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Survey on Formal Semantics of UML Sequence Diagram

GUO Yanyan ZHANG Nan TONG Xiang-rong
(School of Computer and Control Engineering, Yantai University, Yantai 264005, China)

Abstract Formal semantics of UML sequence diagrams is critical to express the dynamic interaction of software system
accurately. Therefore,a well-formed sequence diagram is a prerequisite for the analysis and verification of UML model
and an important guarantee to improve the reliability of software systems, In this paper,different methods used in UML
sequence diagram’s semantics were summarized and compared based on the working mechanisms and pros&-cons, re-
spectively. Meanwhile, the special issues with respect to how to define the semantics of UML sequence diagram were
discussed as well. Finally,some specific research topics and directions in this area were suggested and proposed.
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FEE BRI ISR R OF R R R AL R e
FR TR, BB ATIAAENSE —BEES UML
(unified modeling language) A& HIE X RIFES R T b F 5%
¥. BEK UML 2—FfEERLES BB ARRLER
RALHE L, B = M0 E i UML SRR & R 3
R b BRI, T LS TR AT T R A AR IE Y
XERE. B, X UML 893 CHATIE A€ 3, MRz g i
HE MR SN SRy BEE — e E R N
ERET UML ROBERUE TG SR (a] 5 — BUHER I R TR 3h
F RGBSR,

MRARBEE UML BWERXAMR T EF R TRET
YEFIF BB T — B 4%, B i £ OMG (Object Management
Government) B 5 UML & 3L #4 (superstructure specifica-
tiom) " e B2 T KB RHF 58 LR, UML R i
BEMBSEMAEXEERBTERXM T ERETHR.
BIFEA R X UML #2488 a8 BT S AT a2, Bl an 2k W

PR B #H:2016-01-13 &M H #.2016-04-26

IR, (X UML ShABR603E X SUR A 5 M ok

FRY I R, BN B RSB FE Sh . K, UML

I E R R AE L —E RSB A MER.

UML i E R UML sha22 5. 8 iR ae S Baa s e,
EEEARINREEBEEENRTFXR, RERBRIELE
AHHTR,FESHERMN UML BH FH YRR,
HARRE LA UML R S 2 7 30 2 B 2 2E R
AEEALAFEE XNEENER, TERREN T HHE.
DiEXERME Y UML BUFEL, AR FAR I ZARSHE
BIEER BB AZR. 215 VAR UML) EE R
FHATIE SO AL (Refinement) , & Fl T ZEAR R B 3 TR
R T #AT AR SEE AR, A R T R B R BRI R R
ENERARFERR A -, AR EEEA TS,
DB E ) UML T BA R TSR B BK g
ShEEE, VRS T HETHE M TRBAE L ERF., DELE
HALEH UML I Fe B A A T £ 30 = F B i A8 sh 4 .
5)IE LB RALEH UML R BEA R FiE LY R AR
R $T By 3R AR oK

AXZEREHRP2L LS H (61403329, 61502410, 61572418, il A4 H AR HE S HE

(ZR2015PF010,ZR2013FQ020, ZR2014FL009, ZR2014FQ016) , Ll 7R 45 B & B B 1R B (J151L.N09, J14LN23) ¥ B,
B (1980—) , 4, W+, PEI, FEBFR 7 R ABMA TR A LE 88, E-mail: smallgyy@sina. com; 3k #(1979—), B, {8+, P, REH 5K
FERERESE ATES REAFA75—), 8, 81, 88, TEHAFT NS Agent RE A THE.
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% UML B B 5968 F 2 66 A B AR SR A
[, 7T LR AR 8978 A 7 2 3¢ UML T B 18 X 4T
EX . BTENZES MR UMLIGRF B R LE L E X
T EERR » AT UML U P 9 B 5 i A S P AE B9
IR, S5-A I AF R B B I AP BFST IR , 34 B RO B AT T R
Mo, LA TS T AR i) TAEDLRI AR, &
S5 T X UML IR P38 SCe 8 0 0 1 1Y () R, 3 %o g
KA BT N A R B AT T R,

2 OMG EF#it

OMG &3 F 4 & A 751k & X UML T B 32 115
SRR BRARTE L. ZEE AONUTT LI R BB A2 , SR TT AR
BEEBPEAR , OMG Y BER 5 A A BB 42 (valid traces) FIGRL
#84% (invalid traces), OMG i W/FE X R E R RIAFE
HEARAERRIE KR, B ERT X RE N BRI A M
#. UML BT E MR EE SR W B EES (FRKERE
£, AR RER . ARMERBERESHHES—E
RERLE, BAEEX TR H#AR K BEAEK NI E kR
(contingent traces) , OMG X3 % 32 H 3% F 32 4818 X (inter-
leaving semantics) B7JF XNHEATE X . 3845 1E X RAE R —B
o) AT BB A E R R4, 5 B3t & 18 X (true con-
currency semantics) Xt . OMG ST BB RE NS X E
R LR AT [)iE X (linear time semantics) [ 75 R AEAT &2 s
543 % B8] 1E X (branching time semantics) #HXRY .

OMG ¥ B R 5IA B UML B FEE S, G5 T 2
R ERERHE BINT B MSC(message sequence chart) FlFE
i F B 1.SC(live sequence chart) HE T E M EAE, i T4H
A3 H A Bt (combinded fragments) R R T 2 B WAL
g, UML BT B 4 A e R R R R R A Y
HEXHEREB, UARBHREMERERRM BN, ik 1 57
. BAEEIEERER BRI U#REREE
BRTANBERE, TASNE RN EHFERERE -1
B RIBUTE S, E 1 iR, OMG @ 530 F seq B
EFAENMAEGEE R BIIUT B EAEE .

OMG B F R EM 3G http: //www. omg. org/issures | %
BT — B F PR M R AR P UML iF Bk FiE el &R,
OMG BRFM T MHEXE R BIBENIERE L. EXf
HEZXHERBELWENFAEHATE., k. AE4%E
R B i5I AZER R UML JIF B R A 88 W R et , dutn 7
PR AT B GHEE , AR RH G X H B AT
BRAEREROZEIFO, 2 BRI B i B B
BIEN. FHHh, OMG 3 TR B4R 7 A4 A T B AR E T I L 6
n“ A neg BAERF ST £ TR A" T F R IR
i, B8 OMG 7E assert TERE IR A A A B (statelnvariant) |
ik 2445 (durationConstraint) AT 8] 29 3 (timeConstraint)
R A X TR AR T A B R

UML 7 B8 UBIRAEET OMG #8308, B A%
T B PR AE R SO b SR S8 SCEE U BB 43, EERTHEAT
RIS E X . OMG 3F UML i3 B iE X E LFEETR
ZFrRR B R, TR RIRR T Rk T X SR i 74,

FHH UML M RAZERBrEHi, B3 UML JF B85 X
BT AR R — R AR .

#£1 UML2 4 MFBHELH R BRERE

REFEY XARHA REH BAEK M
- opt(# A X # %) LY 32
LF %2 alt (F4 £ #%3) EX LT
HAP|ATMX ®R loop (&%) EBRER
ZXEFHHE break (# ¥7) L3 S
seq (BB )
5 fr fa mF strict (IR ) ERAER
FHEHATHX Ei.d par GFX) FHH%EA
EHPTESH critical (il L) B
neg( 2 b $47)
o og SEEmEEx "ERERT s
*RH* consider(# & 4 4£)
FHEH ignore( K. 55 & 4 %) RS
sd examplel
S ] ) )
m}
Lh)[a.d<5] if) anotherSD
m2

{c.e>5}

1 3
[else] mé “m_,i sendState

m5
|

I

Bl A&HGE BRI E L

3 UML IR BEENXEXHEX LR %

UML J P & R E R EX R B R LR THE R 2% Bt E
HEERT, e XrEMiE L BENLAE R L. HBE
B RIB IR, 7T RO UML T B 8 Lo R R
& X (denotational semantics) FI#E1E X (operational seman-
ties) AL,

TEFRIE SRR 5 LA BT N8 BR Y , TR TR Y 4
X5, R A MBS, BRYNESTRIRE. BF
HIFERREE SR BB 58 BB 5 W ASGIE B, 345 Bk 4 2
Wi b S SO , BT BRI R LUT &4 DEA Al #x
R TERY ; 2) B4 RS IR UK TN F RS MK,
ARXEFRIEHRY NEBERIBEEGHSHIEXL.
UML JiF B R FRE L B A B &4,

BAEIE SORHAE 5 P B R — RIVAF TR
BB HAATENRIE., FEAFANMUBEREFHEMA UML &
HETHIE L MHFERMEM TR ®RL R, UML
Ty B B $R A R R B BRI = AR RRAY , B L AU
Fr B S IE S U B R B AT

PUTF MIBFRiE SCFIHRAETE X I E X B 45 i UML Wis
B B X R T R U .

