ISSN 1000-9825, CODEN RUXUEW E-mail: jos@iscas.ac.cn
Journal of Software, Vol.20, No.6, June 2009, pp.1457-1469 http://www.jos.org.cn
doi: 10.3724/SP.J.1001.2009.03455 Tel/Fax: +86-10-62562563
© by Institute of Software, the Chinese Academy of Sciences. All rights reserved.

UML 2 o i (A 3E Th BE B 1 B R AR T8
% %1,2+’ )r% 7,7:1,2

YRR A5 BRERAR BRI U, AL 100871)
(R A AR R B R R st = (R %), bt 100871)

Non-Functional Attributes Oriented Description and Verification in UML Class Diagrams

ZHANG Yan'?*, MEI Hong'?

Y(Institute of Software, School of Electronics Engineering and Computer Science, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China)
?(Key laboratory of High Confidence Software Technologies (Peking University), Ministry of Education, Beijing 100871, China)

+ Corresponding author: E-mail: zhangyan@sei.pku.edu.cn

Zhang Y, Mei H. Non-Functional attributes oriented description and verification in UML class diagrams.
Journal of Software, 2009,20(6):1457-1469. http://www.jos.org.cn/1000-9825/3455.htm

Abstract: Modeling for a system is a very important activity in software development. A model with high quality
should not only include the description of functional attributes of the system, i.e., what the system can do, but also
the description of non-functional attributes, i.e., what is the quality of the system. Although the de facto modeling
approaches and tools adequately support modeling for the functional attributes, they neglect modeling for the
non-functional attributes, especially, on how to integrate the description of the functional and non-functional
attributes in one model and provide methods to verify some properties about the non-functional attributes. In the
paper, UML Class Diagram is extended to describe the non-functional attributes by adding the model elements, i.e.,
the non-functional attributes notation and the constraints table. An approach is given to verify the consistency and
satisfiability of the non-functional attributes in the extended UML Class Diagram. An example is used to
demonstrate our proposal and a tool that supports the description and verification of non-functional attributes in
UML is introduced.

Key words: non-functional attribute; UML; class diagram; model checking
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) dy ) AE 2 A8 B M GG AR A BE iR AT T U A B T A e I T 2
FIA R EM G —RARIE T AR RS
hEEN S TP31L XHEkFRIRAD: A

BAETF I R — A A S LA f1 4 40 o i BT DA R 9 0 1 2 TR P e G A5 8 T G 8 0 i) S IR AR A ) 4
it A5 AR O B (19 FF & 77 15 (model driven development, i #RMDD)M e 45 58 V5 S 4% o sl i, W 2 S IR g £ 7=
Al A — AN P 2 A R T RS Bh BT I TR 5 DR bk, 2R AR AR ) 5 e R R B e A A s B R
Ein)ied

— B MR R G A R AT 20 1 A EL 2 B 38, BT 3 B8 JE o (functional  attribute, fi BR FA) Rl Th A8 JE 1
(non-functional attribute, f&j FXNFA). J & ik T R G0 % AU FE AL 19 IR 55, 5038 R G0 EHE 2 1 4 N\ 8RR 28 1113 5 F B
A 0 N S RE R AR R B R IR T RG TR . RS AME Tak R G R Y R
LI ARTh e S AR T PR ORI A S kA LA SR o AR AR R T L A 9 o A T A R S R M T A
IR 7 TR A 2 AR R I Ak 2 B T Ak 5 ST AR 3R TR R SRR R 0 Th R 2 I R S, n A U Bl (data. flow
diagram, fii#RDFD). 3244k % % [l (entity-relation diagram, @ #XERD). & /%% Kl (message sequence chart, fij#i
MSC)Fl14; — @ K1 3 (unified modeling language, i F#RUML) P45 bR 33 6 T HL M &5 K FIAT Ay 25 A [ 00 [ 5 2R
2 Oy GEJE M A SR AE T AT SCRE T R G AR T R 1 A R AT B A A R A T SR AT A B B R R R
Fh T B LA 78 75 sk 2T I Be i o I 3 ik 7 5K (non-functional requirement, fii FRNFR) 2 YA 59 B8] AR 564 B
VB B AT AE Th e 4 6 1A 5 T B8 P 0 R 4 A 3 (R — A R G 1 VT L S B S DA AN 3 gk e
K — A1) R, B AR AT ) B ol A BT DA 75 SR o0 AT B B Al Al o 8 75 SR AE B T 0T I B GV A T A A
Fh R S AR DL IX B 2 AE T B 3R 55— J7 1 Bt = ) 4 2 (high confidence software) E 14 Y, FH 7 sk 1)
WA AR . AT AER kL SRR WG S S R R M 1 DG T AR R, X 06 AR TSR AT AR T T Y B RE
H 3 e Th 8 J8 M I e H Ok, BV A 3R 40 37 (AR 2R A, SR I TR G A R I, R T BRI R SR A A i
1952 b 2R 45 1 50 A BB A 00 T P 7 SR 38 I A A A o A Y e A Ty B R 2 (A DG T (B e il 2 e B Y e T
HAETh e R M5 T SR — SO — B0 B EE ) R IR 2 R ASAEAE 7 5 ) RO R 56 I RE R 0] i b AE I R 1
IR B A TR i) f, R ARAIE T B A T RA

BT Bk 2% B AR SCIE - Fh R 38 F 0 B REE 5 ——UML AT 9%, 95 B 9% 1 e R 48 vt i fE v
285 A6 1) UML 25 8 (class diagram) b i i %f 22 G5 -JE ) 58 & 4 [ 15 45 a5 0 40 A1, A SO UML 2R AT T8,
MM IL BRI H AR RS W AED) RE R M A0 BRI EEAL b AR SO s T T ) 7 e I UML 2 T g
Ja P (AR 56 7 %, BV IR ) R M 1 — 550 R 2 A 6 AN S o S 5 I T AR K UML 28 B R R T
BB M 1) R AL 6 (K0 5k, I A 4R T SRR D e B M AT A A B A OC TR

ARSCH LM AR T BE JE Mk R R R4 O RER AR T R JE 1k UML SR BT (8T 78 5 2 1 4 H e
EEH R ) UML 2 B o AR T 6 J 1 0 A DS AT AL 56 56 3 735 R FH — A~ s 5 6 W1 Gl FH 9 i 1) UMIL 28
Pl 3R 72 4 Al Th R I e, DA RO I 6 T ek AT A 560 100 280 5 A 2R I 0 SRR LB 4 0 R A G AR I L 56
5 T 5 A SO A JE 1 T AR I LA .

