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Abstract: To ensure the reliability of UML2.0 sequence diagrams (SD), which are used in software analysis and
design, propositional projection temporal logic (PPTL) model checking is adopted in this paper. First, event
deterministic finite automata (ETDFA) are proposed and used to describe the formal models of SD. Furthermore, an
algorithm for model checking ETDFA with PPTL formulas being the properties is presented. Finally, based on the
implementation of PPTL model checker, the ETDFA models of SD are verified. Experimental results show that the
proposed method is useful in ensuring the reliability of SD.

Key words: UML2.0 sequence diagram; event deterministic finite automata; model checking; propositional projection

temporal logic; verification

W OE: AT AHARKME AT ST UML2.0 &5 B ALA o9 <7 5t R R 4 2L 4% % B & 12 45 (propositional
projection temporal logic, 4] #& PPTL)AEA! 4l 7 ik 3t iZ AL A BEAT AT Ae B E 32 T F44H 4 2 4 TR A 3h Hl(event
deterministic finite automata,{®#k ETDFA), 7+ % A shALA 5 7 B 22 5 7 XA i@ id 41 49 3 F ETDFA 49
PPTL AR 40 H ik A3 2| B 45 R 3% 7 i T vA ST Spin 49 PPTL ARSI 269 L3 T £ L HIER LY, 25
BT ARRIE S 5 B 69 bR SHRIE R T S

KHRIA:  UML2.0 43 B 5450 A TR A SRR AR R4 RAZ %) 0 5 32 4 0

FEES XS TP31I SCERFRIRED: A

24— 2515 5 (united modeling language, & FF UML) % %28 #2124 (object management group, {&ij ik OMG)

« BEEIH: 5K H AR R 4260433010, 60873018, 60910004, 91018010, 61003078, 61003079, 61133001); | 5t 7 s HeliF 5%
KRV RI(973)(2010CB328102); 18 57 A M 10 2E45:(200807010012); Hh 2R B IEAFIF AL 55 9 & 5 5 42(JY 10000903004)
Wk TA): 2010-10-23; &R 2010-12-09; 5E K i A): 2011-02-17
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2 0 10 58 AR 1) 0 R ARE B e LT 2R B JC, AR R A RS IR T R G IS S5 M A s AR vk, 2
— Mo SRR ST RS DhREsR R HA & @ s =) N T & R AU, O AR B T Dk SR S H
UML J¥ %1 El(sequence diagram, f&jFx SD)fliah T X G [a) W5 JE AL 326 1K) I 1), I ok 2 7 481 ob BRAT R U )7 31
P 2 H IR e SO 51, 96 7 A — R A SR (R L RSO W AR BT T R AR I 4
WY TG (B R RS L, UMLLx AHEG, UML2.0 J3 40 380 T 414 v B, R 0 T i g
SR T B2 i A 1) T A PR P 5 P 5 AR R R 1K 20 A 55 T T B BORT i 2 S A 20 ) T PR R AT B0 E.

RIS U — il AL I UE R AR LR A DAL RS IT B R4 S Rom REMAT A H P& A K F
BRI IXFE R G T B AT I I T sl e A B0 ) RS T RGE S 2 T2 A F I M
B HAARIR A SEFATFER LI UML 3 41 BB RS A W 75 v 6045 : SCHR[ 1145 S (1 6 22 )3 41 1 110
Promela #:%4 {§i H Spin(simple promela interpreter)d: ill: £& 1% I} )7 32 4 (linear temporal logic, % LTL)H i 14
JOT SCHR[2]140 H TR R 58 BEAE W 18 D7 VR 5 1R e 91 1) 45 A SOt 1R 36 T A7 IR B S LY (1) UML2.0 341 €]
RS R I 7 0 56 T > 31) PR R A0 o Xt 5 W) B8 o A2 2 (0 A AT g JEASS 1y [ BRF £ o 0 45 5% I )77 22 4R DVt ik
RGE U PPTL PG 98 K ) 1K B A0 18 4R BV I 21 8 2 78 I S 3R 35 vh 50 5 T3 L 471 16 B sl LA 2L 11
PR AR B BRI B T A

1 #HXIE

UML  J3 41 [ R] LA AN [ 6078 XA J7 V5 4tk A0 56 k. A #0470 181 30 5 10 A0 365 - SCRR (4148 Hi 1)
BT B IR MEAAHE, B J7 kR T TR B i VW 2 R T R T AR e AT AR
HEASTE PP AR P (K AR DL Ab T — A G~ IO B HE SR 4% R L0 05 sCBAR 2R 4. 16 9 B U7 4 4 UML

