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HmEESES. TP XEkARIAE . A

UML (unified modeling langnage)!" ' B £ EHAS OMG HE =T RHEBERET. €T
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RS T /DA R AT UML fFS iRl A Z k& UML M558 .

A UML 8RR RAYE A0 R R 4 0 R 88 A Bh i i B A . A E RN R A
UML Statechart 8 E7 %1 @ # % SR SHAE R K2R, B2 UML 848658 5 R % 1§ UML
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R — BXRAsIHEHA) B H T X i, XA KAERFTHRREES M —&
LER i

Fub ERAIHEE UMLY. 18 CSoRs™ ), e @ TR %) ) 7 UML Statechart PR BB L E TR
it R HEERS W ESEH . RS, 782 SCR AR et {55 7T 3C#3,6, 7T IR — s A8
MOFEF S AT B “E AR ® UML Statecharr BB E AR ZELHRE~E &
L B AR R 0 A B R B T AR

1 EREFE

—AE AR E SR —HE CN={c|c B M. F € CN BTFRIC Gignature) X — (Ai-
tro OP HH Anr, M OP. pHIEREHBHESNBREES. B0 FFICAHCE ,SM) 2 M

~ WCREEHEA. 199%-10-22; B H M. 2000-07-10
E2H: BREREFEZSFEITHE (63973051 H R 863 BALE: & e R B EHTH 5 (863-306-2T06-04-1); BN KEHR
HIRERFESEREESWIWA  BART FHITRES WENH H (71064)
fEHRE, FEAT2). Lo ILHEMA LI L BN EER SN UML i Wt Edk1060—) B EEA,
., FENRTEMRGAESE EREFE BT R HFEEA2— B FA #HBE H LW, EEMRITR
REF I
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SM, 4P FaFED S5 OTE RSN IR ID. FrRERBBBFE N RIGATES U
ID, shoT# id RARHAN N 2 B c WA RY HEE N 2 ARENE 25 R TR HREN.
£ UML & AR WL AR 0 4k 75 18] (statechart diagram), BRI —THREHR— M EHEAHBEIE 4
PREZA AR REEESR. EHET ~ERF DIk UML Starcchart {E £ M
Harel’s Statecharts'*/ ) (i m%f %2 ) A (. 28 # Statecharts B—F T B A RREN. RE/K AR
RAREH B MBER. FEMTHFBREVRGOE | i R2—MERE DM 20 EEBAE.

.,

£y & ™ 1
K, TR,

- . - S[,‘ LF{Y] 1 |

—_—

i‘\ = i1 P

Fig.1 Running example of UML diagram
Bl OML s

Statecharts = [ARAEH +HEE B3 - #HEFHLE.

5 & 5 Statecharts 283, UML Statechart FIMEFR TR ARE . IBRIEME ARSI R4
- FERARELEN ERNEERES, S EFHHAZ M (entry action) | B F 81 4F (exit
action) FI N FE %, T8 BT SR ATH 4/ & . ShERFE A HF 4 BU B HENARR
0k 2R A P92 175 T UML Statechart 6 F R 49 TR 0L A2 25 1L B PRI 2 IR X35 58
HEFAL L.

B SO EERIE S BUE B 48T /3T S 400 OBL B3t RSB MRS H MR T 5 &
. F O PR UL BT R N ER A B X S AR IR T AR A
T

UML Statechart B #1RE 40 A BARE OR-RE AND-REMPPIRE. OR-RAEF AND-R
EHE RSB ES—PREQE E4 TRE EIRE B A WA 4. R XA
F.REABBERZ FOE S TEFEWE GnitaD R E B E Ghallow) B 82K B (deep) T H..
join. fork , & 4> % (branch) AN k£ (final VAR Z8. UML Statechart B f i £ R R &, 1A M
hF R RBZEMER, HE AT ERZREN FRE . EOEE R RWBHRE.

EW 1. UML Statechart B S E R SH=(S.0:tvpe 7 ,0,0), L,

(1 S BIE=HFREE.

