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Abstract To verify the consistency between run-time behavior of Web service and its specification,a runtime verifica-
tion method for Web Service was proposed. In this paper, UML2, 0 Sequence Diagrams were extended to describe the
specification of Web service from both functional and QoS aspects, and then Extended Sequence Diagrams (ESD) were
transformed to Deterministic Finite Automata to indicate semantics,and verification criteria was given to verify the con-

sistency between run-time behavior and the specification. In addition, a runtime verification tool for Web service

RAXAFBEGEIREREALEE R IX 430072)2

(RVT4WS) was developed to support the runtime verification method we proposed.
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Web R 451K —Fii B 4 A X TH A SRR 18 2
TERAMLYREHBKREE. Web REWBITHITHRS
AP RSRAL ) — B B IR R B ATAR S5 B SUR BT 5L
PRz —. BITHBRIER—FMITXNBREBIEFR, B
ERAABIEEARMRARAHLRETERGAER, KERL
HBITAT N, MREREMBHTHE A HRRAL . A
A Web fREFEAEH AT, BREE T RA QoS WRLK
—RIFHATRIE R T DY . BRI ERR R M QoS WK
HEER S HHTR, HFEMERINHBEAEAR, 223
BIFZERSEBRAMA. QSIENRGIEMRREE, BX R
FINRERR R AEARERMRET RIBHRFHLNRE—
SERE ERWE RER RS BIX Web RE1THE
BUEARUR % 18 Web RS HTIRER R, EEEBEME FE
MR E) QoSTER. Xt Web %5 HIZHREF R QoS FR#AT
G—WAREHB TREBIEAAZE. R4 14 QoS %
BITRAERE QoS H 4 SR XK QoS . AL E B E A XY
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QoS M5 Z2HAXN QoS. A3 F Xk Web [REME
RtAT0, H AT BT A A K 1) QoS R MAMITHR .
BATR AR QoS 835 ResponsTime, Latency, Throughput,
Reliability, Availability Z£,

UML F3EE D — R A RiE S BT —F A
W AT T R R R AR TR AL, EEHREHEB
R Web R TRMY, HE UML FFIER QoS FR#M
HHABIIFAR . QSERIEER RERKERMREL
FRABPHIERAE, SHRHHEBRREEREN, LRE
Bi—2 QoS BHER T LLE R IIRER AR R R ML H
B . B, 2304 3T B AT Web R ZHEEF QoS 4 —#id
BIEAFHENAR, 8 8 —FETF UML2. 0 & FF B ) Web iR
ST Y. Eay UML2, 0 R E Y R, \ZhsE
1 QoS BHEMFHE—H#R 5 BH KK Web [RFHIFTR
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FERPRE AT X R 2 BN B X EL A RRETH,
UML2. 0 JFF|E & %E JEHSHE F B, 87X g
HRBAMHEBREXERBEANHEXEHEAME, RA
WR A& BB SR ANR, X S ERAT A EAR, 5
S AP EE R R UML2. 0 5 B BX L. o TRk
SRR ERY RIFIIE ME L A CRAETHBY ROH
SEF FR B 3, B B8 EH R A shtlingy B FI B AE
3, ASEEE Web R4 TR AL R Z TR BAE .

2 HXIE

5 MSCs™2 1 LSCs" S ®£ T iR B R E LML,
UML FHIEEN—FRMARHRIES, HRHERETEZ.
Harel & AZEXER[8] P E X T MSD(Modal Sequence Dia-
grams) ,MSD £ UML2. 0 5 AW B, B E. B EMY
H5E UK hot Hi# & cold, Autili 2 AZESCRRI9IHIBE T
PSCiET , AN UML2. 0 FFE#THY B, PSCEAx
HERE fail F1 required B X HRELHEMGEHE, EH
Biichi A #iHL#fiE PSCiE L. Ameedeen % AFESCHR[10] 9
K UML2. 0 B3 B F R 516 R Petri B, B F3IE T
BEBHARGETH. X LIFAZECERO11]P#HE UML 2.0 I-
DOs MG FIEHWBEE THRITRAL, BB T Java BFR
BT BB RIE .

