-RD
EMlS Choobineth 1991b ERLMD
el | yedd | Dolk 1986a GXMP
) & s Blanning 1985, 1987 MQL, ETQL
e Choobineth 1991a SQLMP
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1993,1994

EREE SR 4E | maaado)
Bonczek et.al. 1981 (GDSS)
Dutta & Basu 1984 PCL
Sivasankara & Jarke 1985 (ACS)
Murphy & Stohr 1986 nn
=434 | Liang 1988 (TIMMS)
Krishnan 1989,1991 PM*(PDM)
A Ma et. al. 1989 (LPFROM)
s Liu et. al. 1990 (AIMM)
ki Bhargava & Kimbrough | 1993 LT
Elam et. al. 1980 SI-Net
Dolk & Konsynski 1984 Model Abstraction
=y o)y | Binbasioglu & Jarke 1986 (LP Formulator)
Applecate et. al. 1986 (SPMMS)
Fedorowicz & Williams | 1986 (IDSS)
Pracht 1990 ModelVisualization
Liang 1986 Model-graph
Jones 1990,1991 (GBMS)
aYg= 34 Glover et. al. 1990 NETFORM
Geoffrion 1992 SML
Collaud & Boltuck 1994 (gLPS)
Lazimy 1991 EERA
Dempster & Ireland 1991 nn
HAAE [ A2 Potter, et.al. 1992 KDM/KDL
Hong et.. al. 1993 UML(Lu)
Huh 1993 . nn
Muhanna MDL(SYMMS)

* nn : no named
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2duo]x sidel tigh 71Ee] ATFES BRI AdlAe Yol £ uie} o] o
] 71X 9] 71Fe] AAIE 4 doy, B AFrxE Bharadwaj 52 ¥
sto] mdluo] A LS A Ty YdS o go] BEFIoh

@® 213 2d(535] LPRE)S g2 Ru, o tF2 S slidE7] (solver) 2
Fo] Bd 9 & Faleie UFd Bdde] ZH Y.

@ 2d< dlolEE E: dojelvlo|lxr]ed Bjetele AA-BAEY(E-REY) =
g AARd Ty,

@ 292 A9 RAZ BHx AR 7P 2dded =Yt e =2Fi
Y LY ZHIFA =g,

@ F914d 2dg JYPZ R o] {3t FHI}TA st aAUZFA THUY.

® =2d¢ 3t AAZ Ba AR AEES =A% ARG Ty Ay,

ol T YHEZ dEHY 79 FAREL A3 AHEE 2 o] T oA
P2 A% A 2"E g0t (F 2-1)3 2ol aglz olF 2duolx Mds
A8 AAE d7 ZHUEES] FR F-IHE 8% (X 2-2)9 2o}, o] AF =
HAYE 5 ol= Ro| 7}F o) dAHclgt & = gloy, 4zbe] & - ©dHo] 317 "
M2 BgFolzt & 4 g Foltt. a3d HZY VAL AANAG md@e ZHdy
o] el &2l Yot 2 olfe AARAY A =YL ASAA dT7E 4F =4
99 AL AT 88 § 317 giEeolo

2 a7 2dvolx HA glo] AARIYIPYE S AMSSo 2 AAXEF Y9
Efol &30, AARYYH7IHES 2dvolx HA AMEE 7Z$ Uwtd(generaliza-
tion), & (aggregation), Bty (typing) T B AARA e A MIES F &
g 4 o

F7l1Eel 71x
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(E 2-2) 2EnzloM F2 =29 Fed

Wide ol g% 2ARAY 8ol
*onled 84S V1T S A B
93 7R AT

PEE % e = e
— * 3o] 244 BUEAC o 24 | * 72 LPEAC F@so] Yugolz
A 8o, 4%,
Eff * pA=Y4e) ta vk ot
< * A DEsE AU 2.
“HolEe wduolAe] BReE % | Rue delent Bdha S84
4. 222 rHoe v AT B
* B8 DBMS/} ATe Hold| of dHolenasel Aol ogie
- Pels EAS o4 23 g '
& * gae) Qole] AbE- * SRR $AY.
* 3}7)%] DBMS 28-S MMSO| A% |* 590) o 03 93 2ol
* ket HolE A AT
+ 28z Ao £,
TSOUNE 7o VAEE s, | 299 =AA 526 ~70Ed 4
crey | 290 YIAARY, ol gé.
*DBsh mawol2s) AR BR | =Y B4 72E EEY 4 UL
* ALgAIste] ETAL LT,
“HET 94 2 Aarls. % el /=aA el 2.
w2y | *AIEAGN A3Hoz 43 * BAP} 24 A SAZe) Zd)
« panAe] A
2319 Aot 2 99 2RI H3o] Talgde] WA A
o] Edo] £ol. o] gjolo} 3.
papy || LTSS SR s QAN BelEA e Hae UAA
= « el ol EA/RDELS et | < o] Aee] AFS Bg
gE BEES AR ds sold
Apaeie] AHE 7b
e v aa 429 wol dw Agad
. BA-muzlel PR BAEAG] | AAdel.
AAZZE | v Jgzeue A8 ks + 89 2y oAARYdY 2
2z
“ASAEd S =d9 AAEA | el 2949 2UEd 2o
ey * SQLE 2E Al 2Ad 9% 2
* o] 21 Od [] 0135k z ol = =
g | TE % ETRASS B A | REls o,
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I. ZNZL2oIa Zdaa
1. A=

A (object)= 3 A A (entity)e] HeolH 72 39 (data structure and behav-
ior) & FAld Age Aoz dolele 543 HxHprocedure)d] 54 FAlo A
AAZ g & S’J‘:} ANAFH YA S7HE AR F8 SHo=2E= FAE
A (identity), #F(classification), %#M(polymorphism), 28} A% (inheri-
tance) & € & o

ol § AN el EAL vehe 2do] A2 (object model)ol® AAxF HIH
o} 8A7F gk AARde Alzgyel AxTE, F AN A2E (identity), E
A ge] BA, BAY £4, 28z AHA 9 ¥l T KTt AARY S *5
e 532 A Fa3 dAAAY MIES Tt U AA =g A
FP2E XHI ﬂiﬂl‘:’r°]°11"'”(object diagram)2 2 F@H| Xt A rholo] 13l
A e 572 PAE TR AlF(hierarchies) o2 FHHH, & Fd29
A#H )R}

YRS AT =H £F, 249 HF7FeAAR olafe ol d e FHEAE dvt
U Fstst=vol wel 2390, 43 (abstraction)® B34S FEsE F 7R

A WY stEA dAe EFAoln BRI S FHE Fol FAl AAHE 8

A2ETWE F8 UL e AL Tt

9&%‘3 71¥te] 2dlYs ZHd B o, RdEHS AJalME F /A &Y 4

rlo

32 5 % Ao 3 WAL A 2d9n weld mddelth SRR oAER
278 B3 wgste] BAE B ANAE AFE P FARASE SuHe