(2) p:S—=>2° BRARHLETL.HERESERAHBERG/FIZERp0OEXRE s WTRESE.
84 UML Statechart BfFEE—BRE roar €S BY s€ESrom & pls). FRAEVHRE it €5 B
init € plroot) A plinit) =@ init B root FIFRE. 0° (S):'_yﬁp"(S)ﬁ] p*(S)=iglp"(~9)§}£ljﬁﬂiﬁlﬁ
&5 AL B 5 8 TR B B8 T XTS,p" 0= Up (5,

(3) type:S—~1AND OR,BASIC,PSEUDO RS XTI R H .

(o) TR pOZE T H 1ypeG) —ORFF o) BRE s B9 XOR 448, Myt ghb TR E s BT,
FFRAETF s B—PFARE

(b) R p()7= T H type(s) =AND B o(ORIRE s B AND . Hx/ 824 FRE s
af Xt St bRlA B AL F s BT A FIRE |,
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¥V s €5 Gypels) )=AND->Y 5,€ p{s, ) :2ype(5,)=0R);
(c) IR ()= H type (s)=BASIC, I s BRI NE,;
(d) W oGY=DH tvpe(s) =PSEUVDO W s RIIRE.
WO VH>2 RESARH=HUH, RS S8 1L ML Y REER S ARER
LY WRWTERY 26 H. V()R OR-REE W HFBREMAAH OR-EBRE. A w.SU

{5} sES
H—¥ y w(s)= .
EXH wis) Y6y seH

(5) .82V R BEER . EXLOR RECSHEE TREMHEHFS. I Y p=I A
type(S)=0OR M 0GIHEN. & €06, MM 2€8.F €0 ), M xEH, H V(x)Ep™ (s).

BB up: (S\lroor ) )>S B XRE s€S\root ) IR #F up ) =u | u 2 5 BRI, root
RME— B — N RARER ORRE . up” B up M EH GBI up” OFESURE s (T AHL5E. H
2

(a) s€Cup” (5);

(b)Y ¥V s, € 8Nroot) :51 € up™ (s, )=upls Y Cup” (s5,).

o XSS ,up” (X)=)g(up’ (s,

AT AR 2] AR 7 ) AR OC 3R L SCIRAB B AR /DA B 56 LCA (least common ancestor ) £
FEAG AR v FHAE AE LCOA (least common OR ancestor).

EX 2 FEFE XCS MM AMERR N LCAXD g LCAX) =7 FHAY:

(1) XSp {x);

(2) ¥ s€S. XTpo' 5)=>x&po” (5).

EX 3. XSS MR/ ATE OR HERR A LOOAX), K LCOAX) = Y HM Y.

(1) XTp'ixy,

(2) tvpelx)=0R;

(V€S uypeGY=0OR M XTp (s)>xEp" (5.

MRRE s A R o= 8F tvpe (LCA( . ) =AND. WF s, 1 s, BIEZERE.IDH
sitls  WRXSS AY 5195 Xasy L s JUFR X BEZLIREE. IR nEp” (s) 9%% s # 32 ﬁ&ﬁ
FXREOGEH <. 1 <, B 570 B8 s<Ts,.

1.2 T B8

UML statechart B # T BALHE I P08 FURE . HERRE KEAFS A RKIMEMaE. THE
WM RS RSP SERMHNES TN EE,CE Ml AE. # e € EE.c€CE.a€ AE % L=
elcl/ady— TR, BT A B ICHEEICN Labs. TR K15 % T H9 A 5 2K H inls),
HI SRk TRE s, in(ONE. MEFHEERBWTHRR elopOle] mele, Veyley A e, I
e epe BREREHL ,opOEOP, e BEZHM.

B RBER AL WIHE Go— GUNL ST P SO NS, RIER GRS, B HFS.T. 8
TR RREN . AR P M BNF 0T .

(1) §,::=¢|N,

(2) Nati="elhop O | "link.e| " link. op O lexp |e| NN IN,| | N,

ABEEIRC e Mop OME L. e ZRMACREE N e link OB EHEZWEME
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Foe BRI exp RBEAMBMBF N, NN, FRDERNUFRIT N, | N Rm 372 3H1E.

FIRESEE ST LG LLEREE AE.