ETHIHLE Web IREBELHMBIE LA R DBHRBR.
Brip4eg A CER (12 ]I H—RETY BA R A sl it
(EDFA 4 & Web fiR % 75, M b3 B sk -& Web iR %5
BIE. CHRC131MEA UML2. 0 F5 4180 Web iR 5t
FRYAES B X E N B SR EREIE Web
55 oA R AT B0l 5 P Bl =2 ) o — B ik, (R B/ X
QoS TRMA MR FIRUE. BEERFALCER 14 4%
BPELAWS, £ X T # 0 A 3L f1 BPELAWS 2 [ i) & it
SRET—FETEOASNN Web REAGHALE
., CER(15 1A B E] 29 3R i Web iR 548 BB (A @2 g i
5] & 3B, W1t 3 & 4 -S4 B AT IE] B ShPLR 4% , B i R i)
B BHLRE T B UPPAAL X4 & Web IR & HZ4T i B#1T
AT

Wb, BRI EE R EMIE R T BN Web iR 5 2%
FIGE R RIS, it FRARY . Petri NP3 RASHL.
RYERRBEE, SCRL1614M X BT QoS BELE Web IR %
HAENARERBEPHARARHIR, B T —Fhag EHEHRAR
#rifERAH TPPPA, 344 1) T TPPPA WiE 5 FIiF 3L, TPP-
PA BA TR oA RN W E—BEMSTES. R
RBFANEXRIL7 R R H—F B TH G Petri KA 2
T BRILE RS A2 HAT A CPN RS 2 I iR 522
EfT R REBEERYE, HEERE L), 5 — B R ERIA] A
MXBUEERERTFREASN, BRERFEITHTEE. X
BR[18]f81§ Event Calculus TR AL iR Web R& 1703+
BHF4 A Web R%17 4 0 — 30, RARIE Web BR % P47 AT
REREETEBERER, RO PrEEY R TEFIEXL,
3 B ] B BhE 22 B 5 B 4 S RE B A S BR , R A B 220k &5
BEWHIET R, FETEN AN E BB RERIAAHEG
BERREZUFEFERTHEANTENSHER.
Dimitris Dranidis % A7ESCER[20 ] $& ) — 4> Web fR %3247

B B8 HIE A B, Ho g F Stream X-machines (SXM) 3 TE =, #4 &t
Web R4 817 R HHERE BITHITHRETER TE
EXWFRBH. XPREH T —1 Web fR5E170F W
MBIFEZR, ZELE S — PGk ERR S MRS R
HEZRWNZEES . HERMIE SOAPHERE L HHE
feib gy SXM BERISCH, RS wa n 3 BARFEZE B B, 8
AT R S MBS AT R AT A4 . SCHR 21 ] R it
285 LTL #R8E R, FH2 1 =HE SORAINTEIT IR
GEREW R LTL B, LR HBTERIE, SCRI221%
FETHFEEK XYZ/ADL #iiR Web [RE W ZZHAT R
Bt R E, 8 tH —FF B ARG T B UPPAAL #L.4 #y B
B RAEEEA, # UPPAAL RiIEMEFHSGREREE
BT ARNERE. SXETEARNE, R XRBYT BRI
EIJHFTF Web IR MR RMAEEL, L3525 Web IR K92
REFE R AN QoS TR HEF TR B IE. -

3 UML BSENT R

FIIEUEMERER T RESNRZEIMNTH, R
MRZEHHEBZE, R~ RAHRES BB TR
5 BHEE Web [R4-M4, BBt RAS ", UML2.0
FHIERNT 12 A4 BS  XEHs BN T ]
M RET R BAX BRI S . H P loop,opt,alt,
break, par, neg 2 PATHE T RT3, EHATRKAY
PRETSBEENER EEIECHHREL. ET QoS
HFF L AT UML2. O R E ST B, THA LY BF
Bk E L.

