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Abstract: Informal verification methods for simulation models are vulnerable to subjective ingredients. The
traditional model checking method has difficulty dealing with large-scale simulation models because of the state
space explosion. The parallel model checking (PMC) method has been accepted and successfully implemented in
industrial tools because of the completeness and high efficiency. Unfortunately, it is hard to use as it involves
several difficulties, such as formal specifications, logics, and parallel computing. To solve the above problems, a
parallel model checking method for simulation models based on event graphs is proposed in this paper. This method
extends event graphs in synchronization and defines the syntax and semantics of the extended event graphs. It
transforms the extended event graphs to distributed and parallel verification environment (DVE) model, and PMC
method is successfully applied to simulation model verification filed. With this method, simulation participators can
verify simulation models with PMC method without learning new formal modeling languages. The efficiency and
completeness of simulation model verification are improved. The experimental results show the validity of this
method, and the method can improve the application of PMC method in simulation field.

Key words:  discrete event simulation model verification; parallel model checking; event graph; DVE modeling
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R A B 09T KA L, 3B R BGE SRS Y R E A B AR 448 3| 5 A FATIE AL 49 DVE ALEL R MK 4T
AR KB 77 ik B ) T A7 AARA B AR R 32 7 R AT B AR LR F 3 697 KALIRIE 5 T 3088 R R FATAR AL A
1577 ikt AAER AT KALIRIE, 7T MARAE R FATIE 69 3 A A SR SRR B e d A R e &M B0 42 R
R T Z T RO B A A TV RIATAER AT 5 ik A7 AATR T 6 2 .

KEEIR:  BREF AR R AT AR I, B4 B DVE #AGE 3 A 4R

REESES: TP391 XERFRIZAD: A

7 SLABETRY ) T 1 PR R A S 07 S P T R R b A e s M A D R DR 7 o 3 B0 U DAy AR TR [
TP R AT A B T 3 ) 75 A LR (14 A 36 Il R A SR 52 B T L ) v R AL IR R R O — 58
AL . IO UE AR A (validation, verification & accreditation, fRiFR VV&A) ARG IAR.

VV&A J7iEal Loy HAEIE vk ATk Sh& TR U e R i vk 4 KRR AR Ok T A
T SR 2 S BT, Y AT T ) A R AT L S U T T U A B A AR e T R AR, AN T S A
B ML BAT W T4 0 AR 28 1) 5 285 7 10 3 2 5 vk I 35 BE R B IB AT, K 22 B8y 385 U 12 7 B8 I N A B 00 8%, A
WCERBERAZ AT v (AT A5 5 1T T AN g i A T TP 18 002 1 3 A5 41 T 7 3, e A R JI 9F 9 119 i) R0 Bl 2 1
100% 18 5 2, AR TLEAT VV&A IR A R J7 105 A8 355052 0 BB A 1 B A IR 3 b 7 v AR 45
FUATUER 0 AR A3 2732 (0 L3 13X 4 28 VV&A JiEEAT T A AR R R VV&A T kR TAE =
P47 :Hermann AR 155 25 7 130 UE 07 TR RLRI L 900 5 2 1] 1) — BUPEPT Adgner Kt D8 36 40 W1k [R1IE 40 BT vk
FFRERIIG I Balei Al Sargent $& HY7E P4l LA Hh 9 FH - U8 RO BUAT 23 A7 5; Balcei Zadk T A8 B A 45 15 R A5 1 %%
PR AT BhAMR . LA M RS AIE B 2501 Sargent A 1989 4F JT U 7 5 4F (1 & 241 B2 IS
BRE D LGOR T B e RAUSAE I Z 1) VV&A T7 ik IR0k B4 AF ik Py st B afiol . RBE
AT S Y — SRR AT S B VVEA AT TR AR 98,38 T — 57 ) 7 v i R T TR 241 TP A
Be=7E VV&A J73E T AT TSI T 52807 5 R GV B HEZL, Wt SE LT VV&A il T
HOEER T B A EE . BRI ST BREICRCVE . ST BRI E P AT LAt
HAT0i E A VV&A JEIE R EEE R IEAE E 7 vE . #3853 LR 37 J7 v, 8 4k 75 8 i AR
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By 5% W DS 25 105 ) T S S B A o BT B AR B R VR B R AR I AR (0 AR R A R
FEET 51 A BV ) ) AT (L B W S BB B T L IE R P B A A iR AP
5. AT LUE L ERER AT 3 2807 B 2 3R AT 56 4% BB AIE & AN T AT 1, e A1 BRI B4 R A7 0, T AS Be UF B Y
BRANETE DR G, T 4 v 17 ELASE Y ) LE A A DL R A7 0 485 SR I ] Sk 6 0 LB 2R 1) T S A 38 E 7 iR AT W 1