3.1 ERBENENFZE
3.1.1 Storrle F %

ZH AR LR TSR R B B E L

Frk. UMLFEETEAERNIE LR ZH Harald Storrle
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e, 5 UML IRUF B iR AR S 19

BES, ZFEPHBRAELENARBEE . TRBEREM
e B HEER % . Harald Storrle T EXRITEFBBBHE XL,
KRR B E MR EE LR E N FHT T RS
SO R ET E B R R B A B MR S R B2, I 2
B . 2014 4F Alexander Knapp Ml Harald Storrle i/ T 3k
XTFRBY 445+ (asymmetric event structures) X B At 8] £
RE UML P B #E1T T AR A8 LR, 2 T X% UML
TR PR X R R

valid traces invalid traces

contingent traces

/

\ refinelnent| steps  /
\ /
v K 7

contingent traces

valid traces invalid traces

B2 Storrle ik th B 2B 208 4L06)

EFEYE N L, Storrle (VB BT REAZTHHA S
HEBHER, MEERBEMAEFENHAE. UML RSN
alt,seq, par 1 strict 32 B #R/EFF & L £ 0 B AEHF, W
Storrle I ERTRME ZICIRIERF. 7818 & X L, Storrle 7
LB BIE UML2 875, ERAERUBEENE X,
Storrle g B R X par, opt, alt, strict, seq, loop, break, criti-
cal, neg, assert, ignore I consider X B EHFAEHET TRXE
%E S ABLER seq, par Al strict #EATIE SUE LAY, RA T — &
HHNMERSRE, W TIE LK S EENE . AR
&M (guard) fI5E X, FBE H P K4 false BT EE R
EXHEL. BR Storrle WX H IR BT TR,
B3 neg #1 assert FAERFE LIRS FE AT Btk An
e, LHRE neg XHE B SHEXEFBHRE.
3.1.2 STAIRS ##R#& L F &%

STAIRS (steps to analyze interactions with refinement
semantics)[® B ff Qystein Haugen 1 Ketil Stglen 3 H g4
TEERMIEXY., BHEEMNTHTEHMEXEL. T
EBET UMLIEF B — SR s ane, 58 7
BET UML JIFENEESERFE.

STAIRS #7518 X7 thA§ B 4y A MBS T B 2
MAEREHE . BT B RIS LA R MR RES K
HATE B TRRE XA YRR TS ESE , R
HIE L EE X BERER TSN RE. STAIRS KI5 Lk
WX T AT RRAT S MR AT, AT BBAT A AR BIAT o=
AR, TR BRR 0 neg PIEFFRME ., X TRRBHLEZE
30, STAIRS $5FRiE X B E X T — M BRAERF xalt, X4}
TRRT] RRIEET A alt 3RIERF, XEE SUSEA M TSR
RHWHEEITE.

EXIBILE STAIRS JERIBN FEXERE M. B
supplementing, narrowing Fl detailing 3 FIE/L R LA H
MBI, BAXBEXRBANBH. B 3 xR,
STAIRS 35 FriE X 7 838 13 narrowing Y875 3 B 4278 o T8
B&4% , 3831 supplementing ¥4 35 2 B4R AR A B AS BL G
B44%2, STAIRS 3 #iE X K= 5 Storrle ¥, Cengarle &

Knapp $8RiE XI5 g8 Lo B SR L3 T 7T LA A [ e 4

BARGTF R RGO R R AR R .
positive ?K'\
ss;;tll::meming supplementing  narrowing

inconclusive /—%)
ve negative

negati

univetse of traces

3 STAIRS J¥kH BB MBI

STAIRS #5#RiE X R Xt seq, alt, par, neg 38 H R 1ERF
FIHTE LA xalt BAERFHEAT T 38 B X, R alt, xalt, seq
0 par Y/ ZTUERIERF R FHATAL B, I BB SRR T A
AFITF E WA A

B r7E STAIRS 15 )18 X ik L iy UML Wi BiE BT
RIE—HEEEIEDS, BEPIFE STAIRS RGN
BB ERE F R T E . Mass Soldal Lund # Ketil Stolen
b3t F STAIRS 35#KiE 32 %t BE BB VR IE 2, 647 T
IR B 3R e A Bk B BF YY), Timed STAIRS™ & %
STAIRS #H4T Ry B} [B] 29 3 $~ B, Probabilistic STAIRS! &
Atle Refsdal %} STAIRS # 4T R s PLT" B, Ragnhild
Kobro Runde #£ STAIRS $8#Ri% X J7 O EAl L, §F 3Tk
A J Cunderspecification) iR B FLE A W E R E M Gn-
herent nondeterminism) BN &, 2 £ BT B HL R G
YR W B B3R B 1K FF R0 X RS AL A AT
TiER R,

3.1.3 Cengarle & Knapp 3$#& X F i

Cengarle & Knapp 38#R1F X % B —FE T BAIE L
BT, TR A2 L A A BB AR IO B AR T S B
7. TEHEMBERE XHFTR L, Cengarle & Knapp FFRiIE X
Jr#:STAIRS #8#R 18 L & 1 Sworrle HE#MMAHA. B
Storrle FEEE EX T UML i F B A M BENE X, W
Cengarle & Knapp $8¥R1E X 75 8 I 38 i 56 i % Jo 3 i 42 19
B, BHEPHBREELRETEAGERTEZERE
pomset(partially ordered multiset) ™), j& i X} 25 H} & pom-
set HHATLRPELL , BEER AT BE A9 Bk 42 4. Cengarle & Knapp 1§
Frig X 7k @it pomset | #3538 (concurrence) | B3 EX (con-
catenatiom) FRFEUA RIRE B UM X R A B TEHAEZ
H.F strict, seq, par, alt, loop, neg, assert, ignore 32 H. ;" BX i)
Bs42iE X, {8/ opt, break, critical 1 consider 2 H. K B i
EX. AT EEHTERABAE, Cengarle B4 T2 H K
TR RENEMERURIE LT E. kX
% I, Cengarle & Knapp ##8i% X 78 5 STAIRS #5#RiE X
FHEOARETFHETHELRIERSEEEETSEM, X
B—NEREABEF R E,

B4R Cengarle & Knapp 3HRiE X FHE5E R T X & Fh 4
EXRERBERBRENE N BH FXEELIEHEE
AUBRENEN, BibE s EER, SEEREER
KA SURKALE
.14 H#HBBRFE

Lu Lunjin 2 H B /4 B2 5108 th B — R T 42
BB, B Storrle k. STAIRS F#RIE XL F &M
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Cengarle & Knapp $5#Ri& X 77 & F B B 218 XE R KA.
J& 3 FhOT L BT T RE A B R AR H R R R G TT RE AT
TR, BB RERESRERERARFPATIT R, BN
KBBEPHTERERG TUREREGHRARENES
B, BAEE#A—BEMN . T Lu Lunjin 32 8 1 8=
WAIER R T R R & T BB i
BB BRI, ZFE PR RIEEEXE
REDLFHATRATHER , EREPT A A EGTREEY
1ok, 28 BEAR 1B SURT LA 1 B 8 SR AT S AT A )
R, A A FHRUT B —BE M. Lu Lunjin B&H T
B SOB LRI HAT TR RIS RN IEfat:, 37
AR b2 T RIS R A B B -5 S s A P AT 1
Z IR AT R — BRI

Lu Lunjin B RLZAB B2 E LA BERITZR T —R I
AR ST 18 SO AL i SO L IRAE I 1 18] 3 — B A
FBUS T BB . WA UML F A 8 5 R 2l
TR AT — B IE R TR R SRR,

Lu Lunjin AT REFLHPATHLERHRB, MH =S
XREFEIATHORERHR . By UML 7R ik
R BRAERFERIEST T 18 SUE L, BI4N alt, opt, par, loop, seq,
strict F1 critical, fEE G2 — B X RIPERFIOIE SCE X
3.1.5 #eiFEk

PR FEZ MR BT RAFBES S UAEGE
X RHEFT T UML IR BRI SO P, B se
HEELEXNERHREENEHRENRFEXRE, FH
R TIE AL iE SR8 LR R MR Ik
2 OMG ST E X WREE. BEXHETESEHTE
5 UML BT B 692 T 3 4 R AR 810 5938 SO TE R G 3,
HEEERTENENATROEXABERAERLSGEH
e, BT LAPESS UML2 A2 H HLVE R IFFMFE .