BFIERRICHSTMARAIER, L UMLL 1 XL EEFSHNTH . X HEAMIB AT
3T # (completion transition) , E A EFRA“EREMF"NREBEETE. YPTTRATHENY
MERRENHEASNMELUE, PEENEF. SHAEFERL. ERBFEFERHML AR, VI,
BEs eI B E B EE OB B G ER S REE Ec W AR S HE
EHHES, AL BEE R T —RE EBESHR Y ERE 4 (deferred event). B UMLI. 1 THE
BEEER BERSHEZINIBERET R A XAHBIERF.

EXN 4 $C2XLabs¥ 2 BRABER. N (X, L.Y)EN 4 X, YOS X AD.Y#£2 . LE
Labs.

T 3ol E B T BB 8L sowrce  target  label s irigger , guard 1 action, 3 ER = (X, L,
Y).i% L=¢lcl/asv B source )= X label (1) = L target () =Y ,trigger (t) = e, guard ({) = ¢,
action @ =a. ME X MY BEHTLEES K s RN s BB Lo RANEBAFIC RA dE
MFRICE Lo R THICAA A/REGEMIRICE . K Lal Labs H LeC Labs.

T = (X, LY MDA L LCAW=LCOA X UeY ). WHETH M, HE
LCACG)Y LLCACG) s WIHR o0 M1 2. REEM L -BAY, DN (e || ). BEHRL—BMTHHRNE
LSRREHETRE AETFEE =6t ¥ 150<ni=Xoele )/ e, YO, W a=a;.. . s
a, WA T 51 W BIE, BFF T 83 1E.

HWRTHRERBRENEGASHEEEARENTRE, B A (compound ) IEH 24K di thik &
join, fork B branch K FHEEIBE, EMNEEZS T BEREMEZ N HIRRE. join LA LML
REBERMHIHEEERD join HREB otk WAB AT R EANHEZARELTRENIHE;
branch AN TIHB I ERE TR ETHES L. CLEHIRIC R else” 2. HEHHMITH 7 L
Lok et “else 4 A BT RERI™. AE X F7 M BE join,fork, branch # B FIi i & ) 1 ST 48 B
WE S T8

EBX S 1=  st,izDRIEFTERE, XSS RETREE.

cEXREZRBEAN =022, W L. oo L€ La.LE Labs,s €S B, join(X s Loyse v v s Lws
Ly=sHELNIEL...onp IFTEXW =G s Lsjorn) €T HY 1,jE{5. . an}siFjati Lt
1= {(join Ly )ET.

c B X BEFEBRE N =n22. MY 7. L.€Las €S B LE Labs &F, fork{(s,L.... .,
Losl)=X B BY i€ {l,... n} ASEXM t.=fork L, s VET BV i, jE {1s. . sn}aiz
jat;_LtJ;t=(.S,L,fr)rk)ET.

cEX R EXEHE X =222, Y L,s... . L, € Leys €S f1 LE Labs B branch (s,
Liserisken IN=X BEX BYiE{1le...sn} AT EXF t;=Clbranch, Lays DT Tt = (5, L,
branch) €T K HH - RBF else € (Lis. .. Lal

UML Statechart B BGEEE T4 5 AND-ZE M OR-ZFH T . H ¥ join Al fork J& AND-i£#
F.branch £ OR-EHT. EEA AND-RETHIBER TH -E4E#8 CT. E#£3 OR-EH#
FHIBBRET AR CT. % join.fork,branch & 8 RN EBRBEHBEER T="{0,... ., (n=
DL AMMEAERR CT. A TEBRA T8 ESEMSF, QR CT 2 join M .T BIAT »—1 T
TLEBN jon, BEEEHRE BIBEBEES T="{.....t.; (n=2}, 1 join.fork B branch # &
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AL HE 2 -

(1) MR EH AR branch bEFHE n— | MER. WEIMEB KRR Y CT=(CX.CL.CY) ]
I 2<lisin £ € T,CX =source (4,3 sevent (CT ) = event (¢, ) » guard {(C1') = guard (1,) A guard (t,),
action (CT ) =action(t,) saction (¢,) ,CY —target (¢;}.