2 AdA 579 2dde] "aste, olee MdA 2dS AT oA 44 sbse
£% st =9 539 2930 a7d

wAs 2@eols Yol 2YFALE Bel R4l eEasE 2 ‘
qaqow A8t FHgel wek 2 F4sE 26l Aol usl, BAGAS Sl Bt
NE 2 243 352 2el¥ + U ANRDE o/F RdFY~S B
g golsAl 4EE & gUA @t



236 ABLBERES

AAN2DHE A% 718 NIEZE ¥ F(classification) 9t Fdl ~(class), ATFA
(association), ¥ (aggregation), ¥¥rdH(generalization) 5ol Ytk £ A-oA]
£ ol /dEe] RdulolA FAsle o]9A AMEE ¢ Sl=rtE Boluat &)

F(classification) & *]4]& # e ot AARNFH AdolA ARzt
FAAE Qe AL FAsE B ded 2dY S shEetA 3k oy B Re
gxe Q. &, gAY EFH2TF2 FulE AAIFTS 2L A& Ue ok
5] 74 2o WS RSt dAUE B opet o
“}5}% F43ts .T’_?_H?H°]I‘Ql g}t dtEo g /A FFE 7ERE AL F5E 39
£ BAFE A7y 2§ dd. dE o FHUAIMP)EES ER3Ee Ul
(28 3-1)3 Zo] Ul 71X B4 (ORE 7z @A QUE7s @QRLEA) uzt &
72 & Ao

- MPEYS) 54

| _ [ |

Tz &=} &7 A EA

I [ | l I | I
EA g A| k4] QAR S A3} Fe28 | (AY | |26
| L
[ l I I l | l
2d || 85| | 71sAF A A <k A A5 A | | £F
l_l__l I l

|
| [ l [ | | [ [
Al |ox] [ 718 | 10&1 | | 7€k | | 0&1 | | 718} | (RS<| |RS=| (B5>| | £F

(a8 3-1) sElA"MP)RE e 27/
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T2 EF= Yvtsl(generalization)®} TA3}(specialization), 281 F A3t
A ¥AZ (aggregation hierarchies)S AEsl= ol =& Fu. AAe 25d 43
2 g AMSERA AdPS Lol e WAUES 28 E  UA I =3
F£ 253 (modularization)el &g JAMEAH S &o|3lAl 3t}

A2 2 (object class)® FAME 54(54), 388 A (g#olA), il Aol
g FE5E B4, 35E v E(semantics) & AW AAE 2FT kT AL,
3A}, BE, Z2AMZX(process) 2 EF AAFY29 do|th. AN AANFYxe
FE EA7I=A Bk g Ado

A A ctolo] 1 (object diagrams)2 A Ze] 29} o] 7he] BAE 23] 9%
TAAA Tz 2EELS AFAEY. wetd AAtolol oYL FFAHA mdPn o
A Z2aPe] A f3ct,

g EH2Ue AA A HEEHAY AAo] da HEE F e 7o HEE oy
#lo] X (operation)olgt gt} & B AARRS 4], TEHE 4], s4tE7)
d23 2L AL ndF 2y eHgeldelnt. 3 Fxo] i eHo|He

AAQA AP& vA=(method)}t e},

AANRLZ7 oA A G 2E 3T W22 HV)e, A 1dde 2d2, A 2@

de Ed25A4. A 3de Ed2 eods Vit a8l AAJdrhAE F
2 %2z 5IF

A

w

ozt et EE

d##A (association) = AA S} Se27te] BAE FHdle 7HF 71EFHA Wol
o. F3(ink)e AAL2HA2E He] EEF AZolv /MEE AZ & Yehdg 4 g
Eo] “Joe Smith work-for Simplex company” 9l “work-for"€ RIS vehd
o FAeR B o JIAEe FE(tuple), § AAI2A 2 ¢AMsld 22EZ 39
HojRc wetd F3s AF/BAY dxwrolt

AHAHAE F AN FAQ oA (binary), A HAte] #AA Md(ternary), E
= g o] :at(higher order)FAIE 718 4 S}, AAH oz dgBie] AL olAR
AlAY @ BA (1A BA S5 Fef)eln], 4¥ T 1 ol #AAde Ex ¥t}
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ALAATAE FEE FASHA @ae ¢ ol oIAAR Ue & gle dadHolt.
OMTolM A#BAEL BAY AAE o) dAM o2 FASH, o]F 49 T £T(n-
ary) Q@A e AdE FHaE Fdste A& 7K tololB=y oz EAg

AaABAANAN 4 (multiplicity)2 g S22 ojd AAE X6 o9} Afd &
29 Qx" vt et go] B JEXE YE = Aol g gL i

¥ AAe FE AGd. dadAYG J39 dSHAAE “one-to-one”, “one-to-
many , ‘many-to-many %°| vt ¥¥vrHo=2 odFA #(multiplicity value)<
‘3-5"¢} o] ddFLoIAY “2,4,8' 7 o] BAZFL gg Ik AAcioloja
oA T3 FAle dust Ao EFE F2 Holvt Fdo] Hd Fo2 FAT
. AL L “many & FAEM, FEo EY HE “zero £+ “one’ & YERE
Ae-g FAIRT

Hj(aggregation)2 d#AAY] #3d e 2H AAE 9 “a-part-of v Z
P-TH842BAE et e BEAAE Jehle o f435d. J e AR F
23 542 BiTiE(transitivity)olth. HiTiol@ ©d A7l Bel €%&°lx, B7t C
o YREY A Ar Co} YRR Uitk =g WFE woh3A (antisymmet-
ric)elth. & A7l BY €2 ¥ Be A9 dFEo] ol AAtiolojaddg A
2 F tgololBs ()2 YehlY, BT XY Foll dte BE FAHAEFY AT dol
oj 28 At A shte] HREe] (aggregation tree)E AT 4 Ut}

2y e]da dadAe MINde Y429 (atomic model)®] FALLEN] #
AE HAZE 4 94 29 ohg 94rdLe A7 2¢2d (composite model)e] F
Z2& BAFe dE F&3H4 AHEE F U dF So (28 3-2)& ¥R JEYR
d (generalized network model)8] FAVAE B F3 vt Iwrs EYRD L
vt (node) ¢t 7HAl(arc)2 745, vide vldWs, w8}l (node type), "HH¥
FRF(EIIF8%) Fo2 AW, 7Ke KU E, JHAER] (arce type), E8H|E,
5%, T &SI, 5843, JHXs4(arc multiplier) 328 FA€9H.

