A 2#IR ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn

Journal of Software,2013,24(7):1512-1528 [doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2013.04268] http://www.jos.org.cn
O [E Rk Bt F AT 58 T RSB A7 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563

—Fh UML S 2R M B TR 7 5 R B A AL Fse
B, THW, mRE

(WL LRI (5 5T DR e L AiM 310018)
TEINAEH: ZE4L 48, E-mail: chuanhuang_li@zjgsu.edu.cn

B E RRRETREAREREE RO EZARIS, LB AMNBK G EA. @R R LR IS A

FERIERM AT RO RIRI T L ik A TF L H T kG A A 5 RASF B R do R AL T LB 21695

At SR A B Gobk BE AT TR, 7T VABR AT R I 2 R IR M A5 09 M ARHRER SR 9T Bk a9 Ak 7 £ 2 &P it 7 &

AT B BRI Z AR AR T — AR TAEA 4 UML SRAF RA M RE TR 77 ik 9% 7 i i BRI R A

#it P ey UML AHIE . &3 B fei i B 55| A R FARie i, F ey B UML SPT AEAL ik i i@ 184544 5

%*H UML SPT A7 435 4 HE A B 2542 A ¢7ﬁ%ﬁrkz;ﬂrﬂﬂa“v/+\/\iw EANLAT B4 UML BAE B R E,
JA SRR TR R G HE N AZ R VLA MRS R R AR B A2 T UML SRR M ML A S T B64

wfrfz—\ FrU T AR AR A B TR 52 451,

KRR AR TR B 42 A UML HEFK R %4

PEESZES: TP31L XERERIZAD: A

HCG A S 2SR, AR U AR — Al UML R 20 P RE TIN5 ¥ 2 3 B S A T B £ 4% 4k, 2013,24(7):1512-1528.
http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4268.htm

B 5] A& Li CH, Wang WM, Shi YY. Performance prediction method for UML software architecture and its automation.
Ruan Jian Xue Bao/Journal of Software, 2013,24(7):1512—1528 (in Chinese). http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/4268.htm

Performance Prediction Method for UML Software Architecture and Its Automation

LI Chuan-Huang, WANG Wei-Ming, SHI Yin-Yan

(School of Information and Electronic Engineering, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou 310018, China)
Corresponding author: LI Chuan-Huang, E-mail: chuanhuang_li@zjgsu.edu.cn

Abstract: The requirement of software performance as an important part of the software quality requirements is very concerning. The
traditional software development methods that focus on the software performance issues later in the development process will bring high
risks and high costs. If the performance of software architecture can be predicted at the early phases of the development cycle, the
performance bottlenecks can be found in advance, and the possible optimization also can be worked out. In this paper, a model-based
UML software architectures performance prediction method is introduced. This method selects and uses case diagrams, activity diagrams
and component diagrams, and extends them to UML SPT (schedulability, performance and time) model by introducing the stereotypes and
tagged values. It then transforms these UML SPT models into queueing network model through an algorithm which can handle the activity
diagram with both branch nodes and confluence nodes. At last, uses the analysis theory of frequency domain to solve queuing network
model to derive the performance parameters and performance bottlenecks. At the same time, the design of an automatic performance
analysis tool for UML software architecture is introduced, and an instance of performance prediction is given.
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PATBE 7 S BR TSI AL R Ty i T SRk 2 A 7 AL TR 7 SRR DA B o A S A (R R
RE, 13 3 T 8k 8 2 1) DG AR G IR T R 5 Rl R A I D R R AR AR A R MR 5 A
TRV AT AE L I 96 A2 58 40 1 BB R T 5 1 A5 T 10 55 SR AN AR AR 0 1 T i R ) T e AR R A 1K
FHCBEATH 1) A 2 G0 SRR IR IR R AR (1 1 REEAT AT 5T K e B AR A I R IR XU 98
D TF R A AR FEA AT Bk I FE 0 BRAT IR A A v T S BEAT S R SROI AN PRANY R R Bl v v v S
BEAT LA T e 453 SE G PR A0 AR A B v 7 55 IR b B O O B UT0) 28 58 0 P 3 E AT TN R DAy, o) A4y 365
A P SR B R A R AT R