e FE LG I BB U7 VA — T IR FAE 43 A 7 VAR L R4 T UML BEAL B Z 36-0F T 1 1) 8B J7 ¥k 3¢
FERAEIT R B LT i fE A L . RSt AVRS A . IERAPESRIESE SCIRST3 T — R RIH Z 38 5 75
PEAT T AT IR 75 005, 76 P A 18] Z B B0 it b 0 Ja 1R 4R 3 s ) GORAS O R SCon o Z TR AR
K g 1R SR 0GR A ) 1) — S50k e 5 B3R AT 05 SO T i ik LA B 9 R O v BT A 10 R 81 TR A Ak
I 4G FH G R #8477 0 % 1) A8 T 8 A0 3 00 ANV I 1) 1) R0 SCHR[6]4% th T 2 T il Gtk A5 Wl (abstract state
machine, {8} 7% ASM) 1741 B JE AL i 7 72:, ASML RERE 714 2 SCTE SCIR)TR] I 3 o I S 8 88 5 Z 1 5 I R A%
PEAETT ASM %7 41 B SCREAT FREASE I I (02, 1L 0 5 38 A R AR A, e 308 K 28 R S (R A S A B P BB 4R el Z
BT B 45 P 41 ] 1RV SO IR (E %o 2 4 (1) A0, A0 159 3% 5 AR MEAE LNV S A5 B2 S H B AE Bl TR
2 50 55 A0 PG R v A AR 2 K (R B A1 e 470 R SR A s ST AR L 5 R e SO TR PR R R A
{H 1 ASM 3 37 ] B 470 PRl ABS TR e, L 4R SO T AR T A 2% 1) UMIL2.0 381 BRI, 1 1 ol 2 K5 0 1) o2 X,
SR U0 UE TAE SR BRI SBR[ 7145 MM EE T XYZ/E I /338 $8E SW 7 41 B8 s A 3, DL P I ) 38 48 0 LAl
AT R AR AR I BB — P @ EHELR N R R R RA M)A X AR R I AR XM
JEBeZ HAE S B ik ASM 2 UA A Ak 7 VEAH LA FH XY Z/E o (K78 S S N vz k[ 145 T
141 F Promela i 5 i ik UML2.0 J 51 B (1) J7 V5 1% J5 5 B A% Uy (50 b S5 IR A FH RS 8RS 00 25 500 31E )5 410 BT 1) H DL AELRS
JTAE ) Promela A5 7 ARGE AR ik — A8 Y AR Sl 2 A28 28 e = A K P 481 SRR [8 1K 1 371 1l o 1) A1 )
VE BARAT 17 51 WS hy AR (2 s 2 700 FH 3 A AR v SCHE 24 1 1 1) g % i 3L

Petri [ AT b 19805 5€ SORTELDUL ¥ BB 202 75 3, B AT ARG B IR) v SCRI T 0T P, R G 45 W 43 B ok
EAon 2, nl LURE 1 Al kit o A7 SR S5 I BTEAT AT AR, SCHR[9,10]20 45t T Petri WX P 41 B HEAT T X
AR B 7 9 A R B R S0 UE T T Petri M BAT MURF OO0 AR B 45 T BRI SR BIVRADIR S He A2 B0 H AR
iR I [R5 L R U 4 A ARE 1 I LA 5 B0 5 AT 42 SR, SR R o 55 AT T[] — A 28 ep AR5 T Petri
oA A5 G 3000 P AT ) s P, SCRR[ 1103 % T 1-safe [ Petri X, 045 LTL FlvH 5044 3% 45 (computation tree logic, ffj
PR CTL)ZIA 1) Ja8 P B A2 W] ) 5 (1 AR T4 3 0 J2 Ji /AR AT 2R 40, 36 vl ) s Mk B2 2% pE 30 i g Pk 1) i e i T
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REEREETEE.

KT AP T 51 E 8 A A5 50 7 V2t A A D 5T e . SCHR[12- 14176 48 1 B ShALE Uk il 7
FIE B ¥ SD P m R G EAE— DA G, HAR s AR TS LR DU, 75 50 UF G 7 PR 2 BOR 320 (R
FOEXT SD IR K R 48 P AN X GOIRES 1 A8 AT 2 1 A5 AN T, 0 B 2 R RS B AR A AN B i K G R B3l S
Petri WREAT LLAE: P 38 AEAZIE 50 T #0235 P I LR Petri 3R IE RE 1 LU IR B B ML R IE g ) BE 58, {H Petri
DR P U A S LA B B BIL IR T S LA B v 1) 2 ) 52 % B SR FR i Petri A 5, U AT DL B&AER Petri I V145 25 1)
FAEAAKTG FE Petri WM, L0 B AT LU & 24 106 R A SR K R, T LLA Jt Petri MR AR AR A
HIHLEIRILBE ) B 5T R Zi(labeled transition system, fiiFK LTS)'VE X TARZS 47 0 i 8 UL EWI IR S 4,
PIPU el e e T REWER L. 5 B3 WA LG, TE LTS H %A 4 T 52 RS 1 e X4 H LTS 7T LAH
IRTC TS 43 3, P SO 0 S RGEAT A AT 8. 1/0  H ) HL(input/output automata)Bi B & Mark Tuttle 1
Nancy Lynch #2&Hi ) — i F 3G FAR 732 (6 E Shp LR 00 35 5 Ront 3 & 43 A1 o 10 0 3 1F R G ik AT e,
REBE IR LT A M FD B DI R R4 1V/0 BN RIS AL T — ANHEZL, BEAE 4k B il 2 1 1) 57 40 21 il 20 A
I RS PR /O B BIHLIIAE 4 B B AL N S i 0P S0 80 R R . AR A SO B e I 4 T S 1) ke
G (B AE T, R AR AR 8 A B ENHLI NS E A S VO A S WLE A i A B R I, B 2 4R — A
VO EBHUAEATATARA T #0600 B A% 452 52 TG IR A\ s A6 T 7 436 FH B Zh AL R UML2.0 /341 &1 i 6,15 R B 8
ARG G v B, 5 75 A W g 0 A B 4 A0 B W B A E AT S AT A TR LR I, I/O B BIHLASE & ik P
HI RS B R

fifi 52 A5 PR E Bl (deterministic finite automata, {7 A% DFA)& —JSREMS SZHUIR AR A FRARZES APl T
— A E W E T 1% B AIVLEPRES T — A8 T 1% B 3L BER DI 745, & # Be A 206 8 LI/ L BIiE T
—ANRESIE ARS8 1.8 T VR0 7 51 B 8 X AR Rk . RO RS IR AR I FIR S 2 [ 7R
AL HO FE P PRSI RS, LR T 4 BB R AE P 418 i BERHE RS 50 & 77 AR (W 56 W, AR SCR 28 T4 R 1)
DFA, B 52 1 BR E AL IR UML2.0 J7 41 B % PPTL Jir ik (1) /5 4 Bl v B kAT 50Uk F B2 T 8 3)
LA B8 52 AAH 5 B, by A S I 9 AR SR AL T Al