Ag7Ndol mdujola HAC AEd A 2d-& P} FHLLE GA 2EE
A e, 245dS st R RdS w=e 7 g A 288 &

Ec)

il

F, 2do A%H 2H3E FIANA, 2E74 ﬁ"—ﬂ} darde] AAHEE A,
zduolx W) FEA L wiAste 2dzte] FAGS AA A I
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mietgl

sl 3 E

Al s
—
o) o———

7 &

Yk} [ o
qegey O] — e

A ot 3

%”Pi}(Generalizatidn)ﬁ} Al (inheritance) 2 Z23te] ol

FASEA FE

A& TR F YA st ofF F& Fshielt. dwisle oW ¥ ZYxs o] B
H22RE S3E Fd23te dAE Ui, o b E3e] tige] He FHAE
]E‘.

&l Ed = (superclass) & 3tn 55318 2t A& stYZe A (subclass) g} et
S LPRY2 JAEAAF, AFEATS, HFAG, delvets ze Yol
LPEde] 54%Q £4LPRYE LPRYS 7[EA EA4E adE /XEA E53
g E2Z(ALF2)E AUS, 0|2 8] S4e (544 1 Ze 23 ) o] EXdte
Edo|n}, mEpA LPRAE AZHzolv, FHLPREIL 9 2Y2E o8,
A2 a5 F5E 43 egelde A0 ALSH 1 7 sty Fa 2
g3 FHEd. & st AU azRE S48 olojwe AL A< (inheri-
tance)°lzt &t & 5ol FFLPREAEHRAE LPRAZ Y2 54F Fe24] LPR
do] UAntA HAE olof et dwtE WAE FF “isa” BAE B2k guislel A
2 7 AZFTUA ol8 A (transitive)Y A4S Adt, waby 2z} ste e~
29 BE EAE oloiE ¥t ole} 1 S ZUA 2o $43 o]
A F 3tk OMTelA 2wsts Jvehlle X718 A9 329 st S48 ddss
B2 4AY(A)22 BASH, 492Ut H2Ee] BxHel A2 YusE
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Bhile 4wl A7ty Q9 2 PRaH(discriminator) E VeI FHAE E4 gul
salldl o8 24ssle ANSAL JlElsle GAREH S0l

t}Z A% (multiple inheritance) & & Zd 27t st ojade] AAEH2E 7HAH,
RE A9 2Y22HE EYS olojde ALE BT Gl UEASLe FTsAEe
EddHz PP GeASRTE B o B39 dee] duselt d3Asd &
Ae o2 WAL BT Solshl stn I ALY 78S ZAAZRY. a2t o
2A%9 BHL AdA Bed 494 Bed S sk ol

A8 R agxrde] Yutste ASBAS dAE (23 3-3)F 2d. o7
A FAAYREe g9 Blol me RS Aokl W] BE A E
A ASole AFAYRYo] Ho}, 227 F ASoE WHRAYRDe] U}, &

FeAYRY 2Ly
2y ult] (node)
SRS 7P (arc)
PR I
g T
49349 B
L ‘ A e Ry
HYzd maYEd gy
ER A mAagEA | 71A) 8k
A k4 Py
<4 | ) 00000 ks
JABRUSF A 4 BERFY Kyey 72
— 1| I —
Py || LPRY GP=d EEETEEETI
B A o $4¢4 [ Z.h .
il I Adzg || #484 || Fea=
[ i 2A 2 =25 EAEY
| ' ]
ERIP | | &51P T
=4 1) =4 S$LPRY g EA Y

(32 3-3) SelAE R Yutsiet A%l of
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FE4RdSS JdzRde] §45 ooer 1 gAFRduet O AEsE
Aot 28ln F4LPREES LPRY 543 Jeoln, vEYEA Y F2& /a2
d%o 4AL o} olojtong gFASBAE Adrh. a2ln A4 FeAYRd
I g9 Agrd, agla adZrd Sdaes FAEFY2(abstract class)el®, LP
24, P24, GPRY, AL E UEY By, 4 vEY 2d F4LPREY 52
FAAL QQrHAE 71 4 gloerz FAZd 2 (concrete class) o]t}
Uutsle ME2 2dda APaA ZFo] §-83 wWhyolr), Uutsle Y2
gatn ALHoz g Fef2d Ha FAAS A A
A ok eHdo)de Ase AYA ANEZEES 97
Jo] mduol~ AAlY AEE A5 ZPE] 1Y A
7bFs5tA @t

rulm

FE

Z}o}“ibﬂ 2dYg §ols}
ooz gttt Yus A
2 E o}oq NES L DI

V. AAX g mgdjola
1. ZEdojast REZHA
2y 2 EAIGA =)o EAste AA S ol 9] BAE 54 29I sid
A, ALY, FrATE, FAAYY, 7L, ABdold Tl /K= RE

duet AAFEDS $RetE A& TAHIY 4-1). Heby BB R ol B4
AAS EAeE A2de AR dolz TAT F4std AAod. 2dse] Yol

EA9Y 243 sizigd
(AA, BA) (=2717g)
l L + I

ARy |  EdHolx

dlolE
blo) ‘———*# T
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He 2 A2"2 oA A8 A 2" (subsystem) T FASAERE TAHY ofE
< 435 FeETh. B Al2"e R Ie e H| 28 Bl TE A2 4
3 3}35“4 gk 2dS Al2E A Eod 2l oyl QEge]AE U
e AAe 2d PAHRAE 1Y A3FdEE JEE AANER FAdEYn B &
U}, ,

Zduol2e HAMA EAste thAt A ol Ty FAE EF =2dF
dele wet pzstd 54 2d3Ao (GAMS(Bisschop & Meeraus 1982),
AMPL(Fourer et. al. 1983), LINDO(Schrage 1987), SML(Geoffrion1992) %)
2 EA% 2dE9 APAelth mduola Yo RdEL O 729 P9F S0 o
g A2 fAg A7lE 52 4 vk ol & EdFeA(model class)gt gt weEt =
d2d e FAG F2E 71 RAE9] FfolH, oAL Elstd + Ut RdEY
(model type)< 24 FH 29 S HAse AXE]eltt. RdER]e 2do
Z, 7%, 283 & 2dAH e Qe oA T Vet dvdog JAARR
98 323 EX(structural properties)® P9 (behavior)Z F@HAZ}E F23
54 1 BAE 745t AA/AA e o153kl BAS EAS, FAe O Alage]
583 54& fFste A= (ZA € 43 ARTA) 2 BAHAR Y

w243 dddritt 7] 94& 73S dng Y93 EAGdCA O P i}
AR Rdo] vtEo] A 4 itk 7} 2dd s dde st RdEd st AT,
o]R dA Bzt & davt . dE Y AFAY 2dy ddddMe EA9d
ol AAg} ol Zte] BAE NAUSFAAZ TRt E LPEY FY27} whEoldh
%3 Netform 293 (Glover et. al. 1990)E EAF o] AA 9 AAE virje}
7t 2 83 Netform BAFH2E HE,

2. 435 Fo| e 2Ebo[A

2duo|~E FAse RdFdae 2 FA43 #Fd o AYdd S BAG
dEFoz UE § glon, BEAIAL A 54 FHIAe SHAHY IHEALY
(general problem domain)® £% ZZd| $3d 2234 #4199 (organization-
specific problem domain)2.2 ME&E ¢ it (2¥ 4-2)& 2 FA43 $Fo o
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AN edG7lHd o AAA G 2ol HA 243

(18 4-2) BEHojA TS st =Q

o
e e Ee
AAH 2 Y S urea
NEEEELED %&
| | | | <o At #&
LP DP | |vEd | [Ageola | - o
I |
| l ] ololARAE | L e EALGFE
AAEALP | |4#4LP A2 ol L)

g 2duolx ] EAske LIPS EFT RolY olF e AsBAE 24
F3 Ao

g maol2g FASE BdZdst 1 Fsasd nel oen 2ol e
% giet.