ARSCHFFL—FE A T UML S50 2 8 (P RE TN 5 V5 % 5 1054 R 48 UML B84 )2 2 UML SPT
(schedulability,performance and time) 5 84 i o 7 48 50325 F UML SPT #5528 4% e Sy A P99 24 A8 28 - - A& 6 T~ HEBA
W 25 43 A7 PR HEAT SR A, LUSRAR R M RE S B0 AR SO F TR R ILAE 42 HH—Fh UML R4 380 1 B8 B 365y
W A7 AR B A 70 B TR SCRE B FTAL 5 43 3N UL A 151U UML 5 By P86 4 S HE A ) 5 (% 5
5, FEAEHEBA P 45 vh e SO s A B 23R H— Pl B MIMZL HEBA R G B 1 52 2% 1 B R ) 25 1 e 2 4L
{1 K A 7 1.

ARSCES LA G AT B IO AU AR D¢ T AR S 2 T PRAN AR UML S BE 00 77 72, 5 AL S 4R 1Rk
RETRILE AR TT 26 UML AR (4 J| . UML SPT L Az iR BA 1o 28 A5 70 B3k Al A ) 46 SR S Ao 7 .56 3 1
IR PERE TR B B4k TR 7 5.5 4 g PR AR TIO SE 9. 58 5 1 o 258 R — 20 TAE,

1 tHXIE

M Hy P B ph A 2R 4 R B 1 | T AR A A A i T S 00 AR B T R 48 K 43 A A Rk
Y B3 B WG I A5 TN B Il A, 2 4 ) B Sk AR 8 40 T B L A 2 A T L R T v B AT A
Il £ U6 W 3 5 0k REAS AR DL KON [ 1 [ sl T LR RE VP A PR 55, 32 AT JE TR AL AR, BEML Petri 197
o BT B Oy 1 S 3T HE BA A 2% Jy 3 LBt Lk FE A L i, i TIPP(time processes and performability
evaluation)® EMPA (extended Markovian process algebra)t*® % PEPA(performance evaluation process algebra)!®,
CATEAT o 55 IR S H 23 A (1 BEHLAS B A S, I 77 2 — AN ok 1 R GE T8 SURE AR (1) T IR w] R BE B T 4 g A (1
1709 LGN, BT 2 25 FE A B I R SE R (AT 29 Petri W2 — Bl B AL . S T 1L RE s R 45— SR il i 2
B W SRR, FH R 23 BT B3 50 0 R R 8 AT VP 20K UML BEYSAN Petri X 4 R J5 325, T SCRR[7]42
tH 35 ) 1] B e B LIRS I IR 45 7 AR 38 I BE AL Petri 19 (general stochastic Petri net, & #% GSPN), 3 =2
JEARUE o 55 AN DR B AR K S A S G (DR 25 P R A ple GSPIN(EL R 25 TR v FR AR A& RN 38 43 e Akl Petri I
HH R BT RS S ), AR 5 K AN [ [ 9 4 Bl — A 50 B (R R AR AE SCR (8148 H I o 4 A7 7 T K (¥ ok B, BT AE 41 75
ANTR] PR Do BT A A PR A P e 2 A 5 b Ry P 2 S 0 1 00 B0 7 Yk R B B S IR R e 4t SOk [9] 4
HH L T 07 BB AL 1K) 7 7 A UMIL J SR > i 170 75 SRR 548 AR 00, IX Ry AR ) T 03 Y L A
I E AN L) A Arief F Speirs 7E SCHER[10] 42 H T 55— Bl 56 107 BB AL ) J7 v A AT TR T Pl 45 SCHESE BR A 1
FURS R 3 30 s S B T 0 ot A5 010 0 BURE L ) 2R 48 UMIL B, R B [ 377 2 — N5 B Y Java F5%,SimML feiF
FH 0 R 450 P R0 NSE 3 e R i B 1 B s A A SO TR BT A2 A SR 3 T HE DA M 4% (queueing network, fij X QN) A
R J7 ¥ 02 ik RSSO o R A T2 0 — o o AT A AR S — 6 T EUR A BB 0] A A S R A I 4%
(extended QN, i % EQN)MAI4y J2 HEBA 199 2% (layered QN i ik LQN)H2,