1 UML EEdIEThEERE M aYHA

FE UML 28 P R A 3 o sl 7 B 189 i — S B A% A ] LIRS 814 3 =l oy 8 8 ek 10 4/ P (EL X BOE AR e v
b %20 i S 3 B S, th AN ) 3R S R M RS 56 TR Uk, AR T S 40 BT AR T S e A R s AR R TR A
FIR AE T B8 & 1 BT AT ) 32 25 1 T 8 IRl L 28 e 28 I A3 7 77 vk, A e et AR Th R I A,

1.1 WHENREE R 4R
A Thfie B N RS ThAE B M . R GE AR M IR Bl 2R 40 T el R ) SR el 40 o 220 i 1 T s S8 1t T DA 4 ol 7R S
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I35 & AR T REJE T AE I 2Rk IR B AETh e Jm X R G DRI 1 AR P S BRTT S ik AR O it i F A £4
BI85 T2 Al D e J M ) 56 2R 1) 2608 i 8 A AT 187 5, Bt T A Dh g J8 PR (A 24 T — Fh 20 3, DA ik 3R
AT LUK AR — /N A R0k X, 1208 308 U IR b “ 507 N, b R T B R A3 095 2, 15 AN i 2 2 TR
Ty e J& 1 0] 5G 2R W AH X 5 2% 8O B O, R SR AR T e 1k R G &R A O W S BIDAE 4K G & (refinement
relationship) 1 £ 3 3¢ % (constraint relationship).

Fv AR B8R PR AL P T i B 2 5 i, T e 0 1o S T e A PSR (1422 B i PR AL 55 Ap TR AF FE RS AL O
2 BIAKE R A (BRAKE A Ag) K A DG ZR 52 ot b 20w 1 Al 1y B8 e 12 1] 1) — ol 20 PR O 3R — e, R 456 b B 2
S AT g i PR T o R (BORS A0 ) i — S8 78  FLAR I Ak D g v ke b 224510 n vk e I — D g PRl T gy i
Ry AR f R R A A v R R AN EL A IR AR T B8R o 1 o v e Ik TT LAY i D “CPUSE . “CPU
B RN A A A T D BRI AR T RE R T TRDRE, 0 4% A4 i M e R mT gt 0k — 25 o R Dk R 4 T A I R
wk R A T e e DS, FR AT U M B R A R v B BRI I 23 A i v e L h TR SRR R SRS AR
“CPUBEJE™. “CPUME"MN“ N A7 75 5755 47 AE T e Ja Mk AN A A0 ok FCAAT o] E Ty e g 1k WU RR AR FE AT R
J& 1 (basic NFA); 4 A1 Dy Ge J& 1 AR RS 10 o Ho Al =E T g J 12k, IFR AR 2 Hh AE D e J& M (derived NFA).

AR B8R A IR T B8 JE VA E & 77 AR 52 W, I RR AL 5 A [RFFE LT ROG R IR FRALCH 21 A i) 3
7 A AT B0 5 A T 8 JE A1 29 RO R BRI LA B 1) 1), R — D7 M R B0 5, 55— U7 i AR
B 50 75 A AT LU XU B, RIS Tk 29 SR B = 3 5 FIAE 30 7 N “CPUE FE " Fl“ i B g Z [AIAFTE IR A2 5 )
2o B “CPUTE [ 1) /8 55 1652 i 26 F B0k B8 1 5 551K 110 28 48 1) W] S 7% (reliability) #1% % (efficiency) . [H) 47
TE B3 A ) 24 B, RT3 SR P A 4 AR R 36, 18 SR i R0 36 T 4 IR vl S k. S 4% I D e J Pk TR) R RS £k o6 R
5T ARG AR N P AR D RE R 1k (A2 7E RS A0 20 38, M E AT 2 18] — B AR TE U R QAR ARE B B, R AL DG R
ZEE (R 20 SR G ZR K I8 A2 PR 1 D, BV AR 4K R Ag, WAL 23 SE ML A T Aq AN 1T BE S WA A, T 0 T B RS AE G R AT I
P IE T e Ja8 P 1) PR 24 SR 06 3R, U AT e A B ) ) W i L vl ).

KR T LA g AR S RE B Pk R (0 — Rl A X R MRS+, T HIET G R B R — KA1
AAEDRE IR MoK B IR A O AH I, 29 % 2R U A S T Al T fig & 1 R — b 00 R AR AN R B EREE T, R A Y
e feJm v, e AT TR 20 3R OC R T RE A N —FE 1. R T X P AN 0GR I Ik 0T I AN () IR bt 7 ik Al 1) e Je 1k
RF 2 DR IR A AR B A T R IR PR A LA B A T R P ) 1) 00 22 2 R R Se AR Th 8 I 1t 1) 0 B2 e gy
1.2 ¥RUMLEE#ERIEINRERE

e bt E Th g J& M W IR 23 D W8 43, 23 0l h A D g & MEFRVE (NFA - notation) T HE T g J& 7 8] £ o 56
F2 3R (TR PR 2 3R 9K 2 (constraints table)).— /N HE D) fig J& P bx i3 NFAN=[1D,ValueExpression,Scale Type] i 3 #8321
B, e 1D R % bR vE T 3R AlE T 88 R M K A IR, & AN 1D 38 T B NFAnameo.NFAname; ...NFAname,, 2 1,
NFAname, b # 3 ik 35 oy fig J8 1k 1) 42 % 64T 2% (I NFAname;, NFAname;, 1 (1<i<n), A NFAname;., ¥ /£, NFAname;; &
15 LA 4E Th B J8 MK AL 4 NFAname,. ValueExpression 2 i% kx4 FT il i (1) AL Th g )@ 1 048, & AT BLJE — > FUAR Y
FE AR AT PSS — AN AR IR 2 10 R R AR D R & I DI, S A K s iz AR D e R M ) E B L W 4
W.ScaleType /& ValueExpression 1 BT S i B F b B A AR [A) b BE 2R A5 7 B AR JE R BB 7T 5
HWARZHE X R & SOGE RS F I — 4R E A C R W oT £ R — AR D e 1k 3 27 A R
I, v 5% A Th e R A 1038 5, BRI AH 5G I8 5 0 AE U V-V, I VI iZ AR Th BRI M (B 48 4 L =, 228
Pl P AN TGO R IR TG 2850 i) — AN JE D R S 1 38 4 7 AR g N SR R D e R R ) iE L RR O TEoGiE il
FE Ui VxV—V, b V%A Th g8 2 (8 1 55 5. 610 40, N, =[SysAvailability. SWAvailability,0.9, TypeOfAvailability]
Al 2h B8 8 P 4 B SysAvailability 18 3 & 45 o] ] 1, SWAvailability 4% 38 & #4F v A #£,0.9 J2 3k o g8 & 7k
SWAvailability [ {2, TypeOf Availability & 0.9 [ b B 2 B A% b i 1) SO 510 ml F 22 0.9, 10 400 ml FH 102 R
g5 Al MR 4k, B R b B2 25 4 TypeOfAvailability. % TypeOfAvailability 57 %t B 1) 4 ¢ 18 558 Xk
Ug(X,y)=x-y, TC 18 5 52 A Uing(x,y)=min{x,y}, 35 SCR 2N bR VE 0 52 2 Co 8 1T 2 No=[SysAvailability.
SWAvailability,0.8, TypeOfAvailability] b7 i1 (¥ 42 2 Co [ 3R At W] HI 4k, H.C1 5 Co 2 14T JG R AEAE (U C o 4k K Co) I, JU]
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FH C o R Co 4L B 111 28 45 1A 414 w2 (BRI SWAVailability 1 1i) 47 U4(0.9,0.8)=0.9:0.8=0.72; %7 C1 55 Co Z A AN 7 1E
FEAT IR ZR (R Co 15 Co @ AH HLJSE (7)) B C R Co 2 Wi 1) ZR e R A 7T F % 24 Ujng(0.9,0.8)= min{0.9,0.83=0.8.