» At g Z2f ~(generic model class)
€ zdd dqdeds 48 5 de Zd27|v),

Y33 2dF8 = (paradigm-specific model class) : P-2d S~
B3 2dd sjdydedA s7HE

HEL 48 BUadI0

« 99-33 2d Z2(domain-specific model class)

: D-Rd g2 £ 229 EY (model template)

53 499 #AE 54 2d¥ v wet dyd 2dag|a}
. 52g

A8 A (model instance)

Zo FAAY dole (FvE) gro] Fojd 2d
o1 z} FFo FEste Edulolx FAAL B W AeEH. F,

J

ta
o
-
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Has Alo] e 2dd sjddd uet dvky EAd g 2AE 2dsid 9
HdY-83 mdxd|vl(paradigm-specific model schema)d] #4& 712 Zojny,
A AE ARle] 22 Yo EFEAE 48 AE EAGE-IY 2d a2
dZe) e} Bdlagad #4E 71 Aol

dnng e 2dIYse 4y FPreM ZE RuIYre EHS T
£ 242 AA 220ttty YindEgle o vy Rt A
42 788 & A e P-2dZWH 29 7 E 2 (super-class)olth. £ 7 P-&2
A2, 4PAY 2d, ABYH 2d, Felay md, 72X 2d H)E =
gAgdon A3 2 & Yot ol D-2dIeast dui(el, 4Aex LPRY, o

ofAR A AlEH A BH). ol AARXZe] Auistel TAsle] 2 E LT Ao
ot metd 2ddlo]lA Yol £ 2dd dEddS F48 5 e P-EdER]0] I
o, ojziE £% EAddd Ud ddFEde mduTde 44 =28 4 Yok
2 Zee 0 239 E4 A dojel(zddole)s} é%‘:}ﬁ}@l BdIAHAE T
E F e AR AAE]eltt.

olg| gt RdEel]EFol g AF2E Banerjee & Basu(1993)9 472 &
t} olge RUAFAE FFE O #7384 FF(environment level,) @ F&
(structure level), @ U282 F&(instance level), @ A&7 &

leve) 22 o] Zt 2ddyg st el /idd 2dE £738tn 3l

30

2~

T
A
T

AN

(solver

g e A AAL EACl g F4H FPoEN BE RS2 dEtq §
AE ASAE & de RdEHdzoltt. dvtndd dig AAergde] dutmdelg]o|ct
Tdxyiotes 2 AP wet gEBAS WEEAEZ UdE £ doh 2de] EwA=
2 2d# @A 8 AR8F(RdsEA, dHeoledlels, AR A, & 2d)#e] QI
gol 28 veidtt. RBEAls 2de] 723, P97 S48 BAT. F, 2dF48
A2F ] AAE vehdh. duiRd e R QEo]A2A X E(port) IS 7HAH,
EE B3l RIAAD A3 A4 XEE= FEEN] (port type)el o3t £
9xth, webd dutrgEely]e EE(port) AZRAEEN 2 7IvH S Vs

b
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o XEE U 2dAA 2do A (dojeuojs, AR, mdl4zp)zke] QIEH
ol2g A} FEJE YFEE(input ports)St £ X E (output ports), IFn
FXE(mid ports)7t Aok, YHXES} ZEIEE 747t »d9] AHS & YIS
(== computed variables)o} &3 Sith. &, UYIES} ZYIEE YR T3 oA
dle] HolElE WolEo|AY A&t} whdd Ft TEE 2de] FAAARE B G
AV, AMFxAS £FA. TEZ EFHAE o] (53] FUXESY ZS) Bd9
oju| 8o Az Ze]H QA wdo] WRTHEHEY 1994, p.45).

FEE Z2adudels] ¥4 Zo] BHYsidt. wetd XE= 1 XEEN](port
type)ol 98l 53 AYAu}, o9 FAY 43 Edoly HlolEo) U3 ARE V)&
87) YA e TEHS SAS 2 2goldS /HAY. Uy 2YIEE 77
oA dolElE WolEols 48T F2 YR TS It g Ao~
2de gestd S AAEo2A v 53 Hele 2o ARFHQ AE A
BA7} Golot e HFE FdFT

2o g WFAHS ZduiFe] AFAQA o] (semantics)E EEsHe Aoz B
A8 A 845 749 F2F BARIALWA, 573 JEBA, 5284 5)E
vehdch, 2do] FAHSAEL a9 APE FEQ I mdel =27 FAd uit B
ot A9eFe] AAZ 2 £ it oA 2o FAAE ZE(module)olEt 3,
BES O I =83 FAO wE Bo AeEe] RER 235 € £ U dne
g2 olzigt REE9 A9 H¥(aggregation)oltt. Wl T EE 2 E3Hmod-
ulization) & &3t 1 43 FEF TS =¥ & Utk gduirde AdS T4
34 (a2 4-3)7 2t}

HHEE ®d X zyze
g7 T
DB =T o DB

B |

2d$zl—wo <|>% OJAMA Y A}

TEG
o > ZRxE

zE5 <

(28 4-3) YR EO| AN T
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4. 714N A7|ojet =2|H 3o

2 x7vte B3 2ddA2ge] FH3F a7 5HAY MEA 279k (concep-
tual schema)$t 5% 2dgAxde] E97 870 we} 2dg THE =8 27|0
(logical schema)E Y& ¢ Uth. /Id3d 27|vfes RdFHEA e AHSRY] #H S
Yehgis], =213 A7lvtkes AFE A299 A3 #HE Jdepdg. g 2dad)at
A Rl & 4 Uk, Rd2g)etetd 2 70d 27) 91k (conceptual schema type)
3} =2 ~7)91e}] (logical_schema_type) o2 A ¥zt sd A7 vt Mdzte] #3
& BARR MEA R (F2 tholojafely T Z FHE AHEH S Hdste AAEY]
o, =gj27|utelglS AFE AolA A3 7o RddE ] A AN
Yol

V. Zxxg DEuolAao] MAH

ARA G Bdwol Ao AL PHANE Bdujo]AS THRE oY FHLATE 3
HHoz BAX T, o] FTHLASL Bste U BLF AASS MAF Pk,
2 JoAE oS FALAS 7te) YA BAE ANEYE FER, Lduo]x Bl
"oy Wiwy RE, TE AN S AAS AANG. |

