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Abstract: With the development of technology, new complex systems such as human cyber-physical systems (hCPS) have become

indistinguishable from social life. The cyberspace where the software system located is increasingly integrated with the physical space of
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people’s daily life. The uncertain factors such as the dynamic environment in the physical space, the explosive growth of the spatio-
temporal data, as well as the unpredictable human behavior are all compromise the security of the system. As a result of the increasing
security requirements, the scale and complexity of the system are also increasing. This situation leads to a series of problems that remain
unresolved. Therefore, developing intelligent and safe human cyber-physical systems under uncertain environment is becoming the
inevitable challenge for the software industry. It is difficult for the human cyber-physical systems to perceive the runtime environment
accurately under uncertain surroundings. The uncertain perception will lead to the system’s misinterpretation, thus affecting the security
of the system. It is difficult for the system designers to construct formal specifications for the human cyber-physical systems under
uncertain environment. For safety-critical systems, formal specifications are the prerequisites to ensure system security. To cope with the
uncertainty of the specifications, a combination of data-driven and model-driven modeling methodology is proposed, that is, the machine
learning-based algorithms are used to model the environment based on spatio-temporal data. An approach is introduced to integrate
machine learning method and runtime verification technology as a unified framework to ensure the safety of the human cyber-physical
systems. The proposed approach is illustrated by modeling and analyzing a scenario of the interaction of an autonomous vehicle and a
human-driven motorbike.

Key words: human cyber physical system; machine learning; uncertainty modeling; formal verification; statistical model checking

Bl T B EER R R, & P B A KRG PO LI R 5 AN B2 RYMER B2 RGF K
RS2 B AATH S A5 BB R & & i (cyber physical system, &% CPS)Je —Fh4E &1t 5 . MG AW REIAEE 1) £
HE A S,EIT 3C FAR HITH5E (computation). 18 15 (communication) 132 #ill (control) 1A #L &L & 5 % JE W E,
SCHUK R TR RS Se i B shas i sl SRS 1.CPS R RIA Tt & LA N-HL-W Bt & 8 B AR5
A, LS I (45 B 7RI (8] L 2 8] &5 J7 T 2 4. A ML k& & Gt (human cyber-physical-system, f& FX hCPS) &
BAREERBN PP IL RN E e RGP RS BB ARS CPS KR b, & 2555 [& RS T AL
I R DL RS AR R S, 583 AT AR ENENERRSR. SEAGENEEET RS
RSP EIME KRR RS

1B AN R GBI %0, hCPS A RS0 A 45 B 2510 5 AT H 8 AR08 BT A i 2225 (7] H s & /B N
WLl & 2 40 E K 108 B K (agent) 7E 5 FIT Ak 1) 3R 85 (environment) AN W7 347 28 B FE b, 2 e AR 75 245 N\ —
BA 368 77,3046 <F RE 1 LARE X B A AT B ae e 32 B2 8 T S R0 e, 2 DL Jo LAt i I R S e R
BEAT A ECR AR N DA M 2. BHEE . B RS RS EME T A 6. TS I R 0 B
THREVE,WCPS R GUAT A ma LAY 5 i 48 7 1) B[R] A 9, [ ), 5 i Ak 1) 22 TR) A 0%, B AR SR I A v R FE K
e B B[] 249 R T ) B R B A TR AR . TR R B 5 5 ) T %) % g, N B hCPS R 4 1) B8 B 2 Jlils 4
HT %% hCPS MEIEEZ XEENMEH G R BT AR E. EpFZ4. HEEE IS, H ix
RGN @V R R 2 o0 B 2 R R T AR P B ) BR B, R AR AT R B T R S KR B Y B
HPLSun 25 NG H R BRI A0 G A R R F R AR AT AT IR B8 vh 5 P AR I8 AT R 2 S AR G H BLAS AT 100 A4 X
Wor, LAl S i e O AR I RE 0 B S (R AR AR I S R 278 | 2 R 01 0 e 38 < DA R HE DATRORL N 2R AT
AN 8 DR 3K BV B B 40 10 22 A MR R A e o A R R Al SRS R E BR8P IR RME R I IR AR v A
IERZ &IPS SRR T N S SE AP

HT ANREE RGP R RS LR 2 AR R G KN BIE 2E & A [F] A SC R R AR TG
N R GAE N AN R G RS 04 B R B AT 0 W RVt 52 T8 N 25 32 28 1) hCPS B FH 43k, A Sk s 2 AN
BLAER L G ANTC N 2 B ZE A A7 1) )R T TR SR VR & 2 8 3 5t P 0 N 28 Tt ZE A4 Dy %8 e A A T ke o 1 75 22
5 7 A A i (1 At 4 595 LA B ZE A P R A0 B N EAT A LR N B R G AR T R R
— 5 T, R 5t it B RO PR BT 58 B v, 1A Ve HL v A ) W SR AR 77, AT DA B S MR 2 B ik e R E
PR A AT % i 4 A B AN S PR A FRAT T, N SR ik SR RO AT IS O R = IR R 1 48 2R 4T 2 BOAS 3
PR = A 6 N SR U, 3K 28 T WA /I M 23 e R T AR e X T )< ST ok A B b 5 AR R A R 2 5 T AL
#%%# >J(machine learning, #% ML) AR T LAHS B B 272 B 2 G0 5 BT B0 B 1 i 25 B0 3047 B I B 20 vk
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L ) AN T S BLATS AT W 5K PO Bk R.2016 45, — S 7 1o/ 2 bl e R 8 2k R A S I IR 38 T 7 (1 W 4
52 RAEREED.2018 4, Uber 75\ 75305 42 b1 T2 181150 50 A 78 22 e K o a0 380 7 14T AT o DA A
T R 2 200 S i, S BT A BB T 00 3 i 20 BRI I a5 4% T % I 3D 8 0 ST 2 228 L I 4% MO I 1R R
DA B H Al A T 72 Sl 75 95 ) 3 0025 B0 AT A9 T 5 500 B 58 e S A s e £ 389 R b, B T3 45 T A1 R 2 BARAE
RG22 A VAT R B 09 90 M 2

B hCPS R 28 1) (47 kT 28 EL A % A (RAIF 1 e 1 AE 42 28 6 B 92 76 % hOPS B (3 P op 75 B 8 1 %
F& hCPS ZhAAT A 3 AVKEFE.(1) R hCPS HIT 9 T8 B T 5 2 45 50 Itk A AT A9 3 45 1 R B35 £
A UL FE A I T 2 23 WD )25 b 258, 50 0 ) S R 9 BHUAT LA IR RS (2) BEALIE:hCPS R GiAb7E
TSI BF 58 o S B 5 PR B (o SR v A AT R B < F P AT AR 5 LA B R B AL 25), 4 % hCPS
(AT 9 AT BEALIE:(3) 22 4 VEhCPS 2% Bl T 22 A MO I R GE (AN 8 B I 7 3R 55 D7 15 ) R G R R 25
I R 2% [ 7 RE hCPS FIAT b 1 2 4 T A5 110,

