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Abstract: A parameterized system is a system that involves numerous instantiations of the same finite-state
process, and depends on a parameter which defines its size. The backward reachability analysis has been widely
used for verifying parameterized systems against safety properties modeled as a set of upward-closed sets. As in the
finite-state case, the verification of parameterized systems also faces the state explosion problem and the success of
model checking depends on the data structure used for representing a set of states. Several constraint-based
approaches have been proposed to symbolically represent upward-closed sets with infinite states. But those
approaches are still facing the symbolic state explosion problem or the containment problem, i.e. to decide whether
a set of concrete states represented by one set of constraints is a subset of another set of constraints, which is co-NP
complete. As a result, those examples investigated in the literature would be considered of negligible size in
finite-state model checking. This paper presents several heuristic rules specific to parameterized systems that can
help to mitigate the problem. Experimental results show that the efficiency is significantly improved and the
heuristic algorithm is several orders of magnitude faster than the original one in certain cases.

Key words: parameterized system; safety property; upward-closed set; heuristic search; symbolic verification
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A S AHAL R AR B A XA T RE 1445

KRERE AT ATAG REG® LM EE FARARIRE T %4 T 29 & (constraint-based) 49 74 5 & = 7 ik {2
X T AR AR 8 s B F 5 K A MR (symbolic state explosion) 92 5% & 2 6,43 2 )8, BP HI B — AN 29 R A B
FHE T ERREEERTH A — ARG EEPT LR SR E00TF %, 2 Co-NP TA A 3, & AR FRAK
A IEH AR AL 4510 E — ok B — F AL GG 9] 2R A2 LA AT 5T A AL B G 09 3R 7 ok PIT R AR R 49 ) R A BUAR S AT
MR, % Bift — 3 SRR M ik 09 AR AT RS R G387 Aotk RA T AW AT 89 % A B R XALN, 3k R
AP X B 8 KA T oAk F ik 69 2R AR 3 JUANSCZ R T A Bh T 18 R LA B B GRS 77 o PIT A A2 64 1) AR
KEIR SRR RN, 6 LIRS B AR LTI

HhEESES: TP301 CERFRIZAD: A

R M AU P T 2 A — 2RI R RS AL RIS AT IR b 75 S 5 745 i ) 2 300 R S 4] LA Kb 38 7 358 77 >k
WCH AT 6 TS BAR A AN RS bR A 2 )2 AT PR ), sl ik 52 (abstraction) (14 2bR A4 2 112 77 PR ), 15 AR A
TBAT 2 Wi M b TR 2R 5 N R S I b S B T AT 2 b S i A 3 A AR AR AR AR OR, S BUR
M BN I A RSB IER AR AT 0N THIR XL RE SHU ARG X — SR Tk e EEa
Fr R AT FROR SHERE 2 AN L0 3E R R H P I 2 BUL AR R G0 3R S 6 i L th B R 4 fdy s

o ¥4 52 1 2 200 3R 0 R R P B 2R s A B A R T AR 4 R T R R RO (B U 1% R AT L
S R IE JTE), JU) A2 g 2 T A B AT 2 A 3 R S 48] 1) 2 504k R 0 w0 7 DR Utk 3K 2K ) S8 ) S T 6 LA
GFIRAS S )R R B 34T B0 AE 20t TF— B IR 5 B0k 2R 48,33 2 1 0 AN T 340 5 1, T LK — 45 18 At T 3 ik
OB TS P P02 A BB AR R R 10— 2 B Bk R G, L A PR B0 IE S T ), 7R IR K R G T T Bl S AU
HERR S 051 5 58 4 M R, B 2R 48 v ST — AN T e T A 3 2 i 1) e g g BB e 2 e ) e e R
TS 17 T 3 A 43 S B L 251 T T DA R A T 1R WA 2 T BV R AN RE % 1k i1 1) . JavierHIE I T
X T #if 5 Pk (deterministic) ) 4% i (broadcast  protocol), B 4% H % 7 (liveness  property) & A 7 4 5& 1 {H i T &
GoRASE S LT EAT I R U 5% & (well-quasi-ordering), i £5 22 45 1 7 36 30F 2 714058 1, 96 LR T4 AR
B WAL 2 A ) LLRZR O ) b dsf PR A4 0 T8 1o 2 38000 R 50 I 1m0 ml Ik 1 2 AT AT SR IE

5517 BRCBR A 2R G0 00 S0 AR 2 0L, 2 500K R 1 0 [R5 A T 1 S R A R ) 8, O LA 2R N 9k 1) A sk
PEAR T ) R A R EE 2 R s RS S B T R AESERR AN B RF BE#MER, RN EKX
I6) ) A 23 BT O R R T A B A A B R JE ST AR A R B S T TR RN X S AR A Rk 2 TR T
H A5 A TR B FR G ST RI6AIE 3 R o 7 A 16 ) b e B 4 4 T R AR T R B L R e
KFR— A B A ) L A TR A 2 LIRS R T ) R 3 AR & 19— N 4R/ JG(minimal element).
TXEC T VLI AT AL I T 2 ) B, AR G IN T 95 7 VR A RS AR A ARV AR THI I A5 R A B 1) 8 (AN 0 R A 755
SRS BEE), NA-Z) 31 (non-addition constraints) MOV % F FiSharing Tree™ pitu 3 42 (K14 H 5 A R & 1445
R R A KA 2 () S FR BRI 7 Ah — B A5 R A Al I R R W — AN A RS AR SRR
5L BRR S SE AR 16 55— LA RS BT B B AR A R A 1 148, )& Co-NP5E 4 1) #. LY 2, 6 /655 AR I
A (19 249 5 2% 411 F1 DV-constraints ¥ £5 2 4 5 il @ L & Sharing tree 60 25 ) 5 ) 8 MU 45 2 Co-NP 5% 4 i . 1fi
0,2 4058 ) R S 1) R IR P 49 AT o B A BE AR (R AR 2 — A AF ST I, 3R I R 1) T SE MR A BT BIIE T — AN ARG
5 (fixed-point), BV bk s 4925 AT LA 01 TR, B AR AT FRHR A4 30 U 2 R 68 56 F — 6 AT — i U (1) ) 780, (HL IR AT
EE X S H0 4k R BRI I0AUE 775 BT BE AR DR 1) i 80 1) FIASE L 5 R, 75 S — 20 3 iy IS A I B 1R 5.