EX 1@ BFFIE , Extended Sequence Diagrams, ESD)
ESDH—AREITH ESD= (0O, Msg, Frag, QoS, Num) £,
H.

cORFMRARNES . B o€0;

* Msg RABRBEHEE, BMHE msg€ Msg. HE
msg ¥R — 1 =6 H (mID, mName, fragID),mID 24
Bomsg BME—FR R, mName BH B msg WA, fraglD
EZHEBBHNES F BRRRA, & H 8 msg FESHET
A4 BB, MERERE ., 2 XBEREMNIEEZEREE
—MHER BN, :

* Frag BHE R BWEE  BIMB R B frag€ Frag,
BE R B frag RN — P =04 (fragID, fragName,
fragGuard) , fragID BRM G i B —¥RIRAF, fragName
RHEG H BB, fragGuard B & F BRPAT&F .

+ QS RIEBEE Msg i) msg XTHR ) QoS RIEML
£E£45, BPMRENY qos€ QoS, trHE N — M IT 4 (gosID,
qosName,qosValue, mID) , qosID % qos 1) ME— AR iRAF,
gosName 1% qos JRHEWI B FR , qosValue FEARTE BT #3R 8 qos
BN EE, mID B qos BIERAHAMMMEE ID,

* Num RHBHM | Msg| .

Y BR UML2. 0 3B, QoS Bt RFE SRS E
—EH, Y TFH Web [REZEH B FHE KE QoS Rk
B THR. Hit, 3" BEH UML2 0 FFIEHAK Web
REFRMAEAS THRFHRELET QoS BHi#R, I+
H R R 2R, b 3T Web IRS5 47— RIVBE TAE.
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4 HEMEFRBDY MSDFA

ESDYENHAHRIET » BB MIIBEH QoS B H
Gk Web IREFRML HEEBRZEN, BHEARRE
BhHl(Deterministic Finite Automata) B8 LI REEH T
B3I, 3 F— MR ENR T X E I RE—MBTE
HIWFRR = WFRF, HREREELE L HREEKBE
BHEBB T~ MRS, Web % Z a2 SOAP 3 B
B, 3 F Web JR% R, B SOAP B M EMER T
BRERZMSGEHEE. S48, THWRE ESDRE
MNBREERBEZHEEHRETH,. A XRAHBHES
PR B ah#l (Message Deterministic Finite Automata, MSDFA)
FER ESD BRMARIE X . BT AL, TS HiE
BHEARAasERLE L.

EX 2(MSDFA) HEWHEARR A AME—~PN
Je AM=(S,M,F,Q,3,t.5, 1), XK.

S ERREWEZBRES M FVsES;

MEHFHENES

F%ﬁﬁ’“ﬁ‘&&ﬁ%#ﬁ@% 5L RBREELS
BAER B, IATHMEN S

QEKEW QS BHERMALS;

LERRMAFEE I={(fmqo9) | fFEF,mE M, qos
€Q};

r RINREHB RS

5o Fn AM BFIRIRZS s €

TR AM E‘J%i&ﬁ?&%ﬁ‘, Tgs.,

MSDFA E#iEA R A sty &, MSDFA i— AN R7S
WEBHE T —RKEEXE, IBMNREES S THNE . $—
WREB &N, A A FBIT&G, ZEXAEHE ]
&R E IR EBNEENEH:BETMEKHELE &
AP QoS B, RETBRAEHBLEIBRS, IR
BZHERREBEZE AT REHBIS —IRE. B
#X MSDFA BE#bi#iR i Web IRE P E M B ZENHEELE
1 QoS BHEML,

5 ETF ESD i Web fRFIETTHIIEIE

HEGEHL IR Web RS HITR AR Web RS 12170 I
EMEERER. WA #H ESD #iR Web IRFHIFRAL,
VL B i B Ak o R R S RTE B A TR B BT
W AL, REERBROFER . ET ESD ) Web
MR IEFTETIE AR E A B R w oM ESD #i i
R Web RS MR ML, UK LA HHHE LN
HEMEAREI, BEETHEHEE B AR
Web fR%5 (BT IRIE. RIEE 3 WHRHA ESDIEENT
TCHLE X B TR AL E LS E— MR M TTE,
TIE B8 EA R 3 shblE LR — N N\Tdl, B it anfa =4
Wi T X, H A S — A B R MA N AT H €
MEAR/ OTHMEERERRASNERET XHEERN
B FWEL—MIRMEFRIFEENBET ESD ) Web
R4 2T IIE I d 7 .