JE AL 77 7% (formal method, I FR FM)J2 2 T 21 1040 2 G2 38 15 5 FOURS B 00 20218 S 5 vk 2%, R BN
T R G HEAT BASE 5 T RV IE 45 T AF, LU GRAE 2 G0 LE A3 471 THDRE 2% G0 MU £ ™ A 52 2% 1 84 o, T
b 79 SR A S 7 T 22 4 S B O BRI, DA K fAIE 2 4 U230 R K i (model checking, fif
PR MC) 38 3ot % 22 5 (00 25 25 1) M 4T 4238 177, A T % R 48 1) 22 A MEEAT 11 BB AU, LA B s — AN i 2 o R
Gih G — AT 7R A HUAE LI DL 437 56 E A% 5 1 SRR I DR 5 MR 11 10 R 308 K T % R AT 4 7
T F M P 5 B8 K 2 R (statistical model checking, IR SMC)! VT L3 Sk 4 28 45 B i 2 O ME 2 X i)t
R G HEAT 5 B AT, T 2 AR AR 25 3T 2 T A A 360 P e L O30, 5 R 50 A U 2 — o 5 A 0 A AR,
FiIF- 4 2 1 BE WL 3 45 O 56 0IE . 7% T F TSR 1R 2 0 2 8000 o 200 (B A B v p B 2 25 i 2
110 R 1 RE A, 4 BTN 3 J2 4 5 kR 130T MR 36 R T 5 0 4% SR M A 0 2 T R AR 24 o R R0 2 75
SR 58 VLR B T 52 V0 45 50 AR S0 3 % N 22 B 0T 9 025 A R TR VR A B 28 B 8,
EE T A MRAT A A B P BRSSO B 5 1 DR 25 O B4 B0 17T UPPAAL-SMC LA 58 14 1 2 B 40T (00 % 1, B
{9543 W7 6T HHY 14 0 725 0 26 90 P A 2 4 PR, AR SC 3% ) UPPAAL-SMC £ 9 14 B 36iE T .

SRR I 4 MO R ) ) 77 355 SR A B B 58 1 AN B, BB X 2 A hCPS I B 5 B0 ATE B B = 45
— . RGNELE . J7 ik S B T (0 AU £ R G 5 B IE I — DR 1] AR T LUK
IR 50 AT R 0 45 2 1 81097 7 3 S B S R R 1 hCPS, % 1 56 i S 3 AR AT B HE R 5.

(1) 1k 2R G5 7 Ab 00 BER B A AR 2 e, 87 L 38 25 ST R, AR5 o PRI 4 S04 g IRy . R B0 e -4
SIYIN A R T A 5 PR (05 R 2 DU 7 9 A AT 4

() F T RIX KM R G i 45 H B, M B T R E RS T hCPS R A i F 3 4F T AL
UPPAAL-SMC SZIL X Y (1) 8 25 B8 1E

(3) 47 H T 0 B0 AT (1 32 AT I 3 25 B B AR SRR 2 T R 45 B4 IF L 45 2 01 7 5, B3 3o Ee e 3 8
BT b3k 75 ) B IF 5 S T A5 BUBNAS « S (B0 1 2R, HE T A6 R 510 52 2 3R 5 T 1) 22 423847

A% LA B e 48 R 0 KL R4 28 5 10 BB AE 40 87 LA 9 2 B O 50 H ARS8 1 5 R EAEFT K
B ) — 075 AR LI A R L BRI S5 2 A AN TR I I R e 2R 5 T A B R M
o e 8 AL B 25 ST 0, LR 558 P I 45 500 A9 IR 30, 5 ) AR s PR TS A 25 R 2 DL 7 0 A B AT 4
SR 55 3 WA T 5 2 L BG I M 45 & (0 B A5 B0 AIF 9, i i 36 4F T2 L UPPAAL-SMC 52 3L% B (1 5 %
SAIE AN T 5 50 VP A AR PR LA J N AT A R G 22 A OB 55 4 b A 5 AR HEAT LU e 500 B 46 4
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© TEBREEEEIEDT  htp/ www. jos. org. cn



2002 Journal of Software #4F33k Vol.32, No.7, July 2021

1 IR

1.1 FhENAMETEE
AN DL -7 B 7 B DLy SR BRI B T B 40 M AR 2 DL 323 28 5 U9 T e B 1 40 AR B R
X; 2 (A4 Sl Sr WAk 2 P(XGIX)=P(X;).

P[%%’J | FFIELHFE2,.. R IEN =

P(%%U)P(%?El,%ﬁz,...,#%C?EN)]
PORHIELRHIE2, .., FFIEN)

A FGRFN R T KA R LRI TE SR B 0 MR LT, T B AR R T IS 280 B R N
5 R BB AN 2800 B 9% 2 4 P Jeg 24 . B R DL et 387 4 28 Jid B AR 187 B L 05 55 v 25K 010 2 =0 200 38 R HE 1 1) 70 R A
BE PR RATAR F B 2B R RS P(0e1,2,...k), R F B 2 88 0 e AT HEAT 16 80 20 28 4 25 DL
SRz N FAE ML AS 5 2] R AT AR S B B S A BRI R H R SR D W R ma AR
MR R EAEE 3 AN B R B B 2 S Y BORT TR B B 7 HE 4 B B, T R AT O TR B i S A AE R
T, SR BN ZREOHR AE 52 S B B 1 56 Bl H S 2800 H 0 (0 R 2 A T S8 00 R B AN SRR AE S8 1 R B 1 R
BREXN THANEMEE, 70 v F I JE T84 2800 RS A TR B B, B0 H N B RHAE JB 1 25 &, P vt i
KM T I ) 2 A E i 25 1) oy R L.
1.2 BEHUR AL BEIHLSHA