PEART R BATEN ST S5 REEAR T — 285 2 U, — R 51 SE 46 3R 0, 38 1 AH 1 1 ) & 2GR0 ) mT BAR K
Hh DA SR R 8 S LA T A B o) T A e S 56 E T AR v L B 2, T T LR AR AT O R R R
APRNE RS T EAT ) Co-NP S 24P SRR ) LA SRS 1 WA T SHMRAE N EEAE X,
AAREE . B 2 RTE 2 2 RN R B S EUL R4, A T — DRI AT A M BT 28 3
WANBEX SRS B RN 4 S — R0 S50 R B AR 0 8 R U vy DL b o B
MR 5 5 TRIEE 6 1Al g T MR TAE R4S ik,
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1 BHUERSR

11 & %

AN R ek A SC BT 5 R ) S B G0 T 4 ) 25 (monitor) R AT LA 2 25 60 8 S5 401 1) A AR S R R
(FEANT AT B SCHI A 1, TR Ay B 1D BT, 6 AN 5 R TR G P 1 0 1 0 e S 081 A R A 0 ). s o i i e 2 T 3@
o )25 sl T R O AT A 1 P AR SE ) 2 TR T BESE A S UL R G — A e (S 3 ML P
Horp, SRR RR I REANE (action) B A, o878 N AT by, AR TR FE 25 5 B 1 A FRARES B 3L, e S Y ot
M(Q,,, T x{2), 2,1 u{r},s%,.6,,) i, Q,, RAREHES,; 221,22, WO 3L m A B 7 BEER A5 [ 25
O\ RUET B 1R S0 TN S S SR N AT N ¢ 8%, Bos MWL OR A
81, € Qu x{E {223 O{r}Ix Q ,, RIS TR ok £ 2K 7R ] LB A5 B 8 SE 0 1) A FRAR A HERR, 8 XN
VI (Q,, 2 x {2, 22,13 u{r},8%,5,) H AR LR K E X H A AL,

VER =B 7 B L g T AN E YRR 7 3835 i R GE OV T UR I 42 ) 2R AL TidletR 25, 1M A7 A6 AT 2 %k H
3L FE AL T reqiR 75 . 24 2 I 88 AL TridletR 725 i, — AN 3t F2 7T DUE i #0047 request! B¢ 2 release! ) 1 M reqebR 75 5 ¥
Fluse R 7, 50 Museth 5 e Bl reqe R 72 X0 T I A7 Tuse R 7 [ HE R, 24 728 0 25 AT 3 7B swap_out! T 4 25 A8
fiff 72 M 4 B low sl & high R 6 T BT 15 B A 1 m P 4 1) 4 T highe bR 248 (1320 72, 2 428 1 38 #0473l fE swap_in!!
I 25 i [0 B usestR 785 T B AT BUIRATE 56 2 AL T low R 25 1 A2 K 0 1] B reqpfR 7, 77 B4k S0 EAT HHIE A4 RE T4
Ak TusetRAs.

swap_out??
swap_in?? swap_in??

request! swap_in??
swap_in??

swap_|in??

swap_out??

swap_out?? swap_out??
Fig.1 Load balancing example
Bl 1 s s

12 & X

ZHA RGN B (2R RE)RAR e, A — & (s, 0,00, Fod, s, RRIEHIE 1 S ik aES mE R
T APIREEL TN RR A T RE s, € Q, WHERREL RN, ¢, FIRCH Y s, TEE,C(i) R R TTH N, ¢, R ANHL E.
PR BN, ). () FEREE BT R P o A n, T AR 4 5 o ). S U R G B A R R
HCRES Q. x{N U{w}}" M —A T4, HH, oIR8 WATATH8 & B AR EOK 50 Bk, S8 R G108 LS
IR T — N RG] LT I 5 e, e o Cx{ {33 CI T4, b AN S 5 A AT (c,a,0) B, R7s R Gt id 4
T AN fEa(a? flal o #a??2 Flall) WL B o e I E ¢ B 1) LL R oo ict. W Ab oo FoR i fhae It 13
c—oc’e .o LAl @i M U E i s, —7 s!, UK T AL ¢y =S4, Cop =y, F Cyp = Cyy FRICHIC,
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K47 e Tl RO W Fs— sy, X T T AT AL (i)>0 Hle’=c(irc(i)-1,j:c()+1) IcHic’, ¥ AT c— Ter i ar. i
sy, >, Hsi=s, W T Fidq il . c(i)>0 MR ¢,y =5,,,Chp =5, Fhc'=c(izc(i)-1,j:c()+1) I cRic’, 3B 1T c—oc’
AL R s, s, Hsi—¥s;, WX T B i ALc(i)>0 R c,p =S ,,,Chy =81, Fhe'=c(izc(i)-1,j:c()+1) HIcHic’, 3
feoc ar it s, - s, Mc2c ECHIC il /2 i1 R Z A B B, %4 A5 18 T 280U R G AN e

Vi=qvlv=" > tu,cl)= Dt 20},1si£m,
s - 8¢} Csxlsi - 8¢}
(0, ifi# ]

¢ e{(s, VIV=V +. 4V, v, eV}, Hu, |=mHu, (j) :{l, ifio
1.3 REMIEIE

T S HA R G IR, FoATT 32 B2 BT LUK g A b 5 P AR At R R AT I ] Tk R 4 AT ) ) 6T
EEX LT RR < (B RAEIE) RIS G ScX, 40 TAE Ry e Xl £ 3Ixe SR x< y BB HyeSar, WEES
PR i b A A TR Rxe X, IR S {y |y =03 AR, TS = _Ts T A kg asw
(Y15 (basis) by SI¥ — AN 1 22 Sy HLilh £ S=TSp. X T 45 52 S Btk R 46, 3L LINAUF X R (=,C) & Xkt (c,cyex
HAN M,y =y BXTFATRE 1<i<mif £ c(i)<c’(i).