5.1 ESD#iRMRMLY
fBii% Web IR 45 Loan Web Services(LWS)SCHLF & W |
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K. FAFEN Web MTHE KB HER (L ABA
4 AR EHE) , Web RS BAE B E R HRE. LWS
ERABAFWERERSHERAER, EHERER
FEEER, MR 3R P AR GE R IR A P A EW R E
3R, HIWT SR G B, A K& B T ¥ 5000 (A H5 5000) , ) &
LA shbdE, TUHAFhRAETRE. WATHR, QSN
Web R4-HETIRRA 1, 8 ¥ Bl i KM s sb B kB R A
LA FH. BMAZ ESD ki, QoS B E5HBEHMXN.
B0, £ LWS &, “74 B CheckCreditRequest ) 7] FH ¥ £
0.97” . “W4 B CreditScore 7] E 4 £ 0. 98”7, ZF K0 QoS &
PECRT B EAN AT §e 1) 255 ESD il B B En. Hik
A 3CRE S, #E ESD QoS KR A :#— 1 QoS BikE R
XRLF ESD RN HE S, WERBEEMEXLSEHKE . R
% QoS A, QoS B 5B WE L Z RIS . "8,
£ QoS BEEZRIFESY, "HiE.

B 1EAR T A ESD #iik LWS B3 E— B Ry
p EO EHITIARMEZMIERE A E N EHME, A& N
SREHREIEEN QoS B RAMA, M Availability, Laten-
cy. Reliability £,

. O={MainProcess,CreditCheck, LoanLimit}
redif
MainProcess CreditCheck LoanLimit M={(m,,CheckCreditRequest,null),
(my,CreditScare, null),
CheckCred itRequest:Availabili ty"ﬂ 97 : (3, Loandmount frag,),
) (my, DeclineReponse,fragy}
Crediticors:Relfubilily=0.98 Frag={(frag,.alt, CreditScore>-800),
' (frag, alt,CreditScore<800)}
{ alt | [CreditScore>= 800] ; Lt
o . S={(qos , Availability,0.97,m,),
Lowmé ency=(0.04], Reljability=0 Qo
| ~LonAmountlst = ““Lﬂ*gé {(qosy Reliability,0.98,my),
| CreditSoore<800] ! (qos Latency,(0,0.4],my),
| e e et cpometine-05 | {gos, Reliability,0.99,m9,
/ : ! (goss,Resp ime,0.5,m,)}
1 i

Num=4

1 ESD#iiR Web RS T RML p

5.2 MSDFA #i&¥ %

A5 MSDFA M B 8. INBTHTR, ESD #iR % K
MR SR i1 1 B W€ B 3591 MSDFA £, ESD H 4%
X8 2 [B)IH B — IR EL, WS¢ B — ¥R MSDFA (PR A TR
EHBXEAR P LSRR FRARS, X RAEE MSDFA
PXRL T AR AR AR . 78 ESD Fl MSDFA & X i £/l
b, THE%H MSDFA W E L.

% |(MSDFA 8% X F&—MEM ESD #k
BIRRMY p, R F—-MEBREER ANV AM, . &
XBREBFHELEEZE—-TMITHEYP.

B EORMY p 9 ESD & X (O, Msg, Frag, QoS, Num)
Bt TR p M R A R A 3181 MSDFA,
S X :messageList=% "; //{§ B ¥
fraglist="”; //H & F B FF5)
qoSList=""; //qos JR¥EFF 5
n==Num, I S={sos51,°>,5,}, Hp T={s;}
CheckFraglist (M m) { return f in fragList where ({. fragID=m,
fragID) }
//ERIHEE fragList B fraglD S FREEEMHAE H B L
CheckQoSList(M m) { return q in qosList where (q. mID=m. mID) }
//EHRIFIE [ qosList H mID % F4EEHAY qos (HAY m
stepl AIREIHRE 05
step?2 BUEART 5,550 503
stepd BHEREZEIHNEE;
DWR m; Mo WAL ETEEFHT B,
q=CheckQoSList (m;1,) //{H K mi, 8 QoS B