(2) MBFHEAFR join, ~ERFEIH CT=(CX,CL XYY, HPY 1<i, j<n—1.4 | 1,,CY=
targei{t,) yevent (CT ) =event (t,)  CX = - J _1saurce(t,) sguard (CT) = guard (1), action (CT ) =

Lisa

Caction(e)) || ... || action(t._)) saction(z,).

(3) REEFR fork, —EHFETE CT=(CX,CL.CY) Kt CX =source(z,),¥ 2<i j<
nyi 7= jat. | 1,y event (CT) = event (t,) » guard {CT) :guard(zl),CY:"_/L}’ target (¢, ,action(CT )=

action (¢, ; (action () || ... || actionCe, ) ).
M2 #R CT /M join. fork 8 branch #y R A8 &1 5.

B 4 UML Statechart [ 5o ¥ i 8 ST 8 IR @3 . 45118 5 0 “ B B0 902 2 19 41/ A JE
BRI MMQ B P, SEAEHRERS SUD,S, 1S, WEBWSESBE R, T, ™ T, FHAAES
7R,

UML Statecharts & — A JEH (S, init, SH , Labs, 6, EECE,AE) JE ™ S, init,SH , Labs,
2 X Labs X2 .EE.CE M AE 4 Bl RS A RRAE MRS B KEH FrilE. THE.&
8RR pR RS,

2 BIEENX

Ao EEARE UMLL 1 SO, M F A e R A A A 4L FR AL ) o 2 At 1 X
UML Statechart B g7 (b #RIETR L.

UMLI. 1 iE X AR E UML Statechart B BT 8 8947 2 RS VLRI RITIE L i B AL E 2.
MR EE 08 FAAS FERREE N EASSER S B AR N BRI AE
FEBAS R £ 35 5 VRS A SE ) B AL B 8 AL FE TR B SR, M E RN BT 5 BB IEEI R
AV BA S S DR R, R AR R 1) 6 AB E A8 4 L X 4k W B St T B R — 4~ STED. X4 STEP Pi#Y
FRAT R I g 4047 58 . STEP &1k, A E IR B FAIMM T o ®k. &R LERMTH RTC
STEP (run-to-complete STEP) HIBER#E £ 1> STEP. F A R EVLEEW B RE T W Rl
IERE I AT AT R R HGE R 2R A RE B AN 4 5 — > RTC-STEP.

AT AR H 2 B B AL S A LR i EE R EE R RO R E T RN E S E AT
hET EE 3£ B EAEF AT KL ITE Dequeue, [7] A7 B F ) Enqueue, AT £
43 Empry 5. SR ASIHIE B3 (O).

Bag={es..rernz0OM ¢ ={e)s... e/ ) (220N EE* WIEE W £, BOOL= {true,
false}.

{e1y(€ss...3€,07 n>0

Je5E S ns0
* Enguene: EE" X EE"—=FEE " Enquene(q.q' Y="{e.v... e.x¢e1 v o ved 1),

» Dequene  EE* —~FEEXEE"# B Deqguene= {

true  n=0

false n>0
* E%:@gﬁl\ :EEXEE*“”EE‘%}E P-Aq:ﬁ?sep.. - vffn)ffe FE.

« Empty: EE* —BOOL W & Empty(g) = {
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UML A REMEZN VHREEERRE. MABEKRERA YA BR, x4 UML
Starechart B L RRE. LERIRE ro € Seroot BB ConfSS BEWT M. D rovc BT
Conf: @ & Conf 1% OR-RE AW Conf HERLEHNBE AN -THETRSE; B & Con/ 8
B ANDRE AU p( A CCon /i@ Conf BIHAE L RAMPERREESPNEPES. B 1H
{SUD £, Qs ST B — AR, W {SUD. pyo .y Qs ST EVR BB Ry BB ATE MR NES R
Cﬂﬂfan-

WEKCSHWERITHEER I VK, EP KCSVK) . BHE:

(DY AdETK) ctvpe (dV=AND=p{d YT (K);

()Y dEV(KY itypeld) =0R2>HIET(KI N (p(DNK=T).