S B RATB B b SA A SRR AR B SRR T W HUR & W, 2 3 FORES ISR B
17N T RAE B3 1) DR AT R A ASH T (0 R P TR e, R AT P B ALV B 1 Bh AL SRAe) R A 2 B LV A E Bl AL
(stochastic hybrid automata, f&iFx SHA) LRI Rk [ ZhHLHE A BEHLAT M A RRCA . F T SE B0 5 4 BE LI AT A
F 50 B R, 5 ORH 2 SR AR A 1 A i, TR] IR A4S 22 TR B8 7 A B AL AT 9 AR S SR T AN 1 8 3R 58 R I AL
ARG IR AT DA BEMLAT S, L i [) 249 5 sy 5 UK. (R I, A SO TE N 2 Bl R G R E o S 3 B AL VR A B
B, S I A 304k 1A BL I IE . SHA & XHE A E 081 HA BT T BENLIE P IRAS 2 (8 IE 7 1 2 T 29 o 26 43
ﬁ[zl]'

BEALIR B EH sl — A )\ T M=(L,1,C,Act,inv,enab,prob,F), 5,
L XA EMARES;
| RNV B IeL;
C KRB IERES;
Act FRFMERHRES;
inv:L—>CC(C) R R AR I PREE S, CC FRIRIN B 249 3 bR %
enab:LxAct—>CC(C)FT RN IER fil ) 1 55 AF;
prob:LxAct— Dist(2x L) 3 7~ M 33T 7 bR 3L
F:L— 2" R B A r B i S5 3 iR iy LA A AR 285 R L
1.3 HEETEMIFZEPCTL

WE 2 1+ H 22 5 (probabilistic computation tree logic, & #% PCTL)& Xt 11 5 # i 5 (computation tree logic, &
P CTL)MIBER Y &, FIME RIS P C &Y B T CTL MBRAE B 1A 4 (all, AR A)"FI“f77E (exists, @K E)”.
PCTL HIVELNIE X 2 WL SCHR[22,23].PCTL B VL HIIR S A 30 gF1 5 4% A 2w 58 LU fir

¢ :=truelaplg A ¢|—g| B, ().
v =gU S kig| X .

Hh AP RRE T A ape AP, pe[0,1],keN, M} e {<,<> =} I F AR X £R Next,U 7R Until IRZS

AR ERES B IR true 3L false IRES s B KR E X

s|l=true,s|l=ap iff ap einv(s)

V VV V V V V VY
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slEag iff sE
s=gng, iff s|=¢ and s|=4,
sl=R.,(w) iff Pr(sl=y)p< p
s[=Pwap (W) P RIRFERIRIRES A s B R G il 2 AR A 2y BIREEE, Po, LS BIEEE P 54552
MERAE p BIXTELEE e {<,<,>, =1 & true 42 false. 5 € — MR AR w5 | MIREFWILERE 75552 LN
i A 0] 00 T B 42 28 28 \psi S A A2 5% 7 58 LI T
vI=Xg iff yll]l=¢
v =qU™e, iff 3,0<i<k
vlill=g_2(Vi0sisk ylill=¢)
14 SitREUEM
G0 v BB (statistical model checking, & #% SMC) i) # A] DA IR A47:45 7€ —ANBEAL R Geii B M A — N5 )5k
LT 2 D, G V1A G W 52 AR 522 57 76 S R 7% (Monte  Carlo)BE I H R 2 I, B G808 A BTl R G 2
H A5 20 2R A2 X 8], 5% R 04T 30 UF 0 AT . SMC 532 2 B 49 Dy 8 1 A S R 28 2 3 o M ARV L SR 3R IF
“RG M LR MIMZE R TR T HESETHENMEBE ppel0,1],80 s|=Pw,(y) .1 :single sampling plan
(SSP). sequential probability ratio(SPRT)#I Bayesian hypothesis testing(BHT). & & H 7%k R IR EF M 37 2 4
W FIMERZEZ /D0 s|=P(y,)”E#5 Bayesian interval estimation(BIE)F approximate probabilistic model
checking(APMC). AN [R] 28 By SMC B2 19 32 ZE X GIAE T Gevh S B ny vk SR E A5 05 2 2% 14 1 0 ok 7 A 5 T

2 ETHENME T L[N T EIRMA 57 K 4EE

1E hCPS ¥ RS A Ab K15 157 (8] 5 AT i AR 3 B Ak ) P 28 25 1) e & IO 0L T M D AP & &
45 F AR BeARATE 5 BT AL PR SR AN gk AT 22 B AR o R Be AR R ER N —FE R F ST R ) A <R etk
P& PRI TGN B B RGN hCPS ISR H R, T N B IR R AR BN TR IR B S ThRe T — 4k 1
HFEZETH AP RMARAEARE WIS ER AN Ur, SEDI e R G TGN Bk S B EE R AR
TR B AT I I O SR RN & 2R A T R N B AN S MR E R K R G S AT AN B AN TSR A
ZiE s, T AN I A 2 B B R S 57 BE 4 0 IR B AR AR B IAT VIR EENL. B A B RS H T
R BEIAR IR, AT . P, R 2 WE B 1), AN 2B Ak 72 28 LI v, B BB AL R B AR R T 2R A BR 855 11 3L i,
FOA G B AR R 0 2 BRIRLT E T — S8 T8 N 2 T A T 2 T 2 Bt — e AR B8 B AR ORI — e iR S
T & BT T AL A AL 7 TSR AN 2673 55 800N 28 BRI N 728 B8f ] R P28 — 58 1 8. i £
WERGAEAHE K BRI T F R T2 B il B NS R G Wt I G Bk R AE AT o8 T i RGN
<R AR TR T AN D 4 2838 1 N LB B AT 9 1) 43 2R AR Y (drving style classification, & #% DSC).

AT E S BN T WAT AR5 B, — J7 T IR B s 422 SOBOHR 6 2R B B0 A e Ak B B (9 A 5% HdE
AR A5 Y A N T AR 2R DL 30T 9 43 SR AR 0) R I N T B R ) 2 B AT O AT 4 2 D AR S S R AR
RNSHENB G B R BRI .