w(s;»8+1) =[q qosName=qosVall/m;11//s 1 sie 1 RATERE R¥K
(2)YMB my # m AFZEHREE FBREHFERERERS
q=CheckQoSList (m;;)
2(8;»8i+1) =[a. gosName=qosValue]/m;,
(DWR m; FASEEERASHER, W m BFEHEH BT
f=CheckFragList (m;+;)
q=CheckQoSList (m;+;)
t(s;» 8741 =[1. fragGuard; q. gosName= qosValue l/m;
WME o BEEHEHBEF W m FESEAS R B
q=CheckQoSList (m;y;)
7(s;»8+1) ="[q. qosName=qos Valu]/m;},
(5)r(siss) HIEE my 7 my FrALMAE R BHE
stepd % MSDFA & ILRA
(DR m 44 H & opt, loop, alt, par, break P11 85—
B,H ma+17f<#fﬁ
T={s.} U{si} //s 1 s, HARILRTE
()N m; £ alt f par [EFRIEBAKERNBRE—MHEE, Hi
BZEXLHER
T={s,} U{s;}//s M s, HEILRFE
(3)# m; T A F B opt|loop ] break 41, myy, FE4 A A Bt opt | loop|
break W, A BZ 5 XM B EE
T={s,} U{s} //s Fl s, IR ILRE
B EEE, TURBRRAY p BLRHEHRER
PR B st MSDFA, . HSHEERE, IR ESD #iRER
RAPEHE neg HER B BEEZTBRANEBITFIER
AREREER, HEAAG R BETHHEE L2 FAHBEATH
. B 1 BRI Y » K9IE S B31HL MSDFA, 1A 2
B .

®

(”' Availability=0.97)/ " [Reliability=0.98/
\‘So” heckCreditReques! \sl CreditScore Si tency

fragGuard=(Credit§corc>=800);
=(0,0.4],Reliability=0.99}/LoanAm

(fragGuard=(CreditScore<800);
Latency=(0,0.4},Responselime =0.5¥DeclineReponse

®

2 FRHY p ) MSDFA,

5.3 Web JRFIE{TRIRIE

B Web IRF BATHT HRE W LD B LT RAY,
RIUE Web IRFAEVIHRAE T REZEH S, BEREIEH
KT HIF A BRARARIEPRE. ETHNVRHE, VWAL
T HBHE A IHLIRGIE S WIER e LW Web IRFEFT
B B AZ HIE BB B UFF, Il B F RS A B
EHBPLAIRINES, LI Web RFHE TR EBIE. T
SHEERERRESPIRMESHEX.

EX 3(MSDFA RFHER , L(IMSDFA))  # AM=(S,
M,F,Q, 3,55, TV &£ —4 MSDFA, % F ¥ze 3", IR
t(s0,x) € F, WIFR x B MSDFA #3%; {1 o(s0,2) € F, MK
M AR z, W

L (MSDFA)={z|z€ 3" N1(s,x) EF}

1E Web R 51247 KB H SOAP i 8 R+ B 1t
) QoS B , WEHA QoS KITEBIFEH seq, I E XL 3, H)
Wt seq B MSDFA RBIET : TR seq 2 MSDFA W H13E
ULl Web IRFZITHT AR ERRKMAR R, TN Web
R4 E2FTEAT AR EFE LT RMYL, TEREREEH
SRR H R EBUE R AMEREHE .

DI 2 TR p #) MSDFA, A4, gi5E X 3183 MS-
DFA, WGBS & ;

L (MSDFA,) = {([ Availability = 0. 97]/CheckCredit-

Request, [ Reliability = 0. 98 ]/Credit-
Score, { fragGuard = ( CreditScore > =
800), Latency = (0, 0. 4, Reliability =
0. 997/LoanAmount) ; ([ Availability =
0. 97]/CheckCreditRequest, [ Reliability
= 0, 987]/CreditScore, [ fragGuard =
(CreditScore<(800) ; Latency = (0, 0.
47, Responsetime = 0, 5 /DeclineRe-
ponse) }
i Web iR %2178 3KEU) SOAP 15 B FT B HITF] seq
seq= ([ Availability=0. 97]/CheckCreditRequest, [ Relia-
bility = 0. 95 }/CreditScore, [ fragGuard = ( Cred-
itScore>>= 800), Latency= (0, 0. 4], Reliability=
0. 997]/DeclineReponse)
Beht, seq B—TH B Availability=0. 9, 5Ly By
AR —F, 3 H Y fragGuard = (CreditScore™> = 800) i,
Web 45 H AR B EHHEE. B, gL 3 Al seq
AJ& MSDFA, BWRSIIE S, B Web IR EZTRITHE
FEEERBIE, EHERETREERIINNE XL
P& RS, B Web IRFBITHIT A E/TRAHHERA—
.
5.4 RVIAWS I H