BHEHAEXEFTEMEN REEXEEEWY
B EAGEHHREIE L EEERTFHRSNIELEHE
BARIE LR E XA, 7 LB T X alt, opt, par, seq,
strict, assert, loop, ignore fl consider 22 H H Bt #iE L & X,
{B /b %F break I critical 2 H H Bt 8% L& L. BT break
#n critical 22 H F BRIE XS KB S5 HANE IR E, Hit
AREHEEET RS HESCRH#TE L. Wi, B FHRR
BHRERW neg XHF BWIENEZFETIHFRENL, Bt
BT ALREXT X T B M BR R E AT IR , A BEXT TR B2
BEHITHR.

3.1.6 LTLAELF %

LRt 25858 LTL(linear temporal logic) fEZR g% B
Shen Hui 42§ —##5R UML 7 B B2 E LS.

LTLAERRFEF LY UML IRF EMEHHEATERE
S EATEE B S, 3 B AR BIE L E U EIER M E
ML EAEE .. RARFETURBKETSHEXTERB
B B E R ATIERL E uik. EBOFE .12 #
HARE R By E HE R A R LTL B, 8HHE 4R
B R BAO R g SR BN AR R B AR R BT e e )
EX, MENHGZE FBWATGER LTL & XM EEX

#ATH®. UML W TiFEE AL A IR #TERE
SLTL ARSI gL 82 1 T —Fb Al DL A7 7T 2 #3E X E A
B, EHFBIEE P, RFE I E KIS SR R A LTL
ARAATRE BN FEE X UEAF T ENEXHE .

LTL R B H AR LE S B3 TR #
AN P i SCEERE b A48 R AN IR IR T A8 , B4 I 69
—BERN Ee R AT S. #H LTL SRR AT
DASEBIG RN IREBIAT Y assert XH R BB A LTL 14
R —HERE R ILTT I neg XE F BB N A
LTL#HRWREZ LR, SREE T BT LSBT R
TR EARERANTREE. ZOrErH e IR
REFPEEENRESN LTL B, HET LTL £33 AH
W, 240 B ik B — & MU AT , % e i ek U0 DL DY i A
#.

Storrle 778 . STAIRS $#5F5iE X 1 . Cengarle & Knapp
BERE T KA BR T BT EM LTL R &
R X UML R B R B8 .

3.1.7 NuSMV 7 #

NuSMV F il By LTL #2384 8: 148 14 % Shen Hui
BHAH B —FHER UMLIRFEIE XN FE, BEH
NuSMV A% T R AES HEBEFRE CEX TR
Xt UML iR B AT e L.

NuSMV ¥ 1, B FE 8 38 5 K 7 37 £ (maximal inde-
pendent set)¥f UML UF BT BAE, KRG R TR
BRI CHERNEFEFERRER—NE GG 8T CEU
(compositional execution unit) , LS XH K B HE—1%
HHREBA IR ENE A ETRRER—MEAPITEIT
EU(execution unit) s 5 J& , ¥ B #i#iR  NuSMV
B R, G — S AreR B 5T B ST A9 NuSMV 37 =
BB ML HlL, F B B8 CEU # EU R7A 8
NuSMV #k, B4 28 UML JFF B2 NuSMV B8 59 %4
B, ZAENEERHRE BN TRENREERRE
47 R4 (synchronization) , #LE AHSB M43 B i 58
BT strict HEFTHERE, MEEMHRARE R BRAMEHHZE
R B RS R T,

NuSMV F:38 T UML2 R4 BT 4H A BRERFROIE
S S FER AR T B RS SN B U R
BHNE X T T 2. NuSMV FEARLEHI T UML T
E B RAE S E X W EEH T ET UML BT B R
B,

Shen Hui {2 5 NuSMV F&f LTL 2R FEH &4
AP, MTRSMRFEERXBERNRERS, 7TLEER
B BBAT B B 3 6 2 NuSVM #E R, j8 8 /R 28 147 0 A0
BEMT RO By LTL AR RGEIEAMER T A
e R —BUHERME PR RTE.

3.1.8 HARHEF 3

Sun Meng Fi Barbosa L. S 25 T g% B X 4L /5 89 UML
IGURE B AT A B AL A HE R, SR A EARE (coalgebra) R 7 Bk
St UML JF B #4718 LE X, KB FRFRIEFE.
FARBAERBFRE A X REARESE/MAHETR, MU
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R, 55 . UML P BT K ALIE Rt st srid 21

DA T B WRER Y A B B 9T T 1) X R BT 8 L B AT R R
,MAF X B4R #ATH#IR 5%IE. UMLRFEER
R R TATHER, I ARBoRE B BERY.

Sun Meng 1 Barbosa L. S & X3 432 H , alt, opt, par,
seq,strict I loop 35 H F Bt 718 SUE L RE7E RN E
MER EBATIOUT B R R e, ERABCERT B E
4 (bisimulation) B] IR KR IFUF B By 5 e 54, B A X5 4
ERERHAT AR, ARRR 5 EEM T ET N
B, ZEILRBER L, ERES (morphisms) B2 5 3 AR
B 5] i BT AIAR AL .

Sun Meng fE R BER T XF £ 28 UML BRI
FALE X AFERE TR E . HE RV E T A, B
BT AT AR BRI A > g —iE 3R, SR e R A
kX UML BB B AT AR LB .

FRBOE X FEH A F LI UML B BT HERA
UML #8817 R R 551 IEBPERK T . Sun Meng 1 Bar-
bosa L. SBRFEHAYA B TR — ik REBERFHE X
EX,
3.1L.9 HFEFHLEMFE

Kiister-Filipe $#2 4} 2 F #7 & 3 {4 45 #§ (labelled event
structures) R E 3L & 18 X520, 45 11 ) UML iU B 275
BUEHNHRELE. FHEHEERAE#RI HRITTH,
RRBEAEEZEIBRR. BRBFGEEZRMER, TR
KEAALRAHEREXLER Causality) \ EEHERN PR LR
(conflict) F13t & % & (concurrent) R b fT ik, HEXEH
REMGRIBRIT AR, WRAERM R LT R REFT &4,
HRXRANRERZINIXRRHIHEXER.

Kiister-Filipe B 5632 B UML Wil /¥ B 893 B B4 3k 14
B XTR B WER, RS UML T E EIEER
A5 BE ARSI I BB R | IR RS L
., BRSEFHEHRER - IEEFRWAZEEARE
A SRR IUT B X, 12 #0815 %8 8§ (communication
lo-gic) , AL IR R [ B F53R , B INME B R X Rl . B4
I R PITE; T B8 18 P12 (home logic) , Fi R L BXT
BHBNHER, ARER TR XEARS, BHEXMHIFESY
SRS EE, BT URRZE XV UMARE AR,
IR T B (BlnE AT 8 e B CRER AT )
SRBHER R WA T AR E TR E RSB, B rERNE
PMEEHBRARESE TUEIEME D T B HEBITE
I EREMFEETREWTAIER, ATEAXEHER
#HEE X, Kiister-Filipe £ tH § — N E AW AT EE 4R LS
BRERKXR.

BHEX UML P BAEG XA BNEFARTE,
RS2 T A seqsalt, par, neg Fl assert BAERFRITE SLE X,
3.1.10 Hammal # %

Youcef Hammal %43 B )38 X127, 5 & EHRF X
R RBIFRE L MR UML I B #1718 Ui .
Youcef Hammal B 5t 2 H — 2% 0L T 45 4k B (lattice-like
graph) YRR L KT i A FE OB B AR fE (B 48
HHEHRE . SBLNE RIILBEMERE , R ER LR B

HAE LHF R UML F B3 E B TR,
EHTHEFERE L, BEH HA RS EF40RTF X
R B 2R, RMUTUICRZEEMBRERIDRD B
B.HEREBRTEEGHNMFEXR. BT UEERE IR
BHEARRERT AR SRR, RLZE L ETRERER
B X R B I IR B AT N .

Youcef Hammal F 7 Z SRR FI2E THBEZE B
) s 1) 41 SR T2 R B 1 2 SR DA T BRI B S S MR Y | O
BB AR R AR BRI MBI R, B s
MERRAE R R ER AR, LTI T UML T B 1 o
E YR, 3 AR F LBk s Rl 8 ad 18] B 3091, B A
st ) ST A A R Sf S VAR B B SR RE RN R R I ST

Hammal 78368 I Fit4T UML P E S HERA
UML @/ —B a5, LR S UMLRSYLEEE et
) b —B Rt MR R ZALZEF Youcef Hammal {Y
% UML) E iy alt, break, opt, par, strick, seq, loop #24E
AT T 250 B R ERERSNE L.