ToN 5 B ZE A AEAT Tt i R e O R AN R R R AR SN S B AT B AR L i TN
PR B ) AT O B AR R Y 3, B AR TR N B B AR R, B B A AT RS RAE —
) AN A A T T %o A ) 4D 225 b A 58 A [ %) 225 B 0 T R 2 7 A S TR 2 S AT D T SR T N 2 T R A
BF R K S BN S 2 B R A 2 B AT O, B b o T EUAR ZE 3 N AN 2 A IR TR U ) A T R 2
AT AT A A A8 SR AT XN LA BRI 2 3 AT 0 R AT HAR R EE T AER SN TE
A% HRIT A RO AT 43 S8 5 ) R N SR I 5 (1 2 AT D 4 SRR T N 2 e R AR A A BN D
P ) A TR S SRR F 2 BAT R AT 23 28, I T ) 320 ZE A ) R SRR AS N T 48 5 6 N 2 B 2R A R R R R
T H BR,ASCHE T BT AN R DU BT I B AT S o SRS A8 A B LR 2 ST VN SRR B DI s
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AT 53 LB 3 AL 2K E A S HU N B N — 7 e o,
21 DERE

Bl 1R T 3T hh 38 DU 7 03 S 88 1 25 B AT D 0 SRR 3L 430 3 3B, 58 1 4 R R TAL 3 SR BN 25
FEAR,EE 2 35 2 AN 2 DU 374> 828 I 28 NI GRB B, 28 3 3000 R TR AR B2 1 AN 2 2500 T A B B
(data preprocess), ZALH A T HRHURFAE 038 7 B 525 B AT O 1 ARrE B3 4R A2 K000 TOUAL BB B, 7 B 25 1) B0
AL 45 T0 N 2 T 24 B AT 2 s DA B R A N T T A 1 O R B A 2 ) B i N R A BT Ak
2% SRR B AR AT 2% S A A FRAE R AR R BT JE N2 TSR B G 7R 58 2 /M, 2 T DU i g 2 )
(Bayes-based learning)#, 18 FH AT 75 £00H8 A I 250K A4S F00I0 A58 23 ik 122 A% Y m LA 1) W7 28 B AT S B 28 3175 28 T
SR B LS 1 B RAG TN S I B e B A T RN N A T A B M E B ISR p(y), IR A
BHAE T EETENEANE poly)p(), 85 kR KMEZAE p(xly)p)VE 1% 5 AR H0HE P HEDN 25 R i
B H L AEEE 3 [ B S i S 0 1 P A B N B R A 1 2 SRR e S AT R TR A B i HE AT A T
fIEEE S

o - N
/ EUBRER — 3 e \
/ E%f]’_l'ﬁﬂ# Driving style classifier \

DSC \

SRANTER g i)

R AN .

) ‘ FRA B R4 72 35
-
FFIEFE AT RS Gl g

HUR AL AR R

[ fEit a4 R DB ]

¥

[ﬁi‘ﬁ"f& P ERFAE TR I‘-.fjl‘?ii‘?ri]

l

[m; ".\&é'l’t?ﬁ?ii%liﬁ*i&&-T'ﬁi'f\ﬁﬂilt’imﬁé]

> |
¥

[ii%%ﬁ‘):ﬁ_ FHIF SR RIE GRS RN

Jint Wisr R FFEATE

Do M 5 28 83 7E 2 R BT B

R T

ETCER
iR

Fig.1 Driving style classification model based on naive Bayes

BT T AN R DU J7 03 248 10 2 Bl AT D 7y SR Y
VR 4 > KA LT VI R
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(1) H E5 0P N B0 ORI R 38 f8) ) vt 500 £ 8 260 i Jo2 (e 28 B8 R TN R B SR SN

() EHFS HINGREFE S PCA B4k, BRINASBE 4, A 4= T RFAE ;

(3) T 5 43 AR, B 28 S0 1 0 236 A0 Sl 0, WAR e 24 ) — s 2 o AR 1 248 31 W e 52— F) 5% 22 Y

@) EFNGHL AT S E,;

(5) HNFEARBAR R SRR R AT IR 10 77 20T R I 2R 2 A 4 SR8 B2 31 DI GR R00R i l A8
FURT LS B B 0 o AR R T

(6) RBP4 ROFERUEE., BB, ROC #2845,

(7) S HUIZRES ALY ST, 8 TR 12k Bl Zrfif v %
2.2 RENTLNIESR

BFRF—AN =4 28 0] L BRA K 2461 43 i T B S IE 2K (positive) 71 2 (negative).

W AAESEFR Ay, 2 LI R 4 FRiE L.

(1) EIEZ(true positive, f&i#x TP), B4 T A 1F 28, 52 R N 1E 28,

(2) fBIEZE(false positive, f&i F FP), RIHE T Ay 1E 28, S Fs o 672K

(3) E 113 (true negative, i FR TN), RIHE T A 6135, S2Br M 61 35

(4) 16135 (flase negative, G K FN), RI#E T S 67 28, 2R v IE S,

.. TP
1EH4 3 (precision): Precision = )
TP+ FP
. Jo o o TP
HBH P 2 (true positive rate, i #X TPR), R 8 & (sensitivity), & [b] 3 (recall): TPR=Sensitivity=Recall= PiEN
+
. o o s T
M 2 (true negative rate, fii B TNR), 45 7 & (specificity): TNR = Specificity = P NTN'
+
4 2 ; P FN
i BH 14 2R (false negative rate, & % FNR): FNR = )
TP+ FN
1 223 09 AL Thr FP
iR BH 74 2R (false positive rate, @ #% FPR): FPR = .
TN + FP
Fl-score: Fl-score 2 x Precision x Recall '
Precision + Recall
23 RHIMAR
w2 frow.
WRL
e 3 9 5 ® 5 ® 5 &
: ove e oo G :
R e ~ I :
s @ |
e e s B

LRV i 212 # %73 B 474 i [a]
Fig.2 Senario: Autonomous vehicle change to the lane where human-drive vehicle occupied
2 B S T NERERH(BO)VEEE N LS RERHEE. LO)RERNEE L
2 P N B AW € 20 () FE BLAT TE AT I, 55 0 (K 4R b el — B T0 N 2 B A A (R ) R ) AT 3L
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EZEW R EANEBWERHRBOFTELEEAN LENPEBHE S . AO)TENTEE L EH,S,S.,...,5,
KARAFZ To,Ty,..., T, EFFRENAFAE. LMoz gs LEAN TEB ERBOET I, BETAE
I ZE A L R 4 S S AR TE . R R ROR G Er 2: 400 N T I R A AT B, B T N T A A e
PRAE N L5 B R 595 )5 U5 56 AR IE.

231 R A K AL B

T 56, T AR AR SR EU 2 H e FRATTR R e AR R AR B BB Rl or LA 3 AR AL LR 1.