TR GBRRN RGIBAT IR A I I B AR G BB = 10 Rk A A A e R B — N R AR B E e
i & co e BackReach(B) (3 H1,BackReach(B) i M & 4B H &, 38 3k 5 7] R & 4 43 b7 Al LA B3k (O TG B 46 ), U R 4t
Wi B T B 1 B3 RS, 0T 224 SO 45 1 38 A T busy IR I AN AETE AT AT — A
REFEAE T use SRA A% 22 AP A7 52 T LU ) B3 AR A T B =T {(Spuey 0 Mg = 01 Nyge =11y, = 0,0 = O} KR,
MORTFAE AU & o e BackReach(TB)I, I 2% A 6 2 34 7 R 403 2 i T e 41k

2 REAEMESH

21 EAFH

EX URBFXR). A FUA X EOBUT R < (FRAMEE), S8 TAERT 1 X 5 76 5 Mol 69517 41
XoXa X FFEZR 3 I AT 1% 38 Wi A BRLBLF .

X 2(RMBEHRRGE). A THH TS = (S, -2 LS L2 LHGHUE X T < S xS WAL BT X R < &
AN B, < > AL ) b 3 (upward compatible), B K T B A7 s, < b A1 Hesy—ssy, 77 1 45 — A R 41l
t,——t, i s, <t,.

I LS BILRGER RAGHE). T 1 5 AR P2 5O 3 6 B=( S e, 44, 2) 2536 LAY %
7 (2,0) 5 XH (6,6 ex 4 LN ¢,y = Gy TR A<i<m W2 c(i)<c () Ii% R4 o BRI 4.

Y2 (=,C) A& RABUT, 1% 45 10K [ T Dickson g B, i% 52 B tH, 47 ve vy, . 0 B N B0 R MK
95 1 WA LR EA v, < v, o AR I T 3 AT B ey M, B ¢, < ¢ ey, MAFfEe eCA e —%er H
¢, < C" S IR g BT 5 MRS 10 3R 46T BB AR LA e 5 B ) R 0

URL U, 7 LR 0 T 59 0K A 2R 6 B A 40 25 T 41 414 5 10 B BT S 010 400 R AT 6
2 0 2 R T D B 56 %, 5 4 2 50— A6 93 1 EL e R A A T <)
45 ¢ < MU B L RIS 1, 2 St T — ) B 56 10 2 0 735 4 BT 0%, 1 VR B0 — A I
B AL 1 RO 0 TS 4 — MR ¢ A7 © (9,0, =,0,..,0) JErIT) PRE $704, 01 P40 95

RGN At ARG IR [P A A 1) A AT IR (immediate predessor). AR ] 2 42 LA BEALSE I TE 204 i), T
LK) 3 AR N PR P A5G S
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BackReach (badStates)  // a set of bad configurations
1: visitedStates:=

2: workSet:=badStates

3: while workSet is not empty do

4: predecessors:=PRE(workSet)

5: visitedStates:=visitedStatesuworkSet
6: workSet:=predecessors

7: for each seworkSet do

8 if sj<sj?,4,ns,; :a),O,...,O> then
9: print counterexampleshortest

10:  endif

11: if 3s evisistedStatessuch thats, < s then
12: delete s from workSet

13:  endif

14: end for

15: end while

end

Fig.2 Backward reachability analysis
Bl 2 ga ay s g A

2.2 PREE%

R 1 TR T L AR, 5 nl ik Mo 87 R a4 & (RGUIS AT R AR P AN 0TS Hh R 1 T 4
YA = EEHES XN T SEU AR S, ZES RIL R — R 2L EE, FI R E IS ik Ufh
RN X B A T — NPT O R R R0, 0B T 206 Fow I ) b AR A I I — AN BR AR & WA
FE—AN T TR IRT H () =, = €y > ), TS5 AT 26 R RBUTAE 77 J& . R B 6 T 1) b33 AR & S, 4
¢1 PRE(S) (B3¢, e SH ey —C,), Mt AT R AL ¢, < ¢, Mcs, 1T 2 8fb REE M KA PE K & 1 A e, e SIS
C3—Ca L Hi 2 ¢, < ¢, ,BllcsePRE(S). BRIk, #5 — ANMEA ) b3t AR & WL AE S 804k 3 45 v (10 B 8 i ok
o) b E RS RN AT — AT BRI AL,

EEXEEE 1T AR e . ETE AN AR 2 Rl I P e R Oy AT A AR AN AR Z R AE
BEAGE NSRS HPRER Fl—A ) B3 pAES M ERGTIK B 3 4 T HILPREMPEAIh L. & 4 W
Tl 0 KA 3t — A i) s AT AR A T R I, B 4 ) 25 R 58 AR 2 TRl 3 (7] 25 7 3R AT AS FORD 4R s AR R T R
HR B 5 ) A (R R A — A ) b P A G G A PR SRR AT R T A PR TP R AN T N — A
NA-ZIT . — AN NA-Z R e — R F H A ni>kE 1 )51 29 3R (atomic constraint) 94 H 2L, nie{ny,...,np} T kA2
— AN RS