WFCE AR UML AN ) 28 2 [ (R 0 I UL v 10 JL S B B T B R e 1 7 2 A UMIL ik 214 A 1
LRI 1) 5. SCHR[13,14]4% A UML BHER . UML 363 R UML #5028 B S H LQN PR BRI 1) 5 2. SC ik
[15135F UML I3 P 0 50 A 1k B AR 7 v AT IF 5 K MG V) A D 3 3 AT TR 107 20 T 9% 0 4R T 1 1 1
T4 H A . (1 e Ak 3 SCHR[LGTHE UML 8 Pl 355 2 el R0 50 5 Wl o e s 288, 6 A A A o ¢ A5 84 13 1
T 32 3 0 10 AT 1% SR AT IOA 199 2485 A fi 12 542552 B 124 i 1 A1 8% 42 i 20 A 7 vk, LR A B UMIL 35 3 1
HORA 4 S RN AT A RS B0 SCRR[L712R LT SCRR[16], ok UML 0P L 3% ) PRI 28 I o o vk e
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85 ABH Ak S O BURE R S 7 B0 5 1R AT HE A M 4 (P e SR 1% 5 I FE T UML 353 B A 4 S 1
HNE A 5 0 D0 AR T 27 B (W S8 SR S 2R B e v AR SCER I UMIL A B IO Do 2 58 200 vt 2 —
ol I T BG4 10 510 K UMIL TG0 I 3% )y PSR ) 4 TR 0 2 B 8 B A A HE A T 6 S8, ] B 25 8 T UMIL
TSN B R AT 2 ST BRI AT S

R A5 2138 7 2 T 3 AN [R], HE BN 0 28 MR 0T 43 Oy 3 B A2 U O8L SR BR L PR BR AR £ ) 45, L g TR AR 26 20 1)
J& Jackson [44% . Gordon-Newell 445 Fil BCMP [ 44,3 46 [o 2% -0k 25 45 11 10 A 413 A ST AR 2 91 3 b ofe
RTS8 P R e, 10 75 IR DA I 48 A R P T 5 sl SR 32 T 9 A1 1 — R 0 SR A L A 3R AR A8 1 0 A 1)
LI T 1, LB 4 A P S A A B s U — Ak S 8 [ Bt o7 AN B SR HE A X 4% 3 A TR B TR XA 1) % 1
HTERF B G N RIX LA, 1 SCHR[20] 0 3 B R TS 5 T B M 28 A1 DG (S B 42 it 7 — i e AR % oA it SR AR %
TR IRV 5552 2% P 4 It 5 D1 2 288 30 R 25 m Lo PR 489 22 T 2R 88 0, 2, AT 2 - SR G A e 828 o -4
5% P 5 4l RMER T 2 [B) A A 6 487 SR [18] Hh i th — Lo AL SR )7 vk, fn 5 IR A] SRk 2 9 4 ik« I BA 9 2%
PR3 f~ E B LA 73 SCTHR [220K Pentium A 225 AR A HE BA Y 265, AR 95 HIE A 9 285 v iR 45 v 2 ] Fé B TR
IGC1 D0 55N DR — A8 R HE BN 2R 48 38 3 AN T (10 356 AR S5 0, e 28 0 A HE A Do 28 540 Dy — A R A 371 B iR 45 2 A5 20
T S P B AR SC R [22] F B 4 H IR IBERN A I 04 AR o b v, SUR A R — AN 4 T IR O VA I S e
S IR B R PR AR SO H R HE A X 25 1 T A SR D T AR — b AR 0 SR A 1 D vk R AR I SR i
5.5 BB U5 VEAN ] AR SCR BT 1 4R Y — £ 4 IR 45 o AH LT R 454 R RURE 5 5 R SRS B Sk sk
i T AR 1)

2 UML B IEREFN 75 35 5%

2.1 UMLEHMERETM SR A =
ASCEE H PR BE TN T I T A A AT LSk s, Bk T R WK 1 o, 3t 8 AN g
o BIR LI IRE RGUTE WL M e S B e bR, 1X Lo M BE Fia A5 78y I R T UML Sk 28 0 1 R B
ik T H 34T R G0 M BE TN A5 2] 1 M BE 2 B0 75 35 12 2R 40 M BE SR (ks v A SCHE 1 M BE 2 B e
PR RBNT Y RGEH . P RGO R B S AR ) X S P fE S H IR R VP — N R GiE