(1) B 525505 DL S5 B N 25 B R4 ) % R 0, E A4S A3 8 RNl i L I S A
AR AR TR . AR BE A

(2) JHI N T 2 B 2 ) 2 B e, E A T RS IR MR I DL R T A LR A A S 14T
AT N,

(3) HAFEE T 5 WIS HE B, FEAFE RAWIINW R, FR. BRE), HEEG AR, K
by B, BB R AR WRATE K. 2 AR,

F T B b S8 45 14 FRATT SR A B 1 77 AR R T T 200 2% B8 (https://github.com/DongdongAn/DrivingStyle
Classification.git). 7E b3 55t N IIAT S 72 18] 4228 1o ZE 40 P AT S0 0000 AR B 1, BT DA FRAT 6T N 26 BT 7285 B 2 4 ) 4T
FEAT R4 BRI N 25 B O3 ) S AT AT 32K,

Table 1 The input dataset
=1 WASRBREIEE

5 HH
1. 5 8 100 2 0 0 HE o B
1) 3% 5 44 i 0~120km/h
2) FAXTEEES 1m~20m
3) AT S —15km/h~15km/h
4) JH DB R 0~120km/h
Sy HEEEETT 4L <—10%;—10%~10%;>10%
2. JAID AR
1) AT R IE - FH 1E #1154 152
2) RZEXH 0-TC A %514 Al 4=
3) HAARE AT N 0-;1-f
3. B EE
1) RAMEH 0-FY R;1-W K;2-% R
2) Bk A 0-T M 1-H K
AT YR 1E % -Normal; 5% £ 133 -Slightly Aggressive; i ik -Aggressive

232 RABRRVEN

Wl 3 Fros BRI ROR TS RV BT O B 43 R A L, A R B ) s R AN [F] B4 KA R 4 R RN
T e, IRV HRE (confusion matrix) 2 AT AR AL T B 45 3 T M5B 2% oF TR VR 0 I 2l o 4 B A S5 UG o 1 r
B4 285 53 FE G AP I AE AL RN 23 A LA SR T B 00, AT Z1 D — A 43 B8 1R 2 U 1R R B SR 8 4
K2k B R N 5 BT, AT A AR € (parallel coordinates plot) SR & — i B 45 TR0 AL 59 05 = AL bR A 45
AFRIC RN I — N R, W ZE o . AHXT PR A AR AR R R AR A R 1 B A T AR
FIM— AR RN EEAE G, A6, HESHFRRBEESAT A, BREWAT N IERE BT HEkE
TN R RGN R B T S 4 R — B R AR R AR Y ) 40 R A5 R S N IR AR Ao R A A — 2
Kl 6 BT/~ ,ROC(receiver operating characteristic) i 28 [ 18 44 475 % 7~ : 1-Specificity, D IE 28 % (false positive rate, ffi
FR FPR), Tl 4 TEAR 52 b 9 4 O REAS o B A 5450 A5 4 1) B A8 L A A R - Sensitivity, 3 1F 28 Z (true positive rate,
fai K TPR), U 9 1E HLIE bR IR REA & P IEGIREA IR L9138 2 25 tH T 26 T UIIZRES AL, &M RN ZR ) (i
R Je HoAH 5615 B AR 2 8 B~ H ok U577 v & B AL 35 vk 54 (decision trees). #P 3 UL M- (naive Bayes
classifiers). 3 #F [ &= Al(support vector machines). fxIT48 KNN(nearest neighbor classifiers)fllZH & 75 2 2% i ¢
FA) &t SR S U 5 A S o PR D 3R DU 30 23 S8 2% 6 T I R e R RS B R AT AT LA N T B0 s R AT 40 28R
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FHAREA TIN5 2T I R G AT 5 Y 30 A 2 S gl m LA PR R R SRl 1 ) o

TRl 5.1 pi g
% SI—— _
i . . = Aggressive
L &l e : é 6 4 3
3 % ol ®
o 0 o Normal 5 4
B ' g g ooy =
= = . ; b
] L 3o . s w [w
o4 S T —ta—d
] . [l = 2 6 14
8 Slightly-aggressive
10 20 3 40 S0 60 70 80 90 Aggressive  Normal  Slightly-
Speed of vehicle aggressive
e TES

Fig.3 The classification result of different driving style  Fig.4 The classification result of confusion matrix

K3 AIEZ AT AT R B Bl 4 JREHPEL R
I 445 S MotorDrivingStyleDataset e
+4. 0fRAEL: | 10|
+3,085HE 2 | 1 ’
+2.0bFHE 2 A1 _
108X | R . f
W INe A INT-E / 7N ] w0 AUC=0.73
ol e AR WA e / M | EALEEL
R ‘W A | ¥ : ® 4l 10,05, 0.46)
—1 0k | g T N \ I/
2 O i 02|
=305k % o [P S R S R R "’II a ]
o¥ & A & & 3 0 £ —. -
AES‘\ ; \c;{é\ zc’Q“ & 4 Z-bé q\"@& ¥ ‘.\\\% ‘é‘*\ oog? ° e §l'.t |
7 B § ! . . . :
S & &P V¢ & 0 02 04 06 08 10
o) \.t',\ @& CpQ = \\é
N 3 oy BiE#
Fig.5 The classification result of parallel coordinates plot Fig.6 ROC (receiver operating characteristic)
Bl 5 00288 RIFAT AL br B Kl 6 ROC HiZkss R

3 KT 5% LIERESHEISRIERE

£ £ A2 UPPAAL-SMC AJ LASGIE (5 I, 3 3 5 N 246 IE (K 8 S5 (query ), BV AT A8 7R it A7 56
UE{HAZ, H BT UPPAAL-SMC AT J0AIE (¥ I [R] AR e 38 3 i 22+ LD Bh L & R 0 T R I R G R AT
AE T A I P PR 25 3 22 7 7 AR A K P 10 8L o T AR SCRIAIT 1) T N 25 B 2% 58 ) 0 BB 2 00 e AT B AN
€ BRI 5 b, LR B S 74 RE 8L 36 UE 45 3RO0E T 28 G0 U2 A LU 32 1), 4 22 30 AN B B I 3t ox
LIRS S S 0 o T T N2 T A SR K 3 AT VR AR A ) S SR BT BLERATT AL % 27 SRR rh 6T R A
2 b2 ST RS B R A 8 SR A T BRI R b B AR 45 5 1) 77, B 2 B RV AT BRE AT 56 E 45 R N
K BN ENAS S 98 RO 2 1M PR 2R G4 R A 3R B PP e 22 4238 AT

K 7 Bon T T 54 B A REhARIET AR B B B BoR KR 20T RIE R, T B
FIGE FR AL R IR UE AR b e AR T H. UPPAAL-SMC 4552 1) /2 @ A NSHA A548Y, F op BT 225611 11
JEYEFE T ANFE 5 K % A T REEAT T R T 728, T NSHA A8 el b — 1552t AP0 58 R RS B A2 )|
Y537 FEIL IR AT B AWK IR 2 S AT U0 UE. IXRE AR 2k b e AR v G ) B A Ok 22 4 M AR B E
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SRR AW AT AT CAIAIE A8 RN SN 45 T R G0 05 3R A S8 L Sh A IERIRBOR, [ hCPS R 48 m]
DU R L 224 HLS N 3t 2 0] 52 2% 22 748 RO AN S8 PR 5 0T T VI R0 (10725 B AT g 43 SRS 1Y 3o sk 9 280 3 P A 5 04t A
N BB AT 42 800, A 2 AN T BAT TN 45 R OVAES 5 1,1 I % driver_style=NORMAL HIWEFH
N 85%;TES5t 2,T, I % driver_style=AGGRESSIVE WIREZE 2 87%. % LA L &5 5AE WS HUEM B )5 82 NSHA
A,