I 0] RS BT S B P Y E & B A o A LARR R W A& MR A e
(main source) M £ B (main target) MBI &E] MSowrce 85 F1 MTar: 8~ i, 7 CT=
L LYMER MSource (CTYES BILCACT)M FTRE.EAFHARRKE AL #H L
MSource (CT) € p(LCACT ) A LCA(X) < MSouree (CT ) T HRR LCACTHHTRES  E0E
Fﬁﬁ BAHRARGE, Bl MTar(CUYE p(LCAWCT N A LCACw(Y )M ar (CTY. — BB HIT . &
FEE. TSI BRMALMENETF #EAE Bt TBFEANEFHAREE. 25 8 I e Fl
enter ﬁﬁiﬁ,

v exrit X Confa—=2 HREY :=8,Conf SConfuy.
exit (6 . Conf)=p" {MSource(t))[Conf.

s enter: 6 X Confaa—2 FERY 1 €8, =( X L.Y).ConfEConj .
enter (s, Conf ) =W {p* (MTar(t)) Nup’ (Y)).

EBE L. & Conf € Confur,t = (X, LY 2E 3, W X=Conf= (ConfN\exit (2, Conf) | enter (¢
Conf ))& Conful.

EELPANQ B P HEBRESE =(Q.C/ " G )M LCAG ) =SUD, T HE Q.. LB
£ P W HWER Conf={8UD. p;.Q,. 5. T}t =D XHBEFH A D MHEZTFRET, 3
K T8 exit(t Confd) = {1 Vremter e \Conf)={T,} B ALSUD, p,.Q;.5,,T:} .

MR- MERHTRER TYHIEE YA AHEA SIS NMESHF -8, HIBHA R
S A, WM B R R . A Ok SUR B Starus = (Conf, EC) € Crofa X 28 X 2%, B/
Conf € Confu ECEE Ml CCCE sr AR R T LR SR EFNES KA TRENES.
B #FE=1 3 Starusa B W ST A RE G E & MIERE (ConS s E,C) € Statusa 3 B Conf = {root.
wlnit) ) NE=0ANC— . 0 3] AT H H Evd EV o somer « 5 H B EvalCV i s T E-
vl AV G s » 25 AT B ITBBARIC S T L WA E.

EwalEV  EE X 25— BOOL #% B

true & E
Jfalse & E

true =

EvalEViz  E)=
] —EvalEV (e, E) r= _e,e€E
FoalkV (e, .F) N FvalEV (e, , E) x=e,Vey.e,.6, CEE
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EvalCV .CEX = BOOL i 2

true =€

true xr=in(s),5s6&Conf

false r=inls),s&LConf
EvalCV (x,C) =+ r€l

—EvadCV (0, C) r= _c,cecC

EoedCV (e, Y EvalCV (c;, ) r=c, Vp0,0,€CE
EovaiCV (e CI N EvalCV (¢,,C) x=c, Acsscy 0, € CE
CSCE.Con/ € Confy;

EvalAc: AE > 2508 <" py

(1) EvalAc(e,Cy={({,00};

(2Y EvalAc(Pe,O)={{{e),C)};

(3) EvalAc (M 0. e,0) = EvalEviw s (Mo 0 did B o BIARRAT e B o ME T3 F 8B 1IE, ste-
tus' RIS H id B HSIRG 5

(4) EvalAcle, =, CY=EvalAc (), CULe 1) ve 6 CCE

(5) EvalActa ;A Cy="e," m(Eoal Ac (A C. ) ,C, U, (FoalAe (A C)D) ¥ ey, C) € FralAe
(CHOF

(6) Evaldcia | A-CY=EuvalActa,; A.COUEvalAc(A;a,,C) E EvalAc{Asu, CIRIE X
ERTF 5.

moam B @B EE X2 ~EE B (K, C)=E . E€EE" ,CTCE,m: EE" ¥ 2%~
?"E?‘ﬁﬂm(ﬁ‘ C)=C.E.CRL. WENIEIE R " 25 2 S ER 1 x, 25 57" w0t Hehig y
€ 25 (V=B {(E.O) €Y . ECER .[COCRY or, (Y) = {C|{(E,(OVEY,EC EE" ,(
SCE}. F R TR . T 1856 B R T A 48 0 TR — 3

E X 6. THAERE BB Enabled : 8 ¥ Statusy—~BOOL B RY t= (X, elc]/a, Y€, Status =
(Conf,E,C) € Statusa  Enabled(t,Status) =true HH Y XCTConf , EvalFV (e, EYH EvalCV (¢,
) # true.