F N R AR S ) v AR T IR T E R R — MO R AR I A AT B 4E al, T A7 AR SE AN EERRBAT B 1 a2,
B AZ kAR AN o 25 2 (W I AT B AE a SEIREE W E 4 PR, BORTIK R BAG PR B i c(1)>0 HoAF
TEH A s, > s e 5, Me(kine+1, L) I A et B HRTIK; 53 Ab— ANt s, -7 s, e 8, AT L [ 428 1) 25 (¥ 2y
fEal fH 1 Fc(j)=0, M fcizni+1,j:n;—1) Kinj—1=—1 1 AS o i & e ¥ B 82 57 3K 55— Jy 1, R 1 2 1) n dk 2 43
BT BT AE A R 1) LB AR A Hoe < c(jon; +1) Bk, c(ing+1) 8 124 i S 1) ATk 48 HLe(iini+1) > c(jin+1), 2E
Tc(i:n+1)tH e i) B 3w oK.

W 5 IR, M3 HI AT T 7 4 B VE QB I AL TR A s Rl sy 0 15 AR 25 5 48 R A s 0 T S 26 Agb
FARESHAT B EQ2?2 PR S (L WR & s Fs ) I EERE, WS TR SR R A 8 A FVEPRES, S 5 — 4
RE seQ, Wi — N EEA F —ARE (L Ws) A AFFE R IL ha?? 1) 5 AN 2 (incoming edges), ) 3 (1) 42
G oAL0(rin) 3,0 JymE R ) &, o AR IR 51 A AR A a?? i B N, W) A ZODR A I X B (1 4
G WAL AE AN B AR TS 00N 19T T BE AT IR X T & 5 KR 2 g, e xR 4545 24 {0(iza keb,j:c)|a+b+
c=ni} AV, NEEMRES s € Q, RS I (14 5, U o) B i By

{¢' = (ClyrCo) [ Chp &M CopiChp = DV Y, €V, 3
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kb F AR RLE

c(n; in; + )] -

Fig.4 Predecessors of rendezvous actions
K 4[R2 TR

VY B R XA T IR E 1449

PRE (currentBasis)
1: preSet:=g
2: for each cecurrentBasis

/I an upward-closed set’s finite basis

3: foreach ¢, »**?s ands ¥ s, do

4 let ¢':=c,cl, =5/,

5: if c(j)>0 then

6: c'(j):=c'(j)-1

7 end if

8: c'(i):=c'(i)+1

9: if 3c” e preSetsuch that ¢”"< ¢’ then

10: continue

11: end if

12: add c’ to preSet

13: end for

14: foreach s, s, do

15: if 3i(1<i<m)suchthatc(i)>0,3s, €Q,
such that s, #s; ands; »>*” s, €5, and 3s, € Q,,

such thats, —»°” s, € §,, then

16: continue  //cis not resulted from broadcasting

17:  endif

18: foreach s and{s, »°7s,...5, -7 s} do

s k

19: if {i1,...,i} is not empty then

20: let Vv, ={vIv()=0,if I ¢{i,,....i,}and

21: v(ig)+...+v(ix)=c(i)

22: else

23: Vv, ={0,...n; =c(i),...0}

24: end if

25:  end for

26:  foreach combinatior{v,,...,v,,|v; C.} do

27: let 97:=%"" v,,c':=(s,,,97)

28: if there exists c” € preSet such thatc” < ¢’ then

29: continue

30: end if

31: add ¢’ to preSet

32: end for

33: end for

34: end for

35: return preSet

End

Fig.3 PRE: Return predecessors of a given upward-closed set
K3 PRE $ikl MR € ) L35 P4 A i B HC T K

c(n.:n +1n:n -1)

c(n,:n, +1) a??
4 n=n+1 /’\
n=n- a?? a”?
Y S
nkfnk+1 C=(S s Meees Ny Ny M N, M)
c= <n1, M Ny My T ,nm> .: l: l: I
_ (n;=0) , (n>0)
n=n+l 0@:n,) 0(i:ny)
n=(n;+1-1
{0(i:ak:b)Ja+b=n} 0(m:ny,)

Fig.5 Predecessors of broadcast actions

SR IRE ek (RIIE
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EIR 2(PREBERIIEMIE). 4 T A7 BRAES 87 (1 1f) b3 P14 A4 1Sy, 5 PRE(S, )12 [1] ) L i K K 254 S5,
WTprfiee TS, /7 fee' e TS i fie—e!, HXF T Frfiee TS R fFe' el (il Be' #l AT e’ e TS, .

IEH:(Ve(ee TS)=Te' (e e TS ne—e)) S H ik R G011 A P TT LA HIAZ 45 18 i aT.

(Ve(ee TS Ve (e'—e=e' e TS)) X T i fiee TSy, #5 A7 AL L Be' il e’ —e, W A7 A B i afli e -, i HRady
S Ay ) 25 R 5 Sl A B 43 0 1R 0 B e s ak [P B A AR AR ) b PR A R X A e, €S 1H 1R
e < e M4 K 4 TR, FEPRER: & 7ES, s N AL E e it £ e,— ey, A AR IR 1] 4 Fram 1 vF $i s A8 4 A
(#sio2s;, Wie' (i):=c' (i)+1, 1M ¢’ (j)=c(j)(c(§)=0) 2k # ¢ (j)=c(j)-1(c(j)>0)) Fl e, < e , Al LAfF | e, < ' ,Hle’ e TSy #ahy
— AN IR AE AR Y ) b3 AR A R S A A e, eSS 6, < e SHVEPREE SR 5 o BRI 1) S,
RN — e 0 BT RT IR T e, < e REL 5 B (R0, D)%t - A AT 5 T gike! G 4RAT T #6353 a), Il #E e fR) I
YRrhfifre, it e, <e' Ble'elS,. O