ASCE 145 HAH O AR BB 70 R 0. 36 2 715 E B 4 UML2.0 7 51 P38 I ) 9 R A LA S 7 41 161 1
TEVERNE S 3 WM TR A A 55 IRES BN, I 45 th F AR e A B B S FLI IS SRE 58 4 5
QT PPTL [A)7 41 B %0k J7 2 LA J ETDFA [¥) PPTL P4 AR A I B35 55 5 4 Lh— A SE i3t W 2% )5 725 1)
FHEE 5 WA SC AR AT 4.

2 FIEEX

UML2.0 3B 41A B BER 3 n, K R 3a 7 JLAE T m) X 5 R 4838 B i SR o M 5 e v iy st A i gl ik
R 54 G TR 9 ST 2 43 49 1) Hh 2R 0K 135 s AR AN W R A AR 3 R 1) — A T R sl I 2% ) A
2.1 UML2.0F % E By FT4H1E

UML2.0 5 & i imsn T 12 fi28 & 1 BEU 7, Hod loop,opt,alt,break,par,neg, ref 23 8 AT ik 47 7 A5 43 32, A1 i
A 14y EENAE R AE 0 AR SCHE ST IR A

loop:Fa R IR PAT B SR/« B R UREIL B 4 25 A D9 LI BT IR 38,

opt ATAE L — 1B BB T0, 50 0 BURT BAT ZRABLT if 1BAUE else & 7ML A B A B, UVH TE I 410 4
ELI A S AT

alt: AT H IS F R TTPAT, 1T DU AT else G A0S A /R ik K

break: WA M5 371 4% 11 by 30,38 S5 B0 ST BAT T A J2 1% 28 T L2 35 03 break /B FF KA B — M 47 4 A, an 1
BN B break EARBEAT I H. loop ¥ 211 LEE KU break 2 )G loop MIFI R4 APAT.

par:IF KRG B G BT R DR sl 1) g T A AT

neg: & W IC BN RN . A KRR .
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ref AE X5 HILALAL .
2.2 FHIEREZE

T BN LT AR 4 1 B A RS HOE R o G A i A SRR A T AL AR SO T UML2.0
o4 B 20k SIS T 2 () R e 0% A& BA K UML2.0 J3 41 BT 19 00 (9 8RR AiE

EX L(FEFIE). F5E SD H—4 1 =t £ 7R :SD=(P,E,S,R.M,FG,OP,C,msg,obj frag,—,<), ¥,

P REHFNZHIES.

E RT3 R MNES

S R IEFE.

R MR 4, E=SUR, 3 H. SMR=0.

M RHIHEBNES FNEE meM, 5WAAEAE R C R I FHAAHIE, — AN BB REF M ImeS,— A H
RIBEWCEE YmeR, im M 2m W5 T — % 5 A 78 UML2.0 TP A 5 RSB 8, 20 ) ) 25 3 R 2B 0 R
REE. 255008 EBMS5#%H 2. Bt At 520 i BRI RS B 2 0 X B 6B LA A
LV BRI TE 0 1 S AN OG0V SR R 3 1 = 512 AR S0 32 B2 B ) 5 0 B 3K 2 a5 2 A IR 1R 0L

FG MG BSR4 6 7 B RN B AR BUS S3AT X 4y

OP MG R B AE &G AT H A G B 5T 5878 par & TEHAT AR AE B3 N 1 FFLR W
H AR HUR R,

C RME I BT S PAT R RR K e

msg M E ) M (11— EHE R .msg(e) e M, K7 F A e TS B HI9H B

obj N E B P ({1 — A ERHE R obj(e)e PR /NFAF e st R G0 % P, LT S AL N ELE=
{elee Enobj(e)eP;}.

Sfrag M E 3| FG [N— N RBUC R frag(e) e FG RN FHAT e BN A G v Bt R ILFAE i BUW 3R Sl A2 78 T
A P B SR T B  BobR L TR MR 5 1A S e (AR IR @ ORI 5 — D F e
R © For.

SEWHBES M E— N7 KR KR T 5 E b i SR B gl B S GO R BITE— AN R
gk b T B SR T R S kA

<RIBS FEAZ MM — A 0K R AW N RZ N8 m FRZE SR Tk & A4 R
{Um,?m)|meM}=<.

Bl 1(o)gh T W 1) 75 Bl T ke X
23 FHEGHEMHRITERLENX

FPA BRI T 22 A5 G IR R R B T BRS04k S

EX 2(FFIEFR). J7HE PG 7S 4 K 7w P=(E,FG,0P,Cnum frag), 21,

E BN G AR B IS EDE T E A

FG RapM G LR e A A R B4R,

OP LA A B EEIN A,

CRME I BT RS

num & HAER LT 50,5 1A RAEFEAA DR 1,58 2 AR AR bRl ol 2,06 0 54,

Sfrag ENFE E BIH A R B FG — D RECCR

R1LGH TANTTAZ IR A,

S+ LA A — 7 4 B R 42 A e B MR A FH <8l A5 | B+ 5 3o 75 A 1 FRLR IV AR B

L(@)F, 5% A4 RIERAHEIR N A=({1a,'b,!c,?d .21}, {alt}, {{alt true) (alt false)}, { & true false}, {1,...,6},
{(a,null),(\b,null),(\c,alt[true], © ),(?d, alt[true], ® ),(\e,alt[false], ® ) (f,alt[false], D)}) 7N LA R R K 2, 07K
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IR R LA BUE AR, “SD RO R A AR R AL A T BUNRE R S

