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Compatibility Analysis Between Security Tactics
and Broker Architecture Pattern
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Abstract  Security has been a major concern in software development. Security tactics are reusable building
blocks providing a general solution for recurring security concerns at the architectural level. They are often used
together with architectural patterns which provide a general solution for architecting software systems. However,
use of security tactics in architectural patterns has been understood only conceptually without concrete
understanding of how their involved elements should be structurally and behaviorally co-designed. In this paper,
we present model-driven analyses of security tactics in the context of Broker architectural patterns and provide
evidences of the analyses in real world case studies.
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