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Abstract: For the uncertainty and incompleteness in the behavior of Internetware, a negotiation-enabled approach
to modeling and verification of software architectural behavior is proposed in this paper. In the modeling, this
approach takes the notations of UML sequence diagram and extend the model with new elements to support the
uncertainty and incompleteness. In the verification, the model checker Spin is employed for checking behavior
models. In addition, a negotiation-enabled solution is proposed for the verification with uncertain and incomplete
model based on the counter example guided abstract refinement method.
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Fig.3 Anexample of calculation event
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Fig.4 Structure of the model checking tool
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Model checking

Fig.5 The process of negotiation-enabled model checking
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S IR A A T AR B 5 BRI >, <, =" (R38O0 R SRR AR U, AT LUKE(PL P2, Py LA R AL T O 4 IR
BT PAASB k3 & 7 5 ARIE 51 1 (A+B>0) 55 il Jo %k b 31k iy AR 76 22 T8 1) PR 11 G R A 20 AL S
PRS2 25 R i s Wk — 28 5 1. B an 00 B shall S 08T 706 LL syl 28 5T LL A sh AL fe
V5 AR 0K SR ) A vh T LU O 4 RER = 8 BEIE WA SR AR v LY B SRR X T T W 9 e A A —
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4 Ik,
432 Fifeidfs

AT SRR R R R S T B AT Oy B R 1 A B TR ARG A 4y LA SR PR LR 3 T T Y
S

o BREAAG A & LS T N SRR rh B 24 RO O KA AN 2 () 1t 7 AT ARORE

o BEIRUAAY 3 SCHRR L PORS HAR R s 2 L B 240 R I A BT R SO L SRR K

o MUK AT AS F SIS A R AR B 0O LE A, I 0r AN T A (K ARRE S s 1 JEAT S A7

KA b2 TR W L S0 B B G AT B0 AT DAREAT B R RS AE T DL/ [ R AR 3R AT
o it 60 A e ) S A S T AR ARG A A At E .

TSI R R B S R R A AR A7 A 3 S L M 4 R B A SR AT R R AR BT AT S 2 R
i ALDR A8 9 A A0 A2 X 240 SRR B P P T DL IS S R 1 S AR G RO LR I L X, DU BT R S iR
F H TR A A T I A D B R O T e LA A S AR 1 2 T M P A U Y O

SR SCVE 7 R R A TR A B Rt L 4R S B b S VR PP R R ) I AR AR XA AR
ORI AL i A IR P RS AL I, A A R GRS AR 8 EEA S R AL T IR 0 R GRS B O Tl L IX A
SR By R G A (SRR SCT T B ROk AR AT

(1) BUE/E B L AR AR RT LB 0 R S5O T S e A R I A B ORI FROE

(2) 60 iy A SRR A A6 G A A2 TG, O i B i A2 TG,

(3) 1 Jon B BRI BN A2 7T 2 A R 5 R 20 i T H AT ABCTool X T il A2 76 (K AH A PR AT 6 75 1) SAT

UE W RS AT B 1,3 3 B0 T L7 30 7= A (148 T8 P (a>b+ 1) Rl P2:(a>b) I 20 06 7 i A A9 31 52 1),

(4) B0 2 PR B SR A P R S S P

(5) ikl RS L0 A 7 AEAN AR (K T 0 s ) ZE SRR L AN

B S ORE A R B B A A PR A LR U R A S Y R AN T REA T 1R A T AR e i T B
LA RS P67 SR 2% F) 20 AR H AR B8 1 0 A Ay e 220 e 24 SR PR RS AL 57