Table 2 The learning results of the classification learner

w2 RBEAGERG

A WERR (%) R EE T (obs/s) Y2kt A (s)
s 4w 83.70 24 2 600 1.136 3
th &R 83.70 24 1700 5.124 8
SHEL AR 81.60 27 1700 5.0357
FE40 KNN 79.60 30 1300 4.8949
%% KNN 78.90 31 1900 2.064 6
HLWE KNN 76.20 35 1 800 235
Ax5% KNN 78.90 31 2200 33747
3 X KNN 76.90 34 2 800 3.2652
A KNN 83.70 24 2 400 3.714
b2 DU 85.50 22 760 1.616 5
2Pt SVM 78.90 31 1200 3.7311
—IX SVM 81.60 27 960 3.8418
3k SVM 85.00 22 1100 47813
Fd el SVM 76.20 35 1 400 4.662 3
B3 85.00 22 200 11.638
T2 A A 53 82.30 26 170 12.516
F =[] KNN 79.60 30 130 12.403
RUSBooosted #f 76.90 34 230 12.846

Offline checking

AR E T W 0 Ay 1R
I s\t
B2 S: RS s R e
R Query
Statistical model checker
S UPPAAL-SNIC |
ATWGSHE 2 NSHAB® LJ
]
l HeEn
[ memxsg | T
- | £ TEMIE

2 bk

HEAT R R
Online comparing

Fig.7 Offline and online verification method

K7 T 52 ERIEMSS G R Eh AR %
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3.1 HENSHAER!

BTN 25 b R AT B UPPAAL-SMC W] LUk AT 56 1F NSHA 7Y i #4 2 He 1) NSHA #A |y 5 A>T
R, 53 A A #E Composites FRURHEAY Start. KA EnvRisk. A T2 3% HumanDrive F176 A\ 25 3
1/ Autodrive. [B b, BEATLYR A H shHLIM 48 AT PAR 7R Ak

ChangeLane = Composite U Start U EnvRisk U HumanDrive U Autodrive.
8 X H ARSI B A SHA £i%Y, F A% STOP. STRAIGHT A1 CHANGE LANE iX 3 AMIRAFI M
A Urgent AR5, 7E Urgent RS A AN L 2%, 23 B 8% 21 — AN IRES 520 08 B R, LAt SHA A5 R B 375 A 1 L
https://github.com/DongdongAn/DrivingStyleClassification. git,iX F. A —— 51 %5

e CHANGE_LANE [P
e  —
w o =
reactin_rate_speed T .
Y
Risk 47| Risk 37 Starts
suog?
| Rlsk_17
Risk 27
Sfrop TMPI STRAIGHT
brake normal! - Rlsk_37 £ LA
. @- o=—
L u‘up rate reaction_rate_speed - _J
brake_emergency! M2 Risk_47

Fig.8 Composite state of SHA model
B8 SEARESHMBAN SHA A
3.2 RAUPPAAL-SMCXtNSHAR B! #1TI8iE

HEALIF NSHA B G 2 TR Xt b AT 30E. 15 e 75 2245 & PCTL A 2U5E ST B BGAIE (1 PE i, W3R 3.

(1) P1 RIRTE 15 AN Ja) B AT Py N T2 55 2 408 o VI N 728 s 00 e P AR .22 N 728 B XU 3 A 2 T
S5 normal driver I, 9 FRTEMIL T 1 305 Y25 T ) MEFE X 17 /£ [0.549862,0.609859], H ot B {7 i
N 0.97 M2 5 FE o A A B AL A A 10 B B ) x FlhR ORI TR,y Bl 20 i 2 s R 2 B AR B 11 0K,
24N T2 O R 43 SEAR R T 45 RN aggressive driver I 2 %8 5 A Al BN 40 A5 BB 0.

Table 3  Property list

&3 MEAIR

Y PER
P1 Pr[<=15] (<> HumanDrive.LET PASS)
P2 Pr[<=30](<>AutoDrive. CHANGE LANE)

L ] Message

(1305 runs) Pri<> ..} in [0.549862,0.609859]
g with confidence 8,97,
&)

Fig.9 The verification result of P1 for normal driver

9 ]SS 2 normal driver B R P1 I IGIF 45 5

e FFAERT  httpy/ Www. jos. org. cn
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Probability density distribution Cumulative probability confidence intervals
0.29 0.80
0.27 e
925 3‘65
0.23 0.60
‘;:\. 0121 u_js
.=§ 019 = 0.50
S 017 = 045 Cove limit
= 0.15 LOE 040 —Upper limi
E 0.13 B8 Density E 0.35 —1Cumulative probability
2 ol 0.30 SILower limit
£ 011
0.25
909 0.20
0.07 0.15
0.05 0.10
0.03 0.05
0.01 0
0.1 110 119 128 137 1406 10.1 113 125 137 149
Run duration in time Run duration in time
Fig.10 The probability distribution and cumulative distribution of P1 for normal driver
10 2427 2] K 45 3 & normal driver I, P1 VEJG fOME 255 B2 43 A A1 B2 AR 23 A7 175 100
Probability density distribution Cumulative probability confidence intervals
] 0.17
0.065 0.16
0.061
0.15 et
0.057 2 =
o 0.053 n‘ 13 P )_/‘/
2 0.049 0.12 L
£ 0.045 2 0.1 &
2 0.041 =010 / o
Z 0.037 .= 009 ; = pper limit
= 0,033 MDensity £ 0,08 g HCumulative probability
£ 0.029 dc-: 0.07 QS Lower limit
£ 0025 L 17
0,021 0.04 '/
0.017 00|
0.013 002 i
0.009 0,01 2
0,003 J 0 L
10,1 10,9 117 1235 133 141 149 10.1 110 119 128 137 14.6
Run duration in time Run duration in time

Fig.11 The probability distribution and cumulative distribution of P1 for aggressive driver
BIL 2425 H 45 9L ageressive driver B, P11 A HE 5 5 J55 40 A A 43 A 15 4
(2) P2 IR AE 30 /NI [A) A A T8 N 25 B 22 40 e B AR T R 8T 12 380, 242 STt [ 45 R 2 normal driver
I, P2 {4 J5t AR AR 25 2 82 A A ZR AR 3 A 5 0. B 13 32058, N T2 B XUk 70 R TR TN 45 2R 09 aggressive driver
I, P2 2 5 () A8 2 52 701 Rl R AR 3 A 1 0L