Table1l Comparison of VV&A methods
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TR AL i i i i i Bl £ B

BEALE % (model checking) & —F F B 5 UE AT BRI A 22 45 ¥ 5 125, e A B 32 18— i 7 XA iy v,
Z0d 28 AT (R JRE AR R 5 Uy VA SR RE S R SV X LT AT LR 3 1) SR G0k A8 R 3k 1071 78 VLST Hy
B AE R SER RN R GURI 2 A SR A RAE Ty 045 2 T T () R AR R AL S R R 3 B R AT AR
e AT P A7 R T AR AR T B RIS SR 1R () R A G2 A B 5 P 22 KBRS 2R 0 6 E A 2 BOR
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1 EH4HE
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{s=fa(s)} {s=fa(s)} {s=fa(8)} {s=fa(s)}

Fig.1 Event graph
K1 FiffK

FAFEME 2 Y RO E AT [ 1A 2 1 A i 2 50 B 2 s 0 B 2(a) #0220 A R,
WK AT () EL AT BOREAE I ) SEIR € )5 KA g B k2B, S5 k b0 5 3k 5 DL RE. 3 T B i
H (K 2(b)), H EHOH 4 B S8 koKt RIE j 25,

t O ®
(o) (e

{s=fa(s)} {s=fa(s)} {s=fa(s)} {s=fa(s)}
@ (b)

Fig.2 Parameters on schedule (cancelling) edges
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o S LIRS LA
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AR AR IE D) .

2 DVE Z#iES

DiVinE /&% A 8 HLIY LTL(linear temporal logic)# A & 30 T H AR R AR TE S DVE & — M B R
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W — 430 3 (channel) DL A 3L AR BEHEAT AR . — A e B BERE & SOl RAR B L BERRIRAS SR W%
BERFRRSHIFR . ARSI . WIRIRES 7 0] BLRCIR ST B 91 3R 41 B A HUIR S0 26 T HARR A, B 3R
I ANHERE (1 2 SROIRAS (K0T 8% AN g g LA R 1 Bl 4% Hp 7).

Process P, {

variables
stares
transitions}

LA RSB EEN —ARE RS — MRS, 845 P (guard). [A2 (synchronization) B K 46 Ht
(effect)!”].

trans

o0 {guard(x==1)&&(y==2);

sync toK!(S*2+y);
effect x=x+1, y=y—1;};

o

o DR AT R KK, & IR AL 5 AR T o Z0 B85 2 1 2% A 1R 58— AMIRASIT RS 2 17 BE % WS

o [P 4RIHA Expr!BiE Expr?(Expr Rn R IE ), AT LAY 2. [/ 2 i 3l 8 channel 523,41 W1 make!0
5 5 4h—/MT K make?product [7]25 1A, [R] 25 B AT DUAE 326 B4 ;

o SR IMIRE RIS XA TR 2T P 5 DR R GUIR SRR I 0, i 5 2 ARk s
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Py, PIASIR S L2 ) I8 3 38 38 (B 40 in!,request!0,take?what Z5)3E47 [R5 DLW 288 0, — N8 2 8 0 48 L AE
(WIEEIRES) AFRs . R85 B4 DL H IR 6 AMIRAS, HOR A A AH N I DVE AL QP 3 iR,
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ARAHIR
v AR A (B — B
AFHRE—R TR B 3 8 5 7f
FERRIRES —— S FRUCRHI B A5 4
BRECIR SRR
%‘)‘Hk#&—ﬁu RS BIPORHE I T W i
SRR & H T I ok
process man {
byte what, want, money;
state working, payment, waiting, got, happy, sad;
init working;
trans
working — payment {effect money=1;},
payment — payment {guard money>0;
sync in!;
effect money=0;},
payment — waiting {sync request!0;
effect want=0;},
payment —> waiting {sync request!1;
effect want=1;},
waiting— got {sync take?what;},
got — happy {guard what==want;},
got — sad {guard what!=want;},
happy — working{ };
}

request!1

want=1
request!0

want=0

take?what

what!=want Wwhat==want

Fig.3 Finite state machines of a man and the corresponding DVE model

3 M BE AT RS YU S AR N ) DVE #7
3 TREHHE

31 BEHFMRE

RGFERBAE T 0] 43 N 56 T RS FIE T H AT Do) Bl 11 38 208 1R A SRl I R 48, 1m0 5 2 U208 ok -
AT N AT 15 R 48 N — ARS8 1 B AR EDIR A IR AS A2 5 R BT — A I (8] B 9 IR 75— /SRR 4L i
8] Y PR FEAS S T A8 U R G — P R et (W 3 1k, & B AT R i 4 78 AR5 58 (0 I [ i bk AR T
DAE RGN — MRS BN — /MRS F A EE SR @B AT DVE 5 5 W2 2 TR s
F.1E DVE & & IR 2 B3R 10, 1 340 A2 B 20, S B A 1 5 2 A S AR AR RS 2 A TR
BB R: RGN AR T LA — 0 F 42k e S, — AN iR FH A (entry event)Rzn HE N ZR A, LA — AN 4531
FAF (exit event) BN B IT LIRS B 4 R8T FA4 IR 2 1) 26 R, b 18] 4(a) b ST IR I g 836 24, 14 4(b)

TR K B Y, S RS AR X PR I8 5 RS LA .