— B AR B e R B R AT . M BRREERES B ENEE,
BEEFANN D — TR MR FES TR, AREEREH AT REF &L EHE.
FLEEEEZERALPETIESE BB Co/ EConfafTEM T B2 08l R Conflictims: 6 X
S~BOOL B 1 9Y 11,6, 8t 75, A (et (&1, Conf ) Nexit ey, Confy 55 G, Conflictomr (¢ sty) =
true, fRER ¢ e, KTHR Con/ HEME. WRIBFREZMEELTRE AT TBHMKE
ML b I WMEREET L0 R 1 > L) MENY source(d, Yo7 (ource(1:3). B 2
HARE ARG ZRAAFELFRZ.AEARE AT B HEBAMN G & D TR X B E KL
B SRR — N ELBA T % |

WEAT Status= (Conf . E.C) T AT BHES N EN . B IR ERAERATWHRT
Rtk FireTr:

(1) THE Status RO P B R REIEHE LT =t € 8| Enabled (1,Status)=1rue};

(2O MET WEZESLEEEENTIBMEFRENITR.
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oNE - H
Fig. 2 A UML Statechart diagram including AND- state
F2 & AND- R AFHUML SutechartfF

ET=ETN\{t, CET |3 t€ ET .51, AConflictomi{t,.t) ) ;
(3) M\ ET WIREE & R it 88488 FireTr  FireTr D70 R 10 F & 4F
() V ¢, 6, € FireTr: (6, =1, Conflictcm{ti 1:));
(b) V1 EET 1. € FireTrV (3 t€ FireTr (.58 N Conflictems (42100
UMLL 1 g S MRET IO FEE AL SHSE RABEDIARIBSSERE £
1Y STEP &b 2 v $0AT 1R 76 S 4 A0 2B 35 09 2 FR FE B 7 7= A 1y 2 4ok P 31) B0 7 0 28 SE A BA S Event
THFFEREANSN £ . Y Evemt €CEE" B E...€ EE".
X7 BB STEPC Swtusy X 27X Statusg B 200 —F 22 £, ((Conf, .0, Tr,
(Conf’ \E',C")) CSTEP M BN Y Tk 3 410 Bt 57
(> Tr&FireTr;
(2) INF Empry (K., =true, W E,={e € EE| (¢, Event) = Deque (Event) ) s /M| E, = {e € EE|
(es o) =Dequeue{E....) };
(3) TRAL &Mz .
(a) MNRRAFEETFE RIS Tr=0, MR, (Conf ,E'C' )= (Conf ,@,C);
by BB BT r=n,Tr="_{tse.. :£,},¥ 1=, j<niZ ] | £,
Confr — l/[TinﬁConf\e:z'it(i‘; Lonf Y enter (¢, ,Conf) ¥ 15i<ln,

EvalAcCaction(,) ,C)=(E,,C;) ANE, € EE™ = Event = fnqueue (Event , E;),
("= i‘LﬁJv"?’C‘ E == L E = Engueue (B, {0 ), Ce € B

TR 1 o WY ERR B Status= (Conf E.C) Hoth Conf={SUD, P,,0,,5: T2}, E={C},C=
DN S, E S EB Qe B P, MER L, BIREEEN. T MREEET . NEREH
T H Firer— {05 AT o FE SR Status’ = (Conf ,E\C',H e Conf = {SUD, .,
Qs S1 T EN =, C' = & WAREE Starus 3| Seatus' BB M R — A STEP. L3 § 40 F Starus’
B s Eon B 8 98 LR (. TSR Srartus’ e —d t € TR Enabled (¢, Status') , MAR M Staius’ B FE R,
IR Al F R RE

T UMLHER TN ERBIAFEERE— 1 RTC-STEP 2 J5 7 &b # H it % § & 6 Y
LR ABEAT E..CEE TFHFEM A 8 A ks

E X 8 RTC-STEPCStatusa X 2° X Statusn R B Z B M —# X £, (S E.O), T, (5, E,
CYHERTC-STEP HHETY.