3.2 BEBNENHE
3.2.1 ASMF7 %

Cavarra i Kiister-Filipe & % 3540 7 @ LSC fa] DLk
B A BE4T 2 (possible behavior) , 5 %l 47 2 (mandatory beha~
vior) F12& 1} 47 2 (forbidden behavior) # ¥ ¥E)B MR E 4,
k3" UML2. 0 JBir B fy 16 1 B 1 » #e R B AR 1B B X=X
KXt UML S B ST H R

LSC H )it B G % (location) RF B & 4, LSC iy
BT E (temperature) f cold FT hot XX AT BEBATHITTE
MLAPATHTE. cRGEME HEMTFECGERBD,
ISRALE R cold/hot, W& 7s B B 7T f/ 6 B34 5 IR H
B cold/bot, MR % B 7E K% 5 7 88/ B B 0
RTER cold/hot, MR~ T Fr B 80 22 7. 0] 88/ B
PAT.

Cavarra 1 Kuister-Filipe 7E SCBR[ 29 ] M R AR iE
= OCL(object constraint language) 3™ @ UML R B H
o R IE PR IR, 2 SOBRL 30T H R I S R A DL ASMi(abstract
state machines) 3 £ E UML i F B 618 L, % UML
NP B 5 4 3ot I ) ASML BRI SR 52 U B 2R EiE X,
BARAPERTER. H—E,3TUFERMAETE, 3
BBLET A B B #Y temperature (HEF R cold. R ASM BRIk
B E LB R, 1B BHR B F E M EE ASM
A, BB, EAR ASM EEIBEATRE AL, I tem-
perature {824 hot FI7CE , AT SERN UML MRUF B /5 £ 15
XYy R,

ASM i B5E R T Xt alt, par, seq, strict, neg F assert
PRAERFR SRR R SUE L. fEFE ASM & oy ) B0 B Y
A, FOB T SOF M, (X Fa& 42 E K UML JFFHE,
BT B AE S A RIE TN R .

3.2.2 MSD#F#

Harel 71 Maoz fE S 7EH NP B LSC R EEER
AL, (e FEAS 2SI Y B MSD(Modal Sequence Diagrams )]
X3 UML2. 0 i B AT SR LT Bk R BRI
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HR. EAMEANEE.RetMX. 5 OMG frfEd
assert 1 neg /E N H i BLEAERF A R 9 & , Harel #1 Maoz
¥ assert Fl neg VENARTIARIBIERRE R, HBEEEX
By EHEEX—ME 4 AN RASHEAR % interaction-
Mode B9 #3 #& 2 ¢ modal ), interactionMode H1{5 R £k B &
hot CIAZRIRAT) B cold (FT BBIATT) , SRSt — 1 s B 2
Cmodal M F3Z H F BE— A H B B (modal interaction
fragment) , 4[] 5 ff7~. interactionMode BI{E & cold Bt FE R
Al REBAT A B AISE B A B, I R 2% BB assert 1 neg X H.
J Bt s interactionMode FI{E 5 hot Bf ER S MATHZER
B, WA TR EH IE assert Fl neg XE B, BUJR, EAZER
555 B 3h#lL AWW (alternating weak word automation) ¥ .84
FPATHY MSD By B 248 L. AWW B UML B i1
HHRFXREFAERSULRERNES., MRFENER
GLIETTERRER A SHHLAT R, W X R G R J2 0200
AT MSD, MR ZEDE —NREBTREE E VLTS,
NI FIRX ARG RN 2 7T BEPLAT B MSD,

{ enumeration) { stereotype)
InteractionMode modal
hot cold interactionMode: InteractionMode
B4 BEWER
{modal)
InteractionFragment
interactionMode ; InteractionMode= cold

B 5 BIAZEKRBTHE

MSD 5 UML JiUY B AR HEE LA assert #l neg 32
HERHBM&MET, XA 88 R B (cold fragment) B ¥ 423E L E
XRE—BH., H5]A hot ZH KB, MSD 5 UML Ji 7 &
BIbRHEIE L SR X A FIRR. @i MSD 358 T as-
sert Fl neg Z H H BtIE L, @ TLIEBMIEHEME LA
ik, A MSD Xt UML2. 0 i FF B 347 fl i A UH #) F
UML 5 B B 3 308 30 38 A B T LSC b lig
RABIE A BRAME TR AT E AR HE UML Ji 7 &
b, ¥ UML iF E W R .

MSD Frif T H S K I assert #l neg #AERFHYIE LR
iKBHP B FHFT T break, loop, alt, consider 1 ingore #A/ERF RIS
XsEX. (A MSD Bk REFET B HEMERNF, FHE
B AT T A R BR ], B 10N A F bot X H A BEHY
BRE.

3.2.3 uMSD % #

TR K2 T R IR A 4T B 4 4 £ e v 4 R LSC
o A IE UK B UMLL. O JRF B, B A R RN
14 BT B uMSD (universal modal sequence diagram) , Ffj 55
A Bichi 8 4L WABA(weak alternating biichi automaton)
SRR uMSD R AE SUH, IFE A BN A H seq, par,
loops alt, negate, critical, consider # ignore FERFRIITE
B0, FHAE oMSD BB ALE R ERE b, 3 H—FE [ Web
R4 4 & RS IS Ak , SEBUR T B R4k E LT
PR

uMSD 758 2 B L % i} WABA 17 5 5% Fil BA (biichi au-
tomaton) , B G 2 [H 5 WABA i, BA E 5%, H A& 7] ik
(existential) FI538 %] (universal) Z5 1, 3 A T84 295 K,
WABA BYRAZ RIS HMTFES, TUNETREES
IRV /PDRRESES, B uMSD ¥#:h WABA 5
ol BA BA L SLH; M oh, WABA BR4S7E AT BE45 4 F1 & i
254 18] FE AT EE B, B F WABA b 595K 4% Fn 50 iF B 5k 19 %
.i/_l..[33] R

uMSD JrikH A neg BERF SRR AN B R EN TR,
BRETEILNBGHREEASBRERTESG. BERNE
Hi%t neg IAERFRIBE R AT TBRHI, A AT neg BAERF B
B, WA RFHEBRIERRE neg BMER EER @A
FR SR 20 He BRI E L2,

uMSD 75 ¥ H K I~ WABA )3 825 R IBUF R ER A &
(merge) fIFH-BR4H & (compose), TF alt TH A BEH,.BHTK
PRG-I ERERNER, B AEHTT compose #
TERT, HFE 444, TiZE uMSD 5 iEh HIH 5 1k, 330k
PRPERF par 1 alt ASEE—HEMRE . B, AT RIXTZ A 3
PHATEH , ¥ I B & 4 O TG 2% 4 35 Bk (conditionless com-
pose) I 4443+ 8% (condition compose) , LL XA 6] 25 B i1 3+
B REFE BN LI 47,

ASM J5 ¥ . MSD J7 35 fl uMSD J5 ¥ &5 # 1% #£ 0 ¥ &
LSC hgiix B A8 5] A3 UML i B o, 8 f vl gk
B R AFARY B UML T B SR e tE .
3.2 BELTHERFRIF %

TEB TR EBRREFRFRARPIRHA T 2010—
2012 £ UML R FBE# 1T T — R HRES . 4
15 UML 7 B I8 A8 iR L BT UML RSP B s
RUEGHE A K F UML 5 B a9 il e A 4%

AT HEFRIEIUT B &3 RAEHE B X E S B P RE
T LRI EH G B TSR E RN, SR
[35-36 R HE 41 €4 R B 3Pl ETDFA(event determinis-
tic finite automata) St RS RIIE 2432 B iy UML Y B 34T
WAL R, B4 H T 4& loop,opt, alt, break # par #4E
eI F E 3] ETDFA MM E B S, RAGEREN FEH
MY R G5k SEATHERLIO T , 3 FH I0E 1F 5% B S50UT B & M1
B SRS, 454 FR IR R A2 BN ), FE R UE 2% FE 1) 6
REM4SEBAEEENC BARRZ 4T B3 neg,
critical , assert, ignore, strick, seq Fl ref B/ERFHITE R ILE X .

SCERC3S IR BRI py 22 21 A BE ) 2%, %f UML BT Bl
FTBEE L E X, FHE T #% B ETD(event transition
diagram) FHATIFF EE X #R . B4 HUFEF ETD 1)
Bk, B IUF B S5 A A R P RSB Bl
ETD 2[R s 4 s B 8k . ETD v LR BFENT B b £
PR ST R ILEVER T B0 LT L X7
P8, TR EMCREBERNESERE, B
Yot 2l B AT B AR P 4 43 LAY loop, opt, alt, break, neg F1 ref £
VERFHERT T 28 X, /D HAD AR HARAERF I 52 X
3.2.5 RAREHFAKBHSES &

Roy Grenmo 3 48 $ [ #% # (algebraic graph transfor-
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mation) P 4 5 ¥ SR BF ST ILF B 0918 U . 5B
FEEFAET UML T B #2135 5 B9 5 ¥ AR, Roy
Grenmo £ HZ T UML JF B EAERMBIR TS, A HA
UML Ji5 57 B E1 AR 25400 B 9 3 e ML 0], 3 42 o B Ay R A4 R
SER UML )P EPAERE R R ILR M. RS
H B 0 10 0 8 60 B B R A 5 1) BRI S e L 5 AR PR B AR
B%# T B AGG (attributed graph grammar) 3 52 B &5
UML JBUF B BPR AL A Fe 48, AT L BLE o RASVLIE R
ABiE R X UML i FBAE X .