1. ole-2&Hjo]A

2ol A Yol EAste 8 39 AA(YurEdFe s, P-2dZg s D-2Y
Zgx, 2d2®ElA BE, XE 34E7] 5)E AAZLE #Y A1 o8 EHH
o2 AF #FIs] YelE mdo]lag FAE Q4E U n|EH FAE BE
e vesEe] 2ddolAE HAY Parl o old 2duolxe] AAAHA FA
o g FRE T e Zdyolx AJ|ntE de-Edd o] (meta-model-
base)&t gt |

Helzduol e gl AAE g8 §F9 RAERIH o] AAd i FEE &
& 2 A# golHE 719 BAES MdgAoz FHGT dvegrduolx HAS YA A}
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gote =7 gl AANE AAZDF 9] QA toloj ot HE-TAWo]~E
AAgolelag ez A (28 5-1)3 £t

|[ERD|  |Genusgraph] INetfonn | | SML | [AMPL| lcams| - -

| I

[z
aqueg 9 Arideyey
' © °l Gew
= Ol B
' ' I I A
[gma ] [ggaa ]| &8 |[as|laze]  [axmane e
121 EoA=y
T | —. | sl |
[ T T T ] |
Bolean || 4% || % |[wa | [w] = | 1 I —
|=9s3 || a0s | [geey | | 2uea |

(2 5-1) ojlEt ZEHjo|A MA|

zduolx Hole 53 249d diddde SHAA 9y 2l 728 2 o
ntrd s mdy Ay £29 2dE Ushls P-2Ed2x(d, LPEY), &
B AAEF 99 EAE dste o AMgHE D-2EEds = RIS, 3

FEALY] A F 2 LPEE) ztelle dntsts} wA|s BAE vehdo

Bde shv T I ol BE £ FEZ PAHEY, BE A 3 TE 1 o4
o XEZ PAEY. XEE 1 Bl mhg}t oA o3 2ol v

* YA A A (primitive object): #EH oz FoHA e 8224 FHE pE A
gon, RddA nf3HA AEE & e AARE, A4 AR, 3%, AR, 3 A
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B )eoltt. &, 2d £hA7E 34 BSSAY BT 4 gl AHES BdsE 4
ol 718 flol AeF ez =9lsE Aot}

« 2844 (compound object): °lv] Aejd A AN} xE e 3
&3t Aold A (AHEolu i) e #HE e YA grth, BEFAAE o4t &
ol e ol daojMe] g Wz BHE A 4 gl

* &4 (attribute): AAAHEIU Ad)e E4& Yehle Roz 438 2 =
o 2% 249 AFGHEE) Y QAR o] $4 Pt 2ddx 4
T Alge Zo] 2 gko] vl Az £4S @< o8] £4(data attribute)o)dt
s, oAA At Fel oJsiM Helxle A& ¥M+E54 (variable attribute) £
A% %4 (decision attribute)el2t gt} 2l AT 2te) #4H BAS Soa
E2HE #5444 (derived attribute)i’—} AHE FAQs7 A 244 (perfor-
mance attribute)e] itk £4& ©@&¥ Booleand, EAE, A4¥, A5 MR
B 2Ad, 9HY, WEY2Yn 22 S33d9 HolHEY S Adg,

-+ ¥ (function): 53 $AIEE & SH(FESY)E Agsls 8L g},
"2 e £9E ) 3E73 6 uB F=548 ANste Ao o))

* A oFe| 2 E (constraint test): £AE2] AYH BAE AAsts Aoz I} T= A
3o F e Y. H2EE $4ES M2 vustd vud 23E HEY FE o
2 @ | |

5% BAGHAN 2 shte] MdA 27|vlel o Ao =& Aj|ulz AW
o =3 2vlnke RYg Adstua e RY@eA s e 7AN] R 2Ye
S Zlojt}. olz Bdo i vk #YE Yehy Fut.

2y A AL (model object dictionary)& Zdulo] 2 o] ZA)sts o3 7ixle] B
AANE B FRE F2 Aoz AXPYA YA g FRE FzeA Fu).

suel 2l o 719 SdEVE st £ gtk dE W YBERAES sAs)
A= ARt AE3F2 Y (simplex method)# 2L A3} dnelEe Has &5
Rew, Frielsd (Hungarian method)® 28 Faj2H agS 4T x5 9o}

2dg 3T dAEZAY WEe 48 JX Y FHE AdY. oA mdy iy
ool w2t ofzhe] zpolE Hth olE Sof HAS 2ddy gy A$ oarEAA
9L A% daz2e 53 Fe9 2d5Y, s dugdde H48, RS 9
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glo] M2 RAT BA ri /PR (What-if) 24, 93l 274X E A7) 93 2%
eHA (goal-seeking) 59 wlA=7t glth. o] WAsEL mdFdse HA=gA o

S W Ro} shig GAERAR ML FH2E TE F Aok

2. mEHo|A wof ZiA|MA|

z2duolx Yo ZAste ZYES AR o2 Agstn #shr] AsfA = Zdu o]
2 W9 Z AU S(INED, REH LEAA ) gt HAZ} ol FolFof i},
A AURAANE HAE (2 5-2)9 Avh. dtRde] &£4ogE Bdd g 4
da, 2do] tig FEE H2 RAANE FFste FERA, 296 2de FAHLY

OBJECT-TYPE Generic_Model HAS
ATTRIBUTES:
model-id : model identifier
model_name : model_dictionary:;
inport : LIST OF Port // for referential integrity
outport : LIST OF Port // for referential integrity
midport : LIST OF Port // for referential integrity
module : LIST OF Module // for referential integrity
model_schema : LIST OF Model_Schema: // for referential integrity
OPERATIONS:
Generic_Model(model_name): //constructor
Show_Interface(model_name):
Show_Internal Schema(model_schema)
Solve_Model (model_name, solver_name):
Type(model_name):
END Generic_Model:

(O8l5-2) YutniElelol F¥

B3I XEE Fxde FRASE #AHEH. oA 2dE A% 84F W9 Ix
A RFAAES AYr faA dedd. agn exolde Generic_Model
(model_name)& AdAH(constructor)e]l®, Show_ Interface()= (28 4-3)9 njzt
FE Zo] 2l oRFx, F 4 AA 9 e e]2E HAET. Show Inter-
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nal Schema()= (2¥ 4-3)9] 9% FE3 Zo] Rd S FAsIE= REF FEE 719
olzd FA(RYY WEA7eHE RoAdFT. a8l Solve Model)2 299 & +
e exdoldeln, Type()e 1 R4 & ¢elFe eHdoldelrn. v =Y
o] LPRd< A$ Type(model_name)9 A= LPolt} o]E ougolde RE B
A3 2o distd 458 4 e FA4 e ol (abstract operation)elt},
dted e 1 2dg FAPste EEEY A IRE 2E 94 gHlstdo, e
252 XES A EE(child module)d JFo 2 2do] 57 WIESS] 9482 T
o}, olgld REAAE A (1€ 5-3)7% 2ot BEAQAY £ dwrde] &4