3 REXAN

BT SR G T HA 1 R E, B & v 55 v B 805K s 750 TR D IR N 20 i 5 3R AN BT AR 0 B
J& T2 ] IE AR AH I () 22 A PEAE R G0 b A o7 B 2 7 T BT T AT AR PR S 2 RS A AN e 2]
TR FEAHTAR T 0 122 0 S5 A7 o A TR ARG 00 ARV g, L 2 I R [V 48 R 2 B R DG B ) 2 — S R
LT PRE S0 s ) ik 20 A 035, — N 1) b AR B R s o — A8l 24 NA-Z R IPHT HL. B4R
NA-Z 3R B4 5 0 5 1) 8 B A 2 X ) 52 2% B (R 4R G prena (@) 54 (cardinality) 5 O(| @ |xaxCE, ) (3
1 prena( D) F R NA-L IR Gl H B w1 98 nFlady 5l iy S0k R GRS BN BN E 5, i ¢ o (19 s K 1), K 4%
SEARSEMBH MK Gom B n L ie 8O R & 6 43 T 5T 1 U0 e AR 1 S 10 S i) w7 3 40 A7 41
TRAE SR R LIS AT 45 SRR T — B R AR 56 00E , B 50U R G0 E P B AN E T 2 R % M R A
T2 2 AN R S0 R S 30 R G rh 38 o, RUA AR M T R G MRS (— B2 Fa R G b R IERR 180 H). Bk, 18]
6 IR AL AR FE A AN 2RI 22 A BE AT 75 I3 0, 1 AR 15 SRR 5 2% 28 1 ik 0 M JORE M T )
AR R B R AN LA A 6 0 LAFE S, S AR BIAT B T R0 75 140 2 ) i o 2k o A 2% B 1) 4 v T
180, A RC(reachable configurations) & Fi 75 & 1) ATk M 43 v ol 7 A o 1) (9 i 22 4.

Time (ms) ReachableStates BES
60000 6000 DFS
50000 5000
40000 4000

DFS
30000 BFS 3000
20000 2000
10000 Samples 1000 Samples
1234567 1234567

Fig.6 Verification results of the load balancing system

K6 i R RUEL R

T ik — P AR SR TS I () e AR BN S H U R R TR AR S 1) Tk 1 43 AT 19 3 e SR )
T3 LG I Sz 1) Tk P 43 BT R T S T IR e A A A B O IC v L B R OO N B M R IS AR A
S5 BT IR AR v Ak 20 B e A A B AL SR G T K, T 3 R I R AR T R B R AN AT B Bk
—NANE) A R B 5T A r i R R DU T 4 s TG e e LA 56 4, 18 T e 1 A T PR, 523 0 1)
TR 26 55 A BRI R AT DA iy SR e AR SO R R SR A PRAY BR  f E BEAR A AR T S H AR (WA I
HEA)Z M2 — AL E AL sE L.
3.1 MMH,

FEZ I — AN T PR 20 R e T AL TR A 82 (GEERE A ISR IR 28 ) B R B 6 T — AN B el 75,24
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Hd c< <Sﬂ4,n59p =,0,...,0) I, B FR 4 WIAARTIC B0 T 45 € L ¢ = (S, Ny, ) L 3 Y ST T I 1R 23 B

SEEAR B AR B — R 30 ) e e > L% B MR ECE ¢ =(s%,,n},0,...,0) ffifF ¢" —% . % ¢/ MAEH
VEPRES AT 0= > " ny+ 60 B, I, O AL S 1 WLk vk oy AT R R e AT 4 rbRid S 1 s AR LR K
2RI H o 1 H R R 27 2 e P L e kn O TRC 8, DR bt 0 DF £k o B0 SR f(c)=c (1), BI AL TR 45 S5, 13
i
3.2 FMWHL

R LSRR, — A 3735 0] e 5 20U ) w] Gk k4 H i B b 2w e ok 4 A R 2RI K R ) 2 2
BEFE b FEAIRAS T L AH S 0 7 4 i N 3 4 30 1) 3058 22 ARSI K 23 A0 49 22 117wl 4R 45 o0 A Xl 3 i
K BABE B € = (S 0y Myroens Iy = Ay ) S B BRON T BT J(0<j<m, j#i) # AT n;=0,0f HAFAE) FhahfFafi 3
5,7 5€0,,8 > s€0, Ms', >™Ms AL AR FIEPRE, 41 R B K 23 15 A off) B £ 5 35 4 N 31 24 iy
AR W BT IR AR

IS T A W DUE I AT EAE a TR ¢ MELE, AP E o Fl ¢l c” < ¢ .,
e A TR E NN B ¢ P E R IREE A R B A R ECE WELE N Zio(i +D)=(A+)(1+2)/2. K47
AT 2 R T LU I B A a2 2% e BIRAS ;I 18 H R 2R 1R B K

FHTUIH 6T 1) T 01 3 SRR AN IR T ¢ 1) 52 M0 I A 2 58 4 A [R] 1, BT A TR 25 s R 0 72 Bl 42 T8 22 th i
T DR A s e 4 1T SH, B A B 22 bl b IR A sy 2 49 10 R T AS S 380487 b 25 4 — 215 23 Tl A sy s B 48k T k. IR ot % B
TUIBT 7] T 28 88 R B R n B 0 R TIC A 0 2 R O (R 0t 2 B — e b, 6 T 45 8 I TIE e, A o 4 e X
3 f(c) =max, c(i) —min, c(i) .