B F UML T B Xt R 4 32 3B 4 4R , B I 7E
FE q’ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ"ﬂﬁ%ﬁ%@ SRSV R R ZREE,
B REM P AFE A E 51, Bl Roy Grenmo 7E#E
17 UML i FF B FPR A VL S5 164, BT B P i 3E 2
HERERNE L IR B, M X PR AL T B S [ S B S RS
HLETRIE B3E SOAE e 55 3 5 049 18 8 B 38 3 B0 38 XU PP Bk
%. A5, Roy Grenmo HELH THAIH,, alt, loop, par, opt
M neg X H H B A, R LR TERE F B HERIE
#:, 3+ H. Roy Grenmo HRHEIF B 5414 8 ML 2, G
MREIZEHBHALEE, B Roy Gronmo 2 H W ik FAfE— &
[A]#% , /8 Roy Grenmo 7& UML U5 & L 7 sRALBF 9T 6 7E 4k
§[40—41] R
3.2.6 ®HHEEFEBFRBBHEBRAE

Nabil Messaoudi ## 314 UML i FF B % #: 24 Bichi
H sh LRI B 3R EiE X, Mg ashdlR T &
VYREBEESRIEZRMHFR, B EEEAE UML T
E R EE G — MR H#4#K—1 Bichi £ 315
RIFHR B Buchi B ShLYE AR, I X RL 32 B #
VESF (seq, strict, alt, neg 1 loop) iE X =4 - P REH
Bichi H#i#l. A EHRER FAKBERBENRKE#KRT
R AGG, HT Lo, 5 %4 M UML G B #1 Bichi §
YL RL, ARG 48 ) BER ORI UML T B 5
A Bichi | LT R K — ], B EBBINERTLL
EEAR R T HRBIEERGRE.

Nabil Messaoudi 1 Roy Grenmo #83% F3 10 %t B % ¥ 1
AGG TR¥E5H UMLIFFEMEXEL., B—-1TEEW
AREZATET , Nabil Messaoudi 45 H 592 2T UML JFiF &
HSIER NS, T Roy Grenmo 45 H 22T UML i
FEARELNE . IFEHA T REBERE LR R
BERIAZH. , Nabil Messaoudi 32 H 8977 ¥ R F 7T LA 2 697 3
#9 Biichi & 3h#..

3.2.7 BEMRIESUF &

UML )it 5 B B985 B iE X (template semantics) J5 5444
#2 Niu Jianwei 1 Shen Hui £ H 81— MRS #/EE L ENH
WEITT . RRGE U PR ME RA R SRR U Rk
R EERRIELF, BERNAIITESERE - MERERR
4t HTS(hierarchical transition system) , Bl —Fh 33 B BIRES
Pl. 24 HTS EM 4 A RERTE BE S 20017 ik, 7R
NEERBE N %8 CHTS(composed hierarchical transi-
tion system) , —~ HTS BIBIRE LB E LA TR 1EL
B HERERARERE S HTS $fTHBEANR ., HEH

VERFIABARIE U HE2 T 24 HTS eyl i 35 6 38 4. 3048
SR SR A GEFMFEZE . HTS HERGE e xt
T AEEBRIERHT TERE L Ef 14512 interleaving,
parallel, sequence, choice, interrupt, synchronization 1 rendez-
vous,

Niu Jianwei #1 Shen Hui 24 T #ik UML JBiF B #3E
% UML JFr B #4735 2 2 8 5 i HTS, Bl —1
TR EELEMEN UML 5 EBS 24~ CHTS W45,
BEEFEN I — CHTS, RG¥ 81 CHTS Y8 RE
KR (maximal block) &4, B— B KB —4 HTS, X
8 HTS 5 UML A& XEREREIHH CHTS, i UML
HEZEIRIERFBRETR HTS BRE L P RESBIER. H
T e B R UML Y B4 A X HBEFHIERIAR,
X HTS RIS P A A BRIERRTY R,

BRRTE U M T #5838 B MW7 A 3 = e > Thi L
FRFREARI TR ER. AR ENERT X alt, opt,
break, par, critical #1 seq #AEFRFIIIE LB X, B R —F X
RBERIE BN .

3.2.8 STAIRS#BH##EAF &k

Mass Soldal Lund &%+ UML Wi fF B #4 STAIRS 8 #R1E
SUGHAT THEE X AYE X . STAIRS #EE XNETERGTR
4 (execution system) ﬂ&ﬁé % % (projection system) Wi ffr 5%
BAGHES L., ERTHE-IHB, XM REES T
BRIAE, AT RAE B LR B EEN BT REREF B
RE. REFRAB L ERERTHEG U IR BRIBATEMHS
FPRAFEEHPATRSE. Lund IRIEBE T BEBE L EXT
STAIRS #8#/iE X R FIH B2 8, 3F B R BREE LR
B EWATATAIE.

ERZ RN T R 68 UML AR i85 fiE
X3 RER AR FZE X EA R B My Bk,
Lund X} seq, alt, par, neg Hl loop 2H4 K BEgE T T HVEIB N E
XHIFFIAT xalt JAERFRMYE alt 38 L L RIEMIHE, alt B35
FRERE 5, T xalt ARG KR, ERARZAE TN
seq, par,alt fl xalt Fy4b B b, KB M TRERER. 5
OMG tr#E E R ETEBFHHRAR—,

Lund X¥ UML 7 BIE R 4L B BF 35 30 8 A U5 6 7
BEE XA S . Lund™) 2 H 7 —Fk A UML 55 B 30 B
TN B B i » 3 AR VF B B 1 4D, neg AT as-
sert B AE &, Lund iR FF & T T A Escaltor*®] 5 5z Bl %t
UML2. 0 JIFU B 45 AL 10 UE AR AL Ui
3.2.9 HA4-ERENLFE

Grosu Fl Smolka i3 456 B sh#1 B (automata theo-
retic) i h |2 i 2 R4 (reactive system) i3+ H UML i FF
P35 S ) R, 32 M 8 ) & 2275 1R 3 L (safety liveness se-
mantics) 7 S X BE AT E X . %07 B PR RS
FRIEEAZ SRR E P RA RS TS . %
R 7 P 0 - P DK R 6 T 7RG /22 R 8 S8 4k B 3L Chigh-
level nondeterministic finite automata), B FEMELZLHEE
PER) IR 22, FT RIS B P B0 A 200 43 sl 4 A 4
B ABE RSB S mRE AN B EER e
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A SPLAN TR 8 B 3R E 1 B 3L, SRS 58 U B 9 B
DI R 3 3R 7 R0 5 4 B0 35 #E buchi B 3h#L (liveness biichi
automata) FIFR TR B AR ) % 2 buchi B 3l (safety bichi
automata) ; B G E T HEMNE & BIBRBEZWIES, X
T B 78 3O R0 TR B AR R AT 58 3L

B LTRSS B i R B P AR X seq, alt, par,
loop 1 neg A ¥AEHATIE SUFIL.

3.2.10 OHST #3#*

Li Xiaoshan % AH T3 UML 7 & 52 xR B
FRESE K-SR, ZR B WE TS 2% AR OHST
(ordered hierarchical structure tree) 8" jh & B g LRl
X UML ¥ B B S Msh WA AT 138 SCE X

B EREWMRR T 325 Xt 5 0 B 15538 Bk
. TR PSR B AT I 2 IR A 3 = R Y
WA, HAEEAZE B UML G & R
HFEIBES PSR ERRESATE, —MARERZE

) UML J ¥ B % 57 B T 2RSS An il 6 B

ﬂ mer 71&'277 T

sender: sd example2

1mi}

6 WA HLA SO RN B S B B X L B PR 4 R A R Lo

N P Y i A51E BRSBTS R BT T B
RIES FIRRBESMBE -, WP ENNSE L E
SR BT AT BRI R AR B AR, B2 B R AR IDUT
HIF SR T EEFAR R DTN, B EE OB
AT LA SR B S RS R 4, AT SE B S UML X & A& .
RS E B — B R

Li Xiaoshan £ H Fi% X FEAAEHF UML 2= TR
PSR — SRR I A SE B, 48 BT DA B FH BRI A 55 F oR A
B2 EEHEEE, EXHRBEETRETEDHRAE D
B A0S T AR T 1) Yo 4 O i 0 R U U X 5 S AR Y 2
EHATREE B 5B THEE, FHA R TR UML &R
MEFE X RERAIET BB X R, BT Li Xiaoshan H
KETBFRPRFEZHEL, BHEXSEIT alt, opt Fil loop
BIERF IR E X WA TR R I H ZE AT XA par,
seq 1 strict BERF LA K —BUHE X RBAERIIE LE L.
3.2.11 #AERHH®

HEBAL B (process algebra)P52) & — AR BERAT A B
I, EFIHRETH RS LTSlabelled transition sys-
tem) , i —@HBE FIENEF RS, B E FRINEH S RHE 3
G, MFERBEHURHASE FHBABRMNA ST
B, Bt UML i B 85 2 R 385 # 2 A8 P Al
X, MRBBEFHHESE T, FUSBREBENF BER T

XX FHE AR TIA.