RGeS SRt

j_l_ﬁ/_» IREL IRA2
$1+

(®)
Fig.4 Relationship between events and states

4 HAEREZRRR

3.2 EH4ESEDVEZ A ME X E

MR A MR Z A 9GRS AF ] DVE T8 5 10 S e e 0 51t 350 A0 -3 A 490 DAy TOl o T s e 4 3.
R TEA A AT E B DVE i F R,
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— ARG FAF BRI AT LLE A A2 B 2 AT FAE B A 0, AT SR XS T DVE BER [ — AN ERR
process. FF 1 2 4: B A BT 5 1 1) R GRS KA 4L X Y F DVE S KPR IER trans, 254 & A2 11 445 ()X B
T DVE HREITEH M D2 guard, FH4E 5 AT 51 & FPIRE TR BB (s=fa(s)) W K2 T DVE 1 effect, Al & 5 J7s.

T 2 0 P R T A A AR L R D ML sk, Sigma ™ I Simkit 78 SEHUA [R] 1 Z A B L& I 40 SR TR
[ ) HL A0 i /F - Simkit o, 7 0] LU# ] Listener Event Graph Objects(LEGOs)HE 4 £ 1k ) 5 414 i Wr 45 5
(SimEvent listener pattern). 4 /545 4t 5 Wr 452 5 (property change listener pattern). & Ft #3 £ 7 (adapter pattern)k
SB[+ 1 0 [ (1) ) 20 Sl A5 1S 4E DVE @A & P A IR (A58 L channel 23] 20 DL o4t A% 33 2
AE. R, b T BB A ] W] 1t 32 753X 0 [F) 22 DA S B AT 3 AT 75 SR 1K) 2R G0, AR SO A IR R AT 4 e 3 3o 7 il 1
RN T A 1) ) 250 DA R B int o &, 7E L S T A syne %R, 5 DVE & 5 R A2 R 1A syne X V.

FAF IR

_____________________________________ 1, i
i Process 1 i & .
! [0) N |

—l—»@L@ SATY AY _

i (¢ 5 B 1 i
! State 1 State 2 : _______________________________
| ) 1=h(s)} i

DVERA!

Process_1 {

sync SyncExpr;
) effect Expr; b

Process 2 {
{guard Expr;

trans Event D syne SyncExpr;

effect Expr;};
}

Fig.5 Mapping relationship between EEG and DVE
K5 EEG 5 DVE (XK &R

A P R R (B ) A4 RES A 1Y i 2 1) 4% 3 2 B S T I R SRl E D (75 i R el il i 2 4k
RN 2T RGOS [ S48 AR H 46 T RS I 481 7 A0 /K 28 R 408 1Ay 1 PR o () 6 o)1), i
(R385 £ n A At e AT M A BRI AR 55 1 SRR TAR S AN 24 T A 2 Mk 55 D3 (B IR 55 53 FEBA R 8. 24 B %
AN AR S OS5 58 B 5 B A BEN B R — A AR SRS IR 554 3 AR A A il (IR 55 # 8 I Z J
K BT R GEE 6 rh AR (0 2 B TRz S R R AR Sl bR 5 1% 2 B R BE b ) 2 ORI 2
T DVE AL 5 20R0 I i 2 M08 7R 2 A T ARl 10 B8 70 AR AN T SR RS T ARl (RS AR RiA
HH ke, R b 2 = A 2R o [ 5 T A 3 R N T DVE BB e ity — AN R (BT n AN TE A Sl A AR R 1K A
DVE #ERE). di bty o] DU R AR AT 55 RE 5 17116 DVE It it 72

DVE £ R8T 5 AN SR I )5 A 2 U7, PRt o PR o (g I TR B3R AE DVE oh 807 X MG & 1
EIFI DVE Z [ {500 5% 8 5 7, B o A [ 7 U7 i 1 AR IR DVE 63 2 1] PR R A
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{Qit+} {Qi—, Si—}