P={4.B};

E={!a,?a,!b,?b,\c,?¢,\d,?d, e,?¢e,\f,2f};

S={!a,\b,!c,\d 'e!f};

R={?a,?b,?¢,?d,?¢,?f};

M={a,b,c,d,ef};

FG={alt};

OP={(alt,true)alt false)};

C={¢gtruefalse};

msg={(la,a),(?a,a),{!b,b),(?b,b),{!c,c),(?c,c)(\d,d),

Si— (d.d)(le.e)(e.e) (NN

obj={{!a,A),(?a,B)(!b,4),(?b,B)('c,4){?c,B),(\d,B),
(7d,4)('e,4)(?e,B),({f.B).(2f;A) };

F--1 =

|

F-H

alt

[con=true]

_{
-+

a e o frag={{la,null) (?a,null),(\b,nully(?b,null) (\c,alt[true],®),
Qc,alt[true), ®),(\d,alt[true], ®),(?d,alt[true], D),
r {le,alt[false],®),(2e,alt[false],® ) (\falt[false], D),
A —— (f.altlfalse], D)};
T T o ={a—>boc—>d—e—f};
i I o <={la=?a,!b=<?b,!c<?c,\d=<2d,\e<?e,\f<f}
| |
\ 1
(a) Sequence diagram (b) Syntax of sequence diagram
(2) JFIIKE (b) JPIIEETL
Fig.1 Formal description of sequence diagram
1 A e A i
Table 1 Relation of 5-tuple
F1 NICHZMMKFR
First fragment yil
Operand/Guard condition | opi | ops | ...
Second fragment o
Operand/Guard condition op1 | op>
Num Event Frag
1 e
2 e
Table 2 5-Tuple of object 4
x2 WNBEAMHITHAKRR
First fragment SD alt
Operand/Guard condition True False
Num Event Frag
1 la .
2 b .
3 le . ®
4 2d . ®
5 le L] @
6 A o ®

2.4 FIIERIEX

5 B BT R 1 s R R A AT AR AR 7)) 58 S0 1 0 R R BEWE 7840 Fi3E UML1.x 3EA
FE 5B 38 S (EOR AERE AL UML2.0 R 41 B BT 189 0 1) 357 R M, - optJoop 45 6155 1 1) B, R 1T 51N SCHIR[ 19145
HY 28 T SCA8 IR 37 St AT B 7 B RRAE 285 AT B AT B A7 B0 R AE 15 5 8, AN A B2 sl 28 L B AT I AE P 2
FRAE AT 32 8. 46 UML2.0 J7 51 B AR A 28 37 6 1T BE 1K 447 51
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3 FIEMABSRSEHNNRE

4547 UML MBS AL 52 10 5 K AR TR UG ) UML e 910 1 8 45 oy FAT R ff e SO SO ARV, 76
TR 2 7R 15 78 308 2 T8l S RN 5% 38,0 J3 B 1R 1) 23 M AN UE B35 1 L.