B BT B T B4 B E R AT RS S
HERRFHAELESN. TRABESHN  REHHA
BAETFHESEAN, BEFBHRAEOE ESR UBIERE X
FRWEIRFEAERLEL. B TFHBEREPHASET
RBE BRI M 59 0P 4B 6 R, A REE R ok U
EZEMAAXR, BB EECHFABRRBMESERT,
SBHBFHAESE TR E UML IR B 8 LB X TR, #)
MEIAKRFAREGREXRFRSBRBRABNOFASGE
%[53] .

BT &R B A R W BB S, 7T L
Waf LTS e gk g R Bt . & %% UMLJEF
Bl g A —A LTS, R G R T LTS #aEiE X R F 5N,
FEBR AR AR AHFRAYHE., B THERBERT
LTS 55, Bk AR R RELE T URSAE LTS #
FEE S BFT AR A R B R BRI EE —f RN
BOU M BInBFIMFHEA CSP # pi BELS) , MiER—
FHBRABOERHME.

RAFBRREE TR R A B R e/ AT
X5 X, B alt, loop, par, opt Fl break #EYERF, {H3E LLSC B
YR B F A B AR E R R SCE X
3.2.12 Promela #& & ##& F %

Promela(protocol meta language) JE 48 Z 4 M) T E. SPIN
KRR AES AT ABRRESRGEHTERLEE. BA
A CIEEFHIBE, TREH BHR A FE REHSH,
F AR IFTRMRE, HR2Z RS ZEIIT.

Promela A MBRE R THREFEHIHET
UML JiiF B B RS 1 5 — B RN . Promela £
24 UML2, O JF B i KBB4 630 B i BRI g #E X,
it SPIN #HEUG 4%, & 5 R4 RN KR A28 LTL
3R, AT U BIE M B B A B B/6 TR AT N eI e AL A 5]
2.

M UML #ZI B Promela BRI 55 e 5 BB M 2 BERIE
By — 3, B UML FE MR E XS KR A
Promela U PAT R AR, X R4 RESE BLiE T Promela &
RSl UML B A B A9 5% et B2 38 of %46 (grahph
transformation) 3 SC B, 43 8 B 1B 1k (graph grammar) 45 H })
HEER AN BT ENENEN., FRITTEL NS
L, BVIGUT B 5 Promela Z R T RBE XA, BAHE
R F EERE A M A s TRk THM UML I3 & 3|
Promela 1 7% i &% 4, 4 40 Eclipse #& {4 T A . AToM3 T
B BT UML T E 5 Promela R E HHEME X
RO, BT LUGE N RIS = SR B ST R T 5, B a0l g
I P ) XML SCARS AT e SE B 48,

B F Promela &5 PEFHSEH N R L, AFFLHER
seq,opt,alt, par,loop 1 break M HZE F BREIENLE X,
WA, A S UML G 7 B % 4§ Promela 327 AARH A
FIF RN A A shE .

3.2.13 Cengarle & Knapp 3435 3% 3
Cengarle 71 Knapp 4 X 5 F B PR RRIEA/E T 5H
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Xt Rz UML G B B RS %, 3F B AR T i3 1E1E
B IER R SR,

Cengarle fl Knapp $# tH K48 #R 1% A1 8468 SCHR R X
RITARE L EE pomset HERE, WF B3 EK#RIEE GE
AN ZEUR—NE MR =X RRHER, A RNAET
TERE ,BAE3Y ,alt,loop, seq, strict, par, ignore, assert Hi
neg A3 H i BRI BRAEE L.

3.2.14 Petri MF %

Petri M —FMETREWENCBEFEC, BAH
XRH BT AR B3 BB E AT ST o, FIRS RA
B EHHREES , AEIUT JER R MEREN, R
T HRASHILE . Wb, EERA KB TETARBR.
BIF 2T Petri MAIRSE.

254 Petri FRH#IR UML BUFERIEXL B —FEER
FEE. BTHRARSSRHTR, 4 RRNEERSE, T
UML JGF B # #h Petri MEHY BB R, X614
UML JF /5 B # 2 Ak Petri [, SCHR[62]48 4 T4 UML
BrEEEEZE R BREHRANER Petri M k. XK
[63]MH F#R BT XL BEHL Petri M (Labeled Generalized Sto-
chastic Petri Net, LGSPN) E#EfTF BB X EX ., $HXFsL
B R AR RS, CER[64 1R —Fils UML T B8N E
At Petri MAIHE G Petri WAL & HIY R Petri M k. A
T 347 UML 5 F B 5 — B M W, Jodo Pascoal Farial®s! §&
Hy% UML s B S 4 5 354 3K 5l Petri B (event-driven Pe-
tri net) FIE @ Petri ML & Y B Petri M., I T #
7 UML W7 B AR A VL B — B i, SCER[ 66 148
W B AR VLB 53 548 Petri B (labeled Petri net) §J
Fek. BT H#AT UML JEFE R Perti AR R FHF#,
SCHERL67 iR 4t — R EE SE 28 UML J5 ¥ B Ju B &L A Petri Y
O R (B B B, RO R B Tl T R E R B IE
MB KRB

Petri MR R ETFAUHRREXENEEHF K
B, 3 B UML P B #0 Perd IR HY BERE,
WMUETIHRMN— B RN T AR Petri P RATER
BB AM—FERN, Petri A BMBREETREUMBERT
alt,opt, break, loop Fl par ZZH #AERF LA H ERIERFHIIE
X. FHb,Petri MM ERH R RGN EITH, ML
RARAHS5ENERZE.

4 FHEWMR
4.1 EIGEE

UML Ji5 5 B 8 SCHY S8 SCRLI 2 7E UML ARt i Bl
SesE SUR R BE B, B8 UM P BE L, 46 UML fifE R
T BERRA B ERRARN UMLIRFRE LRV EEHEH
BB R AN, RN EERR SERLEXZ
EIBSTBETRR, AXRAFATEMELELFTE  BAHE
H Rl 3 AT B 0 R [RT RO O 35 A R [RI 9 L A B BRI BE
HAEs, 3 By XA MR, ARSCHEA A &R s
THIXRNBE R BERTRN ANEE.

72 2 M3 3 A RINIEFRE CEREE LM FEXE 3
AR ERHAT T M.

a5 . UML 7 BB A48 a5t g5k 25
2 HREHET UML BUF B ST RbE LA ER#
FE4 HAELRY
Storrle - X:3: 38
STAIRS ##3 X AFHRRALWEBEEX
Cengarle&-Knapp 3§ # 3% X ETRFSERNBEEX
4%z BEBE-REFARASHTHEAL&H
4 EFESDWERZIENL
LTL R ¥ % XTEURATH LTLHHEEX
NuSMV AT NuSMV AR K TRHBMANEY
R ETFRHREHIERL
BREEHEHN ETHRESELHHIEFRLEL
Hammal 2 TR 4 e 3E X