FEAE D BE 8 PEARYE B IDAUAR IR T AR Sh 8 & 1, 1] I 34 %0 im 1 3E 2h 6% J 2L 18] (RS 4k 56 3R AE — R
F A7 =l Th 8 J8 P AR i v 1D, BRATT T LU ST RS AR BTV B 1 A Al Th AR JE R (B0 45 5 H AR T R S A
AAET e JE k) B R OC R AR 1.1 W FT S AR D Re 8 PR IR BRORS A0 OC FR A I AF A 24 RO AR R, oA 4 T8 % i
JE T 8 J P I 75 2R FH 20 R OC R 3R SRR AE T B8 PR IR 20 G R . — AN 2 R OG R R CRL=(Cij)nen K B L33k
AN nxn 4 ¥ 77 B, o o R o T R IR AR D AR R PR NG o MR IA R e AR T AR AR R
oA 5 S AN oy S e I 1) 240 5 BENFARINFA, 73 510 S AN B S8 A D B JR L 10 44 R, Vi, £RFENFA 1 (8.8
A, e = TRUER, RRNFA RINFA I G £ 90K 3R 25 00= Ve, = f Ven Ve Ve Ve ) 1
FR7NFA; 5 NFA,NFAG NFA, 1, .. NFA R E 2 T A2 R E0C 288, L ) A0 0 NFA [ — A JEE AR ggil vy ] 2k
5 AR D i & MEMTTR(CF 3 2% 20 [0])) FEMT TR 348 B1I (1)) #1529 30 5¢ 28 5t w] LA 52 8 K52 28 Availability=
MTTF/(MTTF+MTTR)k %75

19 e UML I Jue A ity A% 08 43 % P b K €858 43 10 g vl UMIL 2R I e A e (¥ 70 35 bl T e
UML K oM (1) Constraint 28414 J& P name 1 sepecification, & 115 &% . T JE T B8 J& 14 1 44 B FiE,
LI, E 4 B UML 26 e B A il NFA 254k 2K Constraint 25 NFA 25 () superNFA J& P12 1% T 3k Zh Ag & 1 1)
RS 1k 52 22 .ScaleType 284k 7K [H A v £ £ 282 (DataType 25),{HH# i 7 41 5¢1z 44 (dependableOp) 1 76 iz 45
(independableOp) i1 & X..

-ownedNFA

=

-ownedSubNFA
x NFA
NFA | |superNFA:NFA| 1
-type : ScaleType * ScaleType
-secondNFA1 1 -firstNFA +dependableOp()
1 1 +independableOp()

ConstraintBetweenTwoNFA
-content : string

Fig.1 Metamodel of the extended UML class diagram
1 4 UML K E oA

RGN AR Th 6 e P T R T ek LR 0 3 B R R RS 5 LR B R AR Th e R 5 2K
e ) 8 1 0 B 2 Y B R O 1) 481 4“4 VE openfile(filename) [ B K ZE N J2: 0.58”. “J 1k password & 4 £ i 2 4
T 152745, 31 U B AF Th e k(A B 80 22 4 k) 2 5 258 v 00 i A R Jeg ek 4 s A — S 1. R AE T RRUMIL 26 6 o R
Ty 88 P AR 1 R v A 4 — AN AR T REJE M AR X B T 28 Hp (0 A A (U ), DU 2 35 A (5 1) 1 a2 )
S5 0G5 5 HAZAE T RE B MRS, AR T B8 M AR R R R (SR M) IR 8 S I A 2 A T B JE bR
TR 43 B2 28 B T v 5 2 K A B T I 2 i AR — s 4 R VR R 1 T8 4 2 2 rh R AR R
I 0K JE T B8 P A il e R A 2 JE, B 2 A B 2 45 T — AN RUML IR ) 549 0 S 1 il
R T I A BN RS0 B 48T DA% IR il 2k 18] (Stock Curve2E) Fl % k% (Stock Table ) W i B X & 7 % 224y
¥ (stock2R). & 45 R i S 3 AN AR g J 1k, W 1 ik (performance) . ZE i (latency) il ] i 4 (availability), 3%/ Latency
& Performance [F1RS 4, P9 34 18] 1) B i) 240 R OC R P 3R 7 48 I e D) F Bk 22 JE T B8 Jm 1 #r 732 N, 3K WH getPrice () #
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VEHIE I A 15,No2 W getPrice VB BT 1k 0.98,N33 W curveDisplay ) #: 4F FI AT JH ¥4 0.95,N,% W
tableDisplay ()4 /E i1 ml F 724 0.96.

N;=[Performance.Latency,(0,1], TypeofLatency]

Stock ((Interface)) NZ:[Ava!Iab!I!ty,0.98,Type0fAva!Iab!I!ty]
-price: float _StockView Naf[Ava!Iab!I!ty,0.95,TypeofAva!Iab!I!ty]
+getPrice(): floatNy,N; +display() N4—[Ava|Iab|I|ty,0.96,TypeofAva|Ia_b|I|Fy_]
+setPrice() Performance Latency Availability
z TRUE TRUE TRUE |Performance
StockICurve StockTabIe CT= P TRUE TRUE |Latency
+display() +display() TRUE TRUE TRUE |Availability
+curveDisplay();N +tableDisplay();N y , ,
’ ‘ Pi=Vig >Via = Vear <Veer