ATIRGL ) E Edabs, Jo i P R G E BU > . PRGN A . P R GE R R, R4
P R 4T

o PR EENLARAE R G UML 52 AR Sk 4 A8 P 5 5l PSLRHAS) A4 T AR Dk 2 BB TR0 1) UMIL T
F P AT DARE ¥ violetUML B4R 7 R4 UML HII LS 35 3l P R0 A4 2 14
o PRI @RS UML SPT #E84 F P ARYE D 2 gt sz i UML B8 I\ i 3 B4 A drid
fH 5% 5 UML SPT A 70 FH T Jig 33 %% b HE DA 2%
o DR AT RSB 20 56 B B 4 i bR IO R, X S bR O (DR R HEBA X 4 2 4L
o PIE SN INFRICAE Y UML SPT A ALEL 4 R 17 n] LA ) XML 4% S0 #F;
o DR GRNTE I XML A% 33 R UML SPT AR IR A i HE N 0 25 5 70 5095 26 A g Hi A 0 48 .4 S
ASC PR T PR HE A 10 48 11 4 6t
o DI TNTIBIE 6 RTF IR HE A W 45, SR A7 HE DA 19X 4% 1) 8 S 40
o PRSI T RGMMERES S P 1 R 0 RE S e bR AT L T B 2 v
3K ) 5 SR R TR AR 00, P B B RS B BR R B R G (W R A O, PR R IR D R
WRIRIAT, B 20505 2 T - P RE T R A 1l
B L T DL P 3R 5~20 3R 7 23 UML S22/ P e B i CH S, B/ H - 2 5 it 5
AT E T AWK UML SPT 8T 4k ok XML A 3K SO AN 75 82 T A8 Qo nT 4 53X 8 SO A o HE DA I 8%
SEANTG BT A AT SR A A D9 26 3R AP R S 8, AT LR RS UML BB I I A 3 B R0 b A8, A
Z A UML SPT #74 FH UML 8 AF42 8 2k fig B 24k T L BI AT 43 21 2R 45 1 v 8 2 5001, VP e A2 15 W 2 FH P i)
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Fig.1 Procedure of performance prediction
Bl SRV RE TN ) 25 R
2.2 UMLARELE L AUML SPT I REIREY

FERFAE ZR G AT PERE TR I, 16 86 UML I B L 3 sl RS P B D BN B 3K 3 il UML [ A 2Kt 1

SN AR 38 B RS AE, 23 545 270 e vl (1) A 1L 36 30 B R e A T L3R 1.
Table 1 The extension from UML model to UML SPT model
£ 1 UML BEEEEAL ) UML SPT B [ Ry adk BRITARIC A

UML SPT 1%
ML 557 — S
UML R [RA AN
PAarrival=[PDFstring,value] (PAopenuser) A & A& A,
1 {PAopenuser) PDFstring={exponential,uniform, PAarrival A bric f, 13 48 15 2 3138 R 40 1) A,
formal,const,...} A0 355 IR 1 43 A1 FHAH IS 1) 93 A1 28
PArate {PAresource) A ¥y st [ 418 Y PArate,
LR eRE| (PAresource) PAschedpolicy={FIFO,PS,...} PAschedpolicy 1 PAbfork A bric #, 23 5l ik % U
PAbfork RPN N e R PN e ]
PAresource {PAaction) iE AR I FY & Y,
{PAaction) PAdemand={exponential,uniform, PAresource il Pademand 4 #5ic{H,
formal,const,...} 53 AR 3 3% bR A U SRR R mURIEE SRy 2
{PAtransprob) k4331 mUMIHA G R,
A {PAtransprob) PAprob PAprob 34 biic L 4 7 4 M
- . P . | CPAjoin) i &1 s Aey i 7,
{PAjoin) PAjname={join1,join2,...,joinM} PAjname J b ic I BRI 4 £ 1 44 Bk
* A R 1 Y
{PAfork) PAfname={fork1,fork2,...,forkN} (PAfork) Jp 15 w62,