31 EXHBEEREHUETDFA

ETDFA S 52 A B A S HLKI &, A S0Hs ETDFA A 0 ifiid 7 41 18 O TE AR 8 ETDFA. (PR RIE T Fp
F1 P rp A A R R S ETDFA 1 — MRS IER RIR T — O B AC B TR bR & — Jud 56 1 WU A&
ARG A, B 2 TN T R AR I AR RS IS R R TRV AR B B rh 6 G 2 B R IETH B2 JE AN — RS R
£ 55— R AR ETDFA 1] LLZE th 5 41 [T 1538 1 28 0 S 1) 44 38 (1) ¥ 803 91,300 2 A5 4L i B A 3L Rg
% 220 ) R AT b IR AS FLd AR
EX 3(ETDFA). F-afie A W B 3l M & — L0 dl:M=(0,CrEum Z,6,q0,F), 1,
O FRIREM AT T EE Ve 0, B M IN—ARE;
Cy MG BT R E S PAT R T A2 KR N g
Ey RAFHA LS,
SRR T RER N AT B B2 2 L AT L 2={(c.e)|lce Cue€En} s
SRINRE R R L0 20,
Go T M MRS g0 O;
F3RIR M W& IEREES FSO.
32 BxHlEE
JPHIERIE T RG22 AN S RS T, MR AR G LU S AU A B neg 1 B SN IE
SRR TR IE ) A S R 2 A BR B B,
E X 4 ETDFA #EE%). 20 %I04l P=(E,FG,0P,Conum.frag), N (¥ S0 58 A B A s BL AM, 7] %
IR —ANETCAL AM=(0,CoE s 2,0,q0,F), 2L 1,
VpeP S NT =4 HEINL AM,;
BIEWIUEIRES :q0e O AVIIRIRS TR 1RSSR LXK T, IVpePqo(p)=¢
MNTBRER IR CpEy WS .Cy= {clceCYEyv={elecE},3={(c,e)lceCiecEy};
SHIRETBNES,OxZ0, MBI RIRA CulEr BN RRIEHAT 25111 BZEAT);
F 2l AM, W32 R3S AR REIR A5 A A v B 3 20 B I T 40 52 IR A8 A i — 1
AV AERI IR A0 IR SIS, Vq,e QG= DM BT 45 i 20 B FF R H B0 % p 1 s).
B 1 My 5 B R AR A R A 3L
HNJTFIE SD XS p Lk E .
vt % p EEAA 2 A PR A 381 ETDFA.
(1) BIEEAIERIRAS go.
(2) 4 num=1 B, GIEURZS g
© F ey NMEATRA S K BN EEA S B par W,8qo.q1)=€1;
@ # el tEH A F B optialt,loop,break W ,&qo.q1)=[con=2H& F B AT 4 /ey
® e ERERZANULE H BEN, N Kqo.q1 ) =[con=tEH A F BB AT S A 5 Ve
@ ey NN R MG —ANF g AM, (SR
3) Y num=i+1 I BIEPRZE g1
O e 5 e WATEATEA S F BN, Kqingis)=eis1;
@ 5 e fEAH F B par W,e 7E %A A F BN, &qnqie)=em;
® e e LA F B opt,alt,loop,break,par WA FHRAVER N, Kqigi)=ei;
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@ F e fEREAEIRA A P B opt,loop,break W11 e; fEZH A A BLZ A8, W Xqi,qis1)=[con=2H& 1 BL
PATEAM Ve
OF e TEZBAEIA G B alt W,e, TEZA G BN W S qiqi)=[con= 5 F B alt 1 ey FTTEHRAE
BEMHAT S AR Ve
©® T e, WEBARBA G 7 B alr WAT R A BARVES N R AR WG — N Fi e 75 e ITERAES T
— A BRI N E VRS i OT R X R TE D BR(4) s, L mh A 35 A 180 Ha i AR 1 A7
1R B At
@ & e, WA R B par MTTERAESL N R AW B G — D F e WALE B par T — A BERVEEA K
R /I\Eﬁ:,)ﬂxué‘(qz',%ﬂ):eiﬂ;
17 e, AULG R B optloop W RN G — AN e AALE T BEAMWEE 1 AT Sgi,q:41)=€in1;
©@ & e, NG R B par,alt 5 5 — N BERVEA KA R )G — A F e WA G R BAMNRAERE 1
4‘?#,%5(:],-,(1[“):6,-“;
e AAE B break WRA G — A4 e A break AFIIHE 1AL U SGiprearygie1)=€is1,
Hr A& B IR E R BT ES F AN
O F epr WG P B alt,opt,loop,break.par W R MR IG—AFHF, H. e DAFTEN i A AM, W]
BRA;
@ # e NMEEEBEHE BN, H. e METEN qii N AM, T8RS
® # ey AHENE altpar TREASERERAN R AN E G — N30, i B G EF R 4,0
Gint N AM, B H 2R
Hr ey TENAFRAEIRA 5 B opt,loop,break M ,e; T G v Bt Z M esiopiooplibrearin NAETE N g; A
AM, W AT SRS
© # epy (EZBAERA A KB alt W, e, 1% A B BEZ M eivianns AFAE, H. alt A6 7 B BRI
PATSAF IR FEERA N AL g, Ky AM, I TSRS
ey WA BE break W R A Wi G — N34, H break A6 Bz AR IREHAD A A F B gy h
AM, BT 2R
A BB YA ETDFA BT AL 3 (< 0 e 1AV
4) © H e 1F opt A& Bt 16 opt BAE BN €impopyer H opt BEFEAMIE 1 ASFHAE N
&qi>qi+\apt\+l):eiﬂapt\ﬂ;
@ e 15U alt T 7 BN eienep,e 5555 A alt 46 7 B S AH AR AU AE N 28 1 AN R AR S
A, 30
&ging))=lcon=HG Bt alt T ¢; T {ERAF IR AT 551V,
Kqig=lcon=HE B alt 1 e FTAEERVE B I BT 41 ey
® # e nere 7 alt WA B S A RN &G — N RKAERF e b alt BER
BOMOEE 1A S &g, 1,9)=en Kgi1.90=es
@ K e TE alt UG KB e TE alt AE B BN emana N alt AA F BOMUE 1 ANF0E, Hixdl & B
BB AAT A IR A A4 KGisGi+latit1 V=€ jat+15
® # e NHAF B loop WREMS G — A Ffte, FIZAE BN EERS 1 AFM4NSg,q9,)=
[con=H1E i BEHAT 5 1F ) en;
® ¥ e 1F loop WA B e TEEM G BN eiioope1 N loop G R BAMAEE 1 A4,
KGisGi+ifoopl+1)=€itlfoopl+15
@ # e 1F par BE R EBIN e eper 530N par A6 7 B & AR BERAES AN 28 1 AN RAIH A,
W Xgi,9))=¢;, Xqnqi)=ex;
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#oepperr.ert AL par WA R B EE R N G — DN RENF e N par W
G BOMAEE 1 AFAE N & gp-1,q)=en K gi-1,9)=es;
© H e e E B par WEERIEEN, &qiq)= e; ITTEARAEIN . FHAE e, 25 B AN R FHAT,
B par A4 R B A RER AR A MR R A BLAET B4R 20 R 0 R B0 R AR T
B
5 e NALE F B break W R A BJE — AN e /2 break B4 BUVTE I E AL HIFHIANAI S 1
Atk B e, NFEEET opt,alt,loop,break 414 F B, U Kgi,q0)=ex;
@ #5 e, NG R B break WR ARG — AN F 1 ep & break D45 1 BUITLEIN B IAZ BT FIAMA S 1
AR H e FAAE T optyalt,loop,break 4 Fr BEH W gi,q)=[con=H & F BEIAT &A1/ e
(5) i AR B A 2 41 ] AN 0 4 1) ETDFA.
TERIE H BN & P S neg -6 7 BT I T 12 v B P R S 40 B = 2R BrARZS 3 0 TEBCIRES HL
ANHJHAT