Fig.2 An instance of the extended UML class diagram
2 ¥R UML 25 ) sE 4

TFRN A e UML 2 B 28 Se A gl A K B0 AR 4 ™ AR 7 SR R S 57 3 48 1 D RE A 28 BT A
HER UMLK b [ I 75 SR IR v 5 h REAR OG 1A Al By E 75 SR A1 HBCEE oA, I 80 Jle AT L 1) A1 2 e J 1 v
A BRGNS RERIL .y T B 00 1 A2 (75 SKRZ DO RE 75 SR 5 A DI RE 5 SRR Al 5 A8 — 2 119, 51 4
W 82 FE 47 SR F) IR TR ANGB I 1 0, JE e, g 2 P 97 SR Bl B 8 oK, i o 1 B ) AN o 1 gl A2 A D E 75 5K T4 i
T RN BAAE 58 B H RE e v 16 ) I At A0 A28 v il i = 2 g e 2 AR EAR AN T (K. 24 0T R N 5 B 5 AR T g
PR VE I, T 58 S AZ b v T A5 (0 Al D 8 A A bR LA b AR R ST b A R T R N DR R G T
KRR DR JE P HEAT 0 SR SR A R — AN S AR D R 1k 2 onr R 26 Gt AR Dh BE B A - A5 . — A AR
LIy A8 Ja 11 S i W 26 R A A Ty B Ja P S AR B, 8 A 3K — 2 5 UK. T 4 B v v o 0l T i JR 1P £
EDIRE R — A W N USRI R B THRRA . kA TUMEREEZE . kA TRk aR s &)n, b %
BRI A A T B8 S LA S AR RS AL A A S REJE ARV 5 58 BUR X EERRTE R 1D ] LS H 2
WK AR RV G, TF RN DL 5 805 0 R0 AR 3% LUE SCIE D R J P 18] RO 29 OGR4 0, el 0% 9l 46 R 7 22
3 U WY ) 0 I I R P 4 20 i A — IR A )y, e Ok AR B RE A A A2 25 AR 2 RE J L ) RORS A 0% &Rk —
R ZR B A T REJE T (0 AH AR 56 BE 77 1 A DA AH G ey 2 At A 2 B JeR 42 R R AR ST SV T, AR S R
(2 &5 5 A T RE s A A G i) (10 25 ol 0% AR (AR RS AL 50 R AN TR K 2R ), BE 17 1 BT 45 g 1k e TG #4E A 3t i i e A1,
FCTRA AR B2 K HAS™ AR 805 AR T 06 I 22 AR ) e J 1k HEA T A 56

FEY &K UML SR I rh A T BEJ R bR AN 20 R OG AR AR C 5 48— A 20 T RGUREAR p il L i) AR Dl fig
Pl TR, % AR D) e I PR S R G (1 O )RR SO S5 AR 10 A, T i (1 S P 4 0 1) R e st
MIBE AL 7 AR Dh RE s VL HR AL% T Dh Re s MR, OF HL AT BLAEZ A R bl A S AR D e R AT — R B
5 TAE.

2 UML XEHEEIE RS

L= AT AR RS AT 8 R M T X UMLZE I BT A 4 e DL ] F 9 FE UMLZE DR R R4
A=ThaeJm . T REXTY R UMLE B b B 1 E D e s v 3 AT KT 36, 1 58 75 ZEX R B AT e 4k, o e, A&
LI N AR K (class dependency graph, fii #kCDG) ke 52 jiliX — (£ 4% A8 AL Al b, 3E— 2B 45 U R UMLK
e e AE T fi o 1 — BRI AT A MR AT AR IR 1 T
2.1 UMLEEmMERXURT

LY UMLK E CDH A7 2K (1146 15 4 Cep. CD IR I CDGcp=(Xcp, Ecp) it A —Juél, M Vep 2 45
R, HATAE U : X cp>Cop, BICDGep H A4 iAUR CDH I AN LA A S5 sl 3l AT — bRl 1%
A I A AR K 26 B AT AR D B8 S PR AR TE A I T4 B EcocX coxXep A I B A X T AL R 1 (x,y) € Eco, £ X2y,

© HIHBREBSAHIGIT  http/ www, jos. org. cn



1462 Journal of Software #ifF34% Vol.20, No.6, June 2009

T (X, Y)Y, X), B 288 4 7 P f 32 350 S AT 190 190,y ) B9 8 SO 85 s x AR 3 (0 AR T T 465 sy AR 3 1 288 2840 it
V] D A B i A A SIS 0GR ] v & SR T B XX Xy TR T (X X 1) € Ecp, 1SISn—1. 45 MM B8 A2 p=X1 X, X 7
ANAEAEAT AT AH 5] 14 &5 5, TURR p oAy a7 BRL A8 I8 420 F T4 25 10 15 P A R % 422 p, 25 /N A7 £ 8] PR 2! 15 p 2
P IR 7 51, IR p oA — 4% o K TR BRI B 47

P T 288 P 5 A I A R A Rk IR G R BRI AR 25 55 A2 [ C DA 31 L 0F 1 1) 28 44Kt Bl CD G o, L 8 480 1 W)
e 3 prstel,

Class A Class B
Class A
Class A Class B jA iB:
Class A Class B T
Class B
Class Ap Class B
@) (b)
({Interface)) ((Interface))
A A B ClassC «— A
L
=20 4
L | :>
|
Class B
ass Class B ¢
© (d)

Fig.3 Rules of the transformation from UML class diagram to CDG
B3 UML 2 P& 3 2 10 1] ) e 45 R0 )

K 4 g5 T 2 o 2 1 S a5 i Stock View, StockCurve, Stock A4 i T — 4% fi SR AR 8t % 122,
[F] Hs] i A — 4 e K fRT B R B 4. &5 i StockCurve E AR IE{N3} 0 ] 2 1 StockCurveZ i it 7 JE Th g J M b
A R AR A A 4 S 3 itk

StockCurve

StockView ’ @ Stock

StockTable

Fig.4 An example of the transformation from a UML class diagram to a CDG

B4 IR RIS MR P ) e 4 1)