(1Y #F Empey(E..)=true )| T — & RTC-STEP %35 ,(S,E,C)=(S',E",C").

(2) #F Empty (E..) = false, W (e, F...) = Dequene (E...} \ e € EE H EKvent — Engueue (¢4
Event).

(3) BEWNHARBIE D) (Status,,. . . sStatusa VH T = (tros. oo str,) A m=0 AY 0l
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mtr =0 A Status; € Statusa s Status, = (S E C) s Status,s, = (S8 E' C'YE Statusy . 2 m=0 B #
tro =0, STEP RHE . RTC-STEP L R 2 (S, E,.C)= (5, E.C'), & m=>0, WY 0=r<Tm.: #ur,
=2 LA (Status; ot Status, . )ESTEP H Status.. 2B EH.

E X 9. UML Statechart F#iiff0%4 G AR S AL B BT LR Kripke 54, K - (Status. s s

RI'C STEP

—— ) .
* O € Status, X RIIIG RN O = Ciroot,wlinit) } . 3 &1 3 Event 1 E.,, } 25,
RICSTEFE

s 2 KHEFHXLE.
« Y sarus= ({roor, finalt, &, @O R BV I HT.

UML Statechart B RIBERAETE LR~ Kripke &), TR —HH GEB) X R FBIREE,E
HIRZMORAE RO, L8 R RTC-STEP. %34 540 F AT RO AT 45 40 3 5098 5 - BA 5] E.,y
Bk TR IBAF A S Event IR Event L E M HAEITAE, T RTC-STEP &%, G0 4.5
X E R R AL Event 25, M I AhEREE 1 A AR AR 78 7 77 4 4T (7 35403 . UML Statechart [8 Ff
R MR AT AT X R ST 2 B RS LRET NS R TR AR RS
AALERYL T A 22 AT b 22, T ELARIE T AT 4 SR — B

3B &5

A REE UML. 138 330K ¥ UML Statechart E#EE Y A H Fiim it &4 m X2
Wi B B . AT B Bl 25 R W R L AT B A Statecharts (AR B B RS H K
MEEEEILH . A E LT HRE.E 45T .STEP #i RTC-STEP (WIE LiEEMIE L. EE X
STEP A RTC-STEP W, 300 5 #F 4 £ BA %] Event 58 RESH (3 BA S E... f1SM B R BAF Eo . LI B
b 280 v 2 H0 AL B A7 4R AR B LA AN ST R A T SR R (F UML Stavechar B 8935 SO f# 3% B 0.

A A, AT 4 7E Rose98 ¥ & F &7 THASFE™ (L F M8 EEE ER M UM &
TR H W7 B A Wp-J7 3 R0 BT 8 SO 0 3 491 A Rl 0 ) 1 by s 1 R R0 A AL B IR R T
AR B R BRI R A RAR AT RBRREHNETHREE SRR REE
BEAD T f iR RS HIMRA AR EAER A TSRS, W et IR E R R,
TE G 30 s I 3 A B DUE AP T MR I R e R A 1 SR

T PR IR T R B 4 ] R A 2 A A T A AT iR R L T
S Sk 0 R T SE Y ] B A AR BUE SR B LS BT E AL UMLL. 3 R R ESHBR BT E
A oy B IR AR A A Mk, b RE LR AT LGE AT UMLL. 3,
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Abstract : As a standard object-oriented modeling language , UKL {unified modeling language ) is lack of formal
dynamic semantics. In this paper. zn operational semantics for [IME. statechart diagrarns is propnsed according to
UML. 1 specification documents. The formalization is able 1o deal with most of the features of UML statechart
diagrams, which sets the basis for code generation, simulation and test cases generation. It has been used 10 gener-
ate test cases and to simulate the test process on platform ol Rose98.

Key words: UML (unified modeling language): aoperational semantics; fest
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