4 EF PPTL BIFFIEIIES %

R RS I X A BRAR A R G 1 — PP FE QAR A A 5 v AR B 2 R A — P R 2B & R R Se i e i W,
a3 — P AR R [ AR A R 0 RS 130 B U o ) S LA 2R it DA S B 2R A 0 AL R 458 PR R e B

B 5L I} P 5 (projection temporal logic, fAjFR PTL)A: — Bl FH T~ i 25 i X 1) 2l 1) B ) 328 58 R 40 4y iy st
X B) I} 7 32 4 1) — AN 8 LA B R I R T 00 A B 98 LU 1) 208 T 2, e B 5 B Y b BE 2% 5 A L 9 H. i i
PRIy 38 8 10 AT ) ) L 9 AR I PO X AR A 5 PPTL 2 3 AR A ARG 0 A8 75 I S AT A7 A 47 3 1
W ARGE H BB AT L 45 7T i U I e 22 2 2T 38 8 14 5, SR B0k 471 1l F 1 i 12
4.1 FIIER SR

PEREAR Rr W R v 1 41 B ) i A 0 S b 1 SRR VB 5 OR IE, T Spin I M T RIVE TR 5 22 i A 2 eI
¥ %5 (propositional linear temporal logic,{#j#% PLTL), & 68 )14 BR, A GE R FTE 1 N8 X 145 — 2k
T a0 R P AT BB BOIR A ST I B UE TEVE B 3l 58 B 55 PLTL AHES PPTL W) L BT A ) 1F W 355
20, B 08 15 5 220 10 4 B, B 0 5 A A 0 SR P BT IR 1 . TR, AN SR iy R S I 3 A O R B
(1 RGEHE PPTL A& PTL (1B A & A, IR0 % — B

H Prop R 3T fn i )54 PPTL A x0A40w LUk

Pu=p|P\VPy|=P|OP|(Py,....Py) pri O,

M PeProp,Py,...,P,, M1 QO y PPTL A 3.

PPTL 2 xU 36 I B 37 V5 7545 : O(next),o(always),0(sometimes),O(weak next),;(chop), T (chop in the past),
pri(projection).

W H S A X empty=—0true,more=Otrue,OP=true;P, & p=p T true,0P=—0—-P,OP=emptyvOP,true=
Pv—P false=PA—P %5.
4.2 ETPPTLHIFFEREEN

AT PSR G 00 245 50 U 7 51 P 707 i A 5 00 R e, 9 S AR 0 A 1 P P A AR 0 4% T 42 52 1) B U
SRR oy W00 55 45 12 a8 1 1) 52491, D) 336 P RSP RIT e 5 A — B0 R A S A3 1) 6 A2, T AR 7 41 IR A R A
PP IR T R T 95 A 45 380 5 491, D0 w3 W ASE AR T LA R 1) ] i Sk 1 P T AR TR AR U 284 Sk — T B B A IR
UECH R A I TR Bk . e van, I HLRT BAAS 3058 S & M I AT B AR G A

A SCAE SCHR[21-23 13600 70 BOR He il 25 4 T /7 4 BB RY K PPTL B6:ik 753k, an i 2 7. 3SR H ik s 1)
Spin(simple promela interpreter){f 4 % i T H 3 iF 20 BN T

(1) A UML2.0 J341) B3R 3 A B T A 7Y
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(2) KJH ETDFA #Jits 59245 21 ¢ 51 B v AN % i 1 AL TE X
(3) X ETDFA (1] PPTL P A 0 4G il 5745 21 56 11F 25

SD Property f
ETDFA Labeled normal
form graph of —¢
v
Biichi Biichi automaton
automaton of -
Product
> <
automaton
Check
»> . -~
emptiness

No (counter-

Yes example)

Fig.2 ETDFA based model checking PPTL
B2 ZET 4 IR AshHLIK PPTL R Al

EX 5(ETDFA K PPTL MRAEBAGME 3E). 2 1 A IR A 3L AM=(0,CiEn Z,5,90,F), i1 R 50 )%
PEM PPTL A 300 o, Bl 45 G 2 1577 25 [ il 45 1

Bk 2. B0 e E R E LI PPTL P oA 22 A .

N F A 2 G BR B BB AM A RENE T .

IR &5

(1) FEASE RS0 b F2 o PR 3R 75 5 >R A Biichi B 8hMLERIR, R TG Z0K R I8 RSB Y) ETDFA %4
“h Biichi H /L85 W A~ Biichi B A1 0] AL 56 2R KA AR ZY 2 75 3 2 1k .
MR Stutter 37 MU 45 H 5 ETDFA 54 (¥ Biichi FZh#L BA..BA~(Q".2,8, q5 .F ), 3,
O O FRIREM A A, H 0'=0;
@ SRREN TR, S =306, e N T T4,
® g, BARVIUIRE;
@ FRopml B RS F Q' 3feF fxeof.
® & TG REL, =808, 5= {fx e/} UL W AT B SR FAE N el 1315 B e 2R A BT T

TR,

(2) ST o AR, BE T SCHR (23188 HE 19 77 v 3 o b i 17 X B R R — ol TE K

(3)  7F PPTL Az i R A EERN b B bric i)y XX B #4645 4 Biichi BB BA_,.