Fig.6 Transfer line event graph
Kl 6 WKE RS SRR
33 FREAEMEX
EX 1. ¥ @54 K (extended event graph, 7% EEG) /& t FH A 4E 2 0] i) 5¢ R 41 A i 1A,
EEG=(E,S,SC).
o E XRFMHIES EXMEP),H
M={M,,VeeE} RELEEH;
F={feMoM,VeeE} FEAFAF IR AR IT b8 4L
P={P,,VecE} &5 N i) 2 513K ;
o SRURIHAEIL BRI L HI4E 5 ,S=(L,From,To,C,T,PR,A),JL
L={Lse {Schedule,Cancel},VseS}, K i K12,
From={From,,vVeecE}, &7~ & F1F;
To={To.,VeeE}, & /R4 i & AT
C={Cse {True,False},VseS}, K NREA I M. 1K 4 A4 o 2K
T ={t, € 9;,Vs e S} , KRR 41U [ I [A] IR ;
PR={PR;e {Lowest,Lower,Low,Default,High,Higher,Highest},vVse S}, &/~ &} 5 10 (AL 6 2
A={As,VseS}, KR REA LI B EIE 5 .
o SC={SC.e{?,!},VeeE} LIx [F il YR & 0 RR UL« KR KL,
i M SG KR T4 AFIEL AT SGieEEG, 84 — A i A & W] K78l EEG={SG;,SC},1<i<n, neN.
34 FREBEHEIEERIEX
341 ¥RABHFEIREL
ANSEHER) EEG B A W] 7R S, gRR e S U BE BN )i e SCBL R RGeS e LA K.
EEG::=Declaration SGDefList EventDefList EdgeDefList System.
FUAUFPRESZ R A SHE] . R I LUK i .
Declaration::=&StateVariableDecl|ParametersDecl|AttibuteDecl|ChannelsDecl|.
75 WY B N T AR W S B F Const. 28 & BE 1) AR A it nf DL 2% &=
Const::=gConst;
VarDecl::=Const TypeName DeclldList;
TypeName::=int|string|double|integer|Boolean|Random
DeclldList::=Declld|DeclldList,Declld
Declld::=id VectorDecl Varlnit
VectorDecl::=&[number]
JBHIIERAT K {value,,value,, ..., value,}.
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Varlnit::=g|Initializer
Initializer::=Expr|{VeclnitList}
VeclnitList::=VeclInit|VeclnitList,Veclnit
Veclnit::=Expr
0 T 5 AT S ARG 28 Rl A7 AL FAT 28 ol X, B B A7 B B A 16 7 S b i U,
Channels::=channel ChannelDeclList/channel TypedChannelDeclList
ChannelDeclList::=ChannelDecl|ChannelDeclList,ChannelDecl
ChannelDecl::=id
TypedChannelDeclList::=TypedChannelDecl|TypedChannelDeclList, TypedChannelDecl
TypedChannelDecl::=id[number]
TypeList::=Typeld|TypeList,Typeld
T M — 0 & B R AR R, B DVE AR R —— X B, (4 R AR A B . Mlaadk . FHERBIER . I
FE(BGH)IL A K.
SGDefList::=SGDef SGDefList
SGDef::=SG id {SGBody}
SGBody::=SGLocalDeclList Events Edges
A L E— 2 FRRAR IR — S SE B R A R S JR) AR B 7R WY, 2 B W] DA SCIR A A% ol 22 R
Event::=EventDecl|EventDeclList,EventDecl
EventDecl::=EventName,%CausedState,LocalVVarDecl,ParaDecl, Transitions,Sync
Transitions::=&[TransitionList]
TransitionList::=Transition|TransitionList, Transition
Transition::=Assignment
Assignment::=Expr=Expr
Sync::=&Sync SyncExpr
SyncExpr::=id!SyncValue|id?SyncValue
SyncValue::=gExpr|{ExprList}
ExprList::=Expr|ExprList,Expr
L (RO )32t — X SRk S e AR A S A (M B BRIBG )« LS. B S S R A%
PEL PESEG IR SRR LA R AH OGP ) 75 .
Edge::=TypeName,SourceEvent, TargetEvent,.Condition,@Priority,$Delay,AttrDecl[#Edge
TypeName::=Schedule|Cannel
Condition::=¢Expr
Priority::=Default|Lowest|Lower|Low|High|Higher|Highest
RIEA T RRBRYILA RS . FAF R 5 LLRAN TR 1 A ] 1] ) ) 2 48 30 2 i i A 8
S
Expr::=False|True|number]|id|[Expr]|(Expr)|UnaryOp Expr|Expr;<Expr,
|[Expri<<EXpr,|Expr;==Expr,|Expr!=EXpr,|Expri>EXpr,|Expr; =Expr,
|[Expri+EXpr,|Expri—EXxpr,|Expri¥*Expry|Expri/EXpr,|Expri %EXpr;|Expri & &EXxpr,
|[Expr||[Expr,|!Expr|?Expr
3.42 PIEFHFEIRTE X
TEN 2. BV HI Vr B8RS 95 4E,S eV H V=330 V=V, 58 G=(Vy,V1,P,S) A SCidk T
o VRN G AR BRI AR IR Ve TP TRl G AR AR R AT
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o VWA G MMM FARER I Ve h TR N G AR
o PHHHEIN G KA XE IR P PITEA G R AEAP h s R W TR
a—B,aeV VWV geV’.
o SeV\JEKA G 74
EX 3. WL G=,,V;,P,S),weV,,a,feV":
D Eam B QIR B, AR A el MR
2) #S = a, MR G — MU,
3) #S = o WUH NG R T
4) /‘}L(G):{a)eV;\S;w}
FHFE L(G)H G Ji=4: i & it event_1,event 2 Z5R7% i L(Event) =2 8 5.
EX 4. RGRE (o) &R B ()i, i, ok IR e R A7 ik X 135 € S
[[ false] |(e)=0
[[true] &) =1
[ [number ] (e) = number
[[id[expr]]](e) = e(id) ([ [expr]](e))
[[expn)]]e) = [[expr]](e)
[[id]](e) =e(id)
[[expr, binary op expr,]](e)=[[expr]](e) binary _op [[expr,]](e)
Lbinary _ope{<,<,==!=+—-%/,%,&&,]},
Boolean operators (!=,==) return 0 or 1.
[[id, id,]](e) = {1, i(t'}‘l’elzv;l's‘iz SR T i T id,
EX 5. RGEAITE LN
transition=id,.id, {condition sync function} and function=assignment,,...,assignment,,
Horbid, RoR 7 FHAEE AR, idy R 5 1AL I 0F,id,.id, Ros T3 K id, 1 idy 2R AR
AT DU 3 oy Ak o REUIRES:
(1) S BERERPIRES;
(2) PS03 T S 22 i X ) 9 A
(3) PR B .
DRl i, A 3 1R o S SR
(1) [[id,.id,]](e) = e[ parent(transition)/id,]