PAfname 4 b ic {8, 4l A8 £3 S R (1) 2 BK

FA 50 B A = £ BE R R R e 3 g, I F A T Re 84 3 VR T R GERr e T fo vl e B R 48, thv]
BEANBIIT R G0 0) T IX PRI 00, 40 3 35 8 (PAopenuser) F1 (PAcloseduser) KA E# A7 % H % &
5T RGN RE G 2 T RS ERAE & A AR IC{H PAarrival K338 (PAopenuser) 45 Vi i) & RIS 0.
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PAarrival $ifiid 5 4F 35 218 R 40 1A, X2 —NREHLAL &, 45 P4~ S0 % :PDFstring 1 value, 1, PDFstring 4%
T MR IR 43 A1, A48 B 43 A1 value ARER T IR A 43 A1 (1 2 50, T 8 50434 1 S 5.
A A2 5 A D ) A4 (34 20 3L 5 5 ) e 22 T R RS O 2R ) A T o ) A — A R A T A i Y
(PAresource) i, Rl F AR QA PArate i 8 U517 £ K-35 &b B 28, H A7 iC (L PAschedpolicy #ii % Y517
IR A B 3 e 3k O K AR PAbfork Jl A R IR Y A5 4 4 SO R AT AR R BT BIRASTE SR 15 B,
F AT Wy SN AT AR R B B R AS TR SR bR LA 0.

TE BN IR IR T A A2 A SR P R AT 1) 4% 28 E B LR GE B I (R 29 G R 0 3 1B 5 R s 1 49 1 A
KIS I A S A (PAjoin) Hi&R, A I A #5108 PAjname i 0 & 7 A & R,
joinl,join2,.. V&1 S A FRJE 175 MK ARFRAZIC A1 55 0K 20 30 s A 3E B (PAfork) #34, I7] 1 A b ic
4 PAfname iR %7 321 S0 & FR, 01 forkd,fork2, ... 3 S25 pi A B JiG J35 F8K, 23 ST RS RO 0 R 4y S
UG AT A RS A W A8 — 5 454 R AT LLBEAT UL IE, UG BE P 4 20 il 2 40 321 ORI &3 A5 3 A AR IR 1 2 32
WA —ANCAIT S5 5 LA 3035 S VCHES I A8 1A 3270 f 2 B A5 2 VRS AFE 471 A 2 5 s sl &
T SR BEYR T RURIFR I H PAbfork 24 0,73 3057 s A& A (PAtransprob) $ifiid, [AlIn F A5 {6 PAprob #iid 7y
TR GRS AR (PAaction) iR, [F i FARICAE PAresource i 3 a0 BT id >R (0717 i % U5, A A (i
PAdemand $ii i DA S FF (1 R0 EE S 1 Sk 45 s wE R, T s B oA
2.3 UML SPT#EE! 4 B HEBA W 45 1R B g B 5%

5 UML SPT #5825 v {1 75 22 W 380 HE BA 19 4 A5 280 o () 6 38 006 W 56 R i UMIL. SPT A5 28 v s A v [0 )

H (PAcloseduser) 43 7l B 5 Sk 7 BRI A A FEIHE N I 4%, BI1iZ a0 3 284 i o HE A 199 45 11 7036 2158 15 50, UML SPT #5
T e A b (09 B0 B 3 B R A G RS A 1 W SRS A HE BN o4 28 110 0 b, B4 2 JA51 % 380 2k A Do 45 i a4 g
ANHEBA WY &5 (1) 3 A5 UML SPT A58 780 mb {10 o 2 {0 B S5 Ak A X 8 A5 20 o 130y 2 50, b v 140 P 491 11+ 1 b i A
PAarrival 45 5E Eik R 40 A br i (35 sh B b i) PAdemand $i5 5 175 5K 10 8 U5 T IR AT 2R 140 A A AR
1 R ] i PArate 5 58 IR 95 11 °F- 35 il 453 28, PAschedpolicy 5 5 8 B 1) S .