4) K BA, 5 BA_JMFL AL

(5) BLHBIMARE T 1 S M 5T ot BT AT 150, 38 5 AR E B LT 4 25, K 1 R G 2 2 5 i 2 A 3K
A7 RS IR 3 ST S I O, D) R A S R DA A 5 R 2 AN R O, U3 it o P AR S 4
TN [ 2 181

5 SEfisrin

HAT AT I T — AT PPTL AR ALK I 28 R 78 XSpin, T il —A ATM 24k ] UML2.0
J7 5 B E BIHLER 7 S5 AR R AS I R

0.
H
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B 3@ E R T ATM HLFT AR S D0 I LROIRZS, DL A IR 2 2 1) (R 86 6 45 A L L ATM

5 User F1 Bank Wi/ S 34T H.. User i\ F J5 ,ATM 531F 15 5 LUK T Fr 80D 25 36 30F 9 e, ) R 38 HY 5 7 56
UE 1A, M EAT A7 Bk B E 7 I -1 = oo dl e X
SD=(P,E,S,R,M,FG,OP,C,msg,obj.frag,—,<),

Horh & ST oy L 3(b) .

! insertCard ! !

I I i

T T . T

par i ! verifyCard !
: ! cardStatus |

1 K 1

| | 1

! waitPin i i

| | 1

! Pin | i

| | 1

| 1 1

| I —— i

alt i : verifyPin :
I 1

[cardOk] | L pinStatus i
! 1

| ]

T ; T
[lcardOk] | ejectCard !
: i

T T

T

I 1

I 1

i

]

1

1

|

T

|

]

|

|

T

p waitAccount !
alt

; i Account |

N

|

t

e+

cashAdvance——————checkBalanc
W
|

balanceStatus

debit

[balanc:eOK] pickCash
|

|
[! balan(:L;OK] insufficientFunds

back

|
L
|
|
|
L ejectCardl

[IcardOk&éILPinOK] ejectCard2
~

|
|
|
K
'
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
T
|
J
|
L
|
'
|
|
|
1
|
)
|
|
|
|
1
I
|
|
|
|
I

(a) ATM sequence diagram

(a) ATM J¥ 51| [

JESUREPSSE S SRSy SRSy Nyl SV N S I P2

P={User,ATM,Bank};

E={linsertCard,verifyCard,cardStatus,'waitPin,

\Pin,!verifyPin,\pinStatus,!ejectCard,
'waitAccount,! Account,!waitOperation,

\cashAdvance,...} U {?insertCard,?verifyCard,

?cardStatus,?waitPin,?Pin,?verifyPin,...};

S={linsertCard,verifyCard,\cardStatus,waitPin,

\Pin,!verifyPin,...};

R={?insertCard,?verifyCard,?cardStatus,?waitPin,

?Pin,?verifyPin,...};
M={insertCard,verifyCard,cardStatus,waitPin,
Pin,verifyPin.pinStatus,ejectCard,
waitAccount,Account,waitOperation,
cashAdvance,checkBalance,...};
FG={par,altl,alt2,opt,alt3};
OP={{par,1)par,2)(altl ,cardOK),

(altl,!cardOK)(alt2 ,cardOK& & PinOK),

(alt2,!cardOK&&PinOK),
(alt2(cardOK& & PinOK)[opt],option),

(alf2(cardOK& & PinOK)[opt(option)[alt3]],

balanceOK),

(alt2(cardOK& & PinOK)[opt(option)[alt3]],

lbalanceOK)};
C={¢,cardOK,!cardOK,cardOK&&PinOK,
lcardOK&&PinOK,option,...};
msg={(linsertCard,insertCard),(?insertCard,
insertCard),(\verifyCard,verifyCard),
(?verifyCard,verifyCard),...};
obj={(linsertCard,User),(?insertCard,ATM),
(!verifyCard,ATM),(?verifyCard,Bank),

(!cardStatus,Bank),(?cardStatus, ATM),...};
frag={(linsertCard,SD)(?insertCard,SD),

(verifyCard,par(1),par[® 1),
(verifyCard,par(1),par[ ® 1),
(\cardStatus,par(1),par[ D),
QcardStatus,par(1),par[ D1),...};
—>={insertCard—verifyCard—cardStatus—
waitPin—Pin—verifyPin—pinStatus—
ejectCard—waitAccount—Account—>
waitOperation—>cashAdvance—
checkBalance—balanceStatus—debit—
pickCash—InsufficienceFunds—back—
ejectCardl—ejectCard2};
<={linsertCard=<?insertCard,

\verifyCard=<?verifyCard,...}.

(b) Syntax of ATM
(b) ATM 532

Fig.3 Formal description of ATM sequence diagram

3 T X User € XIS TCH KA.

Kl 3 ATM 75 1B e fiid
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Table 3  6-Tuple of object User
F 3 KNG User FINTCH KRR

First fragment SD | Par altl alr2
Operand/Guard condition 1 2 cardOK | !cardOK Ca;cjnog 1? & !ca}};tfleOIiégc &
Second fragment opt
Operand/Guard condition option
Third fragment alt3
Operand/Guard condition balanceOK | 'balanceOK
Num Event Fra,
1 linsertCard . |
?waitPin o | ®
3 |Pin @
4 2ejectCard . | [6]6)
5 ?waitAccount . ®
6 !Account .
7 ?waitOperation .
8 lcashAdvance . | ®
9 pickCash [ OO
10 2insufficientFunds . | ®O®
11 \back .
12 2ejectCard] . ®
13 2ejectCard2 . | ®O®