e, ifsync=e¢
(2) [[sync]l(e) =4efid,,/idy, -e(syncvalue)], if sync = syncid,, !syncvalue
e[id,, /tail(id,),syncvalue/head(id,, )], if sync = syncid, ?syncvalue

[[id s /[[eXPranie J1(©11(B), if assignment =id,,, = expr, .

[[idz, ([[€XPFinge, 11(8))/[[€XPY1. J1(€)]](€), if @ssignment =id.,, [€XPF e, ] = €XPFize
ASCAERE X EBG A TS IR IS 1, %K 2.

(3) [[assignment]](e) :{
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Table 2 Some special operators in EEG

%= 2 EEG P HFHHE T

HT R

% Fih R BRSPS

@ YA /U A A e 4

. AR R /B A1

$ IR

# F AR IS T SR SR
! R I% M IE

? EE SNSRI}

4 EHAH

4.1 EEGEHIDVER&%HTTE

ANTLR (another tool for language recognition)!" ™ & A4k —Fh u] LUtk A1 Java,C++88, C#S 4 B A5 Be i) 3¢
vEk B AR g AR % ST AR G B BORH R AR RN« O 1R BRI PR AR AR T SO AR OB VL A BT )
B —FiE 5 T HEAESL ANTLR 7] DU 75 B A gl H A AT o] — B 5 0038 V5 43 B 4 F2 5 00 08 5 458 ke Ay 4l
S QIR VL T 4 A SCAE T ANTLR W4 EEG (35454 F 3) 421 EEG FTETL 50 4%, 4 H] - A4 EEG
AR ) A ST PR Y B A e O T AR AT AR A B TR FIZAT W DVE B ANTLR FRHEAR 550 2 303k, 3032
ST 0T B — A TR R ) A I T — U A R RN IR T A TR R R AR — A
Bk # 2 Mtk 7 2L ANTLR 7B B34 BEG v &5 1 I i e 7 7.

o SN T S e

wapression {sympredd_emeventgl ? {synpredS_emeventyl ?
{aynpredl 1_emeventgl ? {ynpredl0 eneventgl ?
{synprodl 3_emventg ? {synpred]2_emevenugl ?
{synpredl 5_emeventg ? {synpredld_emeventyl ? N NAME

OPENBRAGE |—={ cxpression ——={ CLOSEBRACE }—r-| {synpred16_emevent g ? ANDOR

Fig.7 Parts of syntax diagram of EEG generated by ANTLR
7 ANTLR ZEp& 137> EEG A4S K

7 FASERY (R AT R R L R Ny

1) AL BEG B,

2) ¥4 EEG B A\ B Heds(n & 8 Frm), B 46 th ANTLR H 842l Lexer Fl Parser J| Wizt 4 i
) IE A I, A 1208 B A 0, ) E AR DVE A8 B i 2 37 1) ClassBuilder 2845 fif##74 DiVinE Al
f1).dve SCAF;