ATEAREE I UML 36 3 e R — A G=(A,T,F) AT I B 44, o+,

o T={tytrts,.. MREWZE G GRS ES G R — G SPR AR (a,8), 1<ij<|A| BRIV 3)
WA & SR SLIIHATIEFIRE ay 1 T 24— /ME FPRA 58 R RS AT — AN B M B ES, 4
p(t)(0,1) A BPIRA RS t AR, MM TEZPIRES a # 8 B ZIRES aj MRS, M= 75 75 3) 18]
FHFRICAH PAprob %7K,

ry A3 B ME— RIARIRL,2, ... K] JE P d[ 38R B A AR IR[L,2, ... K], WA id[r]=i, ] JE ¥ bfork[- 1ok # R %
JET R B 43 ST A6 AT AR H IR TR SIIRAS 1 5K bfork [ri]=id[fi]=j, & PR T 5 A B 2 3T AT AR IRE BIIR
2 a 1#H 3K, U4 bfork[ri]=0,bfork[-]7E s #5 v i) A4 £ & Hh AR ic 48 PAfork 227 1] res[ai](1<Si<S|A]) R 7R byt (f)
UML 35 3l B P I R AN TE SIPIRES g 18 SR A 1 & (1 B U 10 00 r(L<<j<<K), U res[aj]=r;, 1<<i<<A|1<j<K.

M bR 1) UML 81 B A3 8 (PAopenuser) R4, 5 45 H ke 1k A ) 268 52 — AN FF B (¥ A 9 28, B i
1B PAarrival i 235 ZHE B\ B 45 (19— S50 1R B0, B 48 MR A4 20 A1 DL S R (R 2 4

HEFRE I UML 75 30 P& 33 SRs B v AR R AP P61 v 0 V05Tt 0 3 BRI BA I 8% v i sk IR 25 5 4
b, 1 TS [ (3 BIPIR A T B8 3K ] — AN 95 YR e, R 2 X 201 3R ) — AN B R0 s AN R 3RS res[ai]
A<i<|ANREIESIRZS a iH KM ZEHET 5 r, ] count[r](L<j< KRR U ry 43 SR A0 3Pk A& 1 8 5,
T BEUR T A B SR IS SRS FT L2, .. count[r]TkR 1R, 52 S index[a] fRA7 I BIRES ay R 4 1y
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I Ja T hR R[22, count [ T A 55 JLAS. B, UML 3% 3l B R TG SR A & 15 SR £ P o B B 5 R g it Ak
Sy HEBA 9 2% 5 index[a] 2R AL A i 45 & res[ai]=ri(1<<i<<|A 1<j<SK) i R MR 4552 SC#% i B P=P[i,r,j,s]=P(t)
R AT B RIS r R 58 UK S5 5 BEG | AN IRSS B HIER s RIHEE
7 R B bR VT A UML 3 B 1 o A 5 7 S e R i A 2 i R SR A [R] I 5 242, 1 e g [R] I fish e PR35 )
RSP SRS A0y A PR K UML R 218 o AR IS A PAfork 227 AEHEBR 1M 2% 1, T bfork [r] 4 7 5%
TR 0 S BT AR E SRS PAfork (¥ id 5 5 KL IE B B R R 43 ST SRR I R IEAT IR R 1 Bt
Y5V R AR R O e 1 BE U il B ME AR IR, e AR — AN IR R M R 36 3l B R AT JLAS IR R R e At L
A B HEAR .
UML SPT 8 A5 Bl IF AR BA 9 2% R 7 1) S0 1 i
Require: Activity diagram G=(A,T,F), Component diagram R
for (ri=ry; ri<<ry; ri++) do
count[r;]=0
for (aj=a;; a;i<<aya); aj++) do
{
count[res[a;]]=count[res[a;]]+1
index[a;]=count[res[a;]]
}
C=max,r{count[res[a;]]1} {Number of Classes in G}
. K=|R| {Number of Service Centers in G}
. M=|A| {Number of Actions in G}
. P=P[i,r,j,s]=new vector[KxCxKxC]
. for all t;=(x,y) e T such that x#ay and y=ay do

{

© O N R wDh e

e Y
o~ W N P O

i=id[res[x]]
r=index[x]
j=id[res[y]]
s=index[y]

[ S S
© © N o

-}
. P[i,r.j,s]=P(t)
. for (x=1;x<<max{bfork[r]}; x++) do
forall r;eR do
if (bfork[ri]==x)

24. visualbox(r;)