52 ATMBIBE RS

W 4 Fros BB AERTE 3 1R R 18 S A 21K ATM J7 41 & R4 4 User 1f) ETDFA A 7] FF
(IR, 23 590 o LAAF B0 5 ATM LA KRS Bank [f) ETDFA X % User 1) ETDFA G5 401 F
(1) GIEWIRRE qo.
(2) MANT-EERR:
2={(c,e)lceCypecEy};
Cy={({altl ,cardOk)(altl,!cardOk).(alt2 ,card Ok& & PinOk) (alt2,! card Ok & & Pin Ok) ( opt,option),
(alt3,balanceOk)(alt3,'balanceOk)};
E\={linsertCard,?waitPin,!Pin,?ejectCard,?waitAccount,! Account,?waitOperation,!cashAdvance,
pickCash,? InsufficienceFunds,\back,?ejectCardl,?ejectCard2}.
(3) HHIEFERIREIEDIRTS 91,92, .13
@) RETBREANS.
(5) KA qio.gi3 WA,
Wik ERRA R T bl -tood e X
ETDFA=({40,91,92,93,94:95:96:97:98:99:910:911:412:413} , { Car} s AEwr} . {(Cu* Enn) },
{Xqo, insertCard)=q,,Xq1,?waitPin)=q,,&q,,' Pin)=q3,X q3,[con='cardOk])/?eject Card)=q,,
A qs,[con=cardOk& & PinOK]/?waitAccount)=qs,&qa,[con="(cardOk& & PinOK)]/?ejectCard2)=q,3,
Aqs,!Account)=qs,Xqe,?waitOperation)=q,,X q7,[ con=option)/!cashAdvance)=qs,
Ags,[con=balanceOk]/pickCash)=qq,Xqs,[con=!balanceOk]/?insufficienceFunds)=q,
&Ago,'back)=q11,4q10,!back)=q11,&Xqu1,?¢jectCard1)=q12},{q0}, {412,913} )-
53 FIIERMAMPPTLEE

J3 5\ AR B0 AIE (1) 80 2 J 1 S FE PPTL M ik an F
(1) FF BRI 35 R AS TER, 8 R & RS AR
o((—pv—q)—>O(frempty)) (D
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Hdh p WEFRREE R g WEXRSH P ZEEIEH S IERRFIEH.
(2) R REIEH E R AT, W] AT BGREAE. AU
=@ pnfin(q)
Hod p AR AR RELg HRBARL S AIATIEK.

[con=!cardOk]/ [con=cardOk&&PinOK]/

2ejectCard PwaitAccount
) >()
44 gs

?waitPin

A/
q2

linsertCard \Pin

q3

[con=\(cardOk& & PinOK)]
?ejectCard?2

40
1Account

®

q13 qe

q12 qu 910 9yaitOperation

2ejectCardl \back

[con=!balanceOk]

lback
ac YinsufficientFunds

qs

99
[con=option]/

\cashAdvance

[con=balanceOk] q7

pickCash
Fig.4 ETDFA of object User
Kl 4 X% User 1) ETDFA
5.4 FIELR
Wl s Bros i 5 3L 48] ETDFA [¥) PPTL 1 st R I SVE 43 B 5 User (¥ Biichi H 2L,

[con=!cardOk]/ [con=cardOk&&PinOK]/
\/‘\qe]ectcard PwaitAccount

qs
|Account

96

2waitPin \Pin

A/
q2

linsertCard

q1
[con=! (cardOk&&PmO
2ejectCard2

q12

2ejectCardl \back waitOperation
Vback [con=!balanceOk]
YinsufficientFunds

O

[con—optton]/ @
cashAdvance

[con=balanceOk]
pickCash

Fig.5 Biichi automaton of object User

K5 X% User i Biichi B#IHL

¥ ATM &40 Biichi B BIHLAE b iy 25 15 BRI 28428 4T 1% S 401 5 A A5 31 491, DU A 2 v
5 RQ2). UL () A1), 6 45 T 5E S B errors S 0 W 7ZE 0 TE L FE R R A R

-~
o>

SEBRAE R T SCAL 7 i AR BAE R GEHEAT 00T IR R T A5 B K — A T g AR
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FHEATR AZIHLRE UML2.0 J3 5118138 T2 O (5 B AR R 0 5K, BE 8 72 B T & 20 #r 55 BB B IE
JIT Sl ST SRR ) T A P TR B R KR TR L SR T P T R R BT T R S ARG R B A S LR SR L
FEFIAR A SUHLA IR ARG BT, o B B BT AR 5 i SR K — B B T LA RN, 8 R 22 N ETDFA. A ik
G AT I IR T AT D R

Proposition Projection Temporal Logic Formulae Qﬁng
Formula: |11 el aks Difk&empty]) Load..
Operatars:  [] |<>| i} ‘ [.]| 5 |<->‘ > |pn |am:‘ or |not‘

Property holds for: ™ All Executions [desired behavior] © Mo Executions (eror behavior]

Notes:
#| Use Load to open a file or a template.
-
Symbol Definitions:

# | fdefine p card0K==tiue

Hdefine q Pin0k==tiue

Hdefine f sjectcard_end==true
-
Mever Claim: Generate
- i~

" Formula &g Twped: [J([plla)-=[[f&empty])

* The Mewver Claim Below Coresponds

* Ta The Negated Formula H[IIRNG)-> [)F&empty]])
* [formalizing wiolations of the originall

=}

sl never { A WTI0RIG)-» (Jf&emptyl]] =/

Verification Result: valid Fun Yerification
8 never claim +

azsertion vialations -+ [if within scope of claim]

acceptance cycles + [faimess disabled]

invalid end states - [dizabled by never claim)

State-vector 124 byte, depth reached 45, ETTeaY
w124 states, stored

Help| Elear| Cloze | Save Az

Fig.6  Verification result

6 IUE4ER

BUgt AR O A SO ARG SR AR B AT, JE R 7Y 2 i BHECK 2 T SR 5 BORBIT 9T Be i #2440
AT BB AL (1 [R] 27 AN I 7 2O R
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