2.2 WEIETHEER MR
221 BRI HTE R

TR R (1 A Dy B S, BT FR e DG 9 T3 2, RO O R R AL A U SO R SRR R T
A PR T A I S S A3 A E AT T2 IR BT A7 AE I 20 RO AR A i 2 e, AR B B Ja8 1 10 44838 A A7 0 A0 17 i 141
DL PR T AL R A i P RS 25 e P 3R £ A T RE Jem P 1 260 ) R 8 LA A R AR B R Je R W R ) R
X EUPE ARG, mT DAPRAIE AR b ons 28 G0 A1 2y B TR A 10 A2 5 B A 68wl A M PR ARG SG DRAUE T N SEELAR e B
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M e T FE R 5 AR D BE A 5 T T DA A2 P AR SR .
i1 5 H AR DD B8 8 OB T 3L AR AR S 6 s P, IR Uk, A 56 5 AR T g R — Bk A SUE RS A e
[ 3L AR A B8 ke UF B H L BRI 2 JE A BRI, 55— 5 T 6T 5 AR T A8 JE 1k 1 R R T R 0 A T 2
W SORS AR 3L AR AR Ih 6 8 T A R R AT IR, — SO AS 56 R ) i 2 A I R A U R AT R K
o5 A 50 (1 7 V.
222 KKTTE
FSE 6 7V A% 0 2 BT I o B AN IR S B8 8 M AR A K A S BB M (S A B A R D RE R M — A e
YA Z R AERE T RE IR R G ZAD REE M L, W RS a8 (8. 2k 1, T LU AR )
6 I8 M o AR KA 56 1E ) 8 A 1) — S0 A m s e 1k
o 6 A £ 25 B TS5 I (1 At ) R AT 1 A 38 T v a0 R R LA
T 56, DA K A7 AR R 455 0 BT, 3 0 T AR S AR Th i Mk B AR X — P T 28 TR TR AR R DG R AR AR
A —3ETh A 8 L0 2 AMECE AT I A T R AE T R 8 1 bm v o) v 55 R T A8 T 1 — A e (. R AR X
— B R R 0 AR T BE 1 P A R B A4 P SR R R RO R A P SR 1 T 1 S i AR Th e AR K R B
FERUAH G, R 75 22 F BT 8 b B S 20 P X B IR A DG IS 5 U LU 4 Dk 451 A 25 BRTEE 43 ) o e X T A0 i i 472
StockView,StockCurve, Stock #1 StockView, Stock Table, Stock H H B 1] 4F T ¢ J& P4 Performance A1 Availability v1 £
LT 52 8. T £ Stock View, StockCurve, Stock H 7 Availability () 9 4> B8 VE (N2 FINg), H 95 AN 5 i Availability ()
EE AN A (1. 8 b, 55 2R H s X AE Typeof Availability - (1 4H 5G I8 55U g T 55015 85 K T 546 586 422 P 1) Availability
) 52 18, B U4(0.98,0.95).
FEWR R E— 2515 2 09 % AR Th e Ja VR AR R VT 55 R G0 AE ) BB R 28 1, BRI — v A3 0o A A 5ok A o 5 e 1 1
AR 3% A7 TR) B S A 81, 0SS A28 TV B3 1) 32 R 5 A T e e P 1 ) e 32 208 28 O B 55 22 T 80 7 s 85 288
T I (1 TG D38 B Ui AT BA B 4 4 8 AR AT b — 20 ] LA 43 531145 21 4 4% S K 17 SR K % 42 1A 1) Awvailaboility [ 4B,
R U4(0.98,0.95) F1Uy(0.98,0.96), 4% A5 3 T ML 4t 1 P AN v 5 48 AN B 525 0 4% 2 7 3% 4 11 Awailability 19 4, B
Uina(U4(0.98,0.95),U4(0.98,0.96)).
AELL BB T B R e, T B A AR T R R MR AR AR R R P AR, — B AR A e 2
T AL, D) — S0P A 56 R . 37— SO A 56 B o DK R S AR T ik B MBS - BAR A A ) e R kA AT LR
TR B T ERACUR, D00 T A A6 RS, A U T 9 A AR B R
AR D) RE IR A BRI SR A R A, JE AR AR Th g & M 2 BRI AE A 4 4y, 5 B AR T AR IR T 4 R 4R & Sk Ag 5 TAT
Haea, LD reJE a1 A Ve AR K RES ={y: % V>{TRUE,FALSE}3V,,Vye V. p(V,,Vy)=TRUEAXE AA
ye Ay vl AT R MEE A A T 7 06 T AR AR IR Mk alt Bk v 2R BT 3] R BRR (Vo) X R B ST AR T
AT T AT R 58 1) i R
(1) SR ZEE S M B Gs=(Xs,Es), 1IEGs HAFAN 45 i xeXs b IR iE 2 L, WAL BCAE S A8 8 M Ar i e Ly,
V() A1 AR D e JE A
(2) *EEAAEThREJE Maea, T 5 G Hr B AN & A B [ a I, ic A Va(X). 35 L JLalf bR, WV (x) AN A7
A LR AA AR Al bR IV, () TS 5 i
a) HL={IH,Va(x)=V(l);
b) HL,={ly,lp, . Lo 2 L R BRIV ()=Ug(V(11),Va (X)), Ho b x AR R L ={l,,... MR &5 A
F A TR Al BRIE, VL (X)=Va(X").
() FAFAEV(X),Vo(X)),8,0€.4,%,% € Xs, we CAE 13 yAVa(X:), V(X)) =FALSE, 1 2 11, — SUPE R 3 2% 0, B H i,
xj, b, 75 W 4k £k,
(4)  FRBEA A ] G, 3% T A S K TR B ADC  44 ) A A P
(5)  XEEANAETh R JE Pk ae a, v S P AR AS B K T SR U AR pXod B (R alki L, 12 R Va(p). A5 p i A A 2 Sx )
Va()BIAAETE, IV (p) WA AT 15 W, Vo ()T B 7 F
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a) Hp=xi,Va(p)=Va(x1);
b) p=x1Xp... Xn I, 5 Va(X)) AAFAE, WV (P)=Va(p'), 3 77,0 =X, Xns 45 Va(X0) F7 £, MV, (p)=Ug(Va(x1),
Va(p').-
(6)  #AFAEVa(pi).Vo(p)).a,be A,pi,pjeP, we C AL y(Va(pi), Vo(p;))=FALSE, I 28 1l — BUPE A 56 < I i i i,
p;,afiib, 7 )4k 2.
(1) SEAFELhfEE Maea, v B PX R (ar i, id I Va(P), v B ik n K
a) HP={p}H,Va(P)=Va(p);
b) HP={p1,pa,....Pn} T, # Va(po) N TFAE, WVL(P)=Va(P), Ho o, P'={p,,....0n}, 35 Va(p) FEAE, WV, (P)=

Uing(Va(p1),Va(P)).
(8) HAFFEVA(P),Vy(P).abea, we C 115 w(Va(P),Vp(P))=FALSE, M) £ 1=, — S P 4y 56 2 e, %yt a T b; 75 T

9) SHEANAEThAE R Maca, i ESKE N a8 R Va(S), & 7w R
a) Mae i, Va(S)=Va(P);
b) MaeAghf, A Va(P)AAELE, MVa(S)=V,(S) = M (Y, (S).V,, (S)....V, (8)) b all il Tas,az,..., an;
A7 Va(PMTAE,MIVa(S)=Uina(Va(P), M (V,, (S).V,, (S)....V, (S)) )-

(10) EAFAEVL(S),Vu(S),a,be 4, we ¢, 75 y(Va(S),Vo(S))=FALSE, U £ 1F,— B 46 3 2 W, it afib; 77 JU) 4%

(11) #TRA(Va(S))=TRUE, I T ¥ A2 4G 56 Fe T 75 W1, T 55 A2 kARG, 6 2K

e B T b PR (2). BERG). BER(T). BIRO) M 2RI IETh Re B AR T AN S AR
RIS« F e A S IR AR 2 A 1) 28 I ) R — R Th e JE MR AE P 3R (3) . PR (6) P HR(8). AP ER(10)2&XT AL L)
RE R PE — SOPE (AR 56 20 TR (11) 2 AR A8 Joe & v 15 81 (10 3 ok 26 L P s B 1) 8 — AR Ty e J kA, % i AR T R s
T 2 M AT A5G
223 ¥ #