B Je 8RR FR) LAk B0 AIE A P T BERAS 75 T Spin A B A BEALL (simul ati on) D RE R AT . 283
AR 2 i R TRAT) SR S T (GG IE PR AT A B R X BT 20 i il B . e e 2 U T LA - i A S A i A2 3
SKHEAT RO o0 TR A1 A 5 ORI 1 RS 7R ) B i 2 P P LA AN ASEDL6 282 T LASEEA T ) 0 SRABE DL 1 45 2R 3 4R
FE R, DU IE W AR R 2 I 25, DR Oy fA R i 1 5 2R A R AT A O S R 7 U 2 SRASEAUL £ 5 SRR I 0 4, 0 T
LI A AR 2 3 BRI, I L SRA DA 2 A % by T ASESOIR R A6 B T 328 328 /) S A A% R A 28 S B 1) (A
FELE IR D3 52 180), DALtk e fife ¢ 42 32 15 45 () 1 5 T BASRGHEIR [ 45 7 .
44 Bl F

RN TR B R AR R LA N AT S R P (2R, £ 4 A5 1 (Ocen A&
BT ) R 230 b #8495 B AR o e A R EL a UMD K T 077 LU 1, Oced b F o £ b 5
T BRI A2 00— T 0, B R 2 A T B 2 T 3 o B 4 A 4 B /s 25

P R e HE T T, L UR TP AE TR B A B A e S ok

Step 1. 1 HK Assert [3R& X h % 0 PL3 A AR5 il % i change(P1),void F1 change(P1). 5 1 ki &
RS 3 HL% B 45 1 7 A% 3% 4% Ocel, Oce2,0cc3,0ccd” . 5 4h R 2 ANl iE i A8 1 i) Ocel ¥ Pl
HIFIME S 2k 0,0ce3 F YOk HAEAE b 0,530 Oced £ A R4

Step 2. MUk, H AT RS A, B X Ocel W T HIME P1=1.9f H %3 & 4k 1k i (P1=0—change(P1)|
P1=1-schange()). 4 i 7£ A% 25 Ji5 A B, J5U SR (7 45 % 14 42 Ocel,0cc2,0cc3,0ced” 11548 4 48 45,
FURS A2 52 DR e P 20 4 SR £

Step 3. H BN AL f P2:(b<a) IB R, I H 5 H Occ2 iF H 4 ¥ — 4~ J5 & K 1k :(change(P2)—
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(P2=1)) M1 Occ3 H— AT E 5 )5 B K51k (P2=1—change(P1)—P1=1),0ccl i1 5 4% [ 30 % K
(P1=0)—change(P1,P2)|(P1=1)—change(P1,P2)—(P1=1).ix It} , 12" Occ1,0cc2, Oce3,0ccd” A i
B XRE R T RS A 2

Step 4. 32 5 ALK A5t 5) — /MR % 424 Ocel,0cc3,0cc2,0ccd” . FH Dy b B T 4141, Oce3 1 45 45
AT RE A P1=0(K a=a—b<0), M Occ2 iX I A S a iU, th A B PLIM A SR H 4t P & itk
AR ) S B A Tk 2 R P ) A5 U TR e At 6 00 T e s R 9

Step 5. A A B AT A5 R IE T BRI R Step 4 i AR T s N SRS, R A 4 K] 6(b) i . TS LA
F3,aFl b 1 JC BRIE FT Re g o HAT 4 /N ATREM a8 AR & PL R P2 ¥ JL{F 3.

FE P i 7V P B FH P RS A 3R 15 2R G0 E A P 240 IR AIE v BT 55 B4R R IT LA T RS h 20 R R AR DG A,

A B
Change(@) —~—,,; Occl  Occ2 »— Change(b)
azarl | b=a-1
Change(a) — % Occ3 Occ4 1(a>0)
asah |
@