3) DiVinE 4. BT AR dve SO H R0 45 2R

SR I T 30 o 2 46 4 R AT IR AT AR ASL 56 1) 7 32, 5 49 07 T 0B ) 4 5K sl 0 B0 R T ) I R N B AN T 2 2]

BT A RS 5,300 T LA SURERY BEAT B UL SR IE.
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ModelWriterFactory TextConverterFactory Parser ClassBuilder
n -serial VersionUID -serial VersionUID +BLANK -
TransformationRules 5 e +compileProcesses
- - L, ____|fereat() +creatf +creatProcessClass
-serial VersionUID " +eetDescription +supportsParameters() +COLON +
& p pp {COMMA. -getImports
+getFileEndi
ge bt .n lng() +tokenName +gc{Palh
+supportsModel() = +getSre
+supportsURI() I
! H+action() - -
1
TextConverter H +process() #ClassBuflder.ﬁlellst()
I . #ClassBuilder.imports()
! [+ getGrammarFile() !
- 1 |+ getTokenName() #ClassBuilder.path()
ModelReaderFactory ModelWriter +addBod}'Text() : +g 0 #ClassBuilder.src()
-serial VersionUID +addPrefixText() | '
roreatl) \~-[+fromDocument() - 1
+g:chscriplion() +getModel Text() I [Fgetldentifier() -
) t +write() 1 [rgetText() Lexter ProcessBuilder
|+ getFileEnding() Ve | _
+initEvent() | #dafl6
[+supportsModel() I +prseModel) !
+supportsURI() | ! +AT [+creatConstructor()
I HODOC“memQ 1 +BLANK +creatProcessClass()
! ! ! +28]I:AOI\/II\IA +getImplicitParameters()
"
SymbolicModel ! ! N
________ " " I 1
! 1 [ fserialVersionUID | : +getGrammarFileName()
Ly —_—
ModelReader text | +alreadyParsedRule() AbstractConstructBuilder
+getAsDocument() L +mAT()
+setFromDocument() TextDocument +mBLANT()
+getPath() _: +location +mCOLON() +creatChannel Attributers()
+getTextFromFile() 1 - +...() +creatFile()
read() : [+getLocation() S hannels()
|

Fig.8 The class structure of the transformer

K8 Heidsifedity

42 TWINERER

AR L T 0 TR R A 6 AT 25 ML P T 2 SO AR I . T 2 K ) Bk R L S
7 5 2 5% AAAE — i [ T 48 58 5% (4 DU P At T 22— W ARl B A o v ) A — T e KR T A
ZHRZHA - RBEX BB R VAR B GRGAAI R B O AT mBmRE AL E
B W 7 T IR () A1) B 004 R0t B EEG BUAY & 15 BB 5 4 J) DVE #52;(2) HATHERLALH0 J7 vE XS
A ELASE T 06 A PR 280 2 ] AR SCIFAT 30 UE 52 5 K I F & 288U m) 2.53GHz 1) PUH% Xeon AbEEAE E5540,8GB
RAM, N #% 2.6.18 LR 3.1 #4F R4k,

S 1. R A S SE

TLLRAE T 2% 5% 0 A B I 1E A P 75 T RS A 5 (M I LA 3 A (1) 2B, AT KA — R
A8 XK AE SR ) — S48 BB P KB 3t AW OIRAS;(2) v B B e M S R S 7 — R X
=4 E T A CF B8 — 308 S5 — a8 5 AT N — RS (0 0 ST 1 S A A R I 2 S A
T2 1 A S TR X T 2 G o S A — 0 B S ) IR T o I X T AR — 4 Bl ST B A K e X itk
S ERRGERDSHENEF —ARE R S FAVR ARG A B CIRAS(3) JE A4k, Bl Fe A s L
AT 2 G ARAL JE FVIR 2z AN B IX 3 Pl o o) B T RS A 56 v [ 22 A Pk R G AN R 2R T (i 1
AR AR AR ) L, U IRAIE T 3 22 GO A A . T X R, e AR B IR,

ARICESEARYE EEG B A E L T dw B I 2 5 A 1) R Y > 7 2 SR B LR I, SR B L b B At A
EA DA IR =R — R/ B 5 — AW, R 5 — 38 X NG OIRES 5,55 8 5 — X
B SR AR R T PR ST AR X4k B2 S8 % AR B AR, 2 T T 2% 5K I I 5 380 7 48 B A 8 SO I R o
N BEAUIR A T I A SR H R ML AR 2 [ B4 3 O RBAS th DiVinE T B 4S5 (1) DVE #24). DiVinE (14 1iF
g5 9(a) IR, B ik g5 0 oR B0 UF i R ) TSR AR T 242 AN ATRRRAS BL A 806 AMREITE, K
BRI — DN IEBCRE—— A Y KRN R 2200 — LR AR M R G — AL —
SHENE BT A OF BB — U8 XS — B E T T — SIS SRS AR R T AR (R AR T e
BRI B O(b) AR T R IR Y 1 30 UE 45 5L 18] 9(c) [ IR IE 45 SRR W B AN I 2 A S 1 9(d)~ ] 9(f) 7l
R T B DA ) R (Y I AR (1) B8 4 R