F3  FABRMEE T UML TP E S TE RS LT ERFIR

F kg B1EEX P
ASM £ F AR AN
MSD HRESHFEHLEATFEIN
uMSD £ F % & ¥ Bichi & #4L
Wk TR A% ETHEMHHEAREHH
RkEEREKE RS £F UML B F AR KEZNAREEESR
HEEEREEESR XFUML BF B R EEWAREEER
HARE X ETERERRAWHMBE XL
STAIRS # %3 X XTPATREFRPRATHRBREA
FA-FEHE X XTFAHEREDTNERELEX
OHST ATRIEEFAIEEUM LOHBRE
HEAH R TFHBERKNEXL
Promela & ETFHAHH T A SPIN WHBERNET
Congaule * KMB2 4 Cangarle & Knapp 498 L3 4 H 19 X
Petri A F Petri R EY REMH

ga Atk g BT MR,

(Dink 2 7z, g UML IF BT R AN TR
BRI ERRIE S XM EE T, 5P EEX
FIF OIS REE” N OMG #R R —BM . BEE KA
Z ST R B, RE ENE Ok PSR E X R,
B4R P R LMEATE BB R B EECE, 7T 2
AEHBHER(AEEREHMBERFS%E. EUHBEIEL
KRR ESITHRESR. BEFEPHFERBIHRIE 4
FiFl, R =k BB RN BRI, WRFE RS
B B UGB 44 8 SO AL LN, B A i i B STAIRS
FBFRIE X k. Lu Lunjin 32 H 8 &4 B2 5 BB 3 45 B )
AL AEAT TS IL 3R, IRIERE b R IE T . DI
BRI s — SRy B T R E SRS BRI A B R
HERTHAEE. GHAMNMHES RN, TEENER
PR B 1 s o R e 26, EE H R B IFE A
fy 222, BN Grosu F Smolka 32 4 ) BAREB A BB
Ji#k. Cengarle & Knapp 18 FRiE X & R A XK
BTN B BB EMTRBENIENRREEE,

H A M B R R A SRR TR B AR
F4 BEIITER
7% B4 4% ok E &
ZA% AR EREE M ARER
R HE RAREK.EH
A £ RE RBHA: FoH
LT OMG #t B 48 89 4 %

BE2MEREMERER N SBRESEMEL, THSH
s R &R B2 (complete traces) 3% 2 F 1R FF 442 (par-
tical traces) MIHHBMEEA X, FHRFE Y EHTHEAR
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2 B B 5 SRR R R £, 91— NP PR o 0 R — AR AR 7
RO T RAE, WS —For sk TRETRE, & T4
HBBEA M LA TE O .

(2> 0k 3 By, UML T B B 1 L R AP
RIATESCE X . —F R B o SHAT R EM
ME 2R EEWEY RIE R REIIE L E X, KRR
(Y R SRR N PR £ S5 0 VL 36 1 B, 460 S b SR L Btichi
B3l B R LB RE S B G A REBAREYL petri
R4, Horb 2R 7 ¥ 3R Buchi B shL R SCBUNF B X
SN EES, Bl uMSD 7 B R IBE R A E KRR
MSD Jrik. MRS ISR G , 7T LS X BN IRUF B E
BB R G, B0 MSD sk Bl Se Xt & A B isk
PR S B BRRLE. RFEREHSNERSHEREDS
BB RR, PIR SR HE WIS, KT EIEAR
RGBS HIE R o3 FUE SURF BE
L BEARENEMHEANESHRERASETRERY
B sEvER bR UML2 P B P &M E R B, 55—
R R AR EX R A EEATE R TR R
N5t P B R S, 450 G i R B Promela 3B 5 48, (TS
RE R R RR T & 5 3R 68 J7 W PR, A RESK B
UML JBUF B o BT A A R R AR IR S8 X, U R —
X RBRIER.

S FRHE KR UFHRAETE LtT UML BT BiE SUE 4%
ARG . HEIGE LR R RN R THR
B IS A BEF AR AT A B S AR T
X LRIFREH#HITR R, XEHMHPREASTZREA S
B IRMERIDREMBAE. BB ARF TR
LI, X R ERBFHHERER, 3 BRESRBRENER
65 SRR SE ORI B, BN e B P 89 LI A R

X, 3F B A S T BRI E1E L,

(3 KIS HT B3T3 & R T P B TF R R R
BEEETE S, /NR A R R IE B3F &3 3L, B 40 petri 7
TS EHEN RS, KIS R IR M i E] 8 Xt
MR SRR T TR D W 2R B A SR IRIE X,
541 Hammal 585,

(O BIE X SO B UL R XA 5 R, e
BHBIE L X5 AR R B RA R R EXE
R AT S AR, A0 LU B ] A — B B 8
HIAGBRAR T , DURUT B 5 H e UML B 2 8 #— 2
RIS B #95 Youcef Hammal J7 ¥k, Petri (¥ 5%k, DA A
3K B P64 B TR 1 R 5 J5 5  Promela 773 |
WEE S AR E SR T, NuSMV FEfl LTLEL 5,
DL E s R A TR PR R RTI . BT E
AT E)IE XY R ) STAIRS 38 FRi5E L5 ¥, Hammal 75 ¥,
Petri W F k.

4.2 HELZERE

B EP R AT H ST REM, LS E Y
HEFRLEMENREE, A6 E BT ALLREE UML
W Fr B 23k R 7 B IR B, WA R T BRAE AN S0 BRI
B, dnfa e UML G B R A 38 B 7 B AT B AN o
B AR , JE Xt BB R B & 4438 . W9 e RE AT HE R T
T AR B e 8, B i T UML T B3 BT
FEAR W AR

WA M H LA TR T X &AL T/ E L, BT Shen
Hui #2H1 NuSMV F 8 LTL EE F LI T % UML2
R B v B A 4 38 B R AR RF B TR OB LA, R T B AR
REBTHRSAEXEERERNELE L WES MK 6
B,

#5 £ UMLIDUFEEFKE B RALTTE S E LHITRTIR

e SF

loop break
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=
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Hid A ERU TSR,

W EEFES EA BT HEHRXHZEIRIERF F, alt, opt F
loop BRAERFZEL KB ik 34T TIELE X ERALE
FHRFEHT break BIERFIIE N E X . breek X HEHEBERAT
BRI BTN R E ., WNE 2L T X break #4E
FHE X E LRI es el LLE B L R FRAETE SCE SO A
TEFRIE X BRI F LIS break BRIEFFIIE LE X,

OFEWF 53 ERATHR A TR H, par, seq M
strict #AERFEARTF ETHT TEE L, BRES
Pt/ critical BEVERFHHE SLE Y. critical 22 H F BEAH Y F
MR ATRTHITHRBIRE  FRRAER X, Z X3
HREFHARESHEBHREIIT. EUFGR T, 25
RIFBABE B SFHRIE EI RGP BUTBRERSIG
AR FiEER. MNBE ST T X critical BERFE X E X
ke IR W, SR AR AR E L E XA AR R E L E
FI TN critical HAERFADIE LE X,

BT break FI critical #/ERF B91E LER 5 B B H £ 1) 51
B3 E R B, B BT R R M E LB R — E R
J::

(B UML J B A assert F1 neg 32 H. v Bl 158 %of 40b
kA AT R FNEE Ik & A B4 N B 3K, ignore F1 consider
BAERTTUBRZHREERZR P HRHEAE, XE5
12 B A RAE I TR PE A R BB TERFRR N — BUME C R BR AR
OMG xf UML2 J B i) i SCat i s S 7E — X 8 BRI R B
B, TR M4 3% assert Fl neg ZH K BRHI¥ M. E
OMG Xt —B X RIBERFRIE L ESGFAERA RS, B
I R BB Pe AR AR P B SO ), b4t , X UML
I P AT IS A 2 e I A IR UE R BT IR A A as-
sert fl neg IERFRMB RERNTRIT AMBLT N, B
M, —BPE oL R BB R BYIE SR R BT B R R R
[,

LTk M SRR — B RIBERFMIBSCE L AR
= 5 assert I neg Be& i i1 consider A ignore ¥/ERF B
B, O, assert AR B E XK FHIEHRIE X
BERGEH, N neg BAERIE SCRAAREE L EAS L.

YA m EHRE—BEXRBERFTERNZE
BAXHRE B EX R B FERTENN A 7, —
MAERB R I \m AT ERE BRI TR NELRL. A
FF et BRENER T RUEARN, ZBREE
STAIRS #5#8iE X 7 s B R, £ Cengarle & Knapp #

PRIE OB PR . R st — B RIBIE

R T Rk 0 R 6 8 435 SLBERHAO OB, 1 uMSD
Tk, B W B 2 B X A R A UML I
R LRI

L

B 7 HEBRA S R RE

4.3 HREXHNEX

HAT SR UML BT BHE e LA N BRI EF LT
FUH A 32 H B R, R B i & 38 T A B Y
BERT=AENEZNE LB, REE XS, LR -3
RRBERAREIE LR, 2 KA A L MRER
i) [E) AR

WEEHENTERRF BT UBRBIEL TRE
KBRS X . KisterFilipe i3 4 & — A E 485
BMERBRBBRERRLR, XHELZ T EEREITHT
THREE T RRERELEN. NuSMV FEEETEe
FREZL TN A BB B4 2 K HAT 85T HEU (hierar-
chical execution unit) FI¥§ A& B EZRH M R BT A
PATHITR LB E B B E1E LWE L. # LTLAER
B, B TFENEEEE R BE X, REUIRENH &
RERBALIEN LTL & LA EREREH.