2.4 HEBAM 4R AREL K H% gE S BURMR T 7%

AR 2.3 7 AL B TT IR HE BN 9 48 BT £ 3SR 5 3% 1 2B RS HE A R0 48 D4 O B4 T S 1t M 4%, 4% R
48 MIMIL $ERN R e, LA BT 1R A 9 2% 1 RE 2 B 00 35 P 2 R G U3 B, 1~ 350 2R G I [ 1P 13 48 455 I ) AR
P UML BB R UML 375 80 B v 17 60 15 0 S 9 2 480 I 16 A 199 0% 3 DAy 3t 3 1 A o4 2 155 0 Az Adk B AL 44
28,1 T 73 30 A3 IR A 1) 2% 08 4T Sl S, A 5 AP B 2 B0 SR A 5 v
240 AR BN 99 £ 4B K 1 56 2 K A 5 1%

e 300 A A 199 2% 2 i T NG 23 ST R UML 35 B IR UML AR 2R A 46t 2 i 0 HIE BA 100 5%, i AN 5 JF: S Ak PR
T A 2 A LS ) MIMIL HEBR 38 G 418 A T30 TG B A 48 3 BA 4 46 1T LA e — e 4> MIMTL
HEBN ZR G 1) B R B T R 2 A

N NN N DN
(MEEN S
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5 F8 — JBOE K 5 X T 24 HE A 0 25 B R A, A1 ] 2 s i HEBA R 2% 11 5 A4S MIMZL HEBA 2R G4k, S8 31 ik
ARG BIER A5 Ti A MIMIL HEBNZR e 0 IR 553 500 0 S AORTR IS A 3 AR KU HRBA W 29, 2 v 565
1R 3 90— A 5 MIMIL HERA R 48 Ty R Tsp 55 2 9002 — AR5 I 414, B0 R e A5 7 18K,
LML hy BE To, LUBER hy BEN T EIXA IR 26 10, [ I G055 T, 55 T AV K

T e
sl F O e
Ta h, ; _ Ts

Ta

Fig.2 The general open-loop queueing network
P2 fig 5 AR A O 2R HE A ) 5 A6 7

X T 52 2T I 5 G R BA R 28, LS 3800 T HS TG 14 45 H5ORH 16 119 4% 5 LA B A THCRH - T 1k 22 1 2 4.

o PHRZMAE E{N}

T REMHE E{N}Z TR R T FARAR AR A R G 0 % 5 40.Bruke 6 SCHk [23]H i 1 & JF
Poisson FIJik, 8 Bk 55 78 48 1) 43 A 5 25 B3k e R G810 43 A A I 802 2 400 A% Poisson 43 A7 AR A2 156, 4 2
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Fig.3 The open-loop queueing network including parallel processing
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Fig.4 The implementation scheme for the automatic analysis tool
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Fig.5 The class diagram for the automatic analysis tool
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Fig.6 The use case diagram for the example system

Bl 6 FH AL RS HF 6 A B R G ARTE UML 1

gSoaphianager
==PAresources=
PArate=550 -------1 uSoapManager —| gSoapSendACK
PAschedpolicy="FIFO"
PAbfark=farkd
Messagetueue_| gSoapSendACk
i=1,2 ==PArasource==
==PArasources= _____| MessageQueue i PArate=350
PArate=300 712 PAschedpolicy="FIFO"
PAschedpolicy="FIFO" PAbfark=farkd
PAbfark=farkd
¥MLParse_i
. i=1,2
XMLParse i .
=12 e __|#=PAresource==
PArate=350
telnetService_i | PAschedpolicy="FIF 0"
=12 Pabiork=rork
==PAresource== || -
PArate=150 telnetService
PAschedpalicy="FIF 0" =12
PAbfork=forkd FeedbackPrac_i
i=1,2
FeedbackProc i) _.______ |==PAresource=»
=12 PArate=350
PAschedpolicy="FIFO"
gSoapClient PAbfork=farkd
==PAresOUE==
PArate=500 -]
PAschedpalicy="FIFO" gSoapClient
PAbfork=forkd

Fig.7 UML component diagram for the example system
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9 7.

receive message
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Fig.8 UML activity diagram for the example system
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Fig.9 The queueing network model generated by the tool for the example system
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Fig.10 The modified UML activity diagram for the example system
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Fig.11 The modified UML component diagram for the example system
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Fig.12 The queueing network model generated by the tool for the modified example system
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