[ A ] [ B |
(P1=0)—change(P1,P2)|(P1=1)— | Occl Occ2 p—0u | -
change(P1,P2)—(P1=1) change(P2)—(P2=1)

o o

P2=1-—change(P1)—P1=1 Assert(P1=1)
| PL(@0;P2@@b) | [ mitPi=t

(b)
Fig.6 An example of negotiation-enabled model checking
(SRR AR
45 R4
AR H O R 7 V0 ) T SRR AR AT R B AR D T SRR AN v AR B T R Rk AT ik A
B S0 T U R 50 F S HORE Sl S 1 SRR AL R BT A AR L b b e RO T — PR £E Occl
TRR T amatd, H O T S 2 £ F Sl i S A S T P R A R P AT AR G e SR IR AN R A
BEATRS AL, 3K U0 TR S AR B BAIC. SR 1012 B, 4 A SR A S MR AL 1R 4 A S Ak 2 — AN AN AT i
{1 ) AU VAT Gk, A7 SR T LS 34K 8 B il - A SR SR SR A I SRR R RIA SN B B IR EE,
AN S 0] L2 "5 WI A0 sCR ok S5 A AT T 50 RORS A B A4 PR RS 1A SRS 28 6 I 2 A L T SC RPN SR 3R
i 2 L RS IR 72 14 % 54 J2 UL 1) oy P A 5 B, 1 479 85 BE VRN ORI 9

5 LBISH

AT — AW HE 10 mashup B PR DA B 1 10 788 5 325 1 4 28 miashup B TP — i % i 1o 4 17
FI e A HT Ajax SR, T 199 2% mh 57 = 75 B B A3 10 i R Dy e 4 15 £ RS AT R A5 () 2 e, R A 2 AN PR 1)
Web /¥ J].mashup 1V Fi] ) T 5, 450 22 Ml ok 52710 2 2 M) A1 sty i 55 A4 P L AL R SRR AT B T B
A FH BT AR 5 R AR P 2R 2R OR SRR LT 8 T LA, AT T3k 4% A mashup BT A& mashup 13 2 52 Brig 47
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2 2 B — A — BN 1) RS FATTH T7 928647 S BT 5
VE 15 BT 45 v N T At B 7 s 11 7 (@) A2 I T FR T, B 7(bo) A 343 70 PR A A1 A0 A 5 A 4T D 28 ()
TAT AR I B R B 7(D) Y 3 4% XA T s 4 MR () — ANkl oE R R £ (travel planner) £
SN R B T A R IRAT T 10(2) — A H b £ 25 (city  selector) fo VR T )™ b 5 H IO R 1 3
7;(3) —/M413K (city beauty spots) & 7 BT #1215 44 I PR A4 U2 (4) — > DL (map) ‘&7 Hi [T X 4 4>
A AR T Ab PR X B (Y 5 65 IR 45 AH R B GUIL 2 I i 4
Travel planner

o S Travel Planner@
City selector

City beauty spots/ | ey e T
)y T Genah Py of CityBeautySpotsService

il @- : @ @@

B e i
(@
event travel city Maps| |CityBeauty ||travelPlanner| | googleMap || cityBealty
Handler Planner selector Maps Spots Service Service || SpotsService
Loop ! ! 7 | | |
par_|
| at ]
SelectPlan()
i getPlaninfo()
caliback

showCityBeauty()

getBeautyl nfo()
showLocation()
getLocationlnfo()

Fig.7 The views of an iMashup application
& 7 iMashup SE4&IH &

B T Al XA BT, 28 0 R “New York™ 2 J& i # JUIil E“USA Travel online” i #2 4 (1) 4% T
“Denver” Fl“New York” [’ i il i £ 2 5 AR A3 HIRAEEE 2 /N 4 b 3Tl Cairo” 1] gt — AR IR B £,
JT CA A SCAR PR Ml AE H R4 28 TR T B T Cairo™ 4t SR W AN B 1 14 IF ] 1] B 356 %62, 084 — AN A — B0 il i A n]
RE I AES R BRI 2T Cairo [ REL 4 i 8 H B b 527 1R H0 2 6 — AN sh VB BT = Az 16 4 S i i ok il
HH [ Denver” FI* New York” 1X P A3 7 7 P R 48 35, 380 7 56 F A & B i 25 5 AU A — 35

IXRRAS— B0 1) 8 AE mashup S AR 1 i, H IO 4D D PR S B I Ay ) 49 S 3R sl R 45 9 IS 8. B 1) 11
ST 0N P 00 380 IR 45 BRI R0 48 R 5 3 HE IR 4537 SR R U A [