BEREE AR, — kg a e R
#EAE.
4.4 THRBEBEFNERSLNHGRA

X UML B B 473 SO R, B R AR i
TERMBALBTE, B—FERE UML T B/ E SR
AMESERR S AREZENAEGEE R B, R R
AR HATIE GER 511 Hammal J7i% | petri B F 3 B
B, B eE R E R B IEE S RE T A
P RERASRHR ARG ESRERALER R, FiERE
— N EEREFNE LRGN E—ERTELE
X BNt loop X H F BB E L. OMG #5585 1T seq fE R
I R B R R BRARRERF . (AT ST A B
RESEZEARE—REE, BIAREMGE RIS
WP BT LA AT A4 » 1 a0 {3t P 5 B PP SR 2 X loop 22 H. - BRI
BEXSERSENER LR, BibFEraEiReF
strict RFFTLXEMERE. RAKMTFEBTEZERITEE
IR . B R S B Bk I T DA B A B B S S EE R E R Y
HEE (seq B, strict) . 58 Y SR WA EME S — Ve AR,
£ AT 8 (location) FRiE , AR B A7 B A XT P 51 B 49 5 i
1338 SCGHHE, R RP 7 B Al AT AL AR ISR G 6 . kR,
AMUBE N A ALk L R 2% A0 B R R & AR B AR
S, MABREXERBMN LTI BRESMRAEEWER R
FAAPLH ., REXNREMRE RSB SEHER
HBARSECRAI. A PRRSENFRBE X, &
UML JiafE B, BB B E W F | 'R B
R G & M (guard) BRI A4k, #HHEE R B EHFE
B KRB E N B8 2 1L R A3 B ARSI
B Wi i BRI 2B AL X R B S 2k 4 guard BRTEKE IS
T B AN AR AR B R PR ERER . guard [ 462
7E guard i B %Ry B E] O3S E B BT R S BT A ARk b
FRICAL B &, guard NI ER RTE guard FIEEMA ML EiR
I ER.

E 8—E 10 /R T X Rl —MEFERA ASM ¥
B RS R4S EM MSD FESAINAFRMERCHE,
X 3MFHEAEA T # HRE A BRYESLH, B guard
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IR T RBRARR. ASM B 8A ¥ guard £E R
BAHSEAHERTER, ¥ guard fEAML B &L BERE
AT guard [F] 44k ; MSD FE S, ROUK guard fE 5608 A,
i E#4F T guard R, BHH A, X 3 ForkEales
AL ESHREPREERA RN,

sd example3

‘;mS El (

B8 ASM iRyt Binic

B9 PREHAEHRITE KA EMEE

sd example})

| : ]
B 10 MSD Fraksd df BhRiE A

£ OMG HHEA AP R ME, BH AR FLRE
RERRPUREBEEREMS BHASHRERE T, T
OMG 4 i 9S4 HEFF AR AU S S 4 HE P AT 4.
RAE ARSI USSR B, W &5
RARZ B R BRI BEHHEF Bt alt, opt, loop, break X H.
FBEFENAERBESSER FINARBREY, SREXT

FIRR A, TGRSR, AMUER S B &S
BHEGHEXRERE 2, W E T LN S4B 4MF R
BEATHER R WERE RSN . RELAFE LS, B
LR P TIA RS0 PN R Bt T E#E. WRE
BAE RS LMETRT RABLAR L, BFTES HERM
W, ZestE AT A BARAS A i R4 R
4.5 EHEEITHE

EEIUT B THE SR T B2 R e R B EE UM 5E R M
T EEEEIN, BARENF - ERNMNEARRR.
BT R BN 2 OMG % H i 3 44 & A ik SN, 4 40
OMG % Hi 19 & X AR ARSI S5 T seq FIRA T
strict BB RERNSE . FafIF RN PR 4R £ 0
JFRF L AR EEMFIZARER. TP RY R &0
LRI BFIUT HEAT LIS TSR X B AR OB P A 20

TESHA BT H B Lt 53k 3 BT s A A A R
ERBHGRBAE XK. FEFERF Y &M guard K opt
M alt X H 5 B, H4BRF T B S guard B R LA
Xo AN EFHRIVFIHE LB — N E R —
A RRERY, CHEN T EH S XRE FRZE KR
EHEMXERY. HTHXXERYE FHENRES
guard WEIP AR G X FH B X TR UL, th FIH R FMPAT
BB, B E T B E P EES PR BB AL, T
SRE RS U B N B AR 4 R B R AR
B SCE R LB R A, RV RN & 3L A BEIR R 4
BBAERE B B PR BT ER B & L.

5 RE

7 UML) EE R E LB L, BH F L R Hk
IR, & R A ROEM LELEHFWRR T E
FR— B R THE, TEN THEAS MBI BBIT

(D TR HRIAAY assert F neg LT BA K,
MASRERER FEAR  AEARHL, RS
X TRk B AR BTN & 1 assert F neg X H. F B, T it /b %
REFPZR FFRAR FHRARGEZER. BHESEHHE
FRAT DA X B U 1 5 R M O BRI B L.

(O ref X E #IERF A 15| A3 E (interaction-
Use IRZEER T BHIFE—TE B gate TEEEH
HITRE b 8 CE . I AR B LB A BRI
R, AESBEFTPH XA SR LIRMER. W gate B
SIAMTFHEXEH BS5 KB E AR, Ml gate
FRESE loop XH H BNIMF BB EA G EBEE
BEREFHRAE. Bk, FiFSHEENE gate iIFE R E
X R E R, R T 55 A WBKAE. Bk, &
AR EIBFFE AT AT ref F gate (91E SCHYSE 3, H4E UML
WUy B AR AT AT B S AL T A, KU
BT Ay BRAL B A4 A PIEK (inline) BRI SE L.

(3)FEXT ignore F1 consider HyiE M E X 1, AT DA% B
ignore 2L I BN R consider FTE % FBRGH B, H I ig-
nore I consider FAHMAIEM KR, BILAES S HEEX
FRTUAFI RSN LR,
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R, % . UML T B R ALE OB ST g 29

(DIRESTE X 0T B AR UML WUF B3S X BF30 9 3k
R IR , Bt X 2 30 L HEAT W 0 6 3R 0 A AL 1) [ R,
T4 5 B TAE AT LA % UML R bR R 5 RSk
BRI, SRR YORSHLEAR 454U B R LA
HRIREE L.

GBI & SR E R H A EELR.
LA BB ST AU 36 B iE M B 25, T B I BF SR A A 3%
IR L HOHE BRI, FIR R 26 B IR LR b 3 —
75, BT B B4R AR . — B T AR T SRR P B
B S S B A NG U B . R T8k H BT AT
BB SUE X BRI SRS NS B — S B ST IR AE S Hs.
MAREMNRAREHATERLEN, REEHEEHHIE
BB BB R T E A 5 I R AR R B AT
B SRS R B SRR, B EE X R T
PUBTALER . B, LSRRI % B 80 8935 SUE SOt i 1 %
AR PES R NERRE T ENEAES RRE.

IERF , X UML I B b AT 0 1 2 2 ek R A IR UE A B
AR RGEHRAT HME AT HOHR, 7 UML
X B RIFT 4 B assert Al neg A0 H 5 BRABE. UL as-
sert Fl neg 32 K By SUE U B B BT EE R
JE AR ST AR R MR RS REELEEN,

(O)TBR AL B: 1 38 5 P EME B 3K 1 2 L 1 B R 28
R %, DIl — MR RE ENRE MARRES. &
BB T BERRAS PO EE R BN, SRR
RERBEREMBRE. EDRRE . HHYER. G IAR
%, FEITRHER TR B R R TRALE WY B RS
BRI — AN EE 43, B0 L R A AT UML IFUF
HOB B LR .

(DESARABIHIX UML RAEE X R RR
R0 5% UML WS BE R TE 2AL 52 X3k SEBGUF B
FILIRAS I B — B A,

B3E H UMLIFEWERERLELEHN T
UML R 5 T JRAR , T A 2 T UML #ERY 5 AT SE 4% 4047
FIRTERBEE L H, T U478 T UML A 38 R IR
BT R BCE R, 3 H X UML 24 T I se i tnfn sz
H—E IR .

ZR3ckt st UML BT BB RALE X SE SUH 83T T 45
B3 EMTEAAT T BB, 3 NIRRT LIRS L
R R BT A2, S A B RS . SO R B
N A RE K BT T M X B L
B AFIEAEI B Ly T4 AT IO R S5 S
BEXEWEE NS, RS T R @Y, PRI E
ILPEE TR PR BB B, T L% SR % —
SRS,
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