Probability density distribution Cumulative probability confidence intervals

0.21 | 0.48 | R

e 0.42 T

0.17 |
£ o015 0.56]
5 013 Z 030 :
£ 0.11 ) # =Upper limit
= | Density = 0.24 bl =1Cumulative probability
£ 009 | - = Lower limit ’
£ 007 ' 018 §

0.05 0.12] },

0.03 0.06

0.01 ol

10,0 114 128 142 156 17.0 184 10.0 11,7 134 151 168 185
Run duration in time Run duration in time

Fig.12 The probability distribution and cumulative distribution of P2 for normal driver

12 HZ3 45 B2 normal driver B, P2 P J5T AL 2 255 B 43 A A1 2R 43 A5 175 10t
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Probability density distribution Cumulative probability confidence intervals
0.042 | 012 | !
| |
| |
0036 | 0.10 L :
2 0,030 ' - |
£ = 0.08 |
- = . .
2 0,024 . B =Upper limit
= mDensity = 0.06 = Cumulative probability
£ 0018 £ v 7
Z & o4 /) [FLower limit
£ 0012 : i |
0.006 0.02 | 7/ i
0! o< |
10,0 11.2 124 136 148 160 172 10,0 11,5 15.0 145 160 17.5
Run duration in time Run duration in time

Fig.13 The probability distribution and cumulative distribution of P2 for aggressive driver
13 2% B 45 R A2 aggressive driver B, P2 1 57 F A 26 5 B 43 A1 Al R R 29 A 175 450
33 RASHLBCEHAITESRIE

fE b7 3A1145 3] UPPAAL-SMC W] LABGIE M AY J5 3l i 5 N ZE56GIE 1) 14 5T, R A] e B AT BRAiE . b —
NTT IR B IE R A 4R b B E 1, 38 5 i AN [ 1R 2 8 T A [ — AN BT R AT 22 U IE, 45 B [R] (R BRI 45 AR
T AR S5 % B v IR PR b TR SRR AR W) 22 4 (B R IRAIE I [B) 72 — -+ LM 2 S5 A BE1S B, 1X 0 T RGOSR i 2
HE LA S R A7 ZE A AN B8 S IR o Jol 300 3 555 A8 S S5 2, 8 2 68 T T8 N 728 Bl 2 R 5 - 3 BRI ik AR ELIK S R T
35 A,Probability uncertaintye Z#0H 0.01, A1/ 2] T 38UF &5 BI04 FRATVHE FHAF NG 5% b 15 E WS84T
FE 5% B MR 5% B BRI/ 48655 A AR IR AN LG 37 55¢ A 38 B2 95 08, 451 an A6 A [R)HR 356, NI S AR X T4
S5 A BUD T2 FATERAS T 75 0 3 5 B AT AR 4 B30, T A T 2 H 5 5 B PR 5 4 (S UESh
FEBI AL X 2RO L7 VE, R KT T 20 B3 UE I (8], 3R 45 1 )3 92 i 98 uE BOR  BE M ORI T R GE 7 B A%
B 22 s AT AT B I UE S5 IR 5, 5 T R w2 TR SR B T AN [R] B 2 B A 85, T8 N 725 Bk A B AR 40 96 U 45
PR PE B AR FE.

(1) 74T BRAE o A g B 453 KT 80km/h I, 2446 38 1O BE S K T 95%.

(2) AZESHATIAEIR X, ZE 3/ T 30km/h I ZE A 4508 I BE 2R KT 80%.

o, = iS40 PRI S5 B 90%, SR T A ¥ 37 5 R fEE A #,90%<95%, T A 8 56 i AR I . 4n AL P AL 1
W5 X ,90%>80%, AT LABEAT AR IE . T WAN[R] 37 557 N 48 52 A [F) (0 30 4 8 7T DADRAIE 5 e 78 58 22 2 1 00 T ik
T RFTE R RIS

AT LATC N 2 B 2R 5 N T B AR A A FO R I AR T T R O R, i e R T TR I T LA A
ST BRI R TR 15 30 2 O IRURG 43 2R 45 R B JE T SHA BB T N B 305 42 W ig BIPIRASBEAT T A, I
iiH BRI T A UPPAAL-SMC RIS IE T V. ff) NSHA i 74.

4 HEXIIEEER

E A, X0 T2 SRR R ) BRI AT v A T RSP B B N S HLES S K AR TRIFE T AR 1 48 1, 4 S 2 g 53 L %
WOk, A EL AR E 2016 A, AT B I E 3072 DR ZE 7E e I 50 T 1 SR ) B R e DR DR AR B 30 3R
FE VA e o gl T 7 O DB 00 R AT b SR R A S S R R AL 2 i XA I 5 S AT TR, 1X 3
VPR AT DUIE G 1. 28R, 2 3 XU H AT YA — AN 0 2 SO, R G 43 28 B A4 6 1R 2 b L i e . 30k, R
TEAT 5 H T E G 4 2 T XU YR ) R ) 2 FH 81 B0 S (1) B B0 25 B 2R 4 1) A DGR T (H 2 X S A R R Rk
B2 0 R 1 — AN 7 ).