S 145 AR WA A SO I E ML T BEG A5 8L 6 4% i o M 5 45 DVE #E2Y R F JE XA S BUA 56 5

=
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A

B F

S AT RS R RISt okl oA PR

. —u B exanple

[rooelib-end? divine-me-1.4]10 ./ _build/tools/divine-me verify \=\-cep
a/phila. 1. dve
UARNTING: deadlock state ceached (At most one deadlock pee theead 15 eeported)

[fork:(1]1]1]1]11]

SR

‘seen total oft I4% staves (0 accepring] and 50¢ cransitions
encountered torval of O errors and 1 deadlocks
Vorkers: @

Inicial-Storage-Size: 4057
Storage-Growch-Factor: 2

Handoff-Threshold: 50

Input-File: examples/phils.1.dve

Trail-File: examples/phils.1.trail
Algorithm: Reachability

Qrder: IF3

Partitionin sratic

Generator: PAVink

Storage: Pooled-Partitioned

User-Time: 0.007998
Fymtmme
Unll-Time: O,

0.003998
252457
1:

Dendlock-Counc: 1
Error-State-Count: O

(a)

(roothib-cnd? divine-mc-1.4)#
Ims/ phiis. 1. prop
initialire.

reachabilicy.

a0

elimination & resec...

Aezepring eyele FOUND

generaring counterevample. .. done
Norkees: B

Imitisl-Storage-Size

a0a7
z

50

#/phi e, 3. props . dve
examples/phils. 3. propl.crail
Algorithm: OUETY

Orde!

Hemory-Used: 57164
Finishad: Yas
Full-Scate-Space: Yes
sparey-Holds: N
eadlook-Cow
Ercor-State-count: O

BBy Glphil_0.one ~> F phi

0. mat}

(©)

[rootlib-enaz diviee-me-1.9]# ./_bulld/cosla/divine-me verify \-\-report
mples/ phils. 2, propl.dve

reachability,
eliminacion & resec

Accepting eycle HOT found F07-0 2 P42 56 1E

Morkers: ©
Inicinl-Scorage-Size: 1097
Storage-Grovch-Faccor: 2
Handof£-Threahold: 50

Input-File: exmmples/phils.d.propd.dve
Trail-File: examples/phils.d. propd.trail
Algorithm: OWCTY

Crder: BFS

Parcicioning: Static
[ Diviak
Storage: Pooled-Partitioned

User-Time: 0015954
System-Time: 0.004599

WUall-Time: 0.766254

Terminat ic :-11 1: 0

Hemocy-Used: 57284 s GF phil_0.eatiphil_l.eatiphil 2. eat+phil_3. eat+
Finishad: Yes phil d.eat > 0

Full ate-Space: Yes

LTL-Propecry-Holds: Yes

sStates-Visited:
state-Lxpansicns:
Pointer-width: 64

L)
o

(e)

build/cools/divine-nc verify \=\-report -w 8 examp

v & exa

AT FMHRA B KFH ARE AT %

1441

[rootBib-cnSz divine-me-1.41# ./ _build/tools/divine-me verify \-\-report -w § exsmp

les/phils. L.propl.dve

initialize... (M&P: cycle found
secepting eycle FoImp 0T e FRs B MR
generating counterexample. .. done
Workers: 8
Initial-Storage-Size: 4097
$rorage-Growth-Factor: 2

Handoff-Threshold: 50

Input-File: exemples/phils.3.propl.dve
Trail-File: exswples/phils.3.propl.trail
Algorithm: OWCTY

Order: EFS

Partitioning: Static

Generator: Di¥inE

Storage: Pooled-Partitioned

User-Tiwe: 0.025896

Systen-Tiwe: 0.0088988

Wall-Tiwe: 0.042709
Termination-3ignal:
Memory-Used: 57908
Finished: Yes

a

#E5: GF phil_0.cat+phil_l.cat+phil_2. cat+phil_3.cat+
phil d.cat > 0

Full-State-Space: No
LTL-Property-Holds: No
Deadlock-Count: O
Error-state-Count: 0

(b)

[root@ib-end2 divine-we-1.41# ./ build/tools/divine-me verify Y-h-report -w & example

s/phils.2.dve

seen total of: 581 states {0 accepting) and 2351 transitions
encountered total of 0 errors and 0 deadlocks
Workers: 8

Initial-3torage-Size: 2037
Storage-Grouth-Factor: 2
Handoff-Threshald: 30

Input-File: exsmples/phils.Z.dve
Trail-File: examples/phils.Z.trail
Algorithm: Reachability