4 SRIGHER

41 RWHE

A TUE R R A G S W 4 NSRRI RS E 1 TR M 583N 1 & S (load
balancing, fiiFXLB). |~ #& 111X (broadcast protocol, i #xBP)®, 3L 1) 1] £ 4 (shared file access, f B SFA) !
LL K CPUHL J%1j il & 45 (exclusive CPU access, fiif FRECU) M 5 SCRR[13] 7 (K S0 /FSE = R G L BRATT A % 18 T
BAT— A SO T A RSOAS 17 BRI 2R G2 v A WA ST A

1E LFAF F1 EAC KRR 20 BT #2144, b 40 lock!!,unlock!! readal LT writeal !, 8 1 i 2 2 44 i3k
Rl A LEAT HB AR M50 1 KT S8 R G 1 SOR A VPR RE M) HEAT B @ 15, 1 181 35 42 30, i PR RN &
SO S B R IIRR B8 ) BT R R & ] LU LFAFFIEACTE & 58 1 W4 I S 5k R4 15 X0 T3
FE A Fo it B R, 51— s, AT LAIE b 4 R 00308 4T 2 4 SR 4 o o 2 (R E S 800k R 4 rh A T LB
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A S KRR, IR Q ,, TR IR A& s otk 6, FRREAN 2B B 1 P (") B ns—s(s—'s) 5 &, ;7 il
AINHCIR S OB 3 fsigadl] Q, A1 LA ] S, N B4 s, > 0 tRIt—>2s, 4 5, MR % s >0 1 Q
R BT PRSI0 T BROR A4 Q ,, AR R A ST NS Hes "9t —»>"s 51 5, .

AT B EN G SR RENEREEILE LEP,|Q,, |FQ, | 4 HE R Q,, 1 Q, WIHIRESL,
|8, | R 5, | 3 BRI S, B S, WINEIELZR 2 FUH T BT 88 IE 1B M LA T U S S5 T ECA
o (4 (use, wait) J& 1 7 LLAR Fo At JUAN B PR AE % B I R GRS AL

AESEI R R BRATTRIA Java SEIR T b TRVER G AER M S A R SRR I T O SRR AR 2 1k )
IR BT 25, A B S I TR R B S5 19 B 1m) s P 43 B 8006 R AR T IR UESR 2 /N PE I BT SR s AT
FT 5 06 B 1) LA K BT U I 4D i B . S 96 1 7 5 O iCE DualCore T2400@1.83GHz CPU Al 2GB W 17 Hig 4T
Windows XP ] IBM ThinkPad. [l i, 2 T 58 i fiff 1 ) 12t 4 P 45030 (R0 A7 T 1D, A6 T ONT 52 A O 2 Java v 4
A LR FEIAT IS T 19 A b 2., T AN A2 WU 72 R B T 46 CPU A2 A7 IR 1), M T ] LAURL 38 R 4 P LAt R 190 3.

Table 1 Parameters of experiment systems Table 2 Properties to be verified
1 LRAREMEASH F2 BRI
System [Q | [6,1 Qs |6, Property P1 P2 P3 P4 P5
LB 2 2 2 10 (low,high)  (5,5) (6,6) 1,7y (8,8) (9,9)
BP 3 5 3 9 (c1,c2)  (10,10) (20,20) (30,30) (40,40) (50,50)
SFA 3 6 6 16 (1.Sa) (22) (33 (44 (55 (66
ECA 6 10 5 6 (usewait) (55 (6.6 (77 (88 (9.9

42 LWER

O T S A SIS 6 4 SR BT P S T 10 A LA T AN 2 S ke ok W SR IR R e rp B
RE Z5cdls G0 45 Ak P 53 R A AT I TR BT D 10 0 1

38 1 ) AT I ) T IA PR A SR AN R MR B ST S 1) wT IR A O M S S IR AR.

XT3 AN IR AR ) BE AL SG J 1a) RTIE P 23t S35 (BBFS) A AH L IR IR 18 S5 559 (BDFS), 73 il
X1 RS RGEIUER 2 AN IR BT, I 90 SreREAZ AT BT it (10 IR 50 M1 i) £ P 52 0, o ol 925 1) 11 i B
{HUnP 7 AnlEl 8 o

Ratio (BBFS/BDFS) Ratio (BBFS/BDFS)
1.50 3.0
1.25 T 8P) 2.5
1.004 ——t—a—a—x 2.0
0.75 RC (BF) 1.5 T(LB)
0501 »—a—u , T(ECA) L0 RE Ry
0.25 RC (ECA 05
0.00 t t t t t ( ) 0.0 t t t t T.(SFA)
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
Fig.7 BBFSvs. BDFS (1) Fig.8 BBFS vs. BDFS (2)
K 7 BBFS il BDFS [¥)%f Lt (1) % 8 BBFS #il BDFS f%f Lk (2)

{EIZAT I [A) J7 T :BBFS 7E ECA W 56iF bt BDFS 5.3 [ 30 % 2 i3 {H BDFS HVA{E LB LT BBFS 832
TIZE BP B AT A AN KR 0 T8 8 7 1) SFA,BDFS 523 76 1t J5t b 26 ] 2 Isf FL A %6 i3 1R 2% %6 T BBFS
L5 BDFS [ P AR Rl 5 1 0T 52 0% B 42 v, S B0 TSR B () a3 AT BBIFS S0 7E 1 T L iR S 2 I A e i 1
B AR ) J7 1H:BBFS {8 ECA /1 By il I L& HOK 41 0 BDFS 10— M AE S 4 LA R G IR VLI 2
ARG FEAA ],

g5i0 2. W58 B NIH, FIH,, T L 25 s i A iR

1525 7 (orute-force) = 1) 48 2R VA AR L, Je R B R 3 2R B2 R TT A b 5 A SR IS 0 T AN 2 B AL b Bk
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R PRV N RSN AP AR 1 A e a A SR T AR5 25 DFSELE AL AN A 19 H2 4 ki
D 1) Wy ATk, B AT A E BDFSELIE AN T AR 1 BDFS SR HEAT 7] L, LAV ff b i 52 i3 2 OB £
G SR BRI 0J5 ACUH g 6 52 56 25 R ] 9 R 10 Bz -1 LBANBP K KAiE, 55035 [ 1247 I ) EE
J5BBFSHLIL 3 4w T 25% 1 150%; 1M %) T-SFA, it e LI K 5 I AN AR A5 5135 AR B 17 K40 11 45 /EECA
A B AR SR IR S0 AN AR S (L SRR B o RS 6 U T LASR v 10%.