AT VTA B B RS G AT R B IR A B 1) R )Xo KA HEAT TS L S s 43 A A A A A B RN B
AT 1) 59 2R 500 TR A - v 09— S50k 10 R 1 5, AT - AT D AT SR A S PR R i R N AT D R
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S EIR 4 SRR JE BRI LU 3 A 55 ) A e AT I IR 8K T ORASEALL L X 2 38 2 O A 2L A
Ay I FH R A 7S A TR b U, 224 P S T PR ASE 2R A I, B0 24 TR o Sk T D A A R I TR R 25 T
TS R P RIS TR b 0T I T 3B PR e80T B ) 3 S A ZR Ay 7 VR A T A B I REAE T ) AR AT T
A LT T 38R PR SRR A BB 5 DA — AN A7 R e i 1 e v e i, 20 e 8 gl 5 I TR R Al 2 0 25 S M 1
P PR I ) 8K 22 T 8 5 2R SR s, TR DAy 3 A1 5 240 TR 50 £ Je P S i) 8K ) 15 PR 52 vy LA A B A5 4L, A gl
72 AT LUBEOLT A7 P 0g 2 () 48 £

AR 2 A SRR A Pl m A A B LR AR

Table 2
*2
Traditional model checking Negotiable check
Component number 7 %
Variable number 16 98
Changed variable number 13 13
Constraint number 7 7

T ELE R B 5 28 A A T R PRI A AR A B AN [R] b (ERE b T B O VR AR R R 3
FHBR T BRAS ), BT LA T 2R 55 50 i A T A 48 (0 42 W i e Ao T P R B 20 £ i B £ Y A2
RARA 7 ARG S — B0 5 2 /R A SOIR S AL st 1 13 A AESE ARG &,
R RUBE T 4R X 82k 5 JF 0 SEEAT 4034 SR i A REREAT I TR A 75 1 A P I o L 2, R A a0 4 3 O AN 7
HESE ARG T LASE 4 B 20 R AR R O ELRG AN B A8 A e SO AN R B T3 P A s RE W B s T
JUREANTER B0 45 R BEAT AFRE 10 1 R DU AR R BEAT RS AL, 1E 2 3R A X MR 1 F.

AERS PR IEAT Y6 UE 2 I, AR A Al 7 3 A T LAY £ 81 oA — SR R R LA B A (B T DU
A A A5 AN BEREADLTC R AR T P A EL AR R Dy 17 0 L H P AT R o 45 P £ X ), AR SCE et 36 481 £ R 55 552 461
HEAT MG IR BEAT XS B SE S Ol T 25 SR ARG P, SR AR A A v i Spin A 2 BT AT B TR RS & 8 SRR R HEAT
T 55 S A B 2 JE AN TR T AT R (1 P9 A7 A T B M AT I 8] PR D0 SE B A 9504 Pentium CPU 4
2.26GHz, N 47y 1.5G DDR. 7, 1 3 A5 70 Ay A AL 401 ) 2 Y A Lok B B D 2 PR A 0. Tl mh AT S s B8l ) 74
G R T AR T TG R B0 AR 0 T LA 5 A TR A 7 A 08 0 I 55 R P S 9 22 i e T P A T TG
AT R A

O Negotiable check B Model check O Negotiable check ®Model check
1200 3000
1000 2500
2 800 @ 2000
2 600 g 1500
§ 400 £ 1000
= 200 FT47 — 500 [}7
0 . P | ,l . . . 0 n n ; n = om L[ D .
7 8 .9 W0 11 12 13" 14 15#16 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16
Component number Component number