UML EEHXREE T IORENZ L KR HA RGN RAAEIT IR SA, RIE 2 ) 5
MRFRNARZ IR, E WAL TG P J6 3 AFETE RS T, T 8 A I 1 A8 T T RS ke, DL R SL g
T W 6 Jeg T E A SO R R U e T R A I R 5 S e 1 S P AT A A DG IR 1 A 0 SR I TR 2 i)
PO DG R TEAT R DRl A 4 &5 SR RS A R R 2 30 T R T A5 5 i DA B T A5 L PR 1 P 1 % L S B b,
T RS 56 &5 SR A AR UL 00 1 s e AR 7 A 100, 22 RE 00 T 1 e e 1 T A T A S B T BT, S o v % K ) Sk
MR GEHA— B A RET B ZAETh B8 8 5 22 0] 5 2 4 A 560 Rl 0 N, U0 43 W 2% 288 R T ot 2 () R 48— 58 T LA
SEAZAE T A8 JE 1 AR 3K AN 23 BRAR AR ST T 45 H 93k 00 R 00 T R 2601 A0 0 I e 8 30, 2 8 v B B 0 R
Y2015 15 5 P A 3 5 /0 1, DR, i 33 1 KR A JE R ME B 3 U0 2 95 1) 3 A J8 1tk 340 A 6 TR e AEL R FH A S o
o H 7 V8, AR R G R R AT AE In) LI M G N — S NIRRT AT DS R R R G
AT BE H I ) 0 PR3 A3 b ek — WA g 2 A S R A S O LA oy AT, A T A i R ) R A AN S T 4G
HR 7 20 R B ) R PR B DR 7 B T B v B, N e R 0 Y TR RSV R A N 5 4 BIER A R R
BT REZ M ARG DS kKIS L, A SO 7 018 2 A B AR R b R A R IR &= 3 2
ERIES

Fy— T UMLE B ST R — RSB e e LT RET T E M T E NI C R B 3 e
UML & 10 5 28 TAT A € 1 JESh B8 I8 Pk (U SE I8 . CPU Wy 45 i 10647 10 ) 56l A 40 76 5 5 1) (sequence
diagram) 14k 2% [&] (state machine diagram) 1 3 347 (2% SR 345 AH AR SO 48 7 AR AN BE NI 28 54T g H
S PRl I R S 3 AT i R RS, 56, B AR SRR O A UML) H oo 3 8 55 47 D 4 5% (K R T g J8 1k 3 AT A 56
JIT 15 2 1) 4 S A PR A 1 £ PRI WE AR UMLAR AL 7 25 A I 1, A [ 000 T 4 3 ) — 2R 40, R AV T H AN Y
A5 ST T AETh R M A 58 AR S8 e TR — K I R DR, 0 I 8 5 AT Db AH DG 1) Al T RE AR Ak, B AT
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He FTREN R AT A B oI AR JF HEAT R 56 AR, AT 2 56 2 AR UML) — 26 il 520 I L vy
AR DD RE s PE (T FEtE . W E L 2 A VAR )BEAT SRR, 562, LU X 4t 5 J= I BB AR AR 1 2 i Je A1 (P A7 A
FVEE . DFESE)HEAT AR 06 1) 28 R 24

3 EBIFAR

AT L — A% B 4 & 4t (airborne collision avoidance system, faji#x ACAS)YE Ay SE, % A< 3¢ 1 TH /) A Th g
i P PR Fl R RS 56 7 VAT 43 M Ui 5(a)%h H T ACAS 9 JiE UML ZE . — 32 K HL(Aircraft 2K) 47 4 k%
B, 23 50l R AT MR T 25 (Detector 28)——— 47 5 M I ARk Py ILAR CHL ) VAT RS (AR L R L 3. = A
i1 54 FF ) b 4 4 PIL 3R (CollisionManager 28) 145 i i 4 B A8 —— 41 STARME ASHL S AR ML R AT IR SR T & 75
3 AR AR, T SRR R R AR A A TU) T S A AR BT R SR BB TRAT B A O S A A TRAT 5 I 88 (Control ler
)9 57 2 52 I A AR R R I A A TR AT B A, LU R YR ALK RAT RS R AR (Alarm ) ——
BUTT 152 A TR LS RO (W o IR — R O R R R SR B R S() A AR DR @ bR 14 A
(N1~Nys), 35 Fe 4 AR T AE & 2, B AT 520 (reliability)  “T-34) 28 %0 18] (MTTF) 5 g (performance) Al 4 ) (latency).
Hrp MTTFF; L Reliability FL 2 1] (11 20 B R A Vrer=exp(—t/V yrre), BIFF 34 25 25 i (i) A ] S 35 2 L
Y Latency ¥tk Performance H ¥ # 17 A 2 R 9C 4V, > Vi = Ve <V MV HE B 1K 1 A2 DAN, FI
N g Bi0) A Ty BE Ja LR 2 (0 2 SCREAE — il ¢ :N 1 3% W adjustStatus £ 11 (11 25 AL T 4 1 000(/1N i );No 2 B
adjustStatuse /F (U IE i AN 0.35. %% Typeof MTTFAI TypeofLat b 5 X (K4 5638 SR 6 38 540 3l 0
U™ (% y) =Ugg (% y) = min{x, v}, Ug™ (x, ¥) = U (%, y) = max{x, y} .
Kl 5(b)A2 H1 ¥l 5(a)F I A58 1 G acas, Fo A 53 KT SRR 6 4% 3 4% (pa~pa). Id% b5 BT B Ay 46 J vk Xt
ACASIHIZE K EAT R 5.
o H U H Gacas T BEAN Sl s IR N1 - AE D e &8 VEAEL. Lhx A ], A7
Ve (x1)=min{980,1000}=980,V, ..(x;)=max{(0,0.3],(0,0.4]}=(0,0.4],
Vret(X1) FHV pere(Xo ) ANAFAE . H AR G5 2L L AT DAZEHE.
o PR UH & B KR SR AT 6 B 1) - A Dy e MR AR Lhpo R 481, R R 24 pr=xsx 1T,
Vrre(p)=min{Vurre(Xs), Vmrre(X1) }=min{1090,980}=980,V 4 (p")=V Lat(X5)=(0,0.6].
T LA 5 Ve (P1) =980,V ar(p1)=(0,0. 6). FiAth, 5 0K i8] H AR it 56 428 110 155 0 mT DA IS4
o 5 3D UT I H p~pa A S ) B K TRT R K AT B A PORE I K & AR T g e PEEL, A
Vwrre(P)=940,V (P)=(0,1.2].
o LinitH ACAS MR ShRE IR YA, A
Ve (ACAS)=940,V, 1 (ACAS)=(0,1.2],Vrei(ACAS)=exp(~/940),
Vpert(ACAS) AAEAE AL 50 1 7R o AT R IA — BN, B — Bk 56 T
FRAE 7 45 H 25K ACAS TE 24 /NN B AT ARV 2 0.999. 1K1 2 exp(—24/940)~0.975, BT LA AT 3 A2 1 4 56 2 U,
R BT RS SR O R ok i A2 P G T T SEME I AR Sk X ACAS 1 ZR Geie 21 (1 23 A, FRAT 11k i mT A
T 3E I ACAS TT SEMEAN BRI AL FH - T S FR DG B L A1 2 o 4 A JER 485 v o 38k 7 lE 4358 200 A 114 7 452 (averrtCol L R 4E) )
MTTF JBiie & oK 72 IRl b, ZE4R v ACAS [ ] Sk, T 75 B2 2 90 pp 4 4 B 25 b avertColl #:4E1) MTTF 1H.
AP B A B AR I R TR O R A T B AR R A IR (1 S4B v B b R b, AR BT
SN B T 6 3K TR B i S M R AT 6E T AR AR D Rk, T ARG 3 R e A A R A ST
S5 7 VERIFE AT LAREAT Hi A FORT 5
FATVIF R T SRR A SR 1 AE S B P iR = E Th 8 J& 1 SO6T HE D fig & M 1 — B30 R T 3 A Ptk R AT A B ) I
FLAZ T HJEAE AU R SE AT ST & 1 S FF UML2.0 f9 A5 T H JBOOS.0 fIJERS F4m Ji 1 /i (1. 4 Pl 6(a)
Bz, i% L R4y 5 ANEBor A A 1 (model tree). 4ii& I % H (outling). MR (pallete). P&l B 4% % 1 (graph
editor) FHR 14 2 6 7 11 (properties editor). HI /7 W] LUZE P T8 9 6 2 10 v 360 5 448 0 i A o 1) A8 00 3 R M e BT 7
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) UML K. 20k E UML K SRR 8 1282 )5 AR g 48 o 11 rh 23 2 H % S IR DG 1k, T 28 1) 48 R
(name). =75 M Hih% 25 (isAbstract) & BT & J& I (ownedAttribute) F1#: 412 (ownedOperation) fit) 52 & 45 25 T 77 48 g 2%
P SN A S I AR Th BE S M A v, K 7 55t ownedOperation, I M 38 11 41 % (operations list) 2 £ 40 5 [ #84E,
AR 06 B A% 1 1R BT R Y 16 3E 1) i R 1 AR v 4 4 (NonFunctional Attribute), £ 76 3t H (1 %5 11 FR 28 N (NFAs  list)F1
Y (NFAs editor)F 5 1 AETh g J& PEAx 3 B aT (1 6(0) Brar). o 2 1) J8 1 SR iR A Th R 8 ME bRt 5 Ih 2R AL &
IR 2 X T 7 G 4 4 o 1 Hp s SRR A B, 9 A 81 38 Hh 1E 9% Constraints Table T5K 5¢ & (1. FH A il
CAR T H R e SO AR 6 & (FE R R gk ) sk 8 Sz R, mT BLE 58 XA SR B 6(c)iTn) AL
TR BEAT Y ) UML S I Sl b R 5 B 21 26 P 1) verify 20, RTRT DAY 3% 2 B rb 1) Sl 3y g I 12k
AT RS Ee P AT LUK 4 75 B3 R ZE A 56 1) A ) REJE 1k i PR (&1 6(d) B ). B R, 1B o R R — Bk f g
T A A2 VO T P ST 0 A 6 4 SR S TR M A B T 1 000 DA SO T SR T [ B 3 e — SO RN AT e 1k
hfe ) k4 Ll e i TR S I b i