Ratio (BDFS/H,) Ratio (BDFS/H,y)
1.4 12
13 10 T (SFA)
121 «— = T °*T(BP) 8
o] e T E :
. RC (BP T(LB
09 R¢ (ECh) 2 RE FQFA)
08 o= P
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
Fig.9 BDFSvs. Hy (1) Fig.10 BDFSvs. Hy (2)
5 9 BDFSHIH,#I% EL(2) Kl 10 BDFSHIHuf%] L (2)

MAHENA B S Ho L EEH 5 o 1 BN B AHN I 10 FNIET 12 A5 3R i vl AMCES S O R0CR.
FEE 12 v O T B U R Y A ZE AR R M 2 e i, AT AT T AR R T 2, Hevh S8 AT I AT B
H (B O T ARIC) 225 2o M AR DR, 1T 450925 5 n) e B 50 BB (2 R = A bn i) 2 5 4 YL AR AR L5 [ BDFS 55
PR EE, 0 T LB IE A I TR 4% m] LB 2y 90 A%, 1 T U T A 8 0 o SR S50 10— 2100 T SFAR i,
I 1) 280 K4 8 T 30 4355 FUNIH, 4 Lb BPFRIECA B IE 0515 2 11— 20 1 S 1) k3%

Ratio (BDFS/Ho) T(BDFS/H))  RC (BDFS/Hg)a
20 90 T(LB) + 45
18 75 4.0
16 T(8P) 60 35
14 45 3.0
1 T (ECA) 30 TR((:S(FLAB)) 25
’ RC (BP 15 2.0
ég e —Y RC((EC)A) 0 ; : . - R.C (SFA 15
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

Fig.11 BDFS vs. Ho (1) Fig.12 BDFSvs. Hy (2)
K 11 BDFSHIH X H (L) Kl 12 BDFSHIH X L (2)

518 3. AT K HIDV-ZY ST A ZNA-ZY SRR i) b3 P 4545 Hy o AT Ho T DU 35 3 5038 SR R R0
TR RS a KRR NA-ZYARIE ) BB A S R O0 N IRAFI, M0 53 Ah— R3& o ) Ll 4k
I 2 O 22 DV-Z0 30— A DV-Z0 302 BAT I PR A In 5 A3 1

Xpgtoet X ZKA AKXyt X 2K

Horp AR — NS i i 2 M IAE — AN BT 4 AR B TS B E B 5 TN A 15— ASDV-25 31T LR IE A I 75 22
FH—ZINA-Z1 A B8 305 11 45 4. L AR DV-2 SR AL 157 40 58 7] 8 A Co-NP 58 4 [l 8, {H G Jag 305 6 1% 1) 8 (34 7 el
—ADV-A R FK IR LRI E S 2T N T —ADV-Z R BT N 44 11 82) B 2 Ui 0] 2 24 B, H
prepy( @)L ECR O(| Plxaxc?), He il £ T 2 ) 7 10,

51 3 iy f ) vl A o B Sk R IR R EFVEAR X N, AT T DV-ZI RS T LR e S UL R &
19 [0 P IS PE 3 vk W R EE S B R G P 5 I N B e P B S IE T DV-Z9 S 3G AIE i FE AR 7459 L e 2 4%, 3F
T 26 2 JLAT FLAT AR 4o 3 B DR A 72 M 1 5 ) N 2 A 405 S 66 B R0 2 50 R B s A 2 IR B 50 &R 25 2K,
M e BE A J ) ] 3 V40 A ok R o AS T 0 AT 29 SR A A I 3R 4 R G 5 DA R — AN A i U Re R L AE —
AN JEF LR R A% et B Giorgio MM 27y 1) Bt S 3 B He AL, — SR U, BT ) A f R 5 S AT )
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FE R RRE AR B R

MEEE b F, 3T DA-LY SR 5 i ] LU 4 B 20 10 P A 2 T ) I B A S e I ) 2R ] 13 Al 14 B
R, FE T DA-ZY R BDFS L% 55 2k T NA-29 K BDFS STV A bt B A 58 v 1) =2 1) 2% 38 Ry i) A2 £ SFAHR i 5 T
AR 2 TRV AT I 32 S5 38 1) 1% 110 7 I 1) 777 1T, i T DA-24 3 530/ SFA T AT 458 o R 803, T A BP b A S
TNA-ZR SR 15 45t 1R A O 5T T3 T DA-Z 3R S0 1) 50t 45 R AT mh ol DU H )
Ho M H A8 FT LA 8 Sk 5 1 50 58 025 PR I )R 4 i 295 24, o I ) 288 3 48 Ry 17 24 3 000 7%, T AH M2 16 22 1) 2 3 m]
LASR e 40 i FRATTA 78 55 A AN 1 52 T R GeBPRISFA B 1 /R R =R %S T 56 T DA-2 s 1 S 1) 5 i (1
S BT I P AN 28 8 60 AIE ROR B S SOR AN AR R 3 X T B RN AESFAFR A R 2 ) R 8l 1= 7 S i) vl a1k
oA A i AR 2 [, A XU AT DA B S50 4K B A7 A B A, T T DA 2 R i R RO R
ARSI R R AN T30 AE L AR S B R 4.