OBJECT-TYPE Module HAS

ATTRIBUTES:
module_id : module identifier
model name : INVERSE of Generic_Model:
model_schema_name : INVERSE of Model_Schema:
parent_module_name : INVERSE OF Module
child_module_name : LIST OF Module
inport : LIST OF Port:
outport : LIST OF Port.
midport : LIST OF Port

OPERATIONS:
Module(module_name): //constructor
Module(module_name, model_name):
Module(module_name, port_name):
Show_Module_Internal(module_name):

END Module:

(123 5-3) Z=ERlel EH

3 op7A 2 2 B8 Az, 1 BES XL e B2d FHLLEQ HRE
T YEE Fxde FZAEE A9 a8ln eHEg el Module()2 REE A
Aste ARl Show_Module_Internal()& 2E9 WEFXE HoFE 29 o]
Aolct,

FEAAE dolHuolay e T RdIRE] WolEdA doly gy Bdo F
FEE HE Y A9 32 dANFeE ARsE 715 VIREER (24 543 Zol

—

N

¢
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Port

port_id :

port_name :

port_interpretation :

module_name : INVERSE OF MODULE :
model_name : INVERSE OF MODEL:

Port(port_name): // Constructer
Show_Dependency() //index dependency of port

A
I

PrimitiveObject , Attribute Function
index : depend_object_name : depend_objgct_name :
port_state: porjt_state :
unit : unit °
I range : value ' Model_data
fl value : Model data function_expression :
Get_data() :
CompoundObject i :
depend_PO_name: le 7AN
Constraint,_Test
\ value ' Boolean
test_expression :
Data_Attribute Variable_Attribute

is determined :

Determined_Check( )

Model_Data

AN
[ |

real : integer |- string vector matrix

(18] 5-4) ZEZYx|e] MAH|
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AHNE AAE 7 Utk TEAAE 2 8BS BA dA4A, £4, T2 8 &
on, AAAAZRE EFHAZ, £45 A dHolEHEAH JAEZEH (EFEA)
o2, IrEHY AGH2E AA=z Zt7 AT ¢ doh

YE: XEWY XEO U 1De A S g 5 A 3%, “model_name” F
‘module name”’ °] XEE XF3T QU= B TES IR} o)A XES o]
FEE /1A 2d 9 mEZe = RAA (referential integrity)S B3317) A%
Aoltt. $433 F+-EEQ “port_state’ & EES A¥FH ZYZHE TS, “unit’
= dlolg e ©9E vehdch 2elm $49 ‘range’ & I dlolE o) WS A<k
&7) sl s, “value'v XTEQ Hold #& Jepdch AAAA o} EgaA) o
‘index’& $4F el B4 BARAN 2 $40] Sjzete AAE A2Y + W
gt A EFAA, £4% F54X =0 U= “depend_object name’s 1 XEJF 1
fotA & QA E Uehis] siM ga3it}, X EQ “function_expression”
7 AJHAEFXES “test_expression’ < 2t F4E BA9) AABAE uieHoz
BT 5 UA P

zE9 oW#old Show Dependency(): EEAAES zte] SZBAS HojFn,
£4XEQ] Get Data()x TEQ ol §g WolEole &S ). agjm ¥WEE
JEXE°] Determined Check()& 1 £49] gto] AAHARE/IE AT SHX
Ed AZHE ZdulolHER]S ©Ue] AF oA RE fEY2 A ThF T &
X g By ol EAE = X

OBJECT—TY?E Model_Schema HAS

ATTRIBUTES:
model_schema_name : string:
comment @ string:
model_name: INVERSE OF Generic_Model://for referential integrity.
c_s_name : LIST OF Conceptual_Schema:
I_s_name : LIST OF Logical_Schema;
METHODS:
Model_Schema(): //constructer
Show_Schema(): //show model’s internal structure
Convert_Schema(c_s_name, 1_s_name)

END Model Schema:

(13 5-5) REAF|olEIQle| TH
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Ed27vnegd e 299 YR TF2E HASGE Aoz AFgadvey
(conceptual_schema_type)# =8l£7]7HE}¢] (logical_schema_type)2& Y& <
o 2dadvteldl & B3 Rdd dEddels 2d-g TdsE el go] 2aL A}
L2310 HoFe d&E 3t} ol A7|ntelyd S FASE (29 5-5)9 o).
Show_Schema()& Ed9] 27|n}E HoF= eugoleln], (¥ 5-5)9 2H o]
A Convert_Schema(c_s_name, 1 s name)E 292 N33 27012 =818 27|n}
2 Al eudoldelt

(29 5-6)9 RUAMAR S 2ol Yo EAde Zdo W FRE AA Y
Hol B2 theo] AR/ & Ut ol RdsYa T AR} dats 2do
2duo]lx U JertE Adste o AMHEE & o RdAAA AL 2dely], 3§
39, ZLAF, 2AMEA, AAE dued 59 28 U SHA gats 2d2
47 22 F A Gt

OBJECT-TYPE Model_Dictionary IS-A Relational_Table:
ATTRIBUTES:
model_id
model_type :
application_domain :
management_level :
model_developer :
solver_algorithm :
interpretation :
OPERATION:
Generate_Table():
Read(): Write(): Open(): Close():
Append_record(): Insert_record(): Delete_record(): Recall_record():
END Model_Dictionary:

(O8 5-6) REAZX|ALE
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V. 2EE ol sE0Me HE

AARDF7E-E A4 2ol A7 Yy AyddsEdA FHEbsde
Hol7] A & dA7olME Geoffrion(1987) 8] 722 R EoFE A=std A=
& 2dulo]x9] HA d & Ho Fux @t

1. X B EOIM B FxE nua

723 Rdydx 723 Bde 1 FA3 FFEd " nd AFE RE 8
< 25 o 383 843 729 945 9] dvF FAME /M 245709 F
F4sit 4ntd 3z agm Iy FRE 94 9 FA4ssiy
Qe XEE st REZ Fo| UFHH (MY 2HZ)E FEF 288 FXE
o aglm ol 3 /A 2F1ukE AFE AolM ZHtE AF sz E 3] 9
g 243 o7} SML(Structured Modeling Language)eltt. SMLZ X349 24
271°7h =813 2d27vtelt, aen 2d-tolE 5YAHE 2] faAN 2de

it

2 B
_?L
<
10,
Fd
m
it

R
Lo
k)

- A |

H | =se 7z |

F REXY

}b],

& gy 7z | ] } T | sML 2719 |

z 271} 14

= Blo) & sz

....................... 4‘:{2 R
fr

224 7z | | ram AR AuE

S TR f Elol & dnF

- i »
A 2717 U, w28 270

(13 6-1) Axx zdlo] 1A
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o8l 847 A% golE(clemental detail table)d] ARHAA}, a8z 2g-
;AtE7] EPAHL BAS] HeA didE duelEr EPF o2 AAHAAG, olF
Fz2A mddo] AHE o VK] FF9 RAEE F43l $F(abstraction level) 3

278t & (schema level)® & AdlA =288t (28 6-1)3 2t}

ol FxA RS Tl wEold F&£F Ede Rd7AH.4Ld U REEA,
AFA BAES 7P 2 UeliFE2 ¢ Belx] AT 42 711 2dEs]e] Ad# 7t
F & dgdnt. § 723 2do REAde dvrRdEqde] ZEAdd dA e,
Genust XEJ dlgdtt. a8ln 724 2de 5Z%¢A(calling sequence)v Zt
Genus 2te] ol Az dE4AE Yehllez 2d9o YA Y S HAE + Qi

wtd AR YR PN 724 2dE B o, L8 T2 Genuse 2EY A
4 S Jehd o Zelw, gutd pxe Rdg FAE #4984 (Genws)E 2
o] IEVAE BAFE T Zol. mEpA o] F aPZe FAE FE0] & MdH
Tdolng NEA A7|vte] FYSFYAE B & vk =% SML A7|vke FAH HAFEH
doll A3rled Pol2 A2 Rydo] =83 A7|ntd] stEI]CE £ & Ut
agla 84F FEE 2 ZdEH 29 FAZQ 4 Yehle 2dd2dar) o

2. FxEH RYUYS Y AHXFH DH0jA M

T23 2dg AR FHR oz T} 233 I 5 Ao, AAAFE 2dFdelA
286 #2A 2dg A & F UL Holvh. 72A RdFYe] F23 2dS FA
ste AA Y29 ol e B/AE AAdelojaPges Vehd (28 6-2)% 2ot
A7 F2A Rde 94A Fxo dvty T2 REY FXo JAFBA(O)Z FAY
ozlt}.

8A4A Fx= '5‘]"4' o]e] g (AATtolola A & dBTVAY tFAEE e
e, 1+ A@AATL st o]ddE EATS o€ e JET/AE YelE 843
2 749

Ity FRe s ol de] Genus®t olF 9] Genus TEE FAHHA, BEFYH T
ZE Y olde] BRE EE EHEREF olf o REXFHAZ FAHEYG. =T
Genus® 4% 545 zZte 8482 FAHHY, BELS MY o439 GenusE F4E
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| 7z =9 |
&
| |
| sad 7z | B | =sd 7= |
T B
1+ . l 1+ o 1+
| 84 | f423F | |Genus| lGenus i‘%j | 2E l l REXY ]

1+
Generic similarity /_TI T Modular_Compound_Of | I

&

1+‘

AN

(3@ 6-2) == mHe| Acto|oj1H

st ol REEZ FAHAY B REY GenusE FAHH, 2E

o BEgRES
o] &4 & olojt=t},
g8 = FAY RdIAxEe] JFeM EoH, 84 Z#d2, Genus FHx,

l

2E Zdae 47 847 2=, Genus 2YE, BREYH 2T FodME mig
(node)® EAIEBZ vlt] Z84(node class)2 ¥¥talE 4 it =3 24%% &
Y29 GenusEE ¥ ZEIXFT FHY2E 7HK(arc)2 FAIFHEZ 71X EgX(arc
class)Z ¥utstd & Yot
- F2F 293 9424 (atomic model) S RAH = ©l o] EHIF WHEC] &
. F2A 2d3g Fd e 723 2de mdo /g 27|nket =28 A7)6E
Az F Ut &, 723 2d9 7| B7ZQ9 947 TR o]F Iwtalg duky
Z, a8z 49ty F2E 3 A o FAAE 25 FERE 249 NEE 276E
BAske ol AHEE & o 2E3 olE NEA E] Rde =uF RdayniE &
sl o AHgste 293 o7k SMLelt},

24 mde] REd T2} Iy P2E AN (Y 6-3) 2 (IY 649 2
t}. 2832 SML 271t 828 HAY (¥ 6-5)3 2o (28 6-3) 2 (28 6-
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4)9lA HEURISTICSel e &5 247 gy 3o Iy 3z 744
(integrity)& HZ3l7] 938 =2 ojc}.

agl3 WA= Show_Master_View()$} Show Partial Views zZtz £22 249
9] mAE H(master view)®t ¥E H(partial view)E HAFE vizoln,
Show_Genus_Structure()& Genus 1 ZE HoFEe= Wateltk Convert SML
Schemat® 2E% Z2#Z9 Genus 2 Eo ZASI =8lAE g9 SML 27 uk=
Agshe vlisoln |

(29 6-5)¢ SML &7t S 2e 724 2de =34 2778 dehlle g
2 mde] "H2E HIL 73 st Edit_SML _Schema w49} sj4t&7)gke] <l
ElHo]~& 3l Solver_Interface() WASE 713 ith,

T3 723 2dE 748 Genus AAE 2 BYol wet AsdAR x@s9
(74 6-6)3% &, a8ln 723 Rdg A3 AAE T BA(842EZ, Genus
3%, ZEXFFA) AT F 2o FAH HeoldE Fe AT HES 4
Azt (29 6-7)3 Zt}. o|AEL BAY HolEE AdAS] A £+ it

OBJECT-TYPE Modular_Structure IS-A Conceptual_Schema:
ATTRIBUTES:
modular_stru_name : string.:
no_of_module: integer:
module_name : array() of Module:
module_contain : Module_Contain_Table:
MEMBERS:
genus_stru_name : LIST OF Generic_Structure :
SML_schema_name : LIST OF SML_Schema:
HEURISTICS:
module_calling_rule:
monotone_ordering:
rooted tree:
acyclicity.
METHODS:
Modular_Structure(): //constructer
Show_Master View():
Show_Partial_View():
Insert_module():
Delete_module():
Insert_Calling_Arc():
Grouping_module():
Decompose_module():
END Modular_Structure:

(23 6-3) 2= Fxo| A MA
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OBJECT-TYPE Genus_Structure IS-A Conceptual_Schema:
ATTRIBUTES:
genus_stru_name : string:
no_of_genus: integer. //number genus structured model.
genus_name : array(]) of Genus:
no_of_depend : integer: //number of genus calling in structured model.
genus_calling : Genus_Call_Table:
MEMBERS:
elem_stru_name : LIST OF Elemental_structure :
modular_stru_name @ LIST OF Modular_structure
SML_schema_name : LIST OF SML_Schema:
HEURISTICS:
generic_similarity:
acyclicity:
calling_constraint:
genus_calling_rule:
METHODS: .
Genus_Structure(): //constructer
Show_Genus Structure():
Insert_genus():
Delete_genus():
Insert_Calling Arc():
Make_Genus_Calling_Seq_Table():
Convert_SML,_Schema():
Convert_Modular_Structure():
END Genus_Structure:

(38 6-4) LY Fxof A A

OBJECT-TYPE SML_Schema IS-A Logical_Schema:
ATTRIBUTES: ' ‘
SML,_schema_name : string:
MEMBERS:
module_name : LIST OF Module :
genus_name ' LIST OF Genus;
METHODS:
SML_Schema(): //constructer
Show_SMI,_Schema(}:
Edit_ SML_Schemal):
Solver_Interface():
END SML_Schema:

(8] 6-5) SML A7F|ote] ZH&{|AHA|
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Genus
genus_name:
interpretation:
Genus( ):
I
genus-type ?
Primitive Entity | | Compound Entity | | Attribute Function
index : Depend_pe_name: | | depend entity name: | | depend entity name:
| index: range: range:
value: function rule :
value :
(1% 6-6) Genus EaellAa Zx|MA
Table

table name :

interpretation :

Generate_Table( ):

Read( ):

Write():

Append_record( ):

Insert_recod( ):

Delete_record :

Becall _record

Pack():

Open( );

Close( ):

[
VaN
| I 1 |
Elemental Calling| | Genus Calling Module Contain Elemental Detail Table
glerllzrg;r}t_name : sequence_number : module_name : g%:ment_innatlgei tation -
: . .. ment, interpretation :

called_ele_name : genus_name- contain element, type :

called_index :

called_genus:

module order :

element, value :

(28 6-7) 7=8 2L 98

olo|EFHIO} A Efo}E ZH|o] M|
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MVIE. & &%

DSse} mdulolae @A AMA EAshs 9ed dHolee @A olet ol s
HelHE Masty EA3te WAy, wdaa A4S xS 229 A o|). npaba
ol ME o]2HQA FHLA(HOE, 2d, XA saE: JnES)SS A5t
I, gelsfof et o2 o]AAY 245G FHstm el ol glo] AR ate] o
A (st J, BYshE] w4 Bed 4 g

2ol AESE A FF =38 $E02 e 4 QY dEeze) @
delol2(E-RdHlo)2)E B0l A8 PSR TALASH tla AXEd PR
Be 27]ulolth. 2 dFeMe delnduol A8 MAsl7] daid OMTY Aajzde
o]83le] mdluo)x o] EAlshe ol AAE b AEH BAS Fdem Yok

AB7A Zdolx Add B g A8l oA X9 ZHYYS (g wuY of
of, wlolElwlo]lx x|k, AAuolx & = x|, AARF Zdgd)el AN
or, 2 FEH, ol&H MAE b, oA mduo|AdAd glo] A2
IBE =908 A% 023 22 AYL JHE 4 9o

O AR RdPHLA(ZE)Y B9 7HS AU 2o tale mdIes g
< =¥ £ len, o EdFYgx 94 es & 5 A, ol Bdegela s
sdegle 243 digyeit 950d £ g o

@ IS8 AA, F ASAGl ot nduwolA Yo o] ZAshe Ty
AAER = QA StERA AZE 2dE 4A @5 £ UA . AsAde Foo
AAEE 7hssh strea, 7)& Rduolx o] s RUAAANES o AL
AE ol &3t A&T RdFPYF S Fio}

® ¥ (aggregation)7Ndel A4 TUFPAZ A= TARA(EE)EY A2
H Z2A%E 7hssdl & B ol o) k9 A2A RAPL AR Lz

@ B E25(information hiding) 7¥e 2dZY2S FAHs= ks Elgle) 7
A} olF el 72 AAWY ohe} TS ndal XS Aassinay zu
FEHE JhstA @k & 2dulolag FASE olaA e B QAS(m
ddloj8], 43 22, itz dneF) e e B 2o &3t (encapsulation) &
F A Bk &, 2Zdvolad AR AES SUT A DB dlol8 Al (data
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abstraction)$t #A13F 2d333l(model abstraction) (Dolk & Konsynski 1984)
g 7VestAl @t

o8 Heidgelis MEd vk §38e 2dg ddel mdujojrd HAs Fe
871 fslide 2 (cleld), WEY, 181 died Z@HIA 22 A9 7ix9 g%
2 RYEHEE F4F F e WHE Esiol gt o|& AA & AT e HE-
2dueolxridn dvntRdey] JdE =¢lstn gioh 2™ B dFeA e ve-2d
Hlolzo i3t A@H FFo HATE AAStL doH, oo FEE AT &AT va
=g dAA skt

T3 A FA 9] Alx"] AAC] gle] OMT 7ol doht & ALd 4 3Uerts 3
E3lojo} girt, dubstd =Y #elE M othddt gulo XS AAA 2 A3}
32 BT & e dFhEel 8t} dE o, olx 3 sfeidddA Mdd 2d
< tE Aol st ZYZ AGH A5 B Ao st o|& AFstEt
7] e A A 2ddejAl2de] A olzof 3, o]& AT HAAF A2
wlol 29} te] Yottt HAEVIY] HITR st A2 JAAAR7F et
9 2dg AAEA Rt oldd A= 2d H(model view) =& Dolk & Kon-
synski(1984)8] #43l &3t (abstraction space) 32l =43 H Ay 435 A
2L AF A FA e diE A FHOZ 5T Aoln, ZE ABAYS] gut
Aoz ALd & v ¢vEE A8FAF dndFE /Mdsiolr & B ope} 7t ®
delgloitt A 3 AR 7FAH A FE MLsior 3ot webd mdeol 443
o wet 483 73 S dnFE ALY vt g o] | AA5E el
A AR ABAsE d95Ee BdA AAEE & e Fol A A7) A
s|ojo} Fhet, '

o2 B3 JAEARRAG RN AE X318t o] & RdFH = d ol OMT
o] AARdo] o]8" F JYeAE HEY Parl g, BAGINNY A AP TS
A5t EAE Tx3ete MEA 2l =724 AARdE o8 AS Azdo]
Ad FRE 2dy FHAE 83 LY F S ez JdEy. AARY L b
wol29] Jda Rdg(orrdd) =724 1 F840] dFHZ Ak AW A}
AR EA 2dPH 22 BHT EAIHNN 2AY =EF2A olAHe] duhvt & H&d
g vt gigt d37t Bastt
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Abstract

An Object-Oriented Model Base Design Using
an Object Modeling Techniques

Jeong, Dae-yul

Recently, object-oriented concepts and technology are on the leading edge of
programming language and database systems research, and their usefulness in
those contexts has been successfully demonstrated. The adoption of object-ori-
ented concept to the design of model bases has several benefits. From the per-
spectives of object-oriented approach, models in a model base are viewed as
object which encapsulate their states and behaviors.

This paper focuses on the design of an object-oriented model base that han-
dles various resources of DSS(data, knowledge, models, solvers) in a unified
fashion. For the design of a model base, we adopted Object Modeling Tech-
niques(OMT). An object model of OMT can be used for the conceptual design
of an overall model base schema.

The object model of OMT provides several advantages over the conventional
approaches in model base design. The main advantage are model reuse, hierar-
chical model construction, model sharing, meta-modeling. and unified model

object management.