R T X #eASCER B a0 A ESD #3R B R ML iy — Bt
BIEFE, AFRIT—1 Wb REBITHBIET R
RVT4WS (Runtime Verification Tool for Web Services).,
RVT4WS S#§fiF ESD Xt Web R % 7 R A #4178, 3
B GBS ESD M USRI, 8 S X Web IR %
BEFTET SOAP i B K M T AT QoS B HERITTEE, 3718 Web IR
FEAMHT I ESTRAAN—BHERIELR. RVIUWS &
TE Windows 3738 F {§ § Eclipse STP+GEF FAHWER T
B, ¥4 PER A MySQL 5. 1. 6, HETXTAMF L4 TER
WL .

RVT4WS B HELRWE 3 BiR. RVAAWS £E i 6
AMERA AL TR M A EHAELR, AP E A, QoS R i
BHBIHR SOAP ¥ B MU SEER | B E AL S ARG I 45 SR 4R 45488
B, T4 BIxE R hBE ST U R

FRAAFE jﬁ”’”“‘iw
_ - ~ 15P2. ] cE

r‘—‘ %— ;;EL QS ABFEE
AR QoA
i E@m | #HE HHE

SOAPH# &
ik & Listener

%)
3

e
pcl

B3 Web R&EFTHBIETREH
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OFRAAEEEH, FEZERR, BEEERF A E
fE/H ESD 3 Web [REFRMAHTEE KRB ETHE
ESD g%, R R AT TEM AT EF .

() BB, RERELATRRLERKE
XFER, BRABYHTFMERRBFERABLAICFE, RE MS-
DFA ¥y 58k , g AR B3 S E A FR 8 3hiil.

(QoS BHBHMAT., QSEMERELATHES
RAAHE QoS RIEM., ZEI B ARTFEMHIEN QoS Bk
WRBERTTHE. ARNFERETH QoS BHAMITEAR,
QoS J& #1525 10 7 Br 1 B 8] ANad 20, MIBARITE QoS
R, HEAFREAE QoS B~ .

(4)SOAP J§ B M 8. SOAP B 0 S8 r i & X 4
Z IR HIE B A BT, K A B TN S 5 .
HABEENE,SOAP H B MM A S XaifFan
FBRAARAHXAHEL

(ORISR, BIFEHRHT Web lRFB7EMT KR
iE. DL QoS W EFFIMMEHE HAVIER A,
HIiH A QoS B AFFIESE 2 H B E AsPER
HES.

(B RIELERM AR, REIR RrSs R iE o B H
FEOREBARF, AP REEIES RN REK.

HRE X Web R #E17847 8 B UE, fRE Web IR %
BTN SERMA—B R Web RS TR RTHEZ
—. EEXTBUA BRI R B St Web IR 459 S BE#E 1 QoS
HATH—RAUE R, A SCHR 2T UML2. 0 FF5I B REST
FYIGUE . B 5EX UML2. 0 B3I EHATY R, (E AR X
# Web IRFZIEEA QoS TR MAMLE—RiR . BT FIE
BREFRELREMEESE KA - HRNER/RM QoS
FR i ESD ## % MSDFA. B Ja#F ESD i) A3hHliE X
R, RIERIE ST Web IREEFHT N 5BRBLHH
—HHERIE., #itFLUT Web BEETHRBIETE
RVTAWS, &0t 2 fr. LHRM, ESDFH LR
Web fR % HILIREAT QoS R MAMA —HAMRIE, ET
RVT4AWS, 3t Web it 45 8ot 22 v 2 BLA 5 IR TR 4 SR A4
BEMRELBIHET - BHITIE.
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