Ratio (DV/NA) Ratio (NA/DV) T (SFA) RC (SFA)
3.0 3000 DV/H DV/H,. T 46
25 32 RC(SFA) 2500 >» DVIHil a0
20 //r-——’\ T (BP) 60 2000 DV/H, |34
15 45 1500 28
10 30 T(SFA) 1000 22
0.5 RC (BP) 15 500 16
0.0 — 0 — e S S— 10
1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5
Fig.13 DV vs. NAin BP Fig.14 DV vs. NAin SFA Fig.15 DV vs. DV+H in SFA
K 13 DV FINATEBP Lt ¥ 14 DV Rl NA 7 SFA 1 1i%f Lk K 15 DV+H Fl1 DV 7£ SFA F If1x) Lk
5 HXIE

B of BL R B 4 2R G I 9 R A FR 46 Finkel 45 A VR Abdullas A PV43 48 H T 38 T 52 1) ] 3 ek 43 A 16—
D7 6 T4 5 1 b P A Javier (S g HY T RS L BB IR (0 5 ik, % VR SR T 0 R B AR ¢y o2
Cop F M,Chp +V, =Cp ,Fe i cFIc B T % M B M ES L EBE KL M, fiv, b 53 fEaxt v
V18 Bt 45 O N 1) % I L ) AR T 58 2 S RS AN S S B i FLAEAN S R B4 L alfn alt, BT
BNRGETRZ M 1 RSS2 7545 H 0 5 ) vl S5 40 87 5L AS 32 A I 1R BR A1, w] LLAR 47 b b 21 2 4
&R Ge b A E T

H T KRS EAR G0 U FE BT AR 1 5 A ST T3 T R LU R TR S U vk D e A Y
R0 ) 2 R 1O I T e 3 T W 5 475 5 R 2 M A ) A1 8 # FL AT Co-NP R [7) 42 2% 3 1440 55 1) 42 1] 180 Bingham 42
T T AL S BDD Y R M 3 R R U6 AT 7 VLD % 7 ik S A SE AR T BT E U GHEREROH 8 ) I R
Ry B e 3R 48, 1) FH 36 T~ B DD (14 A5 78 AR I 4 AR S FL 3R AT 56 F, o SR 545 2036 2, I AT R B8 1R BB i K (O T 2 4
R G AR ECE N 1)) AT AR % VR A A AT — AN RS S R B R G TR R 8
B B, FLARAE R L0 15 LT n] DACSCE B0 AIF IR 0% 0 5 o fth U7 2 AH B, B frSharing: Tree, 03 A5 I AH 22 J LA #
RN, BT SOE B T B, KRB — AR PR 1 R GE(Nicely Sliceable WSTS, i #k -NSW). 5 A il id J7
R 5 5 B Ak 2R G5 B AIF A (K AR A 244, Delzanno ™ it i n BL 2% 7R A Petri P 1) S 504 RS ER T —
ANFEF-Petri X &5 F4 M (structural invariant) i) & 256 UE U5 v . 1% 5 1 7 R T Sharing TreefF b #7135} 14148
A INFE S U775, i Sharing Treeff) 4 4k B 482 e 7m — AN NA-ZI A4 A, BLAR — Lo AR B0k b (R 3 P (LL sk v o . 6
&34 5E) W LLE 4 7E Sharing Tree L #E4T,{H Sharing Tree 43,2 J) % 1) 8 4 Co-NP5g 4 1) 1, 1 A 3C JF K INA-
2R A8 1) AT 22 0K IR B ) 52 2% B T — 25 IR T AR 3 0] 35 T Petri 199 45 1) 4R 2E 14 J8 e =R A AR
SCH R ) e O B REEAT LA



WA ABA A G B R XSS IE 1455

FEAR SO B AR E M S EL R G T — Rk 540 e 1) B A BT IR0 5L PRECH T fijfbi%
BE AL S EAR G 1 e SO IR S 500 2 28 b 1 R 1) 19 BB A 10 % BRI AS 52 S 300k RS RR B8 .
TREAES 4 YTy AU, AT LA R R R i 2 A0 P ) e R R 2 4 R — 4 s R R )
143 T 25 i N R ) 0 A SR A TR A 2 2 480 = 38 A I 0 (Y AR 0 52 2% i W 8 i S T 4500 PRE, S UL R 4R
1) 22 A PR B8 TIE T DARE Ak ke [m] T gk P 43 W 8 A WD G T 5 Tk 4, DU I 1) 22 A MR AE R B0 R A RT3
T3 T A R ) AT DLE K BRES S 1A B AT AN B8 B0 AN W AR L B W M T Ar A T 3 — D s R R
BRI T E X SR G 1 )3 R . — ZR 5 1 5256 25 JE 2R W30 3 w200 ), o7 DA 45 8005 iR 0 R A
SO LR = LA B

5 = 4 A T R B TRISO Model(tridimensional integrated software development model)!617 rh #x
TR R F B ES) (activity) . ff €4 (actor) B LAE /™ i (artifact), # 4t 5 0 I H R a8 47 4 H 5 4MBIR I
LAt B2 2 MR AT A L P SE A, R T A S A e R e L A 2 AN S SEAA I SE B (Bl B — AN S R o —
MRNRIG B — A A o B B 22 A N B — 280 AR ™ 5T DU R — AN S5 ok 1 mm), i B i F 8ok 72
PRAT B A5 A ST 1) 52490 B0 B 55 BT T R B9 A RRABE 14) T30 25 T A W b % 26 78 A AR M 4 HH 2R 9 1A A S 4k S 461 5 11
P 5 DRI 2 e Rt 2 — 2B Bk 0 5 Btk 2R 40 A SCIRR [18, 191 TR Al 136 T ik R AR By iR 1 X K i ik
T2, IE0F B AT 8 MR R A I FE R T 3EAT T 0 AT B AIE. T — 28, AT TR 30 A S 32t A0 36 AE 7 v R R ok =
M55 AT TAE J5 15 454 e ke, DA T b i A8 0 2 B SR sk 2, 5 o5t o B VR TR RO
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