2011 4F 11 A 15 H,EASEH TRE T S SG i BI DI 2 2 b5 it 1SO 26262 1R KN DI RE R A1)
W SBAE IR R I 0 52 B B AR T B8 I 1 5 72 Bt 37 S5 (9 S R S 1 AT XU 7K ST DU 8 B 2 3 R G 1
A, Geng S5 NPUFEH TR R DL 5 320K 2 4 % B 4 42 X 48 N Aff i A 1) D7 ¥ Gadepally %5 NP1 11T —
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A DU B 2 S REZR IR AR L s b 7R T E AR TAE G 7 R IR 35 % 05 v R M RERAE R g (1 4% 3
i N 0 R MR 2673 A BR B T AN A2 — AN KE B 0 25 SR 55 — b 7 102 B MUV A 2 T 3 33 1 XU 7K S R DA A
N A IR GE N AT VA, 5 A MR G AN EIEAT VA Yamazaki 25 A POV £ JE 2% 500 B N 21— AN KU
PAE SR o ) B2 5 JR AT KA (hidden Markov model, 8 % HMM)FIE 5 A B AN 22 4= 10 4208 A8 T S 4F.
Yurtsever 2B N T — AN IR FE B 25 00 268 SR A W7 25 37 3 1) A AR IRV 7K ST, DT Py 4088 A48 B 19 XU 7K T A K
2 Wu 2 ANPRIR Y T BT 005 6] A 18 4% B (two-player turn-based game)HE 22 3k i #8122 X 48 0 LG AE, 1 T 3R A%
A% E B2 T FR G0 A2 A RS R 0 v A . Wicke 5 ANPORIE SR T X BRSO\ P Sh TR IR DL IH- S e 22 R 4%
BNN 12 22 e, B T AR AL R T K T T b B2 22 VR Y BV 48, AT SeniE B T M & oo
FRINE 26 ¢ A MR 3 F 1 19 3025 B R 48 Huang 25 NP T AT DLFRIAH SRS RE /7 MR AR )
HT WY B2 PCTL* A ANE R B (8] 12 %5 PRTL*, @5 7 — AN T NG EE AR R IS FAE 48,7/ A T B
)25 0 R G5 LRI AT N B0 S BLEAT Y 5. Sun 25 NP UIE 1K 7 26 348 T 104 4 48 3R T DeepConcolic 15
ZE AT R B B 45 B 0 IR A 42 ) 4% (deep neural network, {5 #K DNN)#EAT T B&ATE. A1 50 ) K 2 Sanjit 25 AB24R
H 7 — e I R R SR A 2 o0 SR SO A /R 8 AR TS R R 0 UV, IR — PR A ML g AT R R R AT
AT I 7 5 A T IR B 2 X 4 (R I 284 B B OR TR R A A SR PR ER B R ) B B S B SR IE A
B 25 5 B3 1) 2 R S AT M 6. B AT, % R AE 272 AT R B L. Geng: 25 AP B T R A KA 7R (HMM) %
HARZER B AR RAT AT T T00, 38 5 2 =) N S22 B AR AR T U B ) 9 R A 1 56%. 1% B, EEE R A T TilE
X BAT A RAr il A, SR )5 T HMM DB Dy vt 2 ST AR 28 (R RRAE . B Be 2 A0 387 — S5 oA 7
0, Ee i DU Sy I 2 4 2 8% . VRS v TS B R BRI R T R AR B AR 45 A0 SRR B AR X SRR ) 32 B )
FEAE T W0 DB 1) 9657, S B o A0 R vy, R 2 B 0L, B 300 25 ik 3R 45 3 e 0 N ) L 0 LD b IR e A e A
TE 77 TR LS J JA I & e p B o,

Bl St AN 5 M PSS TR R 0 A AR, 2 T Il LA ZRL AG 56 P F T 4 T 20 4 80 4R 4], Harts %5 AP M i 28 5
P 1) T 7R ) R gk 2 R R e, T 0 3R T R 8 ) 4% L BRI 2R 2 42 3 A0 E W 7 925 Vi 28 A\ B804
T SR 1 58 1 2 I 8] 4 3R (9 58 4IF J7 925, Courcoubetis A1 Yannakakis*SiF 5t 7 45 P4 it [ HE 22 F 1) 58
PR 58 B B IE PR AR I IR S R AT A o [ 2R EE K E 1Y) Kwiatkowska [ BATF K Hi TR Ak Bl AL AR B e B T R
PRISMP?Li% T A AT LS UE (145 DTMC. CTMC. MDP. PA. PTA MK reward 4" B #8125 2 Bl ISR B BEHL R
iR M M2 S PCTL. CSL. M%% LTL. PCTL* &L reward ¥ %552 & 14 B 418 5 PRISM % T
BDD(binary decision diagram)# MTBDD(multi-terminal binary decision diagram) 445 B 44 kg Fl 540 58
T B ECE A AU 5] B SR TR s OB A R G VH A S IIEROR, R 2 H b 8 B Y BE AT A B e 56 R 4t
T BE AU R A 50 14 48 [ SV R Tk K2 (1) Hartmanns 25 N2 H T SCRPB0E BEALIR A E SHL BEALE 1A 5 SHL
T H4E MODESTW L AELA 1E & L4t T AR S H ohfg, 7o vF & 2 6 BUA SR, JF @ i s e e 48—
) FE AR 4 7 B 85 v T 70 2R A2 48 IUA T B . MRMC(Markov reward model checker)™**5% FH 3T 28 $UE B (9
Kb 45 4 RN SRR SRR 1 ) on-the-fly F 2K 25 A1 AR 0L S5 /ML S B0 E B A, FL AR 34 E T 0 E IR 5 /N (1 3%
Sz i 111 it L 2R 56 Y e A JR 25k 36 5 0 Katoen 25 AT 4F R FF K 1 T B Storm 13 R it 5 /R AT Je A A1 T ZR AT K v
TR R 0 HIORT S 2 ) (A AR AR HEAT 2 HT, SC REELHE JANI A PRISM S ABIE S . s MM . | XBEML Petri Y
L2 LR B iy 215 5 UL BB 7T DU FA ST 4 SR AR 28 AN AT 5 5] 48,3l 1 3 2% Python API {15 Storm T HAJ
DS FH 7™ R 1) B0k i S B ARk J5E R il PF 22 15 3 5%y K 2 IR AT 9N 5% Larsen A1 David 558 A 5E T B HLIR % H 30
Ml SHAJF K T Gt AL BGAIE T. & UPPAAL-SMCH®! 45 # UAG 2 — b v 25 (0 36 R 3 T B 4= (R B AL
RAHEAZ LR PR H PR FE RS H A AR I8, B ar i i Bk T R AT @M KRR & =t
N SAAE R ASA) 1 1 28 1 2 40, DU B0 IE AR 7R A 1 8 PR BR8P, 2 B0 TS I 28 4 1), 51 FH 3 382 I 77 ¥ T ¥ 3
JEBS RPE LK. B R A5G LA 2% 20 B G v B E A BN S8 1A OC AR B D IR R = G — ) BB AE 4R,
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5 RES5RE

T AR TGN B R G TG ST E PRSI B AR SCHR TR S R SR B (0 T AN R DU 4 B
BRI N T B0AT oy AR DSC.2E T Ab 25 DU BT I 73 SR BE S i N T2 Bk ZE 3 1 25 %ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ*%
W2 2 AR 2R S B RAE R SRR N B 5 B2 R G A b Oy T 5 i T0 N B AR G TR AN E PR <2 A e
AT R IR B () 1 FE R R M S E TN %ﬁﬁ%*ﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ%%mNﬂA&iLﬁthAﬁi
PR TG ATE M 5 3 (R N B e AR LG I T B UPPAAL-SMC PAK R GE M B BEAT IGE. N T 3R s I TE A B
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