Fig.8 Experimental results
8 LK

AT DA H B R RS AT DA S TR F) il B AN A TR T XA RS KR 0 BTN BURS ALY
(K SZHF, it ELAAEA T A58 P 6 0 79 B3R

6 MEXI{E

I, 06 P 28 6 22 UK R AT S A7 ¥ B S UE A F 5 T 1R 2 AR PR I TR 4% Wrright!*d Rapidel*?
Darwi ™46 386 P 5 4 My AR T 750 R 04T 1R 38— MR e R 1 32 1 vl e AT B 2 5% Hi K Rapide SR
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JB S 5 R HUE GG MM SRR R AT A B S IhE 1111

T F O AR 7 ORI A A R i AT o AR B AR N ) TR SRR ) [ 3 B 3iE . Wright T332 %
KRS CSP 4 RGAT A HEAT #4E, 3F R S8 =07 CSP AU T L (1 FDR)BEAT IE Aff M 20 3 (1 460 .
Darwin HI4T ABARIT T FSP 474K FSP J& CSP HI AL B m] LUAE T b5 c % #% 18] (1abeled transition
system, i Bk LTS)HEAT 1] ¥4k 7 41 %) FSP AT LTS, Magee ™46 A SEIL 7w WAL (1 40 17 5 364iF T H LTSA.

UML 158 5 [ B0 % 2R G647 AT A2 BLUML2.0 LS 516 UML2.0 11928 1 €], Cengarl €45 A it i 4%
UML2.0 /42 B B #5431 Promela i 5 b, AT SCREXT UML2.0 W00 B FA) 1E A P 56

R T AT 2 e AT BT (R AN E kS AN T M DRt 0 B B R T AR SO R LA T E T
DA ) AR 855 14 2 485 g J2 T i B X 3R 64T AE AN S RS 52 B 455 N B4 T 02t T D b i A 7 A O i
HEAT UL M A0 A SCHR HY R AR T L AT LIRS UML R4S 58 TR R 850 2 Ut S 80 ik 1 D 2%, 0 BLakh T
1R 3R G MR T 5 R 2 X AR LI B .

7 RES5RE

WA RAFBATAETFI Bhd . 2781 Internet M85 N, AR R G547 A ERE TP AN € TE S AN e B B
SRR T X PR A IR AR R A5 R AT S BEAT AT RS AIE, AR SCAE R ABC T R K R G AT 0 B SR 4y, $2
T3 TR AT D0 AR B U VR AR T VRAEAT D9 A A A UML U F (1 3R s ik, s 1 AN e A2 AR Dy
SERLTLER JF I V) R A 2 1 T i Db B D HEAT AT R RS A, LA SE BB 1 LE A PR B AIE Jee i, BA— 4> mashup B
FIAE D9 S8 B IE T A SRR AR B e A6 2 5 VR (R ng AT PR AN AT RAE . R, P R A A 1 SRR TR (AR AT B 1
BAIE TR B J B EL 20 0T A 58 8 AT Dy el ) P T A S 1 75 6 T

AT PR B R A 73 7 3% BEARORT AN R AN ¢ A S ORI 6 e e b B 0 T SO AR AR SO AR
PIRAFAEAN LI A B SCRF I RE ES IR AN G vy AEF — i B, BRAT TR 2 — 2B WF ST n e 2 i ™ BOAT DA i ik s A ik
FESR M SE 22 19 A 3 A SCRE B AR Ut 38 5 R — SE AR AR AG 7 AL 2 I W] o LU A B T vk I 4 5 HE B A5 T
2K T PR A T AR R DL SR 2 1 5] 215 &

FEBLY BE, 1% 75 12 Bt I 1 01 S0 A7 R A Dy ] 0 AU 1 e s BT i S 100 P o S 9k I R AT k9 A 20 AR
SRR A H 1 R B i 5 93 T S 2 1R S i) SR RS 0 2R 48, OF A S B A T b ik — 2B Wic B I P 19
5 P T L BA B 5 AR T i A

FAN BN TR AEIA TAERI LR % 8 ABC 5k A A R A S8 K & TR 455 I E
UL HEA]_E3E— 0 T R R BT (A 2R 45 RSB AiE 2 LT VR 22 I 9T
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