-area : Area

Aircraft Status
Area -aircraftiD : string +ongitude : float
+length: float| |5 istorlD - string +latituce : float
Hwidth - float | | o sOfFtight : Status ealtitude : float
+height : float +adjustStatus(in s : Status) ; Ny,Ny| - [velocity : float
T F+getStaIus() : Status ; Ng,Ny +angle : float
Controller

Detector J
string) : Status

+detectStatus(in id :

+sendCtlVsg() ; Nya,Nu

-+eportStatus() : Status ; Ns,Ns “+cancelCtivisg()
+findAircraft(ina : Area)
1 Alarm; N
CallisionManager -rankOfAIm : string
-typeOfAIm : stri
+orecastColl(in s : Status) ; Nz,Ng|__| || sendAlIm() &
+avertColl() : Status ; No,Nio +cancel Alm()
talarmColl() ; Nuy %Heﬂ?ank(in r : string)
+setType(int : string)

N;=[Reliability. MTTF,980,TypeofMTTF]
N,=[Performance.Latency,(0,0.3], TypeOfLat]
Ns=[Reliability. MTTF,1000, TypeofMTTF]
Ns=[Performance.Latency,(0,0.4], TypeOfLat]
Ns=[Reliability.MTTF,1100,TypeofMTTF]
Ne=[Performance.Latency,(0,0.5], TypeOfLat]
N7=[Reliability.MTTF,950,TypeofMTTF]
Ng=[Performance.Latency,(0,1.2], TypeOfLat]
Ng=[Reliability.MTTF,940,TypeofMTTF]
Nio=[Performance.Latency,(0,1.0], TypeOfLat]
Ni1=[Reliability. MTTF,960, TypeofMTTF]
Ni.=[Reliability. MTTF,1150,TypeofMTTF]
Nis=[Reliability. MTTF,1090,TypeofMTTF]
Ni4=[Performance.Latency,(0,0.6], TypeOfLat]

Rel.  MTTF. Perf. Lat.
TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE |Rel.
R TRUE TRUE TRUE [MTTF.
TRUE TRUE TRUE TRUE |Perf.
TRUE TRUE P, TRUE |Lat.

Clacas =

P1:=Vrer=eXP(=tVMTTE); Py 1=V 5 > Vo = Voer <Viert
Rel.: Reliability; Perf.: Performance; Lat.: Latency

(a) Extended UML class diagram of ACAS
(a) ACAS 94" ¢ UML 214

X1: Aircraft

X,. Detector

x3: CollisionManager
X4: Alarm

xs. Controllor

Xq. Area

X7. Status

P1=X5X1X2X3X4
P2=X2X3X5X1 X7
P3=X3X5X1X2Xg

(b) CDG Gacas of ACAS
(b) ACASIFI A Gacas

Fig.5 Extended UML class diagram and CDG of ACAS
5 ACAS [f# it UML JS I RIS ]
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RE FUML £ B+ @) 3F 2 fed b 69 #hiE Fo o 1o

[ 3 Rk alnda 1ot Fatopart ivn ~ Betaloka Walves Tips = Ealipes 00 EI = |
T 1o bpis Bk Bt B Baie

.....