Order: EF3

FPartitioning: Static

Generator: DiVinE

Storage: Pooled-Partitioned
User-Time: 0.011538

System-Time: 0.002998

Wall-Time: 0.248274
Termination-Signal: O
Memory-Used: 48452

Finished: Yesz

Full-Gtate-ZSpace: Tes
LTL-Property-Holds: Yes
Deadlock-Count: O

Error-3tate-Count: 0

(d)

[rootBib-cnd2 divine-mc-1.41# ./ build/tools/divine-me verify \-\-report -w 8 examp

les/phils.2.prop2.dve

initialize... (MAF: eyele found)

hecepring cycle NOT found

generating counterexample. .. done

Workers: &
Initial-Storage-Size: 4097
Storage-Growth-Factor: 2

Handoff-Threshold: 50
Input-File: exemples/phils.Z.propz.dve
Trail-File: examples/phils.2.prop2.crail
Algorithm: OUCTY

Order: EBFS

Partitioning: Static

Generator: DiVinE

Storage: Pooled-Partitionsd

User-Time: 0.035954

Systen-Time: 0.004999

Uall-Time: 0.069661
Termination-Signal:
Memory-Used: 58564
Finished: Yes
Full-Stace-Space: No
LTL-Property-Holds: Yes
Deadlock-Count: 0
Error-State-Count:

o
H#5: Giphil 0.one —> F phil 0. eat)

o

()

Fig.9 Verification result of dining philosopher models in DiVinE
9 DiVinE X ¥ %7 gt B A 1 B ik 45 R

S 2. 7 SRR IR AT U0 UE ) v AR SR

2 ST I R T R 4 ) R R R R % DiVinE 5 UPPAAL MUY 36 T HPOD) J% PRISM Ak 2 4 11

B A

U5
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Rt T HPUHEAT L UPPAAL I PRISM (IR P4 55 /2 3240 2.72GHZ, A7 2G %% PC HL.DiVinE [ AN
BT R G0 B AR UPPAAL [R5 A B ) [ S LI PRISM G 56 2% (10 A\ 2 %6 T+ PRISM iF 5 (1 7
ot I P AN ASE A 50 I 2% 1T 5, B S T AR JL ML)V 5 S DiVinE —FE K B AT JEBIUIRAS 101 2 5Oonh 4 )
FRURERL S0 25 T 10 7, OGS e 46 B AT DU M B BT /N e, AT B AL RS 56 7 v iR AR A AN B b
I8 5 R RS 1) AN D 48 K AT B R 56 7 3 B T B IR O B e 0 A S 4R v 7 SO Y G I IR K R S
2 FRIGIE A A B KOIRAZS [R1IE B 7.503027757327091E19, It I UPPAAL 5 47 58:41E (1) I 8] 3k 21 351.875s; 11 R
2R S 1 AR IR 25 2 ), L 56 e TRk Lk AATTHE LA 232,10 DiVinE A T 56.764s. 3¢ T i &2 4% 1 K AR 1) B
BEALTT o, S IAF 7 vk B i B[R], SR F X P AT 560 U 5 12050 A 42 A1 A e (K B AL 50 F 0%

400

——A— DiVinE e
300 —@—PRISM  /

2 —&— UPPAAL /
- ./
2 200
= P
100} . P
0 B — Sl ;
5 10 15 20

Model size (n)

Fig.10 Model checking time for the dining philosopher model of different model size
K10 AN TRJ RIS B 7 2 Sl 288 [ 6 T )

5 B %4

ASCHE S A T BB BRI 07 FORE R A6 IR U VR 3R T 0 BORR BEAT T AL SR I 1R 6 A LA K T AT
PEAED T HCECEAFIEA DVE SRS 5 AOEAE b A SCHR T — Floo i@ il 1 07 BB R AT IR 47 T AL e
(K077 95 R JEAT BB AGLIG T ik Y T 00 S5 T 2 1T 1 A 07 BB TR R AT 060 I AR SO0 S P AT T o BE K 4
J& PR T o R S B R S SRR AR DVE B 2 (8] RS O FR AL el 1 R B i 8 ik T
7 1A A 07 BB AR A 075 BN B3 T8 202 20T T AR 56 UE v 5 RE X 0 BB A R AT IFAT HAE, A
AR A T B R IFAT R 560 10 X 32, 10 HL R e 07 R E 1) 5 o6 1k DA K TR AR 28 S 36 45 SRR W 1% T VA K AT 2k
AR AR — B B 32 28 TAR RSB EEG B R R il MUK FFAT B0 E, LA S 98 48 RESE R St — b ]
UoATI RPN LTE-/ 8

BUft A5 FRATT 1) AT AN SR A 4 SRR R TR R 2 B AR 2 TSR A B v 1 R 017 B0 TR B 4 4 A0k
AR
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