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An architectural approach to security Synchronizing architectural views
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Enforcing architectural conformance

« Enforcement of architectural intent at the programming language level

Specifying architectural intent in code

using a small number of annotations at architectural boundaries; Initial attempts: extend the Current research: impose architectural
» Automated abstraction of an instance-based hierarchical runtime underlying language structure on arbitrary object graphs
architectural view from annotated code; « ArchJava: enforce the control |+ Use annotations instead of extensions
« Semi-automated incremental synchronization between the flow architectural structure, with . . )
implementation-level view and the conceptual-level view to detect and language extensions + Statically approximate runtime graph
correct divergences. Componenti Componen: &  Add hierarchy using ownership
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