Model Tree

Graph Editor

%
Duiline e
b= e Properties Editor

©
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NFAs List

NFAs Editor
(b)
: =3
Weriricut e TS}
Séteet verificd ==
PO

(d)

Fig.6 A support tool for the description and verification of NFAs in UML class diagram
K6 SCRF UML S I ) =l Dy e 1 il FAs 56 1) A

4 HXIE

AT AR LA Tr 2 AR D fE
LI PN T TR A DR IR 5T T AR REAT PR

P A, — R R rR I AR D RE e P AT DGk o E AT R . AR

TG, AE AR DY e PR 1, S AR A TR (ISR B . UMLL.0 55) T s O 2D g 1k 19 ik
S e AR 2R rh ) T B O A A 2 AR AT B R 1) R AN R BTN A TR BT 9T
DAy AT AR SR g TR T L 0 A A T B e £ 6 0 IR B8 5 9T 4 D B PR

SR AR Al rT A A T B 1 T i LA SR R Sy Sl ) S Y R AR R TSR, R 1 Th ik

JEE e A TR D 8 A AR R 3 T () AR 8 S A A TS ST S (R I R A T DR ke B9 s
JIEATAE I )8 AR D B J k5 D Re Jas A 10 20 i ANAE (R SARER o SRORE AR BE T I AR ARAS BAR BATT R, R

SRR A P SR 3 1, i P P R v AR D R e 1 R L5 2h g
VB JT B N B AE Dy 28 G R 1 Dy REASE R 1 1) I gt o =l Dy g

PEIIBR IR 22 L R S e 1. A
P A K el RS TR — P 7 (5 35 B ) L v R R bt

S TTIEAE TR R G AR D e PEREAT G5 DA D AR Dy B Je Ak (K R 56 R REAE AR Th e MR B AT HAE AR
Iy R Ja A AR v S U T 85, O 2 2030 S o 2 S 2 W ST ) 2 e Jeg PSS 2R mh A N 10 o7 B A RE A s L AR 1) BT A 3K
FEARAS I A8 5, SCHR[7, 917 B & th ) AR D B J ki3 5 I35 AN 2 B R AG 19, 5 A SO 45 Hh (1 6 T UMLK 7 vk
R B T PR R A S P P A — 4 XA S R T AT R A .

53— OB E UML AT $ oxt A 2 e J 4 1 %1

1] fi 7 510721 S S S AE AL 1 1) R AR e A T
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JBE R 22 0 DAL B I 20 B e AT e T 20 AR5 S BE I 1 R A ) — 23 L T g R 3K
S T Re e R 0 2 e AT S DR JE R O R R E A I R IR A B 7R BR AR A S EUE R
Z T n ] A TR o S T R T R AT AR B R X 2 AR R AT AR P B R UML2.0 Hon 13 iR 45 5 e R A%
SRR R BT 3 76 T T OMG IR k4 473 110 J5DRT, SCHR [10] i 4 s 00 & — ol 220 i <11 2y i o 7 1900 K 1T 4 10— it
PR T3 AT BAE 0 T 9 AT AR P T 60 A Ae] U AT i) I T i J& M R A AR SCHR[A3] B 4R th T iX — 4 A A 2 —
5 T, B3 3o 7 20 (R 2 545146 QoS Catalog (AR , B k5 HH 3R 48 T 75 Y A48 (1) Quiality Model; 8K 5 15 55 441
1k Quality ModelF ¥1QoS ConstraintsF1QoS Values, J: H B I17E R G iR JE TN B8 8 PE) A g i 7 2 RF B
B GXPERE RESEG I 7 A7, SRR FRARASE B 1 mT s M o — T PR X — 3 R v 220 Tk R e N kR L R Aif R AN
FF 7] ¢ 18 2045 55 43R Al 1y B i A AH DG ) 4 2 1 21

FLURAEAETH B8 8 AR 90 U7 THD, 55 hy AH G 1) A2 A R A 56 (model checking) IRIATE 70 ABE R4S 560 2 SR P FATE 901K —
ANy S, B TR 8 T 53R G0 BB B HE AT R A, T R B T R P e R B A e vt R A A Y ) L R B
Ty B 45 AR S 2 T30 F 22 48 1 Th AR B M, I JC ZE 4% ME (free dead block). 3% 7 (liveness). 2241k (safety) %14,
T8 T 3 2 66 Ja8 42k 56 T0F AT 9 D0 3 T v o 5 0 B ) R 5 R S A o i TS 3 2K 0 ik (AR o
SEAERA BRI bR, R BT AR R v A A v 8 D A B A — SRR B, I Re 4R R I O B AH R TR
J7 VE A T i R A B PR A R AT A5 R AT MR T 1852 B 5 R G RS A 1) B K ) U 2 5% WA AR B A B8 7 S B
rhOR R B B ) R O SR g (R TN B S G B BRI R R T TR — T
200 PR, 30 9 SR Ak 3L SEZ B 8 1 1 S P v G T R SR RN A 58 B AR RN AR AE S — FE R (AR T
AR P (Cn w7 1) R A B, T %) A8 B A B D7 20 TG v Ak B

AT es B TR TR AN T 3R 5k S AL T A M AR T B PR 5 ) RE JE kR R A R — B
FLUR A AR Tl B e 1 1A R AN SR BRI 4 R TR T L 380 0 Al e L ) AR T B S8 2 1 7S IR I AT 4 3k, 8
AT AS T vh A ) B R PR AT A B0 PR U7 V2 SR e S5 AR AR I8 (1004 A5 T AN R M R O AT R A AT AR T 4
50 7 VEREIE T 2 SR Th R I 1t AL A 30 45 A — B Ol R 2 AR,

55 AT —EB 4 AR ST FUAE 75 K4 W B B eT 24 JE T fie 1 S @A, an SCHER [3]38 i 4 FR AR A AR B 1) 77 vk
S A A ZR A D Rl A SR, I T SR R SR AR S RORS A6 A T e 75 3K 5 X B 4 AR AR be, AR S0 E B AU R TR AKX
eI AR v G Sy S T e 1 AR X B A A ) RE R 1 2 A ) R R SRAE B U AY TP R N A, — MR TE R
SR BUAR 200t Al Dy fie 55 SR BTREAT Rz 36 AR ST A e v B B AR AL TR 2R AR B v R T 8 Rtk 1) AH OGP Bk
AT Rz 36 P 7V

5 RENRE

ARICAE UML SR (R LAt B BEAT 37 Ji S 39 Al S B8 Ja R b A2 SR G AR, A 49 S8 1l T LA [R) I ik 2 4
(D B o PERIE D e e k. e Ah IE SR A T o iR UML JRI&T v 3F T g 1 ) — S0hE A m] 39 2 v 34T A 56 1) U7
2, IF RSB B T T i UML S IE1 D AR D e J R i 8, LA ROR 23 mh S Dy B I 1 () A7 S R AT e 56
(595 R e A 4 T SRE BB TS ER ARG TR

ARACKEAELL T AN I3 T HE— 2P BRI T T AR (1) UML SR sl B WY P A5 220 i 2R A T O (A5 7
TonAti 3 A Ty RE J P 1K) BE 0, 9§ BB 0T A Th REJ R (K R 56 7735 (2) X Ik — SO AN AT i 2 Ak AAM R B2 A
AE J P 1 A A S5 (o mT A ) EAT A6

Bt R b A R A AR SCHR H ) S ST R A LR 3 R AL R UK A SR B ORI B e 12
TR (5 By A FE L 1S R o S SRR TR R R T 45 T 1 B R AR L 9 SRR RR A BN S P
RERY AN S5 (3 v FME S5O 